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-the truck driver in france who killed a whole pile of people 
-it will take a long time for turkey to enter the EU
-our society does not like instability 
-France is using constitutional powers to allow the intrusion into peoples lives 
-would this work in Canada? We have very strong privacy laws 
-what could the government do to achieve this in Canada?

-prof was a legal drafter during 9/11
-designed specific clauses that allows the minister to pass specific regulations without going through the whole legislation process to help avoid or stop emergency situations
-the minister has a 14 day period without going through any regulatory process issues regulations that will affect businesses 
-the east has all of the poverty because of the wind blowing east to west and so all of the dirt blows on to the poor people 
-The minister has the authority to make these decisions

-national emergency legislation 
-in Canada we used to have a war measures act 
-we have developed different legislation over the years
-there was a crisis in 1970 in quebec, a british diplomat and minster of the crown were kidnapped, pm trudeau never passed the law for the war measures act, he only proclaimed it 
-the crisis in 1970, these people are kidnapped, so we have this legislation to allow for the declaration of the war measures act 
-it would only a take a decision from the prime minister to enact marshal law 
-in 1988 we decided to adopt the emergency act 
-provides for 4 levels of emergency 
-level 1- public welfare 
-level 2 – public order of emergency (massive suicides, etc.)
-level 3 – international emergency 
-level 4 – war emergency 
-compensation of the emergency legislation – mirrored on the pesticide act 
-marshal law cannot just be declared in Canada- charter of rights that regulates abuse of state power 
-each time an event occurs we change other legislations to allow for specific mechanisms 

-national security structures: CSIS, CSEC, RCMP, provincial and municipal police, DFAIT, CBSA, transport Canada, CIC, Federal court etc. 
-prevention of threats, 
-all relevant legislation, all CSIS informants cannot be sued if it was in good faith, and there is no compensation from the state if it is a matter of national security- example government cannot be sued for torturing a potential terrorist 
-as soon as there is a dead body from an act of terrorism, legislation can be passed to give us less privacy 
-changed the legislation for security on parliament hill, armed guards are the result of the shooting in 2014 

-the legal council for CSIS was in front of parliament committee 
-asked general council of CSIS if we should be able to torture for information 
-if there was a necessity to save lives and prevent national emergency they will torture 
-prof pleads for tickling as an effective message – is it torture when it starts to hurt 
-dirty bomb in Ottawa, would you allow the rcmp to torture to find out where it is 
-next day the representative of CSIS went before and said the lawyer did not understand that and they will never torture
-the laws of Canada prevent having someone sent to a foreign zone to be tortured and returned 
-the problem is with these powers, where do you draw the line
-if tolerance is zero, you just don’t do it 
-if the tolerance is some, you will do a lot 
-Canada wants to use the legislation to find out everything before hand so that torturing will not be needed 
-there might be a hotline down the road where you can report a suspected threat to society 
-this will be the result if more disasters keep happening 

Contracts

-an agreement between two or more persons, that is enforceable before the courts of law
-elements of a contract:
-first It’s an agreement – needs to be spelled out between the parties, verbal or in writing
-second key element is that it must be complete – a certain degree of certainty- we know that it is going to happen
-third – its deliberate – the parties wish to enter into a contractual agreement – intention of the minds
-fourth its voluntary – no coercion or serious unfairness – retirement home example, people visit to have cheques written, payment with serious unfairness, they do it to have small amounts of happiness while they wait for death
-prof got a call from an ex prof with Parkinson’s, he wants a trust agreement drawn up, he wants to have it drawn up now because his children are powerful,  the Trustee can be outside of the family and they wont be able to poach the assets 
-fifth, it has to be between 2 or more competent persons, it has to be between people with legal capacity, sounds of mind, unless you don’t have a strong medical record you are presumed to be competent 
-sixth, there has to be mutual consideration – there has to be a value in exchange for what we receive 
-seventh – it needs to meet the legal requirements, in some cases you are required to meet the norms that are required in terms of how the rules apply 

-tal vs. Ontario lottery 
-this individual is a plaintiff 
-in 6/49 it is easy to get 4 numbers out of 6 800-2000 get this each week 
-he gets a cheque for 66.90
-he said that the pool should not be divided if there is a winning number 
-the courts were very clear that there are norms that we need to follow 
-the guy claimed 3.2 million in damages, and another $35 is punitive and exemplary damages 

-legal factors that affect contractions
-first – communications, the parties must have received all of the information to communicate the transaction, you cannot hide certain things that would make the contract not enforceable – example is that the law requires to disclose calories 
-second – the individuals must be able to apply the objective standard test, it means that what would a reasonable person do in these circumstances
-ethics – albert carr in 1968, says that when we negotiate should we allow for bluff, and is bluff an issue? The point is that he says that leadership and management will always use the bluffing approach, strategy is part of business, but will this not be transferred to your private life 
-third – bargaining power – involves the fact that everyone is able to represented in their negotiations – the chance to have the proper authorities to negotiate for you, example walmart pushing out visa card for merchandise fees is the public relations line, the reason is to push their walmart mastercard. 
-fourth – business relationship – how do we relate to the parties involved 
-fifth – economic reality – the context in which business is made, example do you go to Istanbul where marshal law could occur to finalize a contract, context allows in severe circumstances to walk away 
-prof was in baton rouge, its in the afternoon and the prof takes his kids to a movie as they leave the theatre, 30 mins later someone walks into the same theatre and shoots 7 people, they left baton rouge the next day because the shooting happened at the other end of the city and you would remain to be secure in the hotel and would have to pay a cancellation fee 
-sixth, reputation management – if there is something happening they will not honour their agreement, an escrow agent will intervene 

-rev amer saka of London gambled away $500 000 meant to help Syrian refugees 
-what do you do now, money is legally gone 
-since he was an employee of the institution and he mismanaged the funds, the institution could be liable 
-the Presbyterian church is on the hook for $500 000, they will call their insurance company and ask if there is a clause to cover misappropriation of funds 

-prof will allow candidates for the sfuo to present at his class 
-he asks what the benefits are that the students receive, since they make 30k plus tuition and benefits  
-should the chair be paid 75k
-who establishes their pay? 
-where is the money

Notion of Contracts 
-an offer is a promise to perform a specific acts on defined terms 
-the promise must be clear, and ascertainable 
-advertising is not an offer, it is an invitation to treat 
-prof almost had a heart attack on the weekend, he was at bayshore with his kids, he was walking and ended up at la senza, the kid asked if she would have the body to look like her, she pulled out panties, the point is that they had all of these ads they are not offers 
-you see a lot of sales at stores, they are ads not offers, and the rent/online shopping is killing them 

-standard forms of contracts – no negotiations, the problem is that the bargaining is very limited, and so you need to accept everything or nothing, key point is what are the elements that need to be clarified to have a valid offer
-when you have a phone contract: no one reads it, how many elements do you need for it to be valid 

-If there is an offer it can be revocated, it has to be revocated before it is accepted 

-bigg vs. boyd 
-a british case 
-people need to negotiate the terms 
-what happens when one party thinks that negotiations are complete but the other still thinks they are in negotiations
-the courts will look at factual relationship
-key thing is that you are looking at the actual behaviour and conduct of the parties and what would a reasonable person conclude in the circumstances 
-based on the facts what would you say 

-dickson vs. dodds
-guy is making an offer to sell a property with the offer lasting to a specific date  
-issue is based on the deadline, there is a revocation of the offer before the deadline
-the individual is able to revoke the offer if it is not accepted 
-if we pay for an option, we need to keep the offer open until that date 
-example: stock market calls and puts 

-acceptance – when we are dealing with acceptance, it is unqualified willingness to enter a contract based on the terms 
-it means that the acceptance must be communicated to the offering party, 
-problem is how do you know the acceptance is received 
-confirmation of acceptance must be confirmed 

-carlile vs cobolock 
-produces a product called smoke ball 
-cure for influenza 
-guy says if you buy his product and you get influenza you will reimbursed a certain amount of money 
-the money to cover these reimbursements is in an account 
-is there a legal acceptance? 
-the courts will say yes, because the company issued a reward, and so by fulfilling to reward, people do not need to tell you acceptance because the acceptance is buying the product 
-a few years ago the prof had a cat, they lose the cat, he goes around knocking on doors, he offers a reward but puts that the cat needs to be alive for it to be claimed, if it wasn’t put on and someone brought the dead cat he would still have to pay the reward 

-consideration – the value that we pay for the promise, what would be a reasonable market value for the good 
-if it is not a reasonable amount, it is no longer a contract, it is a donation 
-if you are broken up with, the ring does not need to be returned since it is a gift, the purpose of a ring is to prevent women to talk to other men that are not the fiancé, it represented possession  
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