Lecture 6

The Indian act: governs natives today, archaic
 

Crazy Horse: 1876 with sitting bull, Sioux nation confederacy, battle, the last of the Lakota to lay down his rifle
 

Cochisse 
 

Our culture tells us that the natives were a primitive people without civilization.  They believed that the native people who had no real concept of ownership of land, or concept of land being taken away from them.
 

The Government would actually fund native appeals to land and rights.  In order to involve natives in our system of litigation, which was foreign to them.  
 

The battle of little Big Horn, 265 men of general custer’s 7th calvary were wiped out in the badlands in 1876. Crazy Horse and sitting bull fought, crazy horse had won a previous battle.
 

American policy was to exterminate the Indians, poisioned blankets at trading posts, to be rounded up and placed on reservations
 

Siksika
 

Crowfoot – was a key leader of the blackfoot confederacy, and a moderating influence on sitting bull, perceptive and a diplomat, established relationships with the whites, traders, also rescued missionaries, and admonished drinking of his peoples
 

Aboriginal Values: respect for elders,  respect for land
 

Louis Riel
Fort gary in Winnipeg where he launched the red river resistance, the North west mounted police had some stability up west and things began to fester amongst the Metis people.
The northwest rebellion of 1885, metis are mixed blood of the French and Scottish fur traders, that had been exerting petitions for certain land positions and recognition of thei institutions, they were getting compensation for these lands, John A. Macdonald was the prime minister at the time, riel was an exile of the states in the red river rebellion, called the metis in a general uprising, he wrote a bill of rights which was adopted by the rebels and therebel government was established at a place called batache, he captured at the last battle of batache?  His trial was overseen by 6 jurors of American descent, he was also an amercan citizen, he was convicted but the jury recommended mercy, Macdonald was in a predicament because an earlier circumstance where Louis riel had not shown mercy to an Orangemen, but politically Macdonald didn’t wish to execute someone viewed as a religious nut,  but did end up proceeding, his appeals had been denied and in the autumn of 1885 he was hanged, recently some of his poems were released under the shadow of the noose, stating his belief that he would be held in high regard by future generations.
 

The Scopes Monkey Trial:  Clarence Darrell defended John Scopes and William Jennings Brian (Palin-like) who defended creationism, were lawyers in the Tennessee trial, 85 years ago, 1925, scopes was the supply teacher who taught the Darwinist theory, Butler act- said that Darwinism could not be taught, scopes lost the trial and there was a monetary penalty imposed on scopes but that was eventually overturned and in essence in was a moral victory and scopes went on to teaching success.  There still exists much opposition to the teaching of the Darwinist theory.
 

Sacco and Vanzetti: two Italian immigrants in the 1920’s, charged with a murder falling upon a payroll hold-up in Massachusetts, on the day that they were executed 7 years after trial, even after Einstein and Eleanor Roosevelt and many other prominent people spoke out against the trial. The American embassy in paris had to have 10000 armed guard to protect it, riots were around the world.  The Morelli gang was thought responsible,  they both had dodged the draft in mexico, and this fact became a major issue at the trial, they were really prosecuted for what they were seen to be rather than what they had done, some witnesses were bought and sold, a sensational trial brought witnesses who were a bunch of fame seeking idiots, the judge was prejudice. The accused saw their lives as an important sacrifice to the ideals of justice and prejudice.  Mitchell Palmer levied an all out war against these groups whenever he could.
 

The Winnipeg General Strike:  represented a parallel experience to Sacco and Vanzetti, Winnipeg was intended to be an industrial hub, but there was a divide between the worker and the owners, the workers asked for fair wages, there was a fear of bolshevism and a revolution, his was feared to be a movement toward communism, this is how the rich viewed attempts to improve working conditions, the mayor read the riot act and told everyone to dispurse in 30 minutes but before that time shots were ordered to be fired into the crowd 2 people were killed, this case essential killed Winnipeg it never grew into what it was intended to be.

Lecture 7

(Article about Aboriginals)

Fiduciary obligation

· An inherit right of self for Indian peoples. This creates a 3rd order of government that is not recognized by the constitution of 1982. There is no mention of a 3rd part of government. This is being mooted in the Supreme Court. 

· At the moment, the Mohawk members who have married outside of Indian blood, have received eviction notices. They have been evicted on Canadian land. The local band says that its not racist, has to do with preserving their culture. 

· These people are Canadian citizens – are you telling me that a Canadian citizen can be evicted from their home because they married someone else of a different blood line because someone politically didn’t agree with it – goes beyond our Charter of Rights and Freedoms – shows how complex and rippling our Aboriginal issues are in our society – they aren’t gratifying positive or constructive for anybody – Our minister says he is “uncomfortable with it”- this reflects ill on our society
Quote: Walter Gorpious (German architect) “The human mind is like an umbrella it functions best when open”
Republicans

· The party of Nope – offers 0 in terms of alternative policy (obstruct and oppose everything Obama proposes). 

· 911, how is it that the phrase “911 has embedded itself in our language, but the Air India never did?” More Canadian’s were killed there than in 911 – reacted to this because it was popular, although we have resisted in the past when something actually affects us.

· Accusing Obama of being soft on terrorism, because mishandled the Christmas day bomber. – in fact the did what they should have done by putting him into custody….This is exactly what should have happened, and the Republicans wanted him tortured. Irony is that when he was given the right to silence, he started to talk.

· Republicans didn’t want terrorists to be punished on American soil, even though Bush did, prosecuted over 300 terrorists. The republicans didn’t say anything then. They want to regain political power

The Scopes Monkey Trial – 1925, Tennessee – also known as “inherit the Wind”; both the leading protagonist in the trial were given honor – Trial based on Charles Darwin’s theories – more interest in contest of ideas than guilt and innocence 

· Williams Jennings Bryant – on one side of he case, was the one who believed in the literal interpretation of the bible and how the earth was created. 4 days later he died of heart attack, he was un-hinged and it was one of the great cross-examinations of history

· Darrel – on the other hand was agnostic. Arguably Americans best criminal lawyer

· After math of the case; Darrel lost the case, but he won morally 

Should torture be regulated?

Unless we torture this person, we won’t find out, so is it justified?

Military people say no its not. Things aren’t like Jack Bauer! – things aren’t that cut and dry, and it is unreliable

Why would someone who wants to kill him or herself be afraid of torture?

Why would something given under pain and torture be reliable?

They didn’t know that crashing into those towers would make them disengaged. The shores of America was not under attack. 

What is wrong or right with our society where torture is actually being debated in the same fashion?

Louis Banbourer said there is no such thing as justifiable torture

If people are just branded terrorist, it is not the same as torturing a “neighbor”. 

Christopher Hitchens – Vanity Fair article – subjected himself to torture

‘Those who would want to understand any of the roots of torture would need to go back to as far as the first world war’ – and until that is resolved instead of used as political purposes – those are the hot beds for terrorists – they have been killing each others children for decades and decades – it’s the 21st century, hasn’t it been proved that war solves nothing. 

Here we are studying the rule of law –article on “other world in law” – because they talk in abstracts and viciously regulated confined phraseology that restricts every argument to be in the same category as the next – recently Obama and Supreme Court twisted freedom of speech so that corporations can contribute as much money as they want to any political party, and actuated money with speech – you and I as a matter of common sense we should all be able to give money to the party of our choice – to say that is freedom is speech is ridiculous – that will open the flood gate, that is not democracy – that is the arbitrariness that can defeat  

LECTURE 8

Omar Khadr discussion, how labeled teen terrorist rather than child soldier
o   Making no effort to bring him back (been in Gauntanamo for 8 years)
· Contrast with other child soldier, Ishamel Beah who was invited to Canada (despite admitting to killing hundreds)

HISTORICAL TREATMENT OF WOMEN UNDER THE CRIMINAL LAW

· Historically have been mistreated by 1. men, 2. law and specifically criminal law

· Since English reforms there has been a decline in women as descendants 

· By the time we ready 19th century women involved in felonies decreased to 1/10 

· General categorization of régimes of mentality of authorities towards women population; under 2 theories

· Traditional Patriarchy; Relevant from 13th cent. To mid 19th cent and English legal reforms

· Represented worst adage “mans home is his castle”; men held dominion over women

· State did not interfere

· Female passed as property from father to husband

· Husband and wife were one but not in any romantic sense

· Woman could not sue her husband civilly, could not bring assault charges

· No property rights, were not persons under the law

· Separation was possible but lost all custody and remarriage was forbidden

· Modern Patriarchy

· More protection women, but still takes some advantage of her

· In the sense that the state now enters the ‘bedroom’ and family where it didn’t used to

· The wife’s reproductively is encourages because a healthy woman means a healthy child will be produced - Abortion, prostitution and concealment of birth offences are all accentuated at this period – restrictive things on the women’s body in terms of birth control

· Prohibition of birth control until it was repealed in 1951

· Case – R v Morgantaler 

· Example of jury nullification

· Routinely and prosecuted in every province where he pressed his view that women had the right to control their body and make decisions about it and he conducted abortion clinics

· His lawyer advised the jury to decide with their conscience 

Lizzie Borden
o   One of the first criminal cases in the western world where there is some type of “CSI”
o   Women was a spinster (unmarried) and charged with brutal killing of her mother and father
o   Acquitted of the murder with all male jury… paternalistic view; how could a woman do this
Suffergets

· Women who fought for the right to vote

· Often imprisoned and abused, force fed when hunger strike 

· o   Created Cat and mouse act (as soon as recovered from hunger strike could be put back in incarceration)

R V Lavalle

· Women’s Battered Syndrome

· First case to introduce psychological evidence

· To explain the particular actors of the state of mind and the context 

Early Part of the 1st WW

· Pour la glorie

o   French failures
o   Sending men to their deaths
o   Many mutinies, resulting in court marshels etc.
Matahari; female spy at time of world war one
o   Then intercepted transmission that made her out to be a double agent
o   She was charged for treason, and the records have never been released
· She was then executed by firing squad Oct 15 1917

NURMBURG: point from which we marked the legacy of our attempt as humanity to hold our leaders states and their haunch women/men to account for what we view as crimes against humanity, war crimes and crimes of aggression against the peace

- Criminal court

· Horrific period

· Quote from ‘The Sun Climbs Slow’
- Question of why chain of command in this scenario was held accountable but not in other scenarios (Vietnam etc.)
· Jackson in particular strove to make trials as fair as possible and that the rules of law were followed
· Meanwhile it has been years since 9/11 and Guantanmo trials have never happened (these trials were all done fairly quickly) – what’s wrong with this scene?
· Heydrich/Eichmann; main people behind final solution
· Because of his organizational talents and ideological reliability, he was charged by Obergruppenführer (General) Reinhard Heydrich with the task of facilitating and managing the logistics of mass deportation of Jews to ghettos and extermination camps in German-occupied Eastern Europe.
Courts Constitution was that it instituted the Nurburg Principles

· War crimes; traditional concept of mistreatment of prisoners

· Crimes against the peace; agression conspiracy to move into other countries
· Crimes against humanity; novel new concenpt – where civillians were abused and experiemented on and put into slave labour and the holocaust concept – new innovation of Nurburg principles
Birth of the concept of just following orders of superior was not a valid defence; it invalidaded the individual responsibility of crime
· Show trial for leaders of the regime (although considered fair)
· Just following orders was not a defence
· Membership in the Gustapo was a criminal offence
· Eventually even doctors/lawyers/judges were held accountable for their participation (Second wave of trials)
LECTURE 9

Tying off war crimes:

Nuremberg set early framework for what compelled the final creation of the International Court of Justice in 

Obituary of Conrad Danenburg; scientist who worked on the V2 rocket – first rocket

· Sent over England to indiscriminately kill civilians for pure terror

· Used forced labor of prisoners scientists to help complete it
· Verner Von Brown; former war criminal worked with him, but later hailed as a hero since he helped Americans land on the moon
· Nazis who were not tried for their crimes
“ All that’s required for evil to be done is for good men to do nothing”

At Japanese war trials;
o   Man tried who at first was actually against the war
o   Tiger of Malay; known for accepting surrender of troops at Singapore
o   Evidence kept out of his trial that after he found out about a massacre at a hospital he had the officers responsible executed; trial seemed like a “rush to justice”
o   Case gave rise to Yamashita Standard; holds men in higher reaches to account for reaches of subordinates
Vietnam;
o   Before entering war, warning that war would last forever was said to Kennedy by Dugal; parallel to situation in Afghanistan and Iraq
o   Used as an excuse for entering was allowing communism to spread
o   Bombers in the area would just drop their load and go reload
o   Laid foundation for lots of cold war behavior, because every time would see communists everywhere; allowed for lots of spending on war/ammunition etc. [through insecurity]; Americans outran themselves with their paranoia
o   Did not know anything about their enemy; culture, etc.
o   Talked about situation where family hiding in hut, old man tried to warn soldiers not to throw grenade inside but too late
o   Some areas labeled free fire zones; shoot anything that moved
o   Draw parallel to how Japanese/germans held accountable but not Patton or other American high ranking officers
o   Lieut. Calley was in command of a group dropped into Pinkville/My Lai March 16, 1968; many hundreds of civilians were killed; he was the only one to be convicted of killing 22 (they treated it as a free fire zone)
Hugh Thompson was operating a gunship helicopter and saw what was happening on the ground- flew down and had two crew members point their machine guns at Calley’s platoon and told Calley to stop shooting or would open fire on him (and then did)
Thomson and 2 cohorts (who acted against Calley) were then blacklisted and in the press called traitors; only recently did he receive a medal, he soldiers medal, which in the US is the highest medal that a soldier can receive 
Calley was sentenced to life; but Nixon intervened eventually changed his sentence to 3 years house arrest
Defended as just doing his duty, although in Germany this was what they were held to account for

- You can sub. Everything the excesses the frustration the money for what is happening in Iraq 
TERRORISM

· War on terror, where is the war? Just like war on drugs – absolute failure

· Its ‘militarized’ 
· When is there an end?
· Omar Kudhar – US is discussing prosecuting 
o   Talked about how the war on terror isn’t a real war; no real enemy
o   Talked about the issue of torture; what can you say about a country that actually debates whether to use it
o   Terror not a new thing, even on western soil; FLQ crisis in 1970
o   Question now is whether we feel any safer
o   Showed video on how terror continues even with Obama administration
· Terrorism unpredictable; cannot really fight it, too easy to commit terrorist acts

LECTURE 10

News article: NY times, 

More talk on current issues with terrorism  –

Crown needs to prove that this person is

“keep America safe” – right wing group in the states. They questions loyalty of justice lawyers who work on behalf of detained terrorist attack suspects.  They named the lawyers “Al-Qaida 7”. 

18th century Dr. Samuel Johnson in London said: “There is reason to expect that as world is more enlightened that policy and morality will at last be reconciled and nations will learn to do what they have not suffered” How relevant is this today? We haven’t gone anywhere and we still aren’t reconciled. 

Does the end justify the means?  With terrorism, wars on terror, etc. 

Crusade, threats to civilization, faith based extremism (in the U.S. with church and state being combined to extreme measures to create a form of terrorism where laws like free speech are not available ie. Dixie chicks etc.) 

For the 700 detainees in Guantanamo flown over – they had no criminal charge, no council and no compensation. 

(After sept 11) Patriat act – a senator (Patrick Blay?) in the states wanted to make sure there was a balance for invasive and intrusive powers that would be given to homeland security forces. (Courageous)

Attourney General John Ashcroft replied and showed how deep the wound can be to democracy, that democracy was not important as he said – “talk won’t prevent terrorism” : --- in reality only talk will prevent terrorism, we have the gift of speech, we should be defending politics not war and the right to speak – you exercise your freedoms and rights that is what defeats terrorism- if we put people in black holes and denied them the rights of the rest of society how are we any different from terrorists?

There should be defense speech over violence

 

Terrorism in Canada: October Crisis of 1970

- FLQ;

· Was a group in modern Quebec that wanted sovereignty from Canada – wanted out of Quebec’s interested. 

· During this time (1960-70) it was known as ‘black October’. There were over 200 violent crimes in Canada. It was a form of real terrorism – robberies, dynamite bombs, bank hold-ups, 3 murders by bombs and 2 by gun fire.

·  By the time the events of 1970 took form there were 22 members of the FLQ in jail – including 4 convicted of murder. 

· By 1970 various members of the FLQ were of the opinion that the bombings and terrorism were not working. They weren’t having the effect to bring about a political insurrection and they decided to move up a little to political kidnappings. 

· On Monday October 5th they kidnapped James Cross who was the British trades commissioner was kidnapped from his home. 

· On October 10th Pierre Laporte who was a minister in provincial government was also kidnapped in Montreal. Things unfolded from there. 

It all culminated into Pierre Elliot Trudeau invoking the War Measures Act (Martial law). It was based on the government perceiving an apprehended insurrection. 

 

Is whether or not those facts amounted to a political insurrection? (question to ask while watching)

Documentary of the FLQ – From the National Film Board of Canada  “Action: The October Crisis of 1970”

Prompted by Renee Leveque – The provincial liberals wanted Quebec to control it’s own natural resources. The nationalization of electricity is the key issue in the election “Hydro Quebec” was then created. The separatists worked against Pierre Elliot Trudeau and others seeking independence. 

There were many bombings – in 7 yrs 6 people were killed. 

Prime Minister Pearson invited Jean Marchond, Pierre Elliot Trudeau, Gerard Pelletier to Ottawa. 

Separatist R.I.N. party – got 10% of the Quebec vote. Similarly De Gaulle came through Quebec and demanded separatism. Rene Levesque published a manifesto demanding special rights for Quebec. 

R.I.N and separatist groups join together to create parti Quebec.

Taxi drivers, policemen and postal workers strike for fair wages compared to English speaking Quebec.

In June of 1970 the ministry of defense was bombed.  

October 15th the war measures act is invoked it was later lifted at another date. 

The turmoil for separatism died when Pierre Laporte died – it did major damage to a Quebec political movement when an innocent man was murdered.

LECTURE 11

Last week…

· Relatively brief period of Marshal Law

· Regime of anti-terrorism it ended, the war measures act ended and is replaced by emergencies act and is subject to the charter 

· After math of FLQ; it played a typically Canadian tune…

· What is the real priority in the US? – Health, people truly want health

Article; The Walrus “Here no evil, write no lies”

· Media complicity around Marah Arar; quoting anonymous government sources

· Can’t take your reputation back…labels have a way of sticking

· Weight of the media is a very onerous thing

Freedom of speech is what sets us apart from other animals
· Question is if our civil liberties are dispensable in situations of terrorism
· Cannot simplify the world by drawing lines on who is an enemy and who isn’t; isn’t as black and white as an “axis of evil” out there

Jus ad bellum: a just war
o   Criteria of just war
Reason needs to be a just one (to correct a grave public evil)
Must not be material gain as part of reason to go to war
War must be a last resort
Use of arms must not produce evils and disorders graver than evil to be eliminated
Last public hanging in Canada in May 1869; last hanging in Dec 1962
o   How can we be debating a way of execution in a way more in line with common decency principles
o   Talked about how death penalty is more about revenge and also that “there’s one guy that won’t kill again” thinking
o   Decision recently by federal judge for Canada to seek clemency for Canadian in US State
Prior to this murder, policy was that Canada would always seek clemency for all foreign nationals who might get death penalty
Suddenly view came about that “if we lobbied on behalf of Mr. Smith we would send the wrong message to the Canadian people”
Where we left off from the October crisis and the FLQ (from lecture 10):

-monsieur Laporte was murdered, the war measures Act was invoked. Brief but mildly abusive enactment of martial law as well. The war measures act has been now replaced by the ‘emergencies act’. 

-The aftermath of the FLQ was really a typically Canadian story. J.S. Wordsworth and others who were the motivators of the strikers were returned in both legislative and provincial seats. They did however experience a time of exile in Cuba. 

- How much does the states and Obama reflect this course? Well how much have you heard about terrorism in the States recently? Nothing. Through the agony of the clash of the senate/ state over the health bill there is a huge moral/ ethical debate. What is the main priority for the states right now – health care. 

-Robert Kagen novel – Return of History and end of dreams. Great powers are competing, there is a sense of nationalism. The world is uni-polar, there is regional conflict. Communism is dead but a great western contest of liberalism and the great Eastern Autocracies (Russia, China) exists. 

-With the rule of law now – what we are concerned about is whether we want to shape history or let others shape it for us (like India and china, there is going to be a metaphysical fear). The individual has a large role to play 

-Ancient geographer Strabo – says something along the lines that all whites are supreme colonizers and all Muslims are terrorists. 

-Latin phrase “Jus al bella” – how do you justify a war? Ie. Like the Gulf war. 

Where are the UN these days? In maintaining war crimes etc. during the war. Like the united states going into the Iraq saying it was a ‘just war’ 

 

(About the ‘just’ war and about the abuse military traditions):

Just war theory:
·       Needs to be a good reason to go to war. Like correcting a grave public evil or aggression of massive violation of basic human rights of the whole population. 

·       There must be a dually constituted authority to wage the war. 

·       There must be material gain that lies behind the intention to go to war.

·       There has to be a probability of success so that arms won’t be used in a futile cause. (Or disproportional measures may not be used like dropping a nuclear bomb.) 

·       The war should be a last resort. 

--- break

Books to consider:

2 books by Austin Sarat re death by penalty
1)     The killing state: capital punishment in law politics, and culture
2)     When the state kills: capital punishment and the American condition
-The debate over capital punishment (noted in the beginning of this course) that generated wholesale reform of the criminal law and procedure in Britain during the late 18th and early19th century. We are the beneficiaries of that law because ours more or less reflects in conjunction with what happened to them. 

-Capital punishment its failure is a deterant. It’s costliness, theres a loss of labour and there could be a potential of error – which was all suggested in Britain at this time. 

·       The last public hanging in Canada was Febuary, 1869 – Patrick James Whalen. Who was hanged for the alleged assignation of Thomas Darcy McGee, who was a member of Parliament. 

·       The last hanging (not-public) was in December 1962 and was Arthur Lucas and Ronald Turpin (Cop killers). 

·       Capital punishment didn’t really go out officially until 1970’s. 

·       704 people were officially hung in Canada until it was repealed. 

Prof’s point – it’s not so unrealistic. The states remains a western society who exercises the penalty of capital punishment. 

Example of where a person hasn’t been executed but has spent their life on death row – an article in the NY Times 2004, with Steven Booker who has spent ½ his life in prison. His crime was sexually attacking and killing an elderly woman. He now writes literature. 

·       There could be universal jurisdictions to hold everyone accountable worldwide. 

·         Never any empirical evidence that executing someone deters someone else from committing a capital crime
·         Each state having a set of jurisdictional laws- the states that have DP have higher murder rate than states that don’t have DP
·         In Canada since DP provisions taken out, murder rate has been on decline
·         Murders have lowest recidivism rates
·         Person who hasn’t been executed, but spent life on death row= Steven Booker, at 50 spent more than half his life in prison, realized he hadn’t seen a star in sky for 12 years, committed horrendous crime in 1977 sexually attacked and stabbed to death and elderly woman- didn’t kill him and now he has had time to reflect it, began writing poetry- has become known, spent 26 years in jail longing to see outside the cell
·         Life without parole- is that even a more drastic sentence than death?
·         Costs millions to execute someone vs. keeping them in prison
·         Americans spend very little on programs for lifers- those on death row in states where they abolished it were upset that they would have to be on life without parole with basically no life- no education/programs/rehabilitation etc.
·         Criminal code should be organic- flexible and grow with time, paradoxically immutable b/c want a strong sense of morals/cultural norms for society to rely on in times of crisis—cant continue to change it due to changes in government
Lecture 12: Review

Exam: Series of Short Answer Questions worth two marks each and a choice of long answers worth 8-10 marks each.

Know William the Conqueror and the early innovations: King’s Peace, magistrates and judges, circuit nature of the judges

Jurisdiction of the Justices of the Peace: Two levels of crime covered by criminal law- misdemeanor and felonies. Justice of the peace presided over misdemeanors while judges did felonies.

Treason Act – You were entitled to a council and crown disclosure (preview of the case against you), two witnesses were required on the Crown’s behalf to make the case.

Read up on the Magna Carta and King John – what citizen’s had in the streets for their own laws.

            -Night Watch and Hue and Cry

Early experiences of juries

            -Thomas Penn

            -Jury Nullification: Voting with their conscience, as they see the situation to exert justice in the face of what the law might impose.

Age of Reason and Age of Enlightenment: Influences on thinking, politicians, and social and political movements that may have gotten politicians to align themselves to reform the criminal system in England. 

            -Bentham  and Utilitarianism, people are pleasure driven so to be effective the criminal justice system must be fair and rational, while also transparent. Not the severity, but the certainty of punishment that’s crucial in having an effective system.

            -This idea was picked up by the Whigs: Sir Samuel Romilly, etc.

London Metropolitan Police Force: Started by Robert Peel (force known as Peelers or Bobbies) – Weren’t appointed by the elite in society.

Quebec: British Martial Law in Trois-Rivieres and Quebec City

            -Followed by Treaty of Paris in 1763 followed by the Quebec Act and Constitution Act.

            -The British allowed the retention of the Napoleonic Civil Code for Civil law in Quebec.

Royal Canadian Mounted Police (RCMP) - Yukon Gold Rush, Northwest Rebellion, Louis Riel

Terrorism  - Moral/Military debate on torture.

Women and the Law – Suffrage movement
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