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Fundamental Freedoms — “freedom of thought, belief, opinion and
expression” — The association made an application to strike down a by-
law that required the advertisement of unlicensed short-term rentals, on
the basis that it violated the s. 2(b) protection of the freedom of speech.
The court dismissed the application, after having found that “minimal
impairment” does not require the town to prove the measure was the least
restrictive means possible. Rather, the town needed to show that the means
adopted had fallen within the range of reasonable solutions to the problem
confronted, that it was reasonably tailored to its objective and impaired
the freedom of speech no more than reasonably necessary — in this
instance, the advertising prohibition was necessary to further the objec-
tives of regulating short-term rentals and of protecting consumers:
Township Association v. Township of Tiny, 2025 ONSC 1578, 2025
CarswellOnt 6104 (Ont. S.C.).
Exclusionary Rule — “the evidence shall be excluded” — The Court
of Appeal for Ontario found the trial judge to have erred while conducting
the analysis under s. 24(2), in adopting a compartmentalized approach to
the assessment of related breaches — the failure to consider the
search of the accused’s vehicle together with the search of his person risked
both distorting the view taken of the seriousness of
conduct and failing to embrace the overall impact on the accused’s protected

R. v. James, 2025 ONCA 213, 2025 CarswellOnt 3745 (Ont.

 

 

 

 

 

 

         
           

          
              
          

             
            

            
           

            
         

         
          

   

 

           
             

           
           

             
         

            
         


