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Canadian Rights and Freedoms (what about responsibilities?)

Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms; Case Studies
Introduction:
Since 1982, the  Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms, defines the civil rights for all Canadians. The Canadian Charter of Right and Freedoms is often used by Canadians to challenge laws and rulings that have been made in governments and the lower courts. We will look at several cases to 

i) apply the knowledge of the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms, 

ii) develop your mock trial skills

-some research
making opening and closing statements

writing testimonies and generating evidence

develop questioning of witnesses

verbally articulating ideas and arguments
Procedures:
You will work in groups of three or four people (4 cases with 6 students total)
Step A: Identification
i) identify the plaintiff (the one who believes a Charter right or freedom has been infringed)

ii) identify the defendant (usually a government branch, such as a Provincial Government)


iii) both the plaintiff and defendant identify the Charter section(s) which is (are) under discussion; use the textbook, pages 600-603















Submit Step A in writing: 2 Points
Step B: Arguments
i) for the plaintiff, list logical and creative arguments that also keep in mind the wording of the charter section

ii) for the defendant, list logical and creative arguments that support the idea of restricting the right for the good of the group (society at large).
Submit Step B in writing: 3 Points


Step C: Related Precedent Cases
i) The plaintiff and the defendant have a large selection of precedent cases available that could support their argument. Mentioning a preceding case is done to persuade the judge that he/she ought to rule like a similar case beforehand. To get a listing of cases in relation to specific charter sections, go to: 

·  wikipedia.org and Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms

· locate the section of the Charter you are exploring

· identify a key precedent case and explore the link via wikipedia
ii) complete the chart with a brief paragraph linking the precedent case with the case you are discussing. In other words, how and why does the precedent case assist your claim?









Submit Step C in writing:  5 points
Step D: Related Real Stories and Creative Arguments
The scenarios that you are given have occurred in real life. Research will locate stories, give you facts, sample arguments in the debate. General research will provide you results. 









Submit Step D as print-outs: 10 points
Step E: Creating the witness stories and evidence

Your scenario describes people who act specifically, or are known for certain particularities, to say the least. You need to decide what he/she will be like in court. The presence can be dramatic and embellish the personality but cannot deviate from the scenario. 

Dramatic impersonations:

Related Costumes:

Related Props: (submissions to court or props that help create the character)

Presentation of Evidence: (audiovisuals, testimonial)







List Them & Include in Trial: 15 Points
Step F: Court Presentation: Must use all group members

You will present your case to the highest court in Canada, the Supreme Court of Canada:

1. Introduction

Lawyers for the plaintiff identify major issues and arguments
2. Evidence:

The lawyers for the appellants present their witnesses and evidence

The lawyers for the defendant cross examine the witnesses

3. Precedent Cases 
Lawyers for the appellant mention precedent cases to support claims

4. Introduction:

Lawyers for the defendant make the opening statement

5. Precedent:

Lawyers for the defendant present the precedent cases to support claims

6. Evidence:

The lawyers for the defendant present their witnesses

The lawyers for the appellant can cross-examine the witnesses

7. Closing: 

The appellant presents the closing statement

The defendant presents the closing statement

8. Judgment

The judge rules on the case










Performance Step F: 30 points












Total:___/ 65 Points
Case #1: J. Bieber (Plaintiff) v. the Queen (Defendant)
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J. Bieber, the former teen girl darling and manufactured idol, was convicted of fraud and conspiracy to commit homicide. He argues that, in spite of his incarceration at the luxurious maximum security prison in Kingston, he should maintain his right to vote in federal, provincial, and municipal elections. He says that “my voice cannot be silenced and I love my community dearly.” The federal Elections Act however strips the right to vote from prisoners.

Case #2: M. Tyson (Plaintiff) v. The Thai Kickboxing Association &the Queen (Defendant)
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M. Tyson, who recently moved up several rankings in the Canadian Kickboxing Association in the super heavy weight category, was striped of his record by the Association and barred from continuing his fledging career. The president of the Association stated that his long beard was not appropriate and congruent with international rules. “He can get hurt.“ Tyson argues vehemently that his beard is a reflection of his religion and is safeguarding his own salvation. “I am the most powerful and will take on the world.“

Case #3 Lohan (Plaintiff) v. R. (Defendant)
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The reintroduction of the death penalty through a free vote in parliament is possibly claiming its first costumer. In January, Lohan is convicted by the Ontario Supreme Court of first degree murder, of her former mentor and idol Madonna, after a dispute at work. Lohan took Madonna hostage with an ice pick, keeping her captive in the men`s washroom. After a gruesome battle, she set the remains of Madonna on fire and disposed of the charred remains in a vegetable garden on a Colonial Acres property. Lohan was sentenced by Justice Judy to the electric chair. Ikea, the manufacturer of the new chair, stated “This is finally giving us the chance to test our new models, before it hits the show room and appears in the catalogue. “ Lohan isn`t too keen on the new chair and is mounting a court challenge.

Case #4 Snooki (Plaintiff) vs. Canadian Catholic University (Defendant)
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Snooki, a devout Pastafarian, enrolls in the Canadian Catholic University for her doctorate in physics. The famous institution, featuring none other than Steve Hawking, is funded publicly by the Government of Ontario. Snooki, however delighted with her acceptance to the institution, refused to attend a mandatory course in Catholic Physics and Beliefs, as well as Sunday Mass. She asks for an alternative class, not having been informed of these requirements. The Dean and the Board of Governors of the Canadian Catholic University refuse to consider her request and threaten expulsion.

Case #6 J. Henson and the Swedish Chef vs. The Ontario Government.
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The Swedish chef, who has delighted millions of viewers, is in serious difficulties after a show in which he advocated for making available raw milk. Growing suspicious in the wake of his show, government agents investigated and unearthed an operation which has him distribute raw milk to his show colleagues, even to Miss Piggy and Beaker, the guinea pig like assistant to Dr. Bunsen Honeydew. When pressed by agents, he went to his famous opening tune, singing “Smørebrod, smørebrod, rum, dum, dum, dum, my raw milk is for you to drink, rum, dum, dum, dum” and claiming that he should be able to sell raw milk. The government is not amused, arguing that they are protecting consumers and puppets alike; in fact, Beaker’s legendary problems on the show and Miss Piggy’s temperamental outbursts are the tip of the iceberg of health defects caused by raw milk.
Case #5 The Association of Gays and lesbians of New Brunswick (Plaintiff) v. the Attorney General (New Brunswick)(Defendant)
Robert and William were once madly and deeply in love and were married in New Brunswick. However, their relationship soured and both wished to divorce. The New Brunswick government has passed a law, The Sanctity of Marriage Act, which recognizes gay and lesbian marriages, but prohibits both from claiming the same property and child custody rights as heterosexual couples upon the dissolution of their marriage. The association of Gays and Lesbians of New Brunswick, like Robert and William, suspect that the real motive for the law is to dissuade gay and lesbian couples to marry in the first place. The Government stated that the law merely reflects the difference between civil and traditional marriage.

Case #6 Lady Gaga vs. R. (Defendant)
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Lady Gaga, a troubled woman with a litany of drug and offenses has her home searched by the police who are looking for marijuana, crack cocaine, hashish, heroine, and other mind-numbing substances. The police have obtained a warrant to search her house for the identified substances. While they find no drugs, they do find a number of illegal weapons, including a bazooka, two dozen shot guns, and a vintage WWII machine gun with ammunition. They charge Lady Gaga under the Criminal Code. Because of a court backlog, Pop spends 33 days in detention before the case is brought to court. She remains adamant that the police had no business arresting her for the weapons related charges 

Case #7 K. Kardashian (Plaintiff) vs. Chris Humphries and the Attorney-General of Alberta (Defendant)
[image: image7.jpg]


Chris, from Lethbridge, Alberta, broke up with his wife of 72 days, Kim. Two months before their break-up, Kim had become pregnant with twins. Kim now wants an abortion in light of their breakup, yet Chris wishes for Kim to keep the babies. A law recently passed by the Alberta Legislature, the Fathers`s Rights Act, gives fathers the right to petition the court for the purpose of preventing women, such as Kim, from aborting their pregnancy. Kim is not amused with the law and doesn’t want twins to mess with her fun life style; “Gross, I’ll have to change poopy diapers.”
Case #8 B. Spears (Plaintiff) vs. Maximum Records (Defendant)
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B. Spears recently applied for a job with Maximum Records, which advertised a position with their “Opera Music Division.“ After sending in a resume, outlining her skills, she received an invitation for an interview. During the interview, the manager become increasingly agitated and then proceeded to ask personal questions. he demanded to know how many children I had and whether I was pregnant. Later, B. Spears heard that a man got the job, who had less education in the field and no more experience than her. A visit to the legal clinic indicated to her that she had a good case for her discrimination claim.  

Case #9 D. Yamaha (Plaintiff) vs. the Queen (Defendant)
D. Yamaha, a crusading young lawyer, world traveler, and Canadian citizen, is prevented by customs officials from returning to Canada, after completing his studies at Haward University. The Government of Canada claims that D. Yamaha is in contact with the Nordic Terrorist League and therefore poses a threat to the security of Canada. Yamaha maintains that he is simply a member of Greenwar, a national environmental charity, has simply attended a number of rallies opposing greenhouse gas emitters, and has urinated in the gasoline tanks of Hummers. The government appeals to the Anti-Terrorism Act to justify its actions.

Case #10  M. Smith-Bubbles (Plaintiff) vs. Attorney General of Quebec (Defendant)
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M. Smith-Bubbles is an Anglophone from Nova Scotia, and falls in love with C. Dionne, a francophone singer from Quebec. They have a wonderful relationship, including great food and sex, as well as 8 children in 10 years of marriage. They live in Montreal and in the name of typical Canadian bilingual harmony and bliss, send four children to an English language school and the other four children to a French language school. 


Unfortunately, Dionne tires of the relationship, especially the antics of Smith-Bubbles; she leaves him for another man. On the way to a rendez-vous with this man, Deline is fatally struck by a Canada Post van and dies.


The National Assembly of Quebec, and its law, The Educational Consistency Act, forces parents to send all their children to either a French and English speaking school. If, after 6 months, the parents do not comply with the law, the children will be expelled from one school and forced to attend the school of their mother`s language. Smith-Bubbles commented “F*gh..this is crazy“. He is now mounting a legal challenge. 

Case #11 Trump vs Government of Canada-(Public Safety Department)
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Donald Trump, the ever-opportunistic businessman is seeking expansion into Canada for his entertainment empire. Waterloo Region is on his list, given its large student and youthful population. The coming LRT line and its urban redevelopment is offering the possibility of  tantalizing incomes from his “Bawdy Bedrooms” franchise which has, since 1985, provided “ladies of the night” for men needing a little fun. He has plenty of supporters from his franchise employees. However, Canadian law , and spokespersons from community groups  stand in the way, disallowing the expected brash advertising campaign for the franchise, as well opposing the idea of Trump earning more money for his political aspiration through this franchise channel.





















