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Ten Tips for First 
Year Exams

By: Jarrett Plonka, Law II
Well, my dear 1Ls, you’re almost 

through an entire semester of law school. 
That’s one sixth, for those of you who went 
into law because you’re bad at math. Scary, 
innit? By this point, you should be caught 
between the irrational stress of a fi rst-year 
practice exam and the overwhelming desire, 
upon realizing you’re all in it together, to 
start quoting Henry V (“We few, we happy Henry V (“We few, we happy Henry V
few, we band of brothers; for he to-day 
that sheds his blood with me shall be my 
brother…”). At least, that’s what I was like 
at this time last year.

Anyhoo, I have for you a number of 
helpful hints designed to make sure that, 
if you choose to stress over these practice 
exams, you do it properly. To whit:

1) Though they’re “practice” and 
“don’t count”, everyone – and I mean ev-
eryone – has at least one exam where their 
Christmas mark helps bring up their fi nal 
mark, so take them reasonably seriously. 
At the very least, if you’re like me, where 
Christmas exams put a jackboot against 
the back of my neck and made me scream 
uncle, it’ll at least help you fi gure out what 
you did right and wrong once your fi nals 
come around in April, which is sooner than 
you think.

2) By the way, just because the exams 
might not count towards your marks, it 
doesn’t mean you don’t have to make a 

good-faith effort. If you show up drunk 
or decide you’d rather sit at home in your 
underwear watching a Back to the Future 
marathon on AMC (that’s nine hours of 
your life you’re not getting back), Curtis 
High will punish you. Not will punish you. Not will may, but will. 
I’ve given you fair warning, alright?

3) Don’t study, preferably get a job 
which requires you to work long hours 
before the exam and rely on someone’s 
CAN to cram the night before. As a history 
major by background, I can spot certain 
trends, including the fact that all of the 
people with the three best marks in my 
torts class last year either a) had jobs, b) 
did not study, c) had dubious attendance in 
class, and/or d) relied on my CAN to start 
studying the night before the exam. (How 
did I do on that exam? Remember what I 
said about exams, jackboots, and screaming 
uncle?) It’s a pretty strong trend. I’m just 
sayin’ is all…

4) Share your CANs, help your friends 
out. I know, I know. None of you are going 
to, but the advantage you can glean from 
screwing your colleagues is so slight, if it 
exists at all. People don’t remember that 
you got a 76 in crim over their 74; they 
remember that you were a CAN Nazi. That, 
and when you need a ride to the airport at 5 
am, one of the guys who got an 85 in your 
torts class, thanks to your CAN, will step 

Professional Ethics 
and LIC:  A Positive 

Relationship?
By: Claire Immega, Law I

During Law in Context, my small 
group had the incredible fortune to have 
John Hunter, current President of the Law 
Society of British Columbia, speak to us 
about professional ethics.  He mentioned 
that he was pleased to see us taking a course 
on professional ethics, even if it is only 
one week long.  The Federation of Law 
Societies of Canada’s Task Force on the 
Canadian Common Law Degree released 
a Consultation Paper in September of this 
year.  It recommended, in part, implement-
ing a uniform standard for legal education 

across Canada, which would include a 
“heightened awareness of professional eth-
ics and conduct ”.

As a 1L coming out of LIC Week, this 
recommendation seems not only reason-
able, but necessary.  Like Mr. Hunter, I am 
glad we had the exposure to professional 
ethics and responsibility offered by LIC, but 
found the experience itself to be woefully 
inadequate.  Frankly, the thought of some of 
my classmates practicing law, armed with 
little more than the ethical guidance we got 

By: Erica Olmstead, Law II
The 10th Annual Robert H. 

Guile Memorial Debate was held 
this past Friday in the old Ce-
ment bunker of Justice. The event 
brought with it laughter, echoing 
throughout the halls, at a time 
when such is becoming ever more 
atypical, with each day exams 
draw progressively near. 

While yahoo’s at the back 
hipped and hawed and blah blah 
blah’ed, and their peers shh’s and 
ssss’d and rah rah rah’d – the 17 
bold and naïve souls braved their 
turn on the mic, to judge and be 
judged. There were professions of 
love, humour, and jokes devoid of; 
jokes out of line, that went over-
time; secrets were revealed and 
the crowd was upheaval’d; while 
failed comedians persevered, and 
others ruined careers; all and all it 
was worthy of cheer, because we 
had lots of bzzr.

The topic was “Be it resolved 
there is a Reason for everything”, 
and the goal was to narrow the pool to four 
fi nalists, who will square off again at next 
semester’s fi nal. Last year’s fi nalists’ drum-
mer Wally was not there this time around 

to save the aspiring humorists with his pity 
“badump baa’s” – and so each contender 
was left to the mercy of their peers.

The evening started off graphically 
with Carolynn Conron arguing pro the reso-

lution, and undoubtedly leaving the other 
contenders to wonder what exactly it was 
that they’d got themselves into. Carolynn 
was able to secure her spot in the fi nals via 
argumentation about the reason for degener-

ates, the reason 12 inches is not 
white, and the reason she needs 
more than 69… as a grade.

One of the highlights of the 
night was Ramsey’s acceptance, 
via silence, of Megan Alexander’s 
proposal for marriage. After ad-
mitting she’d come to law not for 
her LLB or her JD, but rather her 
MRS, she proceeding to explain 
the traits of the Professor that 
had won her over – from his keen 
sense of style to his mustache 
– “who else could inspire such 
a following?” – to his ability 
to whisk her away to Nanaimo 
and Whislter. She confessed 
she’d held her heart in “Trust” 
for him.

Various debaters forwarded 
convincing points as to why there 
is not a reason for everything 
- Chris Carta cited irrational 
laws such as those in Kentucky, 
where one can’t walk around 
with an ice-cream cone in one’s 
pocket. Neal Kansy pointed out 

the unreasonable placing of four men’s 
urinals, where there was room for three. 

Students fi lled room 101/102 to watch the much anticipated Guile Debate tryouts          
Photos courtesy of Gina Wu and Krystle Gill 
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The Must-Have 
Fashion Accessory 

This Year: Crutches
By: Eric Laxton, Law II

Unless you have been living under a 
rock, or a stack of papers in Tony Shep-
pard’s offi ce, you have noticed a select few 
UBC Law students rocking this to-die-for, 
or almost-died-because, alloy accessory. 
Maybe you’ve held the door to the library 
for one of them, undoubtedly asking your-
self “How did he get to be so rad?”

Two legs’ is so passé; three legs is in 
this season -- as long as two of them are 
metal, with a rubber toecap.

As fi nal exams approach, at a speed far 
outpacing our tri-ped amigos, many of you 
are exhausting precious brain power trying 
to fi nd the secret to being able to sit for 8-12 
hours in a library. Well what if you could 
do little else BUT sit?

What if you had chafe so bad in your 
arm pits and lats that you could scarcely 
support yourself in a standing position? 
What if you were an early adopter and trend 
setter? Well, you’d already be on crutches...
Those library days? No problem! You’d 
rather be sitting anyway.  

And ‘people watching’ -- great pas-
time! 

Then at that point when you lose all 
interest in that Kinesiology undergrad’s 
pressing problems (“Why won’t Pat defi ne 
our relationship?!”), relax and let “positive 
covenants” and “trust indentures” become 
the lifeblood of your anchored existence.

But maybe the library is not your thing.  
Maybe Library Square is your thing. Take 
your crutches to the bar and soak the benefi t 
of your new apparatus.

So you hate dancing.  There is still no 
good excuse for the way you’re creepily 
posting up against the wall of the dance 
fl oor.  

Oh wait, there is!  You’re immobile! 
You just went from “Eww, that creepy guy 
is staring at us. Let’s go.“ to “Aww, that 
cutie guy is checking us out.  Let’s go dance 
with him.” 

You’re probably wondering under what 
authority I can make these bold statements; 
what are my credentials?” After all, you 
certainly didn’t listen to your mom when 
she told you your brother’s hand-me-downs 
were haute couture (“…but Mom, 11 year 
old girls don’t really wear X-Large Nine 
Inch Nails concert tees…”).

I ask you then: Who was last season’s 
Captain Crutch?

Who was the first person -- it was 
observed by an unnamed professor -- to em-
ploy the expensive disabled entrance from 
the library to the faculty offi ces (Oh you 
didn’t even know about this? Can you say 
cutting edge trend setter?  One doesn’t get 
this cool by accident...)? Who was leaving 
his aluminum appendages sticking out into 
the aisle, tripping unsuspecting students as 
they ogled Nikos Harris?

Who was that pendulously locomot-
ing bandit who interrupted the Trike Race 
semi fi nal?

[and never felt more proud of the 
equal and unbiased treatment he received.  
A second class citizen I was not!  Law in 
Context anyone?]

Why, it was none other than yours 
truly.

Now I must say I was ahead of my time. 
This year the trend has really hit its stride, 
with several fashionistas adopting the dar-
ing look. To you I say “Good Show!”

Wondering what other fabulous trends 
are on the horizon? Can you still type on 
your Macbook with two full arm casts?

By: Gina Wu, Law II
The LSS and Law Students for Choice 

hosted a root beer fl oat and trivia event 
on Friday, November 14th. Upon arrival, 
students and professors organized into 
nine teams, craving vanilla ice cream fi z-
zling in root beer and eager to discover 
how much they really know about nothing. 
The professors that spent their late Friday 
afternoon tackling trivia tidbits such as 
the title of Madonna’s third album and the 
number of countries bordering China in-
cluded Professor Cunliffe, Professor Duff, 
Professor Edinger, Professor Mickleson, 
and Professor Perin. After the fi rst round 
of ten questions, all annoyingly relating to 
phobias, team “The Odious Taints” came 

What is Primeisodophobia?
out on top, scoring seven out of the pos-
sible ten points. Ultimately, this team went 
on to win the trivia games, with a total of 
twenty-three points over the four rounds out 
of a possible forty points. Honourable men-
tions go to teams “Gee Whiz” and “What’s 
a Prof Got to Do With It?” who each scored 
twenty-two points. Highlights of the games 
included Professor Mickelson’s gleeful yulp 
to the question of where Lake Titikaka was 
located and a certain team’s The Price Is 
Right approach to round two’s tie-breaking 
question of how many career points does 
Wayne Gretzky have? All in all it was a 
deliciously sugary and stimulating end to 
another week of classes.

“The Odious Taints”: (from left to right) Oliver Pulleyblank, Jen 
Vallance, Anthony Purgas, Dan Loutfi , Kelsey McDermott, Prof. 
Elizabeth Edinger.

Photo courtesy of Jeremy Rusinek

Hey Pablo!  Picasso or Neruda…

Esoteric is UBC Law’s creative
magazine for the artist in all of us.

Look for past issues in the IA!
Check out the website:
esoteric.wordpress.com

NOW ACCEPTING 
SUBMISSIONS
For more info or to submit:
esotericmagazine@gmail.com

From Guile Debate page 1
And Dave Moriarty pondered why judges 
still wear robes, why the French haven’t 
been banished off the face of the earth, and 
how this “equal opportunity” movement is 
gaining speed.

Ted Murray countered these proposi-
tions formidably by pointing out that there 
are 33 Facebook groups for the resolution, for the resolution, for
and only one against, noting that this is 
persuasive, if not binding authority. Geoff 
Rawle later advanced to the fi nal round 
with his pro-resolution spiel, having fi nally 
made good on his promise to grace the 
stage without pants. Dressed as Professor 
Edinger, he spoke of his love for women 
–“Though not in a sexual way, because 
I’m not a lesbian”, and how he would like 
to be a woman–“Though not to get more 
men, because you know I would if I had 
a va-jay-jay”– but how he does appreciate 
being a man, because how else could you 
grow hair on your face, to raise money for 
your ass?

John Nelson was the fi nal contender to 
advance. Thinking he’d seen two Edingers, 
he proceeded to salute the fi rst years who 
thought they were funny and still kept 
speaking for fi ve minutes. He went on to 
argue against the resolution, saying that it 
is unreasonable that polar bears have not 
yet eaten Sarah Palin. He also remarked 
on the Faculty’s request that we respect 
our peers as they are speaking, stating that 
it is unreasonable for the school get us all 
drunk and expect “Peace, Order and Good 
Government”.

An honourable mention went to Mitch 
Dermer, who will be away on exchange next 
year and thus unable to participate in the 
fi nal round. He picked up from where he 
left off last year, arguing pro “La Raison” 
or, per the English translation, “Raisons” 
– because they’re delicious.

All in all the night was a great success, 
and though Law in Context jokes will never 
again be funny – jokes about Saskatchewan 
and les Francophones always will be. A sin-
cere thanks goes out to the esteemed panel 
of Judges: Professor Peter Ramsay, Ryan 
Dalziel, Susan El Khatib, Joe Mccarthy; 
and former Guilers: Matt Brandon, Brittany 
Skinner, Katie Seymour, and Ryan Austin.

  Other Student Participants:

Anastasia Telesetsky, 
Ryan Dueckman, Ajay 

By: Mike Sami, Law II
 The treatment the Guile Debaters were 

subjected to Friday afternoon shocked and 
appalled me. Our entire legal framework 
is built on respect. We are told that to be 
good counsel we should not only show 
respect for the law and its traditions,  but 
we should also show respect for the great 
legal minds who sit on the Bench, and for 
our clients.

The behaviour of many of our law stu-
dents on Friday was outright disrespectful.  
To those of you who had the courage to 
stand up and do your thing in front of the 
school, you should be commended. You 
should also be owed an apology.

It seemed to me that most of the people 
sitting at the back of 102 were fi rst years, 
but I could have been mistaken. Regardless 
of who you were, you should be ashamed 
of yourselves. You were eerily reminiscent 
of the drunken super-seniors who attended 
my high school assemblies.  

For those who did not attend, here’s 
what went down: half the people who sat 
at the back of room 102 seemed to think it 
was perfectly acceptable to carry on their 
own conversations at full volume, while 
others still, decided the only thing missing 
from the law school debate was heckling.  
It was practically impossible for anyone 
interested to hear what was going on. Im-
passioned appeals from Professor Edinger 
and President Thompson fell on deaf ears.  
Ironically, given their reputation for bawdi-
ness, it was members of the rugby team who 
tried the hardest to silence the buffoons 
- but to no avail.  

One debater suggested that you can’t 
give law students alcohol and expect them 
to behave. Well I think it’s time that we 
started to expect the future members of our 
profession to act with some degree of ma-
turity. Eliminating alcohol from the debate 
is not the answer. Alcohol and debating 
go hand-in-hand, dating back thousands 
of years (Plato’s Symposium anyone?). 
There is no reason that people cannot be 
intoxicated and enjoy some good-natured 
debating in a respectful manner.  

However, if you are personally inca-
pable of holding your liquor any better than 
you did in high school, here’s my sugges-
tion: save yourself and the law school a 
great deal of embarrassment, and go drink 
with your high school friends at the Pit.

It’s no wonder that members of our 
profession are given little respect by the 
public at large. Before anyone is going to 
respect lawyers as a group, we will fi rst 
have to try respecting each other.

Respect
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Current Events and the Law

Proposition: Equality
By: Dia Montgomery, Law I

On November 4th, 2008, the same 
historic night on which the United States 
elected Democratic candidate Barack 
Obama, California voted by 52.5% to repeal 
same-sex marriage rights.  Attending an 
election night party thrown by a gracious 
second year student, it was diffi cult for 
partygoers to comprehend how, on such a 
momentous night for equality and progress, 
Proposition 8 could pass.

Proposition 8 (whose offi cial title is 
“Eliminates Right of Same-Sex Couples 
to Marry”) adds a new amendment to 
California’s state constitution where mar-
riage will be narrowly defi ned as “only 
between a man and a woman.”  Before it 
passed, same-sex marriage was a constitu-
tionally protected right in California.  This 
understanding was affi rmed by the majority 
of the justices of the California Supreme 
Court in May 2008.

During the 2004 presidential election, 
President Bush was re-elected and eleven 
states passed constitutional amendments 
banning same-sex marriage.  These state 
votes were disappointing but somewhat 
understandable considering the very tradi-
tionalist, status quo political climate. But in 
2008, with the fi rst-ever African-American 
set to take over the White House, it was dif-
fi cult for election-watchers to reconcile the 
United States’ strong signal for change in 
America with the conservative triumph of 
a marriage ban in such a progressive state 
as California.

During the campaign, Proposition 8 at-
tracted very signifi cant fi nancial donations.  
A record-breaking $70 million dollars were 
spent on both sides, including millions of 
dollars and man-hours donated by the Mor-
mon Church in Utah in order to eliminate 
same-sex marriage in California.  Oppo-
nents of the measure argued that eliminating 

rights of some Californians and authorizing 
one group to be treated differently was 
unfair and undemocratic.  Proponents for 
the amendment argued allowing same-sex 
marriage would require changes to school 
curricula and threaten church tax benefi ts.  
Activists clashed violently in numerous 
areas before the votes were counted.

Consequent to the November 4th vote, 
several anti-discrimination lawsuits seek-
ing to invalidate Proposition 8 were fi led 
by groups such as The American Civil 
Liberties Union and the National Centre 
for Lesbian Rights.  The legal basis for 
these lawsuits is the proposed invalidity of 
Proposition 8 since it represents a funda-
mental alteration of the constitution which 
may only be enacted by a two-thirds vote 
in the California State Legislature. 

Since then, rallies and protests have 
been held all over California and the United 
States.  Many of these protestors look to 
Canadian law for precedent and support.  
Over the past decade, Canada has taken a 
leading role in supporting the legitimacy of 
same-sex marriage.  The dramatic changes 
in Canada’s history from denial of same-sex 
marriage in Hyde v. Hyde (which, inter-
estingly, also involved Mormons) to the 
Civil Marriage Act of 2005 which legalized Civil Marriage Act of 2005 which legalized Civil Marriage Act
same-sex marriage in Canada have stood as 
a beacon of hope to many Americans who 
wish to see similar reforms in the U.S. 

Before November 4th, approximately 
20,000 same-sex marriages took place in 
California.  It is unclear whether these mar-
riages will remain valid in the wake of the 
victory of Proposition 8, as laws are usually 
not retroactive in California.  We in Canada 
who agree with the principle of equality of 
all people can only watch from the sidelines 
as the United States struggle with how they 
defi ne “liberty and justice for all.”

By: Jarrett Plonka, Law II
I found it interesting to watch peoples’ 

opinions on democracy and collective deci-
sion-making during the last US election, 
particularly given the irrational connection 
between the election of Barack Obama and 
the passing of Prop 8 in California.  It was 
a perfect example of Fitzgerald’s axiom of 
functioning while believing in confl icting 
ideas.  What I gleaned from blog posts 
was basically this: your guy (Obama) be-
ing democratically elected by the people, 
that’s good democracy; same-sex marriage 
being democratically banned by the people 
in California and other states, that’s bad 
democracy.

I respectfully submit that many peo-
ples’ shock and disbelief over the passing 
of Prop 8 seems to stem from placing it 
in the context of Barack Obama’s win.  I 
believe this is a mistake.  This election was 
not representative of a holistic shift in the 
political views of Americans.  Obama won 
due to a whole host of reasons, from using 
the campaigning lessons learnt from Ronald 
Reagan to outspending John McCain to the 
historical inevitability of the opposition 
party winning after two terms in the wilder-
ness.  Of the people who voted Democrat 
this time–only slightly more than voted for 
Bush in 2004–I guarantee you far more did 
so for these reasons than because of any 
profound change in their political ideology.  
In other words, Obama’s victory should in 
no way logically suggest people are ready 
to accept same-sex marriage.

The idea seems to be that democracy 
is infallible, democracy is right, and when 
people have the wrong opinion it’s because 
of a malevolent reason.  For instance many 
people, unable to otherwise explain Bush’s 
victory in 2004, settled on pointing to, inter 
alia, anti- same-sex marriages scare tactics 
from the Republicans.  This, of course con-
veniently ignores blue states such as Oregon 
that rejected same-sex marriage despite the 
‘Pro’ side outspending its opposition by 
almost 40:1.  Social dynamics are far more 
complex than ‘red-blue, Christian-atheist’ 
nonsense. (Just as an aside: Do Oregonians 
consider Canada backwards Bible-thumpers 
for denying its citizens sovereignty over 
their own bodies, such as with assisted 
suicide?  Oregon allows it.  Disadvantaged 
minorities have rights in Oregon!)

With Prop 8, we see the same reason-
ing: “Voters didn’t really oppose it!  Prop 
8 only passed because of Mormon money 
and black voters, of whom seven in ten 
voted in favour of the ban!” In other words, 
Parizeau’s excuse of “money and the ethnic 
vote” is still alive and well, just tailored 
to better suit a polished, 24-hour infotain-
ment news cycle.  It ignores real voting 
motivations in an attempt to delegitimize 
each vote cast.

Look, I’ve got no dog in this fi ght.  I’m 
straight, have no particular religious beliefs, 
and support same-sex marriage because, 
inter alia, I believe marriage is a social 
relationship which the state has no right to 
defi ne or restrict.  But I don’t think I’m off 
my rocker to suggest that a more reasonable 
answer is that most people just aren’t ready 
for same-sex marriage.  Not just in the U.S., 
but in the rest of the world.  Only a handful 
of countries in the world extend rights to 
their LGTB populations to the extent that 
Canada does.  It skews our evaluation of 
things, to say the least.

I would be the last person to suggest 
that it’s alright to restrict rights because 
the decision to do so is backed by a tyr-
anny of the majority.  But the Prop 8 issue 
raises serious questions about the balance 
of power between people, lawmakers and 
courts everywhere. It can’t be as simple as 
whichever supports the same rights that you 
do.  That’s why I’m hardly comfortable with 
the gamble of appealing a referendum’s 
decision to the Supreme Court. Just as our 
courts have been able to justify positions on 
the basis of what they deem to be Canadian 
values–the ban on assisted suicide being 
one of them–it isn’t impossible to see that 
avenue being closed off by a similar effort 
in California with a judgment based on 
“American values.”  Should this happen, 
few of you would fi nd more than cold com-
fort with L’Heureux-Dubé’s rationalizations 
for judicial activism on the basis that the 
common law system legitimizes it.

It’s terrible that a minority’s rights were 
discarded by majorities across the United 
States.  But as much as us legal types love 
them, the courts are at best a band-aid in 
cases like these.  Ultimately, the LGBT 
population will be accorded more equal 
treatment in society the same way every 
other group was: through gradual public 
acceptance.  And I’m not sure a court saying 
‘be more tolerant or else we bring the arm 
of the state against you’ is the best way to 
further those goals.  The courts are an en-
forcement tool, certainly, but if a minority 
lives under the hand of the majority, the key 
is to convert the majority.

If we want equality, we must change 
public opinion.  Not through ridicule or dis-
missive stereotyping, but through rational 
argument and discussion.  It’s long, it’s un-
pleasant, and you won’t convince everyone, 
but the gains will be more solid.  After all, 
it’s the majority who will ultimately elect 
lawmakers and who deal with disadvan-
taged groups.  99.9% of the time, people 
interact with disadvantaged groups without 
a court overseeing it, without a court order 
telling them how to behave.  The real issue 
is how to convince the majority to treat the 
minority like everyone else in a way which 
doesn’t require us to bring in the courts.

Political Views and 
Prop 8

The [Mis]-explanations

Trials and 
Tribulations

By: Carolynn Conron, Law III
Some of my fa-

vourite work at the 
First Nations Legal 
Clinic is in criminal 
defense. The stories 
are compelling, the 
stakes are high and 
the characters are in-
triguingly complex. 

The unfortunate individual, caught for his 
or her transgressions, is put before the Court 
to answer to the law. 

Do they understand the charges? Do 
they know why they’re there? Are they 
cognizant of the consequences of their ac-
tions, words and behaviour? Not always. 
Thankfully, there are benevolent lawyers, 
willing and able to help for the meager 
exchange of a “retainer”. Actually, that’s 
something I’ve only heard about, but it 
sounds pretty cool. 

A lawyer can help those accused of 
a crime avoid the harsh implications of a 
criminal record. However, when clients 
don’t show up for their appointments or for 
their court dates, it can be hard to achieve 
“optimal outcomes” for both client and 
lawyer. 

Those of us in law school are accus-
tomed to jumping through hoops, meeting 

deadlines and preparing for the work ahead 
but not everyone is as punctual, diligent or 
organized. These types of frustrations can 
be as stressful for a student lawyer as the 
trial itself. Since we’re not getting paid, all 
the extra hours of work do not amount to 
extra piles of cash, just extra hours of learn-
ing experience. 

Clients don’t always act the way you 
want. Wearing the same clothes as on the 
night of the offence, failing to fulfi ll Crown 
conditions to get the charges dropped or 
building a candlelit shrine outside an ex’s 
house where there is a no-contact order are 
all no-nos and all too-frequent occurrences. 
A legal education can teach you that adher-
ing to court conditions and staying in touch 
with your lawyer is prudent. However, some 
people don’t realize that a trial tomorrow 
means I need to know your defense now! 
Please call me!

Much of my work involves coordinat-
ing communication with several parties. For 
the purposes of their charge, I am the hub 
of communication between the accused, 
the Crown, the Judge, possibly a parole of-
fi cer, random family members and/or social 
workers. This can take some time. 

There is a fl ip side to the incommunica-
tive clients – those who call all the time. All. 
The. Time.  Whether by telephone, letters, 

emails or personal visits these clients want 
to get in touch with you. The only thing 
standing between them and a resolution to 
their legal problem is you. You are the one 
in charge. P.S., they rarely take “I don’t 
know” for an answer. 

As students, we are in the interesting 
position of trying to learn the law, attempt-
ing to explain it to our clients and asking our 
colleagues to explain it to us. Lawyers can 
most effectively advocate for their clients 
when there is a clear path of communica-

tion. Diffi cult clients can make it diffi cult 
to get work done. I can only work with the 
information and instructions I am given and 
small facts can determine a case. A client 
who is up-front and on-point can make the 
difference between a terrible trial and a 
delightful disposition. 

I’ll tell you this much for free: it will be 
a lot easier to justify trips to the Courthouse 
for diffi cult clients when I’m getting paid. 
My mom says a retainer will make my smile 
ten times as beautiful. 
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From Exams page 1 Tri-faculty Night at the Ballet: 
The Faerie Queen

up to the plate for you. We all get by with 
a little help from our friends, and this is no 
time to start acting like an a-hole.

5) I found Uncle Joost had the best 
and most effective studying tip and I can 
quote him on this: “The best thing to do to 
learn the material is to teach the course to 
somebody. But that takes time.” You’ve still 
got time, people!

6) If you slacked off on readings all 
semester, form a study group like they did 
in The Paper Chase. That way, you can all 
review the most important points from each 
class while focusing on your obsession of 
acing contracts so that your prof will fi nally 
remember your name. Just remember to 
exclude people who want to publish their 
800-page outlines, and people who call each 
other pimps.

7) Some Blom-isms work well when 
put side-by-side. “Read the question, start 
with that. Don’t be afraid to think. It sounds 
awful and I don’t know how many people 
ever take my advice, but don’t start writing. 
It takes nerves of steel. You see everyone 
around you writing. And what they’re writ-
ing is junk. …Answer the question.” Sit and 
think about the issues at play. Draw yourself 
an outline. Plenty of us hate IRAC, but it’s a 
great way of outlining everything you need 
to cover, in a blunt implement kind of way. 
You’d be surprised how many of us last year 
started writing immediately and got caught 
up in, for instance, doing an Oakes analysis 
on a jury charge, or talking about defences 
to torts questions asking about damages, or 
pontifi cating about why Jack McCoy went 
a little bit crazy when Alexandra Borgia 
was kidnapped and murdered. Try to avoid 
those kinds of things.

8) Invest in a box of salt and set of 
weights. You’ll know why come December, 
when the Students Not Actually In Law 
School (aka SNAILS) occupy the law li-
brary to study for those really, really intense 
100-level basket-weaving classes.

9) Sleep. I know it’s an incredibly hard 
thing to do, especially when there’s more 
you can be studying or the stress is keeping 
you awake, but I believe it’s fundamentally 
important to be alert when you write your 
exam, rather than grumpy and delirious. 
Besides, if you get to that point where you 
read the same sentence ten times and don’t 
absorb a thing, how helpful can studying 
really be?

10) If all else fails, take the wisdom 
of Homer Simpson: hide under some coats 
during the exam and hope that somehow 
everything will work out.

What’s the worst that can happen? 

By: Bijan Ahmadian, Law II 
Despite our University’s desire to 

prepare students to become exceptional 
global citizens, our professional programs 
do not expose us enough to the arts.  So it 
is up to the students themselves to create 
such opportunities. This past summer I had 
several discussions with Ballet BC about 
the possibilities for bringing more students 
from UBC’s professional programs to see a 
ballet. Ballet BC made a generous offer that 
was well received by students in Medicine, 
MBA and Law.  In addition to providing 
discounted tickets, the company held a 
reception for us to socialize and network 
beforehand.  The only thing that topped the 
noble deal was watching the ballet itself.

The Faerie Queen is a ballet based on 
Shakespeare’s romantic comedy A Midsum-
mer Night’s Dream.  The original play is an 
extremely popular work for the stage and 
has been performed across the world.  John 
Alleyne, the renowned Artistic Director 
of Ballet BC, has taken this 16th century 
romantic comedy and transformed it into a 
ballet for the 21st century.st century.st

This transformation is most refl ected 
through the music, contemporary costumes 
and Alleyne’s innovative angle on the 

story.  To bridge the gap between the 16th

century work and the modern-day audience, 
Ballet BC commissioned two composers, 
Michael Bushnell and Owen Underhill, to 
recompose the original music from Henry 
Purcell’s “The Fairy Queen” and give it a 
contemporary feel. Inspired by the dancers 
he was working with, Alleyne changed the 
viewpoint of the story to make the mischie-
vous Puck the focal point of the story.

In the story, King Oberon recruits Puck 
to apply the pollen of a magic fl ower to his 
wife, Queen Titania, in order to regain his 
wife’s loyalty.  Alleyne has replaced the 
small man who played Puck in the original 
play with a female character whom he 
describes as a “woman of stature”.  This 
change introduces a sexual tension and a 
new power dynamic between Puck and the 
King.  The veteran dancer Simone Orlando, 
who dances as Puck, illustrates this dynamic 
vigorously.

This is Simone’s 12th season with Ballet th season with Ballet th

BC. Edmond Kilpatrick, a former dancer of 
Ballet BC has described her as being “at the 
peak of her artistic maturity as seen in her 
ability to articulate her lines and gestures 
artfully - She meticulously portrays the 
nuances of the character both theatrically 

and emotionally”. Kilpatrick danced the 
role of King Oberon when John Alleyne’s 
choreography of The Faerie Queen fi rst 
went on stage in 2000.  

The performance in 2000 marked 
a turning point for Ballet BC, as it was 
Alleyne’s fi rst narrative ballet in the com-
pany. Until then, his work had focused on 
contemporary abstract ballet.  According 
to Kilpatrick the production of The Faerie 
Queen has changed the way the company 
works.  

Spectacular evidence of this change is 
Alleyne’s most recent narrative ballet - A
Streetcar Named Desire, based on the 1947 
Tennessee William’s Pulitzer Prize-winning 
drama.  In this ballet Alleyne again presents 
an original viewpoint on the story, with 
music that is an original jazz score made 
exclusively for Ballet BC by the award-
winning local composer Tobin Stokes.  The 
performance will be on stage for the second 
time in April.

For more information about upcoming 
performances presented by Ballet BC, visit 
www.balletbc.com. And keep your eyes 
open for possible student deals from the 
company in the second semester.

From LIC page 1

in LIC, is terrifying.   Not only was LIC too 
short and disjointed to be thorough, but its 
structure allowed many students to treat 
the course as a joke.  LIC, while hugely 
important, and overall carefully planned 
and taught, seemed to undermine rather than 
underscore the importance of professional 
ethics for quite a few fi rst years.  

First, a week is too short to clearly 
communicate the material, especially 
when it is mixed with instruction on legal 
research.  I also felt the nature of the in-
struction did not create a clear and detailed 
message; we were taught different aspects 
of legal ethics by different professors, and 
lacked the chance to develop a meaningful 
relationship with the subject at hand. 

The timing of the course also felt 
confusing – just as we were getting into 
the swing of things with our other courses, 
and fi nally starting to feel comfortable with 
the material and readings, classes were 

put on hold for a week for a subject mat-
ter that seemed incredibly far away.  As I 
sat listening to Professor Ramsay lecture 
on the undertaking, I felt like saying, “I 
just learned how to read a case!  Being a 
lawyer seems light years away - Why are 
you telling me this?!”  While I very much 
appreciated being asked to consider the 
role of the lawyer and legal profession in a 
broader way, LIC simply felt disconnected 
from the present.  I think that is why many 
students felt like LIC was a vacation with 
papers at the end, rather than a real course 
in and of itself.  

But professional responsibility, as I 
learned in LIC, is at the heart of lawyering.  
Without it, everything we are at law school 
for is at risk.  It is clear from the cases we 
read (and talking to my classmates) that pro-
fessional responsibility is not always taken 
seriously – and I don’t think LIC helped.   
While the assignments were a useful way 
of emphasizing the points that arose during 

LIC, and provided an opportunity to refl ect 
on the concepts of professional responsi-
bility and ethics, they were inadequate in 
forcing us to internalize the importance 
of those aspects of the legal profession, 
especially due to the short turnaround time 
– they were more an exercise is fast writing 
than an exercise in deep thought.

The remedy, in my opinion, is for LIC 
to be put back on an on-going schedule with 
a single professor.  A participation mark and 
assignments spread out over the semester 
would take care of attendance and evalua-
tion, and I think in that format the course 
would better encourage students to develop 
a real relationship with the material.   

   (Footnotes)
1 Online: <http://www.lawsociety.bc.ca/

publications_forms/ notices/ docs/ 08-10_con-
sultation-paper.pdf> at 3.
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Sports Shorts: 
UBC Rec Playoffs

By: Gina Wu, Law II
The CoRec2 law volleyball team 

“You’ve Been Served” breezed through 
the CoRec2 Divisional playoffs on Sunday, 
November 16th in the War Memorial Gym. 
After beating teams “KAT Titans”, “The 
Scrubs”, and “Licence to Kill” in straight 
sets, the CoRec2 Championship game was 
played at 5pm with “You’ve Been Served” 

You’ve Been Served

Right Photo from left to right: (Back) Lisa Carlson, Andrew 
Arkesteyn-Vogler, Mike Fink, Steven Murrens; (Middle) Alexandra 
Tratnik,Blair Lowther, Alexa Swift; (Front) Michelle Bourbonnais, 
Gina Wu; (Missing) Krystle Gill, Nicole Kelly, Jan Kindler.

facing off with the graduate studies team 
“R”. After their fi nal win, “You’ve Been 
Served” happily basked in the glory of new 
t-shirts and holding the trophy for a solid 
fi ve minutes as photos were taken. Con-
gratulations to the team and special thanks 
to our mustached cheerleader who brought 
extra luck to our last match. 

LSLAP Executives 
Transfer Power

By: Joel Morris, Law II
On November 16, 2008 The Illegal 

Beavers competed against the Vancouver 
Police Department, Justice Rugby Club in 
the annual Larry Young Memorial Game.   
The match is named in honour of Sgt. Larry 
Young, a Vancouver police offi cer who died 
while on duty in February 1987.  

 The wet conditions favoured the 
Justice game plan, maintaining possesion 
through the forward pack for much of the 
afternoon.  The Beaver’s forward pack 
fought hard against a larger and more ex-
perience opposition, winning line outs that 
were critical to keeping the score close.  In 
what is always a diffi cult match, the limited 
ball possesion hurt the Beavers chances to 
put points on the board.    

 The fi nal score was a 7 - 7 tie.  The 

Beavers will continue their undefeated 
season with matches resuming in January 
2009.

Illegal Beavers v. VPDv. VPDv.

Curtis Footballers Advance 
in UBC REC Playoffs

By: Daniel Winks, Law III
Congratulations to the winners of the 

recent LSLAP executives’ election! It was 
a tight race for all the candidates, who 
supplied voters with doughnuts, candy, 
rice crispy squares and band aids. The 
candidates for the executive director posi-
tion were Aaron Burns (2L) and Angela 
Podgorski (2L); for operations director, Lori 
Lam (2L) and Gina Wu (2L); for Finance 
Director, Andrew Avis (2L), David Phillips 
(1L), and Kimberley Santerre (2L); for 
Publications Director, Owen deVries (2L); 
and for Public Relations Director, Matt 
Anderson (2L), Richard Li (2L), and David 
Moriarty (2L). 

The new Executives, who will take of-
fi ce starting January 1st, 2009, are:

- Angela Podgorski
- Lori Lam
- Kimberley Santerre
- Owen deVries (a landslide victory 
                         – good job Owen!)
- David Moriarty
The new executives will bring a fresh 

start to LSLAP’s new year, complete with 
unique vision and leadership. They all have 
hard work ahead of them, but the clinicians 
have spoken and have put faith in our new 
leaders who undoubtedly will creatively 
manage all that comes their way. All the 
best to you all!

By: Mike Sami, Law II
The “UBC Law” elite men’s soccer 

team cruised to a 13-4 victory in their semi-
fi nal match against the UBC Engineering 
team Saturday night.  With the win they now 
advance to the championship match to be 
played on Wednesday, November 26th.  

Saturday’s match was promising as, 
despite missing some key players, the team 
was fi ring on all cylinders.  Our boys got 
scoring from everywhere.  Striker Seth 
Wheeldon found the back of the net once, 
while fullback Jordan Watson notched 
three goals and his defensive partner, Rob 
Veitch, potted two of his own.  Midfi elder 
Mike Sami rounded out the scoring with 
the other goals.

Unfortunately, superstar goalkeeper 
Jonathan Avis tore his ACL playing for the 
Westside FC CAT team earlier this season.  
The injury bug also struck Aaron Burns, 
who fractured his leg while saving a goal 
at a pivotal moment in an earlier match that 
we went on to win!

Law was snubbed when none of our 
members was selected to the league’s 
all-star team, despite Mike Sami, Seth 
Wheeldon and Chris Beneteau being 1-2-3 
in scoring at the time.

Wish our boys good luck in retaining 
yet another championship for our athleti-
cally dominant school!  The team is com-
prised of: Jonathan Avis (GK), Michael 
Peirce (GK/S), Rob Veitch (FB), Jordan 
Watson (FB), Chris Beneteau (MF), Mike 
Sami (MF), Seth Wheeldon (S), Esteban 
Kahs (S), James Cudmore (S), Aaron Burns 
(S), Mike Fink (S).

In other law soccer news, “Smoke 
Ballz” won their fi rst playoff match Sun-
day night to advance to the quarter-fi nals.  
Though the score was close, Smoke Ballz 
was comfortably in the lead for nearly the 
whole match.  Dan Barber was solid in 
goals, while Lev Kramar, Eric Laxton, Da-
vid Moriarty and Aaron Atkinson worked 
well together in a great team effort.

Ball Hockey Champs
The ball hockey men’s tier 2 divisional 

law team “TBD” won all playoff games on 
November 20th and 23rd to be crowned the 
champions of the tier this term. The team, 
led by Christopher Ness, consists of Jordan 
Bank, Michael Benn, Andrew Burgess, 
Michael Byers, Michael Hobkirk, Daniel 
Palmer, David Phillips, Alexander Shalash-

niy, Ryan Smith, Peter Thornton, Daniele 
Trimmeliti, and Jagmeet Virk.

Sad to report that the other law team 
in this division, “Ambulance Chasers”, 
forfeited any chance at the playoffs as only 
one of the team’s twelve players showed 
up to their fi rst playoff game on November 
20th. 

Congragulations to the Law Eagles’ Hockey Team, 
who have advanced to the Division 1 Finals; having won 

their semi-fi nals match at a score of 5 - 1.

Congragulations to the “Cross-Examiners”, 
Women’s Soccer team, who have advanced to the Tier 2 

Finals, which will be played on Wednesday, November 26th. 



Q&A with Dan 
Barber:

Q: How did 
you transform into 
Inspector Gadget?

A: In order to 
make the costume I 
underwent grueling 
17-hour operation 
in the LSS offi ce.  
Combining the 
best parts of a fan, 
the Trike Race 
Trophy, and some 
“rebar” (which I 
realize is not rebar 
but actually part of 
the grid holding up 
the ceiling panels), 

I went bionic and became my favourite 
childhood cartoon character.

Q:  How are you enjoying your 
prizes?

A: The Candida’s money will go 
towards the fi nest selection of teas that she 
offers.  The needlepoint, I’m sad to say, 
went M.I.A., as did the rotors of the Go-Go 
Gadget Copter.  If anyone found them, I’d 
be more than willing to let them in on one 
of those fi ne teas...

Q: Congratulations on your win. 
Anything else you'd like to share?

A: I’d like to dedicate the win to my 
later grandfather. It was his trenchcoat that 
inspired the costume and made it possible.

Maria Crawford, Jacqueline Fehr, Jacqui 
Kotyk, Jill Macgillivray, Crystal Maltesen, 

Naomi Rozenberg and 
Jeremy Rusinek. You 
guys are awesome. 

T h a n k s  a g a i n 
t o  eve ryone  who 
supported the event, 
and we encourage 
in te res ted  par t ies 
to consider taking 
o v e r  t h e  m a n t l e 
of the Hallowe’en 
Spooktaculous Charity 
Club next year! It’s 
very fl exible – it has no 
pesky club constitution 
or silly bylaws.
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Spooktaculous ‘08

Best Costumes: Michelle Bourbonnais as Amy 
Winehouse and Dan Barber as Inspector Gadget.

Honourable mentions to Batman and his gang.

 Tamara Henderson and Kelsey Mc-
Dermott, Law III

What’s spooky, spectacular and 
fabulous?  The Spooktaculous Hallowe’en 
Party of 2008! Organized by Tamara 
Henderson and Kelsey McDermott, this 
Hallowe’en party was planned in order to 
gather law students and their friends for a 
charity-driven cause on Hallowe’en night.

Held at the Grandview Legion 
Auditorium on Commercial Drive on Friday 
October 31st, the event promised to be full 
of debauchery and general Hallowe’en-night 
mayhem. And it delivered! Over 200 people 
attended the party, donning such fabulous 
costumes as Ace and Gary, the notorious 
duo, Batman and all his friends, Jem and the 
Hollograms, KY Jelly, the Swedish Chef, 
Beaker, Risky Business, Pink Flamingo and 
Garden Gnome, two sexy, lanky and fairly 
alarming cats, Bruce Springsteen, Courtney 
Love (x2!), Jay & Silent Bob, and the Point 
Blank Presidents. 

Highlights of the night included a 
couple of mishaps with the sound equipment 
keeping everyone on their toes (Tamara’s 
fault) and prizes for Best Female and Male 
Costume which went to Amy Winehouse 
(aka Michelle Bourbonnais) and Inspector 
Gadget (aka Dan Barber). Prizes included 
a $10 certifi cate to Candida’s and some 
interesting fi nds from the Salvation Army. 

Overall, the party was a great success, 
raising over $1,700 which was donated 
to the Greater Vancouver Food Bank 
Society.

The party was organized by Kelsey 
and Tamara under the auspices of the 

Spooktaculous Hallowe’en Charity 
Committee and we’d like to thank the 
amazing people who supported us along 
the way, including Jeremy Rusinek who 
braved the many perils of commercial host 
liability, Jacqui Kotyk for organizing the 
fabulous music playlist of the evening, and 
the Rugby Team for taking on the intense 
organizational responsibilities and fi nancial 
risks of operating the bar! Thanks also go 
out to our many door volunteers, who took 
time out from the party and the shenanigans 
going on inside, to ensure that those who 
had purchased tickets could enter: Dan 
Barber, Michelle Bourbonnais, Gavin 
Cameron, Elsa Chow, Eileen Keast, Tara 
Kyluik, Pete Millerd, Heather Pineo, Jenna 
Poirier, Naomi Rozenberg, Darren Stewart, 
Kelsey Thompson, Katie Turriff and Alison 
Van de Kraatz. Last but not least, we’d like 
to thank those who helped us sell tickets 
before the event, including Elsa Chow, 
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Spooktaculous ‘08

By: Sam Loeb, Law II
When Josh Zwoog heard about the 

popularity of ‘ping pong shows’ in Bang-
kok, he thought he’d hit the big time. 
Zwoog, a 3-time Canadian amateur table 
tennis champion, had basically given up on 
the idea of turning his paddle prowess into a 
profi table venture when he happened upon 
what he thought would be the opportunity 
of a lifetime. 

“I was leafi ng through a ‘Lonely Planet 
Southeast Asia’ at a yard sale when I read 
that Bangkok was known for its ‘notorious 
ping pong shows’”, recounts Zwoog. “It 
seemed like it was really part of the tourist 
trail over there, and I fi gured they’d be able 
to use a guy like me.” 

Zwoog canvassed a few of his friends 
who’d visited Thailand, and their reports 
were encouraging. “They told me every-

one goes to check out the shows, and that 
most of the other performers were female 
so it’d be a great place to meet girls!” That 
was enough for Zwoog, who immediately 
booked a one-way ticket to Bangkok to go 
and make his fortune. Or so he thought.

Zwoog packed little more than his 
paddles and table tennis gear, confi dent 
the money would soon be flowing his 
way. Initially he thought he’d be instantly 
recognized and offered a position in the 
industry (he’d posted his travel plans on 
dennisthetabletennismenace.com, a table 
tennis blog), but when people only offered 
to sell him suits, he realized he’d have to 
be a bit more proactive. 

He began asking around about ping 
pong shows in the area. Peoples’ excited 
reactions had him thinking he was on the 
right track. “Everyone seemed to know 

what I was talking about and they werethey were all 
eager to show me a nearby arena.” 

It was when he was brought to one of 
the city’s red-light districts that he began 
to grow suspicious. “I was being led down 
alleyways with bright ‘XXX’ light signs and 
provocatively dressed she-males.” 

Although this didn’t look like the regu-
lar B’nai B’rith Table Tennis Tournament 

Table Tennis Champion Victim of ‘Ping Pong Show’ 
Confusion in Bangkok

sites where he’d honed his skills as a youth, 
Zwoog still held out hope. “I thought to 
myself, ‘I guess this is why they call them 
‘notorious’’. I still fi gured once I showed 
them what I could do with a paddle, I’d be 
able to impress anyone.” But it turned out 
Zwoog had never used a paddle this way 
before, and it was them who were ready to 
impress him! 

“I was shocked,” tells a still distraught 
Zwoog. “There were paddles and balls all 
right, but no topspin or forehands... Well I 
guess there were four hands at one point, 
but…”. At this point Zwoog’s voice trailed 
off and he refused to answer any more 
questions, except for one. When asked what 
he was going to do now that his ping pong 
career was fi nished, he replied, “I think I’m 
going to take up darts.”

Parody:
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By: Kerry Parker Smith & Pamela Cyr
Are you in your third year and looking 

for an articling position? You are not alone; 
approximately 30% of the third-year class 
is seeking articling positions.  The Career 
Services Offi ce presents 12 strategies for 
your articling search:
(1) Kerry and Pam are here to help 

All students who are seeking an arti-
cling position are strongly encouraged to 
make an appointment with Career Services 
to discuss and formulate a search strategy. 
We will review your resume, provide you 
with resources, give you a pep talk, and 
provide support and encouragement. 
(2) Recognize the realities of the smaller 
fi rm market

The vast majority of students who ob-
tain articles in their third year fi nd positions 
at smaller fi rms. Smaller fi rms have fewer 
resources than large fi rms and will wait 
until they have the work load and fi nancial 
resources to hire a student. Smaller fi rms 
may not hire for articles until late in your 
third year or upon graduation.

Also keep in mind that smaller fi rms 
may take longer to reply to applications, and 
may extend their hiring process over several 
weeks or even months. It is not uncommon 
for a student to apply to a fi rm in December 
and not hear anything until the following 
May. Always follow up in a professional 
and respectful manner.

Smaller fi rms may not post a position 
with the Career Services Offi ce as they do 
not have the capacity to sort through ap-
plications. Many smaller fi rms wait for a 
student to approach them.
(3) Get on the phone

Don’t expect the fi rms to come to you. 
Pick up the phone and reach out to them! 
Utilize the Small Firm Handout (available 
in the Career Services Offi ce and on-line at 
www.ubclawcareers.com) which identifi es 
the smaller fi rms across BC who have previ-
ously hired articling students. Call up the 
fi rm, speak with a senior lawyer, and ask if 
the fi rm is “considering hiring an articling 
student.” If the response is yes, send in your 
application! If the response is no, ask for 
advice, or ask if they know of anyone else 
who may be hiring. If the response is that 

they aren’t sure, follow up again in a month 
or so. Be persistent but don’t pester!

While cold calling can be an ineffec-
tive method because the fi rm is unable to 
connect with you as a person, some students 
have reported success with this method. For 
example, a smaller fi rm informed Career 
Services that they were so impressed with 
a particular student’s savvy to cold call the 
fi rm that they offered the student an inter-
view and ultimately an articling position.
(4) Get the word out

Tell everyone you know that you are 
looking for an articling position. Do not be 
embarrassed. The more people that know 
you are looking, the greater chance that 
opportunities will come your way. Get 
everyone you know to tell everyone they 
know. Tell your friends, family, fellow law 
students and hair dresser. Everyone knows 
a lawyer. It’s human nature to be helpful, 
so let these people help you.

Do not say that “you don’t know 
anyone.” Of course you do! Contact your 
former CBA mentor, adjunct professors, 
your moot coach/judge, and speakers at 
panel presentations. Ask for advice and sug-
gestions of who you should call.  Also see 
the Career Services Networking Handout 
for more ideas.
(5) Gimme gimme gimme… advice, 
please

Follow up with any contacts you are 
given even if you think they may not have 
an articling job for you. Remember, these 
people will have great advice and tips for 
you, and they may know people who have 
an articling position. Pick up a copy of the 
Informational Interviewing handout in the 
Career Services Offi ce for more informa-
tion on how to conduct informational 
interviews.

Remember that people never offer 
to help when they don’t mean it. Never. 
People are not being polite when they say, 
“Call me if I can be of any help.”

When you approach potential contacts, 
you are asking for advice, not a job. 
People want to help but they feel used if 
they think you are contacting them solely to 
get them to hire you. Ask for advice about 
your career path, chosen practice area, or 

geographical region. Ask them about their 
career path. Lawyers love to give advice to 
law students, so let them!
(6) If you fail, try, try again

Do not write off a fi rm that has previ-
ously interviewed you and did not offer you 
a position. Follow up and let the fi rm know 
you are still looking. They may have a last 
minute opening and might consider hiring 
you if they know you are still looking. Ad-
ditionally, ask for any advice and contacts 
they can provide.

Firms do hire articled students after 
the formalized interviewing process in the 
summer. In previous years, Blakes, Lawson 
Lundell, Clark Wilson, Heenan Blaikie, 
Stikeman Elliott, Alexander Holburn and 
Oyen Wiggs Green & Mutala all hired an 
additional articling student for articles, and 
only two of those positions was posted at 
UBC Law.
(7) Become a social butterfl y

Attend events attended by lawyers! 
There is no better way to meet lawyers in 
your area of interest than attending events 
where they will be present. Join the CBA 
or Trial Lawyers Association and attend 
subsection meetings. Volunteer with legal 
organizations and attend legal conferences. 
Attend speakers panels and follow up with 
the speakers after the event.
(8)  Make like an associate

Firms who are looking to fi ll a vacant 
associate position may consider taking 
on an articling student instead. A recent 
graduate advised the Career Services Offi ce 
that she obtained an articling position in 
precisely this manner. She found out about 
the fi rm via a contact that had been given 
to her from conducting an informational 
interview. Although the fi rm was seeking 
an associate, she managed to convince 

them that she could fi ll their void, and they 
hired her.

Locate associate positions on the UBC 
Law Alumni job board, the CBA BC online 
legal careers board, and on the Counsel 
Network and ZSA websites.
(9) Expand your reading material beyond 
US Weekly

Many great resources are available at 
the Career Services Offi ce to assist you with 
your search. Key among them are:

(a) “Beyond Postings: Strategies for Your 
Articling Search” handout;
(b) “Small Firm Employment” handout;
(c) “Networking: Your Questions An-
swered” handout;
(d) “Informational Interviewing” hand-
out; and
(e) Directories of Lawyers and Law Firms 
(BC, Alberta, and Ontario)

(10) Kelowna seems like a nice place 
While you have a right to be picky in 

your search for an articling position, do not 
be unrealistic. Consider a broader range of 
practice areas. Contemplate smaller urban 
centres or rural areas of the province. Many 
rural senior lawyers are retiring, which cre-
ates interesting opportunities for resource-
ful graduates.
(11) Be Positive

Although it is normal to feel discour-
aged, try to maintain a positive attitude.  It 
can only help your job search!

Do not expect a position to be handed 
to you. Be proactive and keep applying. Ev-
ery student that takes an active role in their 
articling search will obtain a position.
(12) Finally

Please let Career Services know when 
you obtain a position.  Good luck on your 
papers and exams and happy holidays!

CAREER CONNECTION: 12 
Steps for your Articling Search
…11 Pipers Piping…and a Partridge in a Pear Tree…

By: Matt DeBock, Law III
If the halls of Curtis High have seemed 

a bit hairier this month, it is for a good 
cause. In all, 41 students have signed up to 
grow moustaches – braving itchiness, public 
ridicule and the displeasure of their partners 
and spouses – for the month of Movember. 
These moustachioed men are raising money 
and awareness for the Prostate Cancer Re-
search Foundation of Canada. 

The UBC Law team is being gener-
ously sponsored by Boughton Law Corp.

In addition to Boughton’s support, par-
ticipants have brought in more than $1,100 
in private donations. Anthony Purgas (Law 
III) is leading the charge having raised 
almost $400.

Every year around 24,700 Canadian 

men are diagnosed with prostate cancer 
and about 4,300 die of the disease, making 
it the number one cancer threat to Canadian 
men. In his lifetime, a Canadian man has a 
1 in 7 chance of being diagnosed with the 
disease.

Since its inception as a formal charity 
in 2004, Movember has raised over $29 
million globally and is continuously 
working to increase awareness of prostate 
cancer within the community and to change 
the attitude men have about their health. 

For more information, visit http://http://
ca.movember.com.  Donations can be made 
online, or by speaking to any of the hirsute 
Men of Movember you see roaming the 
halls.

Hairy Movember

Tom Selleck
Photo courtesy of http://www.popcrunch.com

Salvador Dali
Photo courtesy of http://www.litobac.com/

Fun Fact: Actor Tom Selleck shaved off 
his trademark moustache for the fi lm 1997 
“In & Out.” His career has gone downhill 
ever since.

Fun Fact: The famous painter Salvador 
Dali once said, “Since I don’t smoke, I 
decided to grow a moustache – it’s better 
for the health.”










