
SUBJECT: Law 120           GRADE: 11-12                         UNIT NAME:          Civil Law   

 

LENGTH OF UNIT: Approximately 3 Weeks             LENGTH OF CLASSES: 50 Minutes 

 

RATIONALE: 

 

 The purpose of this unit is to introduce students to Canadian civil law matters that are both 

relevant to their own lives, as well as those controversial issues being debated in the courts and 

parliament of Canada.  Students will come to an understanding of the Constitution and Charter of 

Canadian Rights and Freedoms as ‘living organisms’ or ‘trees,’ that are constantly growing and 

changing to reflect the values of modern society, through judicial interpretation and government bills. 

 Six types of civil law will be identified in the first class, in which the unit is constructed 

around.  These include; 

  (1) Tort Law    (4) Contract Law 

  (2) Property Law   (5) Employment Law 

  (3) Family Law    (6) Estate Law 

 

A majority of the three weeks will be spent discussing the first three listed above, tort law, property 

law, and family law, as these seem to be most connected to the lives of this age group.  

  A close examination of tort law will provide an easy platform to make connections between 

both criminal and civil law in Canada.  Often, an intentional tort offence also involves a criminal 

offence as well, while some of the tort cases brought before courts in the past based on negligence 

provide excellent anticipatory sets because of their bizarre claims. 

 The study of property law in Canada is something of interest to 21st Century students, 

especially once you get into a discussion surrounding intellectual property, internet and technology.  

Intellectual property laws in Canada have not been updated since two years before the creation of 

Napster, and many Canadian students do not think twice about downloading movies and music. 

 Family law is perhaps the most relevant to the lives of high-school students, and instrumental 

in explaining the concept of Canadian law as a ‘living tree,’ using the changing definition of 

marriage and family as an example.  This section of the unit also allows teachable moments in which 



the instructor can focus the class on sensitive issue such as divorce, child custody, abuse, pregnancy, 

sex, relationships and more that may reflect students’ lives.  Careful attempts must be made by the 

teacher to maintain an environment of respect and speak on these issues with some sensitivity.  

Students will be encouraged through an assignment, to clearly identify their own values and opinions 

with regards to family law in Canada, and then retrieve facts and statistical data that support their 

stance in an argumentative essay. 

 This unit encourages students to take responsibility for their own learning, working both 

independently and collaboratively.  It also aims to be respectful of diversity, engaging and relevant, 

reflective, and integrative due to its cross-curricular nature.  Outcomes outlined in the Atlantic 

Canada English Language Arts curriculum document are important to the operation of this class 

when enacting classroom activities based on reading and viewing, speaking and listening, writing and 

other ways of representing.  Literacy should be an important aspect of all Social Studies classrooms.  

Lastly, peace education and conflict resolution will be infused into classroom activities and lectures 

that will also promote civic engagement.  Thus, the underlying principles of an effective Social 

Studies learning environment are built into the proceeding unit on Canadian civil law. 

 Case studies, lectures, class discussion, summative testing, individual and collaborative work, 

and constant attempts by the teacher to connect each class will be employed throughout the unit.  

Literacy, critical thinking and self-identity will be further developed by the use of a daily journal in 

which students will reflect on the issues of Canadian law put forth and respond to them.  Beyond the 

types of civil law and implications these have on their own lives, students will also learn about the 

civil courts of Canada, manner in which a civil action proceeds and the differences between civil and 

criminal law, all relevant to other areas of the Law 120 curriculum, especially the upcoming unit on 

criminal law. 

 

 



CURRICULUM OUTCOMES: Atlantic Canada Social Studies (Law 120) Curriculum Document 

 PRINCIPLES UNDERLYING THE SOCIAL STUDIES CURRICULUM 

 

  • student-centred 

  • inviting and inclusive 

  • respectful of diversity 

  • participatory, interactive, and collaborative 

  • engaging and relevant 

  • integrative 

  • challenging 

  • inquiry-based and issues-oriented 

  • reflective (p. 7) 

 

GENERAL CURRICULUM OUTCOMES 

  

 CITIZENSHIP, POWER, AND GOVERNANCE 

  

 Students will be expected to: 

 

   Demonstrate an understanding of the rights and responsibilities of citizenship and the 

  origins, functions, and sources of power, authority, and governance 

 

  Analyze the Charter of Rights and Freedoms to identify the rights, freedoms and  

  responsibilities of Canadian citizens 

 

 CULTURE AND DIVERSITY 

 

 Students will be expected to: 

 

  Demonstrate an understanding of culture, diversity, and world view, recognizing the  

  similarities and differences reflected in various personal, cultural, racial, and ethnic  

  perspectives. 

 

  Demonstrate an understanding of changing trends in family structure (p.16) 

 

 PEOPLE, PLACE, AND ENVIRONMENT 

 

 Students will be expected to: 

 

  Demonstrate an understanding of the interactions among people, places, and the  

  environment. 

 

  Compare and contrast Aboriginal models of government to the parliamentary   

  democratic model. (p. 17) 

 

  Appreciate that there are different world views  

  Appreciate that there are differing perspectives on public issues (p. 28) 



SPECIFIC CURRICULUM OUTCOMES: 

 

 Students will be expected to: 

 

 1.6 analyse the Charter of Rights and Freedoms to identify the rights, freedoms and 

 responsibilities of Canadian citizens (p. 38) 

 

 3.1 distinguish between civil and criminal matters and the different types of civil law 

 3.2 describe civil court procedures and contrast them with criminal procedure 

 3.3 demonstrate an understanding of torts and the purposes of tort law 

 3.4 demonstrate an understanding of the different kinds of torts and their elements 

 3.4.1 distinguish between intentional and unintentional torts 

 3.4.2 explain duty of care, standard care, proximate cause, foreseeability, and the reasonable 

 person standard (p. 46) 

 

 5.1 describe what is considered a family in legal terms 

 5.1.1 demonstrate an understanding of changing trends in family structure 

 5.1.2 identify the legal requirements of marriage and of common law relationships, including 

 same sex partnerships 

 5.1.3 demonstrate an understanding of the legal rights and responsibilities of family members 

 5.1.4 identify and explain the legal requirements and process of adoption 

 5.2 demonstrate an understanding of the legal ramifications of family breakdown 

 5.2.1 identify and explain the legal requirements and processes involved in separation, 

 divorce and annulment 

 5.2.2 describe the purpose and legal requirements of pre-nuptial and cohabitation agreements 

 5.2.3 demonstrate an understanding of the legal principles applied when deciding custody 

 5.2.4 demonstrate an understanding of the legal principles applied when deciding support 

 issues 

 5.2.5 demonstrate an understanding of the legal principles applied when dividing matrimonial 

 property 

 5.3 apply their understanding of family law to specific cases (p. 50) 

 

 8.1 explain why consumer protection laws are needed 

 8.2 describe the protection provided to consumers by legislation 

 8.4 analyze specific cases to identify remedies available to the buyer and seller (p. 56) 

 

SEPs: 

  

 Two students in the class have some difficulties with reading, and both are accommodated 

for their reading ability through differentiated classroom instruction, while also being expected to 

practice reading as part of this course’s requirements, with hopes for improvement. 

 

  -News articles that students read and respond to in their journals are sometimes edited 

  to take out unnecessary paragraphs with confusing words and statements. 

 

  -Class readings are sometimes accompanied with vocabulary lists, either attached or  

  displayed in a PowerPoint presentation. 

 

 Two students in the class have permission to write their tests in the resource room. 



MATERIALS: 

 

 Laptop, Smart Board, Internet, Speakers 

 

 3 periods in the library or media center 

 

 News Articles: 

 

  Norton Residents Protest Seismic Testing 

  ‘Cyberlibel’ cases mount with rising popularity of blogs 

  Czech Republic bans Google ‘Street view’ 

  Polygamy law is unconstitutional, B.C. court told 

  Why Canada needs a split from its messy divorce laws 

  Raising age of sexual consent doesn’t protect youth at greatest risk: study 

  Small claims changes worries lawyer 

  

 Handouts: 

 

  Define Family Worksheet 

  Film Questions (Flash of Genius) 

  A Civil Action Activity Sheet 

  Family Law Opinion Poll 

  Corresponding Opinion Poll Question Sheet 

  Instructions for Family Law Argumentative Essay 

  Family Law Quiz 

  Civil Law Unit Test 

  

 Films: 

 

  Flash of Genius 

 

 Textbook: 

 

  (2001). Law in Action: Understanding Canadian Law. Ontario: Pearson Canada Inc. 

 

 Videos: 

   

 - http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=PhSnQbflg2A (Intellectual Property Debate) 

 - http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6B9MbkAnqZ0 (Late-term abortion against 

 patient’s wishes) 

  - http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JAWhRqCjT9w (Bloodless Surgery) 

 - http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5lX-2sP0JFw (Reverse Graffiti) 
- http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Y16L-QX8wxk (Child Obesity…Child Abuse?)                        

- http://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/british-columbia/story/2011/01/25/bc-polygamy-

hearing-anonymous-wife.html (Polygamy in Bountiful, B.C.) 

 

  

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=PhSnQbflg2A
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6B9MbkAnqZ0
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JAWhRqCjT9w
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5lX-2sP0JFw
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Y16L-QX8wxk
http://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/british-columbia/story/2011/01/25/bc-polygamy-hearing-anonymous-wife.html
http://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/british-columbia/story/2011/01/25/bc-polygamy-hearing-anonymous-wife.html


TEACHING STRATEGY: 

 

 DAY 1:  

 

 -JOURNAL #1 

 Respond to article ‘Norton Residents Protest Seismic Testing’       (10 minutes)  

 

 -POWERPOINT LECTURE & CLASS DISCUSSION 

 6 Types of Civil Law, Property Law, Intellectual Property Copyright Law in Canada, Natural 

 gas extraction in N.B.                    (30 minutes) 

 

 -CIVIL LAW UNIT REVIEW HANDOUT 

 Provide students with a guide they can use to follow along throughout the unit and fill out as 

 the class answers certain questions.  This will be used to study for the final unit test. 

               (10 minutes) 

 

 DAY 2: 

 

 -POWERPOINT LECTURE & CLASS DISCUSSION 

 Review Civil vs. Criminal Law Purposes, Unintentional Torts, Negligence, Duty of Care, 

 Standard of Care, Causation, Weird Tort Claim, Stella Liebeck v. McDonald’s    (35 minutes)  

 

 -CASE STUDY: DONOGHUE v. STEVENSON –or- FAMILY SUES OVER FATAL 

 CRASH 

 Answer Corresponding Questions, P. 368 & 369 of Law In Action textbook     (15 minutes) 

 

 DAY 3: 

 

 -JOURNAL #2 

 Respond to article ‘Cyberlibel cases mount with rising popularity of blogs’     (10 minutes) 

 

 -POWERPOINT LECTURE & CLASS DISCUSSION 

 Intentional Torts Against Person, Property or Defamation, Medical Battery     (40 minutes) 

 

 

 DAY 4: 

 

 -ANTICIPATORY SET 

 Walk around the school via Google Street View.  Do you see any smokers, students skipping 

 class or people you know?             (5 minutes) 

 

 -JOURNAL ARTICLE #3 

 Respond to article ‘Czech Republic Bans Google Street View’       (10 minutes) 

  

 -POWERPOINT LECTURE & CLASS DISCUSSION 

 Tort law, Invasion of Privacy, Vandalism, Graffiti vs. Reverse Graffiti        (35 minutes) 

 

  



 DAY 5: 

 

 -FILM: FLASH OF GENIUS 

 Students will view the first half of the film and answer the corresponding film question sheet 

 that will be distributed by the teacher.  This film concerns intellectual property and patent 

 laws.              (50 minutes) 

 

 DAY 6: 

  

 -WHAT IS FAMILY WORKSHEET 

 On a worksheet the teacher will hand out, students will define family, what family law should 

 aim to accomplish and what marriage means and how it is celebrated based on their own 

 opinion and prior knowledge.           (10 minutes) 

  

 -JOURNAL ARTICLE #4 

 Respond to article ‘Polygamy Law is unconstitutional, B.C. court told’     (10 minutes) 

 

 -POWERPOINT LECTURE & CLASS DISCUSSION 

 Family Law, Polygamy, Changing Definition of Marriage, The Constitution as a ‘Living 

 Tree,’              (30 minutes) 

  

 DAY 7-8: 

 

 -JOURNAL ARTICLE #5 

 Respond to article ‘Why Canada Needs a Split From Its Messy Divorce Laws’    (10 minutes) 

 

 -JIGSAW ACTIVITY 
 Each group of 2-3 students will be assigned a certain section of the Family Law & Marriage 

 portion of the textbooks and will be responsible for helping to build my slides on the topic.  

 Four important points for each section is expected to be derived from the text, and students 

 should be able to explain why they chose those four points as the most important ones on the 

 assigned topic.  The slideshow, once completed by students, will be posted online for 

 students to access from home and they will use the notes they made up to study for their 

 upcoming Family Law Quiz.  This will be explained at the start of the activity.    (90 minutes) 

 

 DAY 10: 

 

 -JOURNAL ARTICLE #6 

 Is child obesity child abuse?           (10 minutes) 

 

 -POWERPOINT LECTURE & CLASS DISCUSSION 

 Family Issues Beyond Marriage, Child Abuse, Adoption, Children Born Outside of Marriage. 

               (20 minutes) 

  

 -REVIEW & FREE WORK TIME           (20 minutes) 

 

  

 

 



 DAY 11: 

 

 -REVIEW NOTES SILENTLY          (10 minutes) 

 -FAMILY LAW QUIZ            
 Quiz based on the PowerPoint Presentation built in class.       (40 minutes) 

 

  

 DAY 12: 

 

 -JOURNAL ARTICLE #7 

 Respond to article ‘Raising age of sexual consent does not protect youth at greatest risk: 

 study’              (10 minutes)  

 

 -FAMILY LAW OPINION SURVEY 

 Circle your answers to the nine survey questions based on your opinion of what is just only, 

 and whether you strongly disagree, disagree, are neutral, in agreement or strongly agree 

 with the statements presented.           (15 minutes) 

 

 -FAMILY LAW OPINION SURVEY – CORRESPONDING QUESTIONS 

 Choose which of the nine questions on the Family Law Opinion Survey you feel most 

 strongly about, whether in agreement or disagreement and express your thoughts in written  

 form by answering the questions handed out, that correspond to your chosen topic of focus. 

               (20 minutes) 

 

 -EXPLAIN ARGUMENTATIVE FAMILY LAW ESSAY 

 The teacher will hand-out essay outline, which includes some tips on how to write an 

 argumentative paper.  Go over outline aloud, making sure students understand exactly what 

 is expected of them by fielding any questions as you go over it.  Explain to students that the 

 best idea would be for them to use the responses developed in their previous lesson regarding 

 a family law topic they had strong feelings about, and build on them adding factual evidence 

 that will support their arguments.            (5 minutes) 

 

 DAY 13: 

  

 -LIBRARY CLASS 

 Students will proceed from the opinions they developed by filling out their Family Law 

 opinion surveys and corresponding questions to locate credible sources, statistics and 

 research material that will help support their argument on a chosen controversial issue.  

 Students will already have the guidelines of their assignment, which was discussed in the 

 previous class.             (50 minutes) 

 

 DAY 14: 

 

 -POWERPOINT LECTURE & CLASS DISCUSSION 

 5 Civil Courts of Canada,            (50 minutes) 

 

 DAY 15: 

 

 -A CIVIL ACTION 



 The teacher hands out ‘A Civil Action’ worksheet to students, who pair up and with the 

 aid of PowerPoint, each choose a civil suit to file against the other and go through the 

 process including; a statement of claim, statement of defense, reply, examination etc.  

 Students will also be acquainted with pre-trial conference and settlements.      (50 minutes) 

 

  

 

DAY 16: 

  

-LIBRARY CLASS 

Students will be provided a chance to finish research for their argumentative essay on a 

controversial family law topic.  They should be in the process of printing of their assignments in 

proper form and format and handing them in by the end of this class.       (50 minutes) 

 

DAY 17: 

 

-CIVIL LAW UNIT REVIEW            (50 minutes) 

 

DAY 18: 

 

-CIVIL LAW UNIT TEST            (50 minutes) 

        

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



CIVIL LAW: WHAT YOU SHOULD KNOW 
1. GOALS OF CIVIL LAW:  

 (1) 
 

 (2) 
 

2. WHAT IS THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN CRIMINAL LAW AND CIVIL LAW? 

CRIMINAL LAW CIVIL LAW 

i. 
 
 
 
 

 

ii. 
 
 
 
 

 

iii. 
 
 
 
 

 

 

3. LIST 2 INSTANCES IN WHICH A PLAINTIFF MAY BRING A CIVIL SUIT AGAINST 

THE GOVERNMENT. 

 (1) 
 

 (2) 

 

 
 



4. LIST AND DEFINE THE 6 MAIN CATEGORIES FOR CIVIL LAW: 

I. 
 
 
 

 

II. 
 
 
 

 

III. 
 
 
 

 

IV. 
 
 
 

 

V. 
 
 
 

 

VI. 
 
 
 

 

5. PROPERTY LAW REFERS TO LAND (REAL PROPERTY), OBJECTS (PERSONAL 

PROPERTY), AND ______________________________________________________________. 
 

6. DEFINE DUTY OF CARE: 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ . 
 

7. WHAT IS THE NEIGHBOUR PRINCIPLE? 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________. 
 



8. EXPLAIN THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN AND INTENTIONAL TORT AND AN 

UNINTENTIONAL TORT: 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________. 

9. WHAT IS THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEM SLANDER AND LIBEL? 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________. 
 

10. IF A JEHOVAH’S WITNESS HAS A MEDICAL CARD IN HER POSSESSION 

STATING SHE DOES NOT ACCEPT BLOOD TRANSFUSIONS, BUT HAS BEEN 

BADLY INJURED AND IS UNCONCIOUS, IS IT ACCEPTABLE ACCORDING TO LAW 

FOR THE DOCTOR TO PROCEED WITH ONE IF HE THINKS IT WILL SAVE HER 

LIFE? _________________________________________________________________________________________. 
 

11. WHAT IS MEDICAL BATTERY? 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________. 
 

12. LIST THE FIVE CIVIL COURTS OF CANADA: 

 1. 

 2. 

 3. 

 4. 

 5. 
 

13. WHERE DOES THE IMPORTANCE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF CANADA 

LIE? 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________. 
 

 



14. EXPLAIN WHAT IS MEANT BY THE SUPREME COURT OF CANADA WHEN 

THEY DESCRIBE THE CONSTITUTION AS A ‘LIVING TREE.’ 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________. 

15. WHAT ARE FOUR ESSENTIAL REQUIREMENTS FOR MARRIAGE IN CANADA? 

 1. 

 2. 

 3. 

 4. 

16. WHAT IS COHABITATION? 

________________________________________________________________________________________________. 

17. WHICH PARENT IS RESPONSIBLE TO ENSURE CHILDREN ARE NOT ABUSED? 

________________________________________________________________________________________________. 

18. WHAT IS A COURT WARDSHIP ORDER? 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________. 

19. WHAT IS THE LEGAL STATUS OF SAME-SEX MARRIAGE AND SAME-SEX 

ADOPTION IN CANADA? 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________. 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



JOURNAL ARTICLE: Norton residents 
protest seismic testing 

Last Updated: Tuesday, November 9, 2010 | 11:35 AM AT 

The RCMP was called in to diffuse a protest in Norton on Monday as residents were blocking an 

energy company’s access to test for natural gas. 

Residents of Teakles Road in the southern New Brunswick community are upset that Windsor 

Energy has been given approval to perform seismic testing in the area. 

Windsor Energy is testing in the Norton area to see if there is natural gas trapped in underground 

shale. 

The handful of residents began protesting two days ago. 

Shirley Teakles said the group was hoping to stop the company from going forward with the 

testing. 

Trevor Carson, another Teakles Road resident, said he’s concerned if natural gas deposits are 

discovered in the area the company will damage the environment in the process of extracting it. 

“I have to live here. Everybody else gets to go home, except for me and the residents of this 

street,” Carson said. 

The RCMP were called on Monday to move Carson and his neighbours out of the way. 

RCMP Sgt. Bruce Reid said he spoke with the protesters, outlining the concerns with their 

decision to block the road. 

“After explaining that to them and advising them of the law, they co-operated,” Reid said. 

Carson said he was told to move his vehicle or face possible charges of blocking a right of way, 

disturbing the peace, and public mischief. 

But he contends it's the company that's not playing by the rules. Carson said some of the testing 

was done too close to some homes and a well. 

Khalid Amin, the president and chief executive officer of Windsor Energy, denies the company 

has tested too closely to any homes or wells. 

Amin said residents' fears about seismic testing are unfounded. 



He said it's perfectly safe and the company will pay for any damage if it occurs. 

Reversed decision 

Norton council had originally prohibited Windsor Energy from performing the testing in the 

area. 

However, the council reversed that decision in a public meeting that residents said they were not 

informed of. 

The village mayor said the seismic testing was approved with certain provisions. 

For instance, by allowing the company to test in specific areas in the community, Windsor 

Energy will not be testing close to people's backyards. 

Many people who live around the test sites are concerned about the safety of their wells. The 

village has also put in place provisions that would force the company to pay for any damage 

testing may cause, according to Mayor Wendy Alcorn. 

Carson said he is not swayed by the village's response to the testing controversy. 

He said he plans to look into a possible civil suit and vows to fight any future seismic testing. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Stella Liebeck & McDonald's Coffee 

The Incident: 
(Albuquerque, New Mexico – February 1992) 
Stella Liebeck, 79, suffered severe burns after she spilled coffee on herself. She purchased the coffee at 
a drive-through owned and operated by fast-food giant McDonald's. She was not the driver of the car 
and the coffee was spilled while the car was parked. That is, Ms. Liebeck's grandson had pulled the car 
to the curb and the vehicle was stationary before she placed the cup of coffee between her knees and 
attempted to remove the lid for the purpose of adding cream and sugar. As she lifted one side of the lid, 
the coffee spilled onto her lap. Immediately, the coffee was absorbed by her sweatpants. Her clothing 
forced what was later learned to be “super-heated coffee” against her skin.  
 
The Injuries: 
Ms. Liebeck's injuries were severe. She suffered full thickness burns  
(third-degree burns) and scalding to her inner thighs, groin and buttocks. She was in the hospital for 
eight days and had to undergo extremely painful procedures to remove layers of dead skin, as well as 
several graft operations.  
 
The Coffee: 
The McDonald's coffee Ms. Liebeck purchased was served at a temperature of between 180 and 190 
degrees Fahrenheit. For home use, coffee is generally brewed at 135 to 140 degrees. If spilled on skin, 
any beverage heated to between 180 and 190 degrees will cause third-degree burns in two to seven 
seconds. 

The Action: 
Ms. Liebeck's original intention was to obtain legal help in order to be reimbursed for her medical 
expenses, which were said to have totalled nearly $20,000. However, McDonald's refused to pay her 
medical bills. This led Ms. Liebeck to file a product-liability suit. 
 
The Damage Awards:  
A jury awarded Ms. Liebeck $200,000 in compensatory damages. More significantly, the jury members 
saw fit to punish McDonald's. The jury awarded Ms. Liebeck $2.7 million in punitive damages. This 
amount represented approximately two days of profit from coffee sales for the restaurant chain. It also 
represented the single most publicized aspect of this case.  

 
The Key, but Least Publicized, Details:  
During trial preparation, Ms. Liebeck's lawyer learned that McDonald's had roughly 700 reports on file of 
similar injuries caused (between 1982 and 1992) by its extremely hot coffee. Some of the complaints 
advised of third-degree burns that were caused by McDonald’s superheated coffee. Despite this 
information, McDonald's had not taken any actions to reduce the temperature of its coffee. NOTE: The 
restaurant chain has since reduced the temperature of its product. 
 



JOURNAL ARTICLE: ‘Cyberlibel' cases 
mount with rising popularity of blogs 

Published Saturday, Mar. 04, 2006 2:42PM EST 

A woman who made disparaging comments about her landlord on her Internet blog has become 

the latest person to discover what can happen when cyberspace and legal realities collide. 

Sarah Dawe is facing eviction for her postings related to an ongoing dispute with Homestead 

Land Holdings Inc. 

Ms. Dawe says she was stunned to find herself on the receiving end of such an action. 

“When I got the (eviction) notice, I went into a panic, I couldn't eat or sleep for four days,” said 

Ms. Dawe who is fighting the eviction order. 

“Blogs are personal diaries. Anyone can read them, but with mine, except for people trolling or 

spamming, I was probably the only one reading it.” 

Whatever the readership, libel lawyers and technology watchers say as more people use the 

Internet, the number of people getting in trouble for electronic words whether on websites and 

blogs, e-mails or electronic bulletin boards is also rising. 

A train driver with Via Rail resigned from his job of 30 years after the company gathered 

postings he made to a satirical magazine's website over a three-month period — on his own time 

with his own computer — and began dismissal proceedings against him. 

A stay-at-home mother in Waterloo, Ont., was slapped with a $2-million libel suit from a 

property developer after she posted pictures of what she said were unsafe construction practices 

at a development near her home. 

And just last month, a Saskatchewan math professor who anonymously skewered his colleagues 

on a popular site allowing students to rate their professors lost a bid to get his job back after 

being fired for those comments. 

The technology may be new but the law isn't. 

An area sometimes known as reputation management is also a growing field and is taken 

seriously enough that many large companies have staff or outside firms tracking what is being 

said about them, and often their competitors, on the Internet. 

 



Czech Republic bans Google 'Street View' 

Watchdog says mapping feature invades people's privacy  

PRAGUE — The Czech Republic's privacy watchdog says Google has not been 

granted permission to expand its mapping feature "Street View" because it invades 

peoples' privacy.  

The Office for Personal Data Protection last week refused Google Inc. the necessary 

registration for "Street View" in the eastern European country but did not explain why. 

Google then considered it a temporary decision. 

Office head Igor Nemec says Google uses means that "disproportionately invade 

citizens' privacy." Nemec said Wednesday that Google also does not have a proper 

legal representative on Czech territory to handle personal data. 

The U.S. Internet giant has come under fire from authorities across Europe over privacy 

concerns, most recently for vacuuming up fragments of people's online activities sent 

over public Wi-Fi networks for years while taking shots of city streets. 

Criticism in Germany  

With calls for regulation intensifying, officials in Germany met Internet firms on Monday 

to try to reconcile the country's strict data protection rules with programs like "Street 

View."  

Consumer Protection Minister Ilse Aigner, who has clashed with social networking site 

Facebook over its handling of user data, told a newspaper she expected tougher 

legislation to rein in some ambitions of Google, the world's No. 1 search engine.  

"We must legally regulate the collection and use of geographic image data," she told 

Tagesspiegel daily, adding that she felt companies could not be left to regulate 

themselves.  

That echoed the view of hundreds of thousands of Germans who have requested that 

their homes be kept out of Google's service, which uses fleets of cars equipped with 

cameras to take panoramic pictures of cities for its online atlas.  



The German government has been critical of Street View and said it will scrutinize 

Google's promise to respect privacy requests by letting people stay out of the project. 

Germans have until October 15 to apply for an opt-out.  

However, Interior Minister Thomas de Maiziere, host of the meeting which Google 

attended, gave a brighter outlook for the company's chances of continuing the project, 

saying an outright ban of the recordings should not be expected.  

Helpful tool or means for abuse?  

Launched in 2007, "Street View" allows users to see street scenes on Google Maps and 

take virtual "walks."  

In Germany, where the debate on surveillance is tinged with memories of the role 

played by the Nazis' Gestapo and the East German Stasi secret police, doubts have 

been raised about the transparency of the project, which Google calls a helpful tool.  

Critics say it invites abuse. They argue that thieves could use it to identify targets, 

security firms could use it to pitch sales, job seekers might find their homes scrutinized 

by employers and banks could inspect the homes of loan applicants. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



FILM QUESTIONS – FLASH OF GENIUS 

REVIEW: 

1. Define property law: _________________________________________________________________. 

 

2. What is intellectual property? 

_____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________. 

 

FILM QUESTIONS: 

 

3. Often inventions are simply building on to the ideas of others and adding or improving something to 

make it your own.  What did Dr. Robert Kearns change about the windshield wiper to make it his own 

intellectual property? 

_____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________. 

 

4. Therefore, what would your definition of Kearns’ invention, the intermittent windshield wiper be? 

_____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________. 

 

5. According to the film, what incident inspired Kearns’ to invent the intermittent windshield wiper? 

_____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________. 

 

6.  Which company first violated Kearns’ intellectual property rights and patents? __________________. 

 

5. Ford claimed that Kearns’ patents were invalid because his invention didn’t meet the standards of 

novelty and originality required to be considered a new invention.  Do you agree with the defendants? 

_____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________. 



(1) DEFINE FAMILY: 

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

(2) 

REASONS FOR MARRIAGE LEGAL REQUIREMENTS FOR 
MARRIAGE 

CUSTOMS ATTRIBUTED TO 
MARRIAGE 

   

 

(3) WHO ARE THE THREE MOST INFLUENTIAL FAMILY MEMBERS IN YOUR LIFE? 

I____________________________________ 

II____________________________________ 

III___________________________________ 

 

(4) WHAT DO YOU THINK THE PURPOSE OF FAMILY LAW IN CANADA SHOULD BE? 

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 



Polygamy law is unconstitutional, B.C. court told 

WENDY STUECK 

Canada’s law against polygamy is unconstitutional and can’t be justified on modern 

interpretations that cast the statute as a means of protecting vulnerable women and children, says 

a lawyer appointed to challenge the rarely used law in a landmark reference case. 

“It was about stopping Mormons and aboriginals – because a Christian marriage was in 1890 a 

monogamous, man-woman union,” George Macintosh said Wednesday in B.C. Supreme Court. 

Arguments in support of the law that focus on the alleged harms associated with the practice of 

polygamy are beside the point, he added. 

“If Section 293 is struck down – as I say it must be as a matter of law – then what happens, and 

all that happens, is that being polygamous no longer turns someone into a criminal,” Mr. 

Macintosh said. 

Section 293 of the Canadian Criminal Code makes polygamy an offence subject to up to five 

years in jail. 

Prosecutions under the law have been rare because of concerns that the law would not stand up 

to a constitutional challenge based on freedoms of religion and expression. 

Two leaders from the polygamous community of Bountiful were charged with one count each of 

polygamy in 2009. But those charges were stayed and the province sent two reference questions 

to the B.C. Supreme Court. 

The first question asks whether Section 293 is consistent with the Charter of Rights and 

Freedoms. The second question asks what the elements of the offence are – that is, whether it 

would have to involve a minor or elements of abuse or exploitation. 

The reference case began this week and is expected to last until January. The attorneys-general 

of Canada and B.C. are arguing that the law should be upheld. Mr. Macintosh – a court-

appointed amicus curiae, or friend of the court – is arguing that the law is unconstitutional and 

should be struck down. 

If the B.C. court were to find Section 293 unconstitutional, that would not mean the state 

supports or condones polygamy, Mr. Macintosh said. 

In their opening statements, lawyers representing the attorneys-general focused on the alleged 

harms associated with polygamy, including early sexualization of girls, downward pressure on 

the age of marriage as a result of older men marrying additional wives year after year and the 

fate of so-called lost boys – young men pushed out of polygamous communities because there is 

a limited pool of marriageable women. 



Why Canada needs a split from its messy divorce laws 

Erin Anderssen  

Love is grand, the saying goes, divorce is 100 grand. 

True words for 49-year-old Lucas Kott, a self-employed construction worker who estimates that 

after all the lawyer's fees, affidavits and court appearances, he and his soon-to-be ex-wife will 

have spent nearly $125,000 arguing over custody of their two young children. His half has 

already put him $20,000 in debt, even before a five-day trialscheduled for the fall – money he 

knows would have been better spent on his kids. Now, he can't afford to move out of his two-

bedroom Vancouver apartment. 

 “There is a lot of emotion. You are at the mercy of the lawyers,” he says. And, unlike with many 

breakups, there was no haggling over property. “This is not a decision about what kind of parent 

I am, or what kind of parent my wife is. It's the process that is very complicated.” 

The family-law system in this country is a wreck. A study by the Law Society of Upper Canada 

found that, on average, it takes three years for a litigated Ontario divorce involving children to 

stumble through family court, and by then, in addition to the heartache and turmoil, a good 

chunk of retirement savings and college funds has disappeared. 

Toronto family lawyer Michael Cochrane once did his own rough math: To cover the public 

costs (courts, police services, children's aid, mental-health resources) and the private bills (for 

lawyers, forensic accountants and child-custody consultants), a marriage that ends would have to 

cost $50,000. 

Instead, municipalities charge about $150 for the right to get hitched. For the 38 per cent of 

Canadian marriages that are doomed, a nice dinner would have been a better investment. 

There are about 70,000 divorces a year in Canada. Many couples manage to hash it out on their 

own, and walk away with bank accounts largely intact – though just a couple of case conferences 

with lawyers can quickly surpass $10,000. The very rich can buy private justice behind closed 

doors with pricey mediators. 

But the less well-off, who can't agree or don't know better, wind up in court, weighed down by 

motions and affidavits before well-meaning judges who may or may not have expertise in family 

law. 

This adversarial system makes combatants of parents, and a growing number of spouses show up 

without lawyers at all because they can't afford fees, which only drags their cases out longer. The 

more money wasted, the more time spent squabbling over who takes the kids at Christmas or the 

value of that second-hand Toyota, the angrier everyone gets. 



If the state has no business in the bedrooms of the nation, courts certainly have their hands full 

managing the rest of the house. “Why would we allow families to be put through this wringer? 

The answer is that this is the way we have always done it,” says Mr. Cochrane, who has been 

practising family law for 31 years and has become increasingly vocal about the need for reform. 

“If there was ever a new country invented, and the government asked us what kind of family law 

they should have, no one would ever recommend what we've got.” 

Canada is not alone – many other jurisdictions are struggling to find a cheaper and gentler way to 

break up a family without shattering it. Starting in April, nearly all divorcing couples in Britain 

will be required to participate in mandatory mediation before a judge hears their case. In 

Australia, the government has funded a $200-million (Australian) nationwide network of family 

relationship centres that counsel to and mediate for separating couples – especially parents – free 

of charge. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Raising age of sexual consent doesn’t 
protect youth at greatest risk: study 

Jill Mahoney 

Globe and Mail Update  

The federal government’s decision to raise the legal age of sexual consent in Canada is not 

protecting the teenagers who are at greatest risk of being exploited, a new study concludes.  

The paper, which is published in the current issue of the Canadian Journal of Human Sexuality, 

found that adolescents aged 13 and younger are most vulnerable to sexual abuse or force.  

The federal government raised the age of sexual consent in 2008 from 14 to 16 in an effort to 

protect 14- and 15-year-olds. Twelve- and 13-year-olds were not affected by the law, even 

though the study found they were at higher risk.  

“Given that existing laws do not seem to be protecting the most sexually vulnerable group of 

children, those less than 13 years of age, future policy in Canada should focus on effective 

strategies to address the problem of child sexual abuse, including increasing the enforcement of 

existing child abuse laws,” the study says.  

Between 25 and 50 per cent of sexually active teens aged 12 and 13 had intercourse for the first 

time with partners who fell outside the law’s “close in age” exemptions, which, depending on 

age, allow teens to have consensual sex with people less than five years older and less than two 

years younger.  

Almost 40 per cent of teens who first had sex before age 12 reported that their partner was aged 

20 or older, the researchers found. Their findings are based on a 2008 survey of British Columbia 

adolescents.  

The study found that teenagers aged 14 and 15 do not make more questionable decisions about 

sex than older adolescents. For instance, very few 14- and 15-year-olds had sex with people 

outside the “close in age” exemptions.  

 

 

 

 

 



CANADIAN FAMILY LAW QUIZ 
Name: ___________________________________   Date: _____________________ 

SECTION 1: MULTIPLE CHOICE (    /10) 

(1) Two people must both be willing. 

a. sexual capacity b. valid consent  c. mental capacity  d. custodial parent 

(2) The person seeking the divorce is called the ________. 

a. respondent   b. petitioner  c. custodial parent  d. divorcer 

(3) Your wedding must be witnessed by at least two people ___ years of age or older. 

a. 16   b. 14   c. 21    d. 18 

(4) The legal word for when two partners live together but are not married. 

a. cohabitation  b. consummation c. arranged marriage  d. polygamy 

(5) A marriage is formally dissolved when a _______________ is issued. 

a. petition for divorce b. certificate of divorce c. diploma of divorce  d. marriage license 

SECTION 2: SHORT ANSWER (    /8) 

(1) What is the legal definition of marriage in Canada? 

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________. 

(2) If parents cannot decide who the custodial parent will be following a divorce, the judge will decide.  What 

questions will the judge ask to determine who shall be awarded custody? 

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________. 

SECTION 3: TRUE OR FALSE (    /2) 

(1) Same-sex marriage is illegal in Canada.      True  False 

(2) A one year separation period is not required for divorce if the breakdown of the marriage is the result of 

adultery or cruelty.        True  False 

 



Family Law Opinion Poll 
 

Circle the answer that most closely corresponds to your opinion. 
 

1. Couples should be required to live together for six months before getting married. 
 
strongly disagree   disagree     undecided                  agree          strongly agree 
 
2. Women who take illegal drugs during pregnancy should be prosecuted for child abuse. 
 
strongly disagree   disagree     undecided                  agree          strongly agree  
 
3. If two people of the same sex want to get married and raise a child, they should be allowed to do 
so. 
 
strongly disagree   disagree     undecided                  agree          strongly agree  
 
4. Children should be required to support elderly parents who are in nursing homes and receiving 
government aid. 
 
strongly disagree   disagree     undecided                  agree          strongly agree 
 
5. If a woman wishes to have an abortion, she should be able to do so without the consent of the 
father. 
 
strongly disagree   disagree     undecided                  agree          strongly agree 
 
6. A husband who physically abuses his wife should be prosecuted for criminal assault, even if the 
wife is unwilling to testify against him. 
 
strongly disagree   disagree     undecided                  agree          strongly agree 
 
7. Parents who do not pay child support should have their names and photographs included on a 
web site list of those “most wanted” for late child support payments. 
 
strongly disagree   disagree     undecided                  agree          strongly agree 
 
8. High school students should be able to obtain contraceptives at school without their parents’ 
knowledge or consent. 
 
strongly disagree   disagree     undecided                  agree          strongly agree 

 
9. Parents should have the right to discipline their children according to their own judgment. 

strongly disagree   disagree     undecided                  agree          strongly agree 



Opinion Poll: State of the Law 
 
1. Couples should be required to live together for six months before getting married. 

• Would this decrease divorce rates? 
• What sorts of arguments, other than legal arguments, might influence people’s opinions on 
this? (religious, moral, financial, family needs) 
• Do you think it should be easy to get married? 
• Do you think anything should be required before a couple gets married? (counseling, blood 
tests) 
 
2. Women who take illegal drugs during pregnancy should be prosecuted for child abuse. 

• Should it matter how many times the woman uses drugs during her pregnancy? 
• What if the woman is an addict who is trying to get treatment? 
• Should it matter whether the child shows any physical effects from the mother’s drug use? 
• Do you think this relates to the abortion debate at all? What if a woman uses drugs while 
pregnant, but then has an abortion after criminal charges are filed? 
 
3. If two people of the same sex want to get married, they should be allowed to do so. 

• What are the reasons why same-sex marriage should not be permitted? 
• Should same-sex adoption be permitted in Canada?  Why or why not? 
 
4. Children should be required to support elderly parents who are in nursing homes and receiving 
government aid. 

 • What if a Microsoft millionaire’s parents were in a nursing home being supported by 
government aid, while the millionaire child traveled around the world? Do you think the law 
should intervene in a situation like that? 
• Would your opinion change if you knew the parents had paid $200,000 for the child’s 
education, and the child had never given anything back to the parents? 
 
5. If a woman wishes to have an abortion, she should be able to do so without the consent of the 
father. 

• What if the father is also the woman’s husband? Does that change your opinion? Why/why 
not? 
• What if the positions were reversed, and the woman did not want to have an abortion but the 
man insisted that she do so? What would your opinion be in that situation? 
• What if the father insisted that the woman either have an abortion or sign away her rights to 
receive any child support? Do you think that should be permitted? 
• What if a man clearly told his female partner that he did not want children, and the woman 
promised to use birth control and have an abortion if she became pregnant. Should the man be 
required to pay child support if the woman later gets pregnant and refuses to have an 
abortion? 
 
 



6. A husband who physically abuses his wife should be prosecuted for criminal assault, even if the 
wife is unwilling to testify against him. 

• Where do you draw the line between family privacy and criminal laws? At what point should 
the legal system intervene in “family affairs”? 
• Does your opinion change if the wife is willing to testify? Why? Why not? 
• What are some reasons a wife might be unwilling to testify against her husband in a criminal 
domestic violence case? (financial dependence, love for him, low self-esteem/self-blame,  
concern for children, fear of retaliation, etc.) 
 
7. Parents who do not pay child support should have their names and photographs included on a web 
site list of those “most wanted” for late child support payments. 

• What is the purpose of child support? 
• What can be done to get parents to pay child support? 
• What sorts of things should child support be used for? 
• What if a parent barely earns enough money to support him/herself? 
• What if a father never wanted to have children? (told his partner to have abortion, use birth 
control, etc.) 
 
8. High school students should be able to obtain contraceptives at school without their parents’ 
knowledge or consent. 

• If you were a parent with teenage kids, would your opinion be different? 
• Why might some parents oppose the distribution of contraceptives to their children at 
school? 
• Do you think that by making contraceptives available to students, high schools send any 
message about teenage sex? 
• What would be the purpose of distributing contraceptives at high school? 
 
9. Parents should have the right to discipline their children according to their own judgment. 

• What sorts of discipline do you think would be “reasonable and moderate”? 
• Do you think the discipline should change depending on the age of the child? 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Argumentative Family Law Essay                  /50 

After filling out your Family Law Survey and the corresponding set of questions for 
the controversial topic you felt most strongly about, you can use these as a basis 

for the argument you will present in an essay format (guidelines to help you write 
an effective argumentative piece are attached).  You will include a minimum of 

three credible sources (academic articles, news reports, statistical data sources, 
Criminal Code of Canada, Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms, court cases 

etc.) in your essay.   

You should have a title page, page numbers at the top right hand corner, 
bibliography and typed in paragraph form properly indented, double-spaced.  It will 
be 3-4 pages in length. 

Marks: 

 /5 – Title page, page numbers, typed, double-spaced, paragraphs. 

 /5 - Bibliography (minimum three pages) 

 /10 – Introduction (hook, introduce the debate, thesis statement) 

 /20 – Argument (body, supporting facts and sources, reasons you hold your            

 opinion on the topic, other points of view, paragraphs flow well and stay on point) 

 /10 – Conclusion (brief summary, strong last statement) 

Helpful Resources: 

Couples who live together before marriage more likely to get divorced. 

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/5840263/Couples-who-live-together-before-
marriage-more-likely-to-get-divorced.html  

More Pregnancy Highs Than Lows 

http://www.canada.com/nationalpost/news/story.html?id=749e9fc9-e581-4acd-9ee0-
fcef72bc0825  

Pot Smoking During Pregnancy May Stunt Fetal Growth 

http://www.reuters.com/article/2010/01/22/us-pot-pregnancy-idUSTRE60L55L20100122  

Gay couple leaps ‘walls’ to adopt son 

http://www.canada.com/edmontonjournal/news/story.html?id=643c0d39-9ccb-43d8-a7f1-
9a034e83b06e  

The Cost of Caring For Elderly Parents in Your Own Home 
http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/money/tax/article6718941.ece  

Tremblay v. Daigle (1989) – Foetal Rights and Father’s Rights, Supreme Court Case 

http://scc.lexum.org/en/1989/1989scr2-530/1989scr2-530.html  

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/5840263/Couples-who-live-together-before-marriage-more-likely-to-get-divorced.html
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/5840263/Couples-who-live-together-before-marriage-more-likely-to-get-divorced.html
http://www.canada.com/nationalpost/news/story.html?id=749e9fc9-e581-4acd-9ee0-fcef72bc0825
http://www.canada.com/nationalpost/news/story.html?id=749e9fc9-e581-4acd-9ee0-fcef72bc0825
http://www.reuters.com/article/2010/01/22/us-pot-pregnancy-idUSTRE60L55L20100122
http://www.canada.com/edmontonjournal/news/story.html?id=643c0d39-9ccb-43d8-a7f1-9a034e83b06e
http://www.canada.com/edmontonjournal/news/story.html?id=643c0d39-9ccb-43d8-a7f1-9a034e83b06e
http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/money/tax/article6718941.ece
http://scc.lexum.org/en/1989/1989scr2-530/1989scr2-530.html


Ontario Ministry of the Attorney General 
http://www.attorneygeneral.jus.gov.on.ca/english/justice-ont/criminal_law.asp  

Statistics Canada – Child Custody, Access and Support Arrangements 
http://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2011001/article/11423-eng.htm  

Canada’s Teen Pregnancy Rate Falls 

http://www.cbc.ca/news/health/story/2010/05/26/teen-pregnancy.html  

Teenage Pregnancy http://www.statcan.gc.ca/kits-trousses/preg-gross/preg-gross-eng.htm  

Cultural Divide Over Parental Discipline 

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9D0CE6D9103BF93AA15756C0A9649C8B6
3  

Argumentative essays - In an argumentative essay you give your own opinion and try to 

convince others you are right with your reasons and examples. You can see examples of the 

argumentative style of writing when you read editorial columns and letters in the NST. 

Before beginning to write an argumentative essay ask yourself: 

 Do you have a strong opinion?  

 What have other people said on the subject and do you think they are right? 
 Is there any other evidence you can think of to support your views? 

To write an argumentative essay, use the following steps to help you: 

1. You may want to begin with an introduction and thesis statement that gets to the point 

or use a ‘hook’ to begin your essay.  A hook for an argumentative essay could be an 

interesting story (from the news, your own experience etc.) that will capture the reader’s 

attention and make them more sympathetic to your opinion.  At some point during the 

introduction introduce the reader to the debate at hand (this could be a question or a 
statement). 

2. Then write if you agree or disagree with the argument 

3. Tell people why you hold that opinion and come up with ideas and examples to back up 

your arguments. Research the debate topic and include references to articles previously 

written on the topic, statistics and other information that would help further your 

argumentative piece.  Try to put these ideas in an order with the most important ideas first 
and links between each idea so that the essay flows well. 

4. Think about why people might have a different opinion (objections).  Consider alternative 

points of view and the reasons behind those arguments. 

5. Conclude with a brief summary and try to make a strong last sentence that people will 

remember. You may even want to try to connect it back to your opening hook if you choose 
that route. 

 

http://www.attorneygeneral.jus.gov.on.ca/english/justice-ont/criminal_law.asp
http://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2011001/article/11423-eng.htm
http://www.cbc.ca/news/health/story/2010/05/26/teen-pregnancy.html
http://www.statcan.gc.ca/kits-trousses/preg-gross/preg-gross-eng.htm
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9D0CE6D9103BF93AA15756C0A9649C8B63
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9D0CE6D9103BF93AA15756C0A9649C8B63


A Civil Action 
Plaintiff: ____________________________  Defendant: ______________________________ 

Statement of Claim: 

 

 

 

 

Statement of Defence: 

 

 Counterclaim: 

 

 

Reply: 

 

 

 

 

Examination for Discovery (What questions would you ask the witnesses?  What documents would 

you use to prove your case) 

 

 Plaintiff: 

 

 

 Defendant: 

 

OUT OF COURT SETTLEMENT   -OR-    CIVIL TRIAL 

 



CIVIL LAW UNIT TEST 
Name:  _________________________________   Date: _____________________ 

I. CIVIL COURTS ( /5) 

 LIST THE FIVE CIVIL COURTS IN CANADA: 1. ______________________________ 

        2. ______________________________  

        3. ______________________________ 

        4. ______________________________ 

        5. ______________________________ 

 WHY IS THE SUPREME COURT OF CANADA SO IMPORTANT? 

 ______________________________________________________________________________ 

 ______________________________________________________________________________ 

 ______________________________________________________________________________ 

 ______________________________________________________________________________ 

II. TYPES OF CIVIL LAW ( /8) 

 LIST THE SIX TYPES OF CIVIL LAW AND DEFINE 3 OF THEM: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

III. THE CONSTITUTION OF CANADA (   /2) 

 “THE CONSTITUTION IS A LIVING TREE WHICH, BY WAY OF PROGRESSIVE 

 INTERPRETATION, ACCOMMODATES AND ADDRESSES THE REALITIES OF 

 MODERN LIFE” (Supreme Court of Canada, 2004).   

 WHAT IS MEANT BY THE SUPREME COURT OF CANADA WHEN THEY 

 DESCRIBE THE CONSTITUTION AS A ‘LIVING TREE?’ 

 ______________________________________________________________________________      

 ______________________________________________________________________________ 

 ______________________________________________________________________________    

 ______________________________________________________________________________ 



IV.  TORT LAW – CIRCLE THE CORRECT ANSWER. ( /3) 

1. DEFAMATION IN A PERMANENT FORM, SUCH AS WRITTEN OR RECORDED 

STATEMENTS. 

a. Libel      b. Slander   c. Absolute Privilege d. Being a meany 

2. THE OBLIGATION TO FORESEE AND AVOID CARELESS ACTIONS THAT MIGHT 

CAUSE HARM TO OTHERS. 

a. Standard of Care    b. Causation   c. Duty of Care  d. Neighbour Principle 

3. THE ABILITY TO UNDERSTAND WHAT IS GOING ON. 

a. sexual capacity    b. valid consent  c. mental capacity d. litigation 

4. THE INITIAL DOCUMENT OUTLINING THE FACTS OF A CIVIL ACTION. 

a. statement of appeal    b. statement of defence c. counter-claim d. complaint form 

5. SEEKS APPROPRIATE PUNISHMENTS FOR CRIMINAL OFFENDERS. 

a. civil law      b. family law   c. criminal law  d. parents 

6. SEXUAL INTERCOURSE BY A MARRIED PERSON WITH SOMEONE OTHER THAN 

HIS/HER SPOUSE. 

a. cruelty      b. consummation  c. polygamy  d. adultery 

 

V. CASE STUDY – ANSWER THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS REGARDING THE 

ATTACHED COURT CASE. (     /7) 

1. WHAT DID MR. CROCKER HAVE TO SHOW IN ORDER TO PROVE THE RESORT WAS 

NEGLIGENT? 

2. WHAT ARE THREE POSSIBLE DEFENCES SUNDANCE COULD ARGUE IN THIS CASE? 

3. WHY DO YOU THINK CROCKER APPEALED THE TRIAL JUDGE’S DECISION? HOW 

DID THE TRIAL JUDGE’S DECISION DIFFER FROM THAT OF THE SUPREME COURT? 

4. IF CROCKER’S INTOXICATION HAD NOT BEEN EVIDENT, WOULD SUNDANCE 

RESORTS STILL HAVE BEEN LIABLE FOR HIS INJURIES? EXPLAIN. 

VI. BONUS. (   /2) 

1. WHAT ARE THE TWO MAIN REQUIREMENTS THAT MUST BE MET FOR AN 

ABORIGINAL MARRIAGE TO BE VALID IN CANADA? 

2. LIST 3 TYPES OF CHILD CUSTODY. 



_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 



IV.  TORT LAW – CIRCLE THE CORRECT ANSWER. ( /3) 

1. DEFAMATION IN A PERMANENT FORM, SUCH AS WRITTEN OR RECORDED 

STATEMENTS. 

a. Libel      b. Slander   c. Absolute Privilege d. Being a meany 

2. THE OBLIGATION TO FORESEE AND AVOID CARELESS ACTIONS THAT MIGHT 

CAUSE HARM TO OTHERS. 

a. Standard of Care    b. Causation   c. Duty of Care  d. Neighbour Principle 

3. THE ABILITY TO UNDERSTAND WHAT IS GOING ON. 

a. sexual capacity    b. valid consent  c. mental capacity d. litigation 

4. THE INITIAL DOCUMENT OUTLINING THE FACTS OF A CIVIL ACTION. 

a. statement of appeal    b. statement of defence c. counter-claim d. complaint form 

5. SEEKS APPROPRIATE PUNISHMENTS FOR CRIMINAL OFFENDERS. 

a. civil law      b. family law   c. criminal law  d. parents 

6. SEXUAL INTERCOURSE BY A MARRIED PERSON WITH SOMEONE OTHER THAN 

HIS/HER SPOUSE. 

a. cruelty      b. consummation  c. polygamy  d. adultery 

V. CASE STUDY – ANSWER THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS REGARDING THE 

ATTACHED COURT CASE. (     /7) 

1. WHAT ARGUMENTS DID THEODORE’S LAWYER USE TO WIN CUSTODY FOR 

THEODORE AND VALERIE? 

2. WHY DO YOU THINK KIMBERLY WAS GRANTED LEAVE TO APPEAL TO THE 

SUPREME COURT OF CANADA? 

3. WHAT FACTORS DID THE SUPREME COURT OF CANADA TAKE INTO ACCOUNT IN 

DECIDING THIS CASE? 

4. IF YOU WERE PLACING A VALUE ON THE FACTORS INVOLVED IN DETERMINING 

THE ‘BEST INTERESTS OF THE CHILD,’ WHERE WOULD YOU PLACE RACIAL 

IDENTITY? EXPLAIN WHY. 

VI. BONUS. (   /2) 

1. WHAT ARE THE TWO MAIN REQUIREMENTS THAT MUST BE MET FOR AN 

ABORIGINAL MARRIAGE TO BE VALID IN CANADA? 

2. LIST 3 TYPES OF CHILD CUSTODY. 



VAN DE PERRE V. EDWARDS (2001), S.C.C. 60 

BACKGROUND: 

  In 1996, Kimberly Van de Perre met Theodore Edwards, a professional 
basketball player, who was married with two children.  Theodore and Kimberly had a 
sexual relationship, and Kimberly became pregnant.  Before the birth of the baby, 
Theodore and his wife, Valerie, returned to North Carolina.  In 1997,  Theodore 
returned to Vancouver for the basketball season, and his relationship with Kimberly 
resumed.  When their son, Elijah, was three months old, Kimberly began court 
proceedings for custody and child support.  The trial judge awarded Kimberly sole 
custody of Elijah, and Theodore was granted access for four weeks each year. 

 Theodore appealed the decision.  In the appeal Theodore’s lawyer argued that 
the trial judge had failed to consider Theodore’s parenting skills and the fact that 
Theodore and his wife were better able to provide Elijah with a stable home than 
Kimberly was.  The lawyer argued that Kimberly was a ‘24-year-old single parent 
with poor employment qualifications and a spotty employment record’ who had 
dropped out of high school and depended on her parents for financial support.  
Theodore’s lawyer also argued that the trial judge had ignored the ‘race issue’ and 
had not considered the interracial problems Elijah might experience because his 
mother is Caucasian and his father is African-American. 

 The Court of Appeal for British Columbia deciding that the trial judge had 
erred, reversed the original decision.  The Court of Appeal granted Theodore and his 
wife, Valerie, custody of the child; Kimberly was granted generous access.  Kimberly 
was given leave to appeal to the Supreme Court of Canada. 

SUPREME COURT DECISION: 

 The Supreme Court of Canada allowed the appeal, and Kimberly was awarded 
custody of Elijah.  In reaching its decision, the Supreme Court found that the 
parenting skills and attributes of both parents had been taken into consideration in 
the trial judge’s decision.  In fact, the Supreme Court agreed with the trial judge’s 
opinion that because of the nature of his job, Theodore travelled extensively and was 
away from home for long periods.  Consequently, Valerie was responsible for all of 
the childcare activities.  Also, Theodore has had numerous extra-marital affairs, and 
the Court was not convinced that this pattern would change. 

 On the question of race, the Court was of the opinion that ‘there was 
absolutely no evidence indicating race was an important consideration.’ 

SOCIAL SIGNIFICANCE: 

 The Supreme Court’s decision illustrated that in this case, the parenting skills 
of the biological parents overrode considerations regarding the race of the parents in 
determining the best interests of the child. 



CROCKER V. SUNDANCE NORTHWEST RESORTS, (1988) 1. S.C.R. 1186 

BACKGROUND: 

 As a promotion for its ski resort, Sundance Northwest Resorts hosted a 
competition in which a two-person team raced down a steep hill in an inner tube.  
The prize was $200.  Mr. Crocker paid the $15 entrance fee and signed the entry 
form, without reading it.  Consequently, he did not know the form contained a 
waiver clause. 

 Crocker was visibly drunk at the beginning of the first race.  At the start of the 
second race, the owner of Sundance asked Crocker if he was in any condition to 
compete but did nothing to stop him.  The resort manager also suggested that he not 
continue but took no further steps to restrict him when he insisted on competing.  
During the second race, Crocker suffered a serious neck injury and was rendered 
quadriplegic. 

 Crocker sued the ski resort for negligence.  At trial, he was successful in his 
suit, but the Court applied the defence of contributory negligence.  Crocker was 
awarded 75 percent of his damages.  He appealed.  The Ontario Court of Appeal 
overturned the trial judge’s decision and found that the resort was not liable at all.  
Crocker appealed this decision to the Supreme Court of Canada. 

DECISION: 

 The Supreme Court found that the plaintiff’s injuries were ‘clearly forseeable 
in this case,’ and the resort failed to take reasonable steps to prevent Mr. Crocker 
from competing in the race that causes his injuries.  By allowing Crocker to 
participate in the event, the resort breached the duty of care it owed him and was 
therefore liable for damages that resulted from its negligence.  However, the Court 
did uphold the finding that Crocker was 25 percent liable due to contributory 
negligence. 

LEGAL SIGNIFICANCE: 

 The Court ruled that when a resort organizes an event to enhance its profits, it 
has a duty of care to prevent a visibly intoxicated person from competing in a 
dangerous competition.  Crocker’s signing of the entry form containing the waiver 
did not release the resort from its duty of care because Crocker’s attention had not 
been drawn to the waiver; in fact, he had not read it and had no idea it existed. 

 

 

 

 



Law 120 – Civil Law - Student-Teacher Evaluation 

Name (Optional): _________________________   Date: __________ 

1. You enjoyed the unit on civil law. 

Strongly Disagree     Disagree       Neutral        Agree          Strongly Agree 

2.  The methods of teaching used, appealed to your style of learning. 

Strongly Disagree     Disagree       Neutral        Agree          Strongly Agree 

3. The teacher was easily approachable and willing to help when asked. 

Strongly Disagree     Disagree       Neutral        Agree          Strongly Agree 

4.  You could see how assignments and tests were connected to course material. 

Strongly Disagree     Disagree       Neutral        Agree          Strongly Agree 

5.  You better understand the evolving nature of the Constitution, Law and Charter. 

Strongly Disagree     Disagree       Neutral        Agree          Strongly Agree 

6.  You have a better understanding of the difference between civil and criminal law. 

Strongly Disagree     Disagree       Neutral        Agree          Strongly Agree 

7.  The teacher gave the same respect to you and your classmates expected of you. 

Strongly Disagree     Disagree       Neutral        Agree          Strongly Agree 

8.  You felt comfortable expressing your opinion in the classroom. 

Strongly Disagree     Disagree       Neutral        Agree          Strongly Agree 

9.  You found this unit to be worthwhile and informative. 

Strongly Disagree     Disagree       Neutral        Agree          Strongly Agree 



10.  Do you plan on studying law or political science in university? 

__________________________________________________________________ 

11.  What was your favorite lesson of the unit? 

__________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

12.  What did you like best about the style of teaching that was used? 

__________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

13.  Would you take another class with this teacher in the future if you were able to? 

__________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

14.  Do you have any suggestions of how your teacher might improve his/her 
teaching style? 

__________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

15. Any final comments? 

__________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________ 


