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Being an LSLAP 
Clinician

Learning the Law on the Front Lines
and Skipping Class to See Brian
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Final Thoughts from 
the LSS

By: Matt Brandon, Law III
       2007-08 LSS President

I want to thank Gina, Erica and Audrey 
at The Legal Eye for giving me this opportu-
nity to provide an update on the accomplish-
ments of this year’s Law Students’ Society.  

I also want to say how pleased I am with 
our last student election.  I am gratifi ed that 
voter turn-out was at a 3-year high, and we 
had an unprecedented 38 candidates who 
put their names forward to volunteer to 
serve their fellow students.  I have had the 
good fortune of working with many of the 
newly-elected LSS members over the past 
year, and I can assure you the school is in 
excellent hands.  I also know that if Kelsey 
Thompson runs the LSS Exec anything like 
how she ran SAC, next year UBC Law will 
have the most productive and hard-working 
student government in the country.

I also want to sincerely express to you 
what a privilege it has been to serve as your 
LSS President.  It wasn’t always fun and it 
took a lot more time than I’d anticipated, 
but I want you to know that I took my du-
ties and obligations seriously, and always 
attempted to carry out those responsibilities 
diligently and with fairness.  It has truly 
been an honour, and I want to thank you all 
from the bottom of my heart.

Awkward transitional paragraph: Be-
low you will fi nd a brief synopsis of the 
major initiatives the LSS undertook this 
year.  An expanded version will be avail-
able on the LSS website, but if anyone has 
specifi c questions about this information, 
please feel free to contact me directly at  
mattbrandon@hotmail.com.

Academic Issues Caucus
The members of AIC sat on all the 

regular Faculty Committees, representing 
student interests on matters relating to ex-
aminations, equity, curriculum reform and 
faculty hiring.  The AIC is also actively 
involved in the new Building Steering Com-

mittee, ensuring the needs of students are at 
the forefront of the architectural plans for 
our new law building.  New initiatives this 
year involved modifying the school’s moot-
ing policies, making the moot selection 
process more transparent, and advocating to 

faculty and administration 
on behalf of students af-
fected by the recent word-
limit controversy.

Beer Ups
The LSS has made 

many attempts to increase 
the number of allowable 
Beer Ups that the RCMP 
will permit.  Their stated 
policy is that all student 
groups within the Curtis 
building are only permit-
ted two liquor licences per 
calendar month.  In con-
tacting other UBC student 
societies I have learned 
that the RCMP permits 

each of their student clubs 
to hold two licensed events 
per month, with the result 
that students in Arts, Science 

and Engineering are able to have a virtually 
unlimited number of Beer Ups.  Negotia-
tions with the offi cer in charge have been 
unsuccessful, and our formal appeal to the 
Liquor Control and Licensing Board failed.   
We have applied for funding from the UBC 
Student Legal Fund Society so that we may 
hire legal counsel to ascertain whether the 
LSS has any legal recourse to deal with this 
apparent unfair treatment.  As of this writ-
ing we have not received word whether our 
funding proposal was approved.  

In consultation with the Liquor Inspec-
tor for this region, another option would be 
to apply for a food-primary liquor licence 
for Candida’s.  This would bypass the need 
to get the RCMP’s signature for each Beer 
Up, allowing us to return to holding them 
weekly.  At this point no business plan has 
been drafted, but it is something next year’s 
Exec will be exploring.

Candida’s
Due to popular demand, we switched 

coffee brands and solicited your feedback 
around changes to our current bill of fare.  
Look for your newly requested menu items 
next September.(such as?)

Careers Committee
The Careers Committee (formerly the 

Articling Committee) underwent a name 
change this year to refl ect the fact that not 
all of our graduates wish to article.  The 
Committee has been streamlined this year, 
from an unwieldy twenty members to a 
more manageable eleven.  To foster greater 
interaction between the LSS and the Careers 
Committee, the C.C. Chairperson is now an 
offi cial member of the LSS Executive, and 

Former LSS President Matt Brandon, pictured here 
with new LSS VP Student Affairs, Alexis Omichin-
ski (left) and new LSS President Kelsey Thompson, 
(right).

By: Victor Liang, Law I
Man being condemned to be free car-

ries the weight of the whole world on his 
shoulders; he is responsible for the world 
and for himself as a way of being.

- Sartre  
To be perfectly honest, when I signed 

up for the Law Students’ Legal Advice Pro-
gram (or LSLAP, as we all affectionately 
know it) back in September, I wasn’t quite 
sure what I was signing up for.  Of course, 
I knew that LSLAP was “a 
non-profit society run by 
law students at the Univer-
sity of British Columbia 
[that provides] free legal 
advice and representation 
at clinics located through-
out the Greater Vancouver 
Regional District.” More 
importantly, I knew it was 
going to give me a taste of what it is that 
lawyers really do.  But like some of the fi sh 
in the stream that were my fellow 1Ls, I 
blindly went with the fl ow, feeling that it 
was something I needed to do—like the 
numerous other things I felt I “needed” to 
do in my fi rst term, i.e. my Law in Context 
readings.  But I digress.  

I remember walking up to the LSLAP 
table set out in the Interaction Area, where 
we all gleefully signed up for what was to 
be a) the most morally rewarding experi-
ence of our lives; b) a justifi able reason 
why we never fi nished our readings on 
time; c) a damn good reason to get a suit 
and to learn how to tie a half-windsor; d) 
the fi rst time we appeared in court—on 
the OTHER side; or e) all of the above.  
At the end of the day, while some of us 
shared the same experiences, and others 
had a more unique exposure, I’m sure all 
of us who volunteered as clinicians found 
LSLAP to be one of the most useful and 
interesting activities we did all year.

Leading up to my fi rst clinic, despite 
having gone to the administrative info ses-
sions, I was still in a fog about what exactly 
I was going to do.  It wasn’t until after my 
fi rst clinic that I started to get a hang of 
what was going on and what LSLAP was 
really all about.  It was also around this 
time that I came to learn of the distinct 
difference between the fi sh bowl and the 
fi sh room—the former having no “fi sh”, 
just secretaries who are always seemingly 

out for lunch.  
Stepping into the com-

munity centre that doubled 
as our clinic site, I was an 
oxymoronic mix of apprehen-
sion and enthusiasm.  I won’t 
deny that it was daunting to 
think that people were going 
to entrust to me their legal 

matters, and also expect me to 
solve them.  While we waited for the fi rst 
batch of clients to roll in, my mind drifted 
to images of myself in court, against the 
backdrop of a jubilant crowd as the judge 
hands down a “not guilty” verdict in 
favour of my socially downtrodden cli-
ent, while I, the unassuming law school 
student, victoriously pump my fi st in the 
air.  Undoubtedly, LSLAP was going 
to make me the subject of the next John 
Grisham novel.  Needless to say, my fi rst 
case and subsequent ones since have not 
yet brought me that crowning moment. 

I would like to think that my fi rst cli-
ent and case was kind of like one’s fi rst 
kiss: initially, we were both hopeful, but 
after it was all said and done at least one 
of us was more confused than when we 
had started, while the other asked, “That’s 
it?”  But like any fi rst kiss, good or bad, 
there was that thrill of “Yeah man, I’m 
doing this!”  And comparably, I remember 

I would like to think I would like to think 
that my first client that my first client 
and case was kind and case was kind 
of like one’s first of like one’s first 
kiss: initially, we were kiss: initially, we were 
both hopeful ...
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A Refl ection on Our First Mooting Experience
Our judges were great, but I could’ve 

done with a lot more meanness and formal-
ity. I don’t get anything out of being told I’m 
great. I know that already. I need to know 
how I can defy all laws of logic and science 
by becoming even greater.”

--Anonnymous

“Our lawyer didn’t really give us feed-
back. The comments were for the whole 
group and were too general.”

-- Gladys Yang

“I think it was the best learning expe-
rience of the year even though it was very 
stressful. A “how to prepare for your moot” 
session giving tips in addition to the mock 
moot would have been very useful.”

-- Denise Pritchard

“I think all the oral advocacy stuff we 
did in Crim class was very helpful. I was 
more relaxed after Aarash went because I 
knew that whatever happened, it couldn’t 
be any worse for me than it was for him. I 
also felt at home in the robe. 

Overall, it was a good experience; the 
lawyers were very supportive and help-
ful.”

-- Jordan Watson

“I took the hit for Jordan & Co. you can 
call me the Bertuzzi to Jordan’s Naslund...I 
take all the big hits.”

-- Aarash Amouzgar

“Our moot was held in the moot court-
room, which as it happened was where the 
judges all gathered beforehand to receive 
their instructions from the coordinators. So 
I was there as the “grading” process was 
being explained to them.

One of the judges asked: “Really? 
Doesn’t ‘Pass’ just come pre-circled on 
those forms?”

That was comforting for me. I like that 
the moot has been kept a fairly low-stakes 
exercise.”

-- Owen DeVries

“I had no concerns about the answering 
questions or “making stuff up on the spot.” I 
used to do that 4 times a day for 75 minutes 
at a time [as a high school teacher] so, a half 
an hour wasn’t really anything.

[It] didn’t really bother me that much 
that I wouldn’t know what I was talking 
about, either. I taught 19 courses in 6 years, 
so sheer fabrication and utter fl im-fl am are 
my true intellectual home court.”

     -- Ted Murray

“It was a very nerve-wracking experi-
ence.”

-- Sophia Xu

“I felt [the lawyers] weren’t really lis-
tening to my legal arguments, though they 
did give constructive feedback about the 
oral presentation.”

-- Melissa Anderson

“It was the most fun I never want to 
have again.”

-- Michael Peirce

“[It was] a great opportunity to expe-
rience legal advocacy in a hands on way, 
without the pressure of grades. They made 
a good effort in making it seem as close to 
the real thing as possible, and the judges 
were really helpful in providing relevant 
feedback, both positive and constructive.”

-- Heather Dethmers

“I was a little nervous heading into 
the moot but once it got started I had a lot 
of fun. Being able to practice oral advo-
cacy like that was really rewarding and the 
feedback I received from the lawyers was 
very helpful.”

-- Dave Moriarty

“It was an excellent chance to hone my 
oral advocacy skills. The mooting process 
sharpened my desire to go into litigation.”

-- Lori Lam



By: Dia Montgomery, Law I
On Thursday, March 6, the Women’s 

Caucus hosted its thirty-fi rst annual Women 
and the Law dinner at the Inns of Court 
in downtown Vancouver.  More than one 
hundred women gathered as the sun set 
against the skyline to share food and con-
versation.  

This year, the Women’s Caucus wel-
comed The Honourable Mary Ellen Tur-
pel-Lafond.  Dr. Turpel-Lafond, a member 
of the Muskey Lake Cree Nation, was the 
fi rst Aboriginal person to become a tenured 
professor of law in Canada. At age 35, Dr. 
Turpel-Lafond was named to the bench 
in Saskatchewan.  Time Magazine twice 
bestowed honours upon Dr. Turpel-Lafond, 
naming her one of the “100 Global Leaders 
of Tomorrow” in 1994, and in 1999 as one 
of the “Top 20 Canadian Leaders for the 
21st Century.”

Dr. Turpel-Lafond spoke inspirationally 
for nearly twenty minutes without a single 
note.  Her love for the legal profession and 
special knowledge of the challenges faced 
by women within it was easily apparent.  
She noted that while the ratio of males to 
females in law schools is nearly fi fty per-
cent, years later many women graduates are 
no longer as visible within the legal fi eld.  
This absence may be largely due to the static 
within the legal industry in accommodating 

women who, in many families, still bear the 
main burden of childcare.

Dr. Turpel-Lafond also discussed so-
cial change and the opportunities she has 
been given as British Columbia’s Child 
and Youth Representative, overseeing 
the province’s child protection system.  
Researching child offenders within Brit-
ish Columbia, she recognized the lack of 
engagement minors are allowed in the 
courtroom.  Especially alarming is the lack 
of involvement given to at-risk minors in 
the system, before committing any criminal 
act. In major decisions such as where they 
will live, who they will live with, where 
they will go to school, the province has yet 
to give these children a voice.  This is a 
concern, as such treatment may affect their 
future decisions negatively.

After many tasty appetizers, a fi lling 
chicken dinner, cheesecake, a stirring and 
passionate speech by Dr. Turpel-Lafond, 
the thirty-fi rst annual Women and the Law 
Dinner wound to a successful close.  It 
was a tremendous opportunity to bring 
together students, educators, lawyers and 
judges together in an exchange of ideas.  
Special thanks to Ruth Lea Taylor who had 
the idea for this dinner in 1977 and to the 
Woman’s Caucus for putting together this 
remarkable event.

LSLAP Awards & 
Summer Job Draw
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fi lling out the facts in the lined spaces of 
the lavender LSLAP booklet, thinking to 
myself, “Yeah man, I’m a lawyer. Cool!”  
Of course, that all came to a screeching 
halt when I realized that I didn’t have any 
immediate answers to my client’s inqui-
ries.  One thing I’ve come to appreciate 
is that it doesn’t give your client a lot of 
confi dence when you’re fervently fl ipping 
through the LSLAP manual looking for 
the Small Claims chapter while muttering 
out loud, “S**t, I know it’s somewhere in 
here after creditors’ remedies and debtors’ 
assistance.”

Fast-forward to a few months later 
and I’ve moved up in the pecking order to 
clinic head; the added benefi ts of my newly 
acquired position being another elusive job 
ballot for an LSLAP summer position, and 
a few slices of pizza during the clinic head 
meetings at lunch.  More importantly, in 
the time between now and my fi rst clinic 
back in September, I have seen numerous 
people and their cases come and go.  Some, 

31st Annual Women 
and the Law Dinner

from  LSS Recap page 1

from  LSLAP page 1

representatives from the Careers Commit-
tee will sit on both AIC and SAC.  We hope 
that these changes will make the Careers 
Committee more effective and more repre-
sentative of the student body from whom 
they are elected.

Communications
A new website for the LSS was set 

up at http://ubclss.org, and now serves as 
the portal to the many student activities at 
UBC Law. There are two highlights for the 
website. Firstly, UBC Law student clubs 
and sports teams are now able to have 
their own webpage on the main LSS web-
site and can post their events on the main 
Events Calendar (http://ubclss.org/event).   
Currently 11 student clubs have their own 
editor accounts and we hope more student 
clubs and sports teams will take advantage 
of this great opportunity to develop their 
own webpages and publicize their events.  
Secondly, the website allows UBC Law 
students to upload and download CANs  
(http://ubclss.org/lss_cans_info). Currently, 
there are 40 CANs on the website, but we 
are hopeful that many more (generous) 
UBC Law students will upload their CANs 
in the future.

Finance
This year the budget committee pro-

duced a preliminary budget, in consulta-
tion with all the LSS clubs and sports 
teams.  The major issues that arose at this 
meeting were a lack of general funding 
for clubs, the disproportionate funding 
allocated to the Men’s Rugby Team, and 
the LSS charity funding.  The committee 
did an admirable job of addressing these 
concerns, and produced a fi nal proposal that 
was passed unanimously at the LSS AGM 
held on September 21st, 2007.  Please note 
that information and recommendations for 
clubs wishing to receive LSS funding next 
year is available at www.ubclss.org/lss_fi -
nance, and you can read all about it in last 
December’s issue of The Legal Eye, at 
www.legaleye.ca.www.legaleye.ca.

Management of the LSS account for 
the year has gone as anticipated, with the 
only major discrepancy relating to alcohol 
sales.  This resulted from a decreased 
number of Beer Ups, which the LSS had 
traditionally held on a weekly basis prior 
to this year.  The LSS and UBC Law Fac-
ulty (under Associate Dean Claire Young) 
undertook an initiative to address the lack 
of Beer Ups by proposing to fund non-al-
coholic social events.  

We also arranged for a private Cash 
Machine company to install an ATM in the 

Interaction Area. In addition to providing 
a convenience to students, it also generates 
a small portion of service charge profi ts to 
the LSS.  

LSS Constitution
Our beloved Constitution was fi nally 

amended so that the Articles are now num-
bered in consecutive order.  Oh, and there 
is only one Article VII now.

Senate
Students sought to change the under-

graduate degree designation at the Faculty 
of Law from LLB to JD.  Because the initia-
tive was approved by Law Faculty Council 
in 2006-07, approval from the University 
Senate was required.  The Senate approved 
this proposal unanimously without discus-
sion.  To date, the UBC Board of Governors 
has also approved the change and as of this 
writing we are awaiting fi nal approval from 
the Province. 

Student Affairs Caucus 
Due to changes in the RCMP policy 

with respect to special occasion licences, 
the SAC was limited to only two Beer 
Ups a month.  To compensate for this we 
encouraged clubs to run non-alcoholic 
events to bring the law school community 
together, and rewarded those clubs with 
extra funding for their efforts.  The Root 
Beer Up with board games was the fi rst of 
these events and was a terrifi c success.  SAC 
once again ran a successful Salmon BBQ 
and Boat Cruise, but we also added new 
events like the Semi-Formal and the Alumni 
Homecoming Rugby Game & Social.  Ad-
ditionally, we revived such old events as the 
Huxtable Law/Med Dance.  

This year SAC also organized the Ja-
son Poon Challenge, which we are hoping 
to make into an annual fundraiser.  Law 
students sponsored by Vancouver law fi rms 
camped out in the Interaction Area for a 
week and competed in lunchtime competi-
tions.  The event raised 1600 dollars that 
paid for our new stereo system, which was 
in full use during last month’s Trike Race.  
The SAC also organised a mentorship pro-
gram with the UBC Pre-Law Club.  Law 
students were partnered with undergraduate 
students who are considering law school, to 
provide advice and answer their questions.  
Finally, the 2008 Graduation Banquet was 
an unqualifi ed success.

On behalf of the 2007-08 Law Stu-
dents’ Society, have a great summer.  To the 
class of 2008, may we all achieve happiness 
and success in our post-law school lives!

for the lack of a better description, had “in-
teresting” cases and circumstances—there 
was never a shortage of colourful stories 
amongst clinicians—that went beyond our 
capabilities and resources. However most 
had legitimate problems we could help with, 
whether it was drafting a demand letter, 
representing them in court, or giving mere 
summary advice.  

As much as we are providing a free ser-
vice for those who have limited resources, 
something must also be said for those cli-
ents who come through our clinics and put 
their legal matters in our hands, having so 
much trust in our abilities.

Being part of LSLAP gave me much 
more than what I put in.  If you’re ad-
herent to the notion that learning comes 
from practice, and not from slavishly 
memorizing ratios of every Supreme Court 
judgment in the last half century, then you 
could do a whole lot worse than volunteer 
as an LSLAP clinician.  And though I told 
myself I wasn’t going to wax poetic on the 
service I’m doing my community by being 
part of LSLAP, it would be impossible to 

talk about the program without mentioning 
the main reason it exists, which is to serve as 
a legal resource for those who cannot afford 
it.  Arguably the greatest thing about having 
the knowledge and privileged training we 
do as law students and lawyers is the ability 
and responsibility we have to share that with 
the greater public.  

If there is one thing that I feel was 
never emphasized enough throughout my 
first year it was the importance of our 
relationships with clients and the greater 
community.  While the significance of 
the “black letter law” in any fi rst year’s 
legal training should not be understated, I 
think it is all too easy to lose perspective 
of our role as public servants when we are 
constantly being asked to process faceless 
cases and abstract ratios.  LSLAP reminds 
us that the practice of law is more than just 
being hunched over a desk wading through 
statutes and judgments till the cows come 
home; it reminds us of the advocate’s cru-
cial obligation to their client, which is what 
has helped to make this profession such an 
esteemed and honourable one.

 LSLAP presented awards to excep-
tional clinicians and held the Summer Job 
Draw on Friday, March 28th. 
1st Year Clinicians for the James 
W.N. Pozer ($100/each): 

Anthony Lagemaat     Aaron Burns 
Preston Parsons     Rochelle Powls

2nd Year Clinician for the John Stan-
ton Award ($300): 

Ashley Syer
3rd Year Clinician for the Brian Hig-
gins award ($300): 

Matthew Canzer
5 names were picked from the China-

town clinic and over 45 names from the 
general clinic ballots. LSLAP has applied 
for funding for 21 summer clinicians and 
jobs will be offered  at the end of April. 
Special thanks to Trina and Julia, and of 
course to Joni Worton, Brian Higgins and 
the Exec Team.



Trike Race Rules
DD = Designated Driver

1. On the starter’s signal, DD1 
drinks/ chugs a Bzzr IN THE COURT-
YARD, goes down the ramp, rides the 
trike to the end of the course (past the 
X-walk). When DD1 crosses the line, the 
line judge will signal to DD2 to start. This 
process continues for DD3 and DD4.

2. DDs are not to jump over the 
ramp wall.

3. DDs’ bottoms must be on the trike 
seat AT ALL TIMES! Failure to do so may 
result in disqualifi cation or the perpetrator 
may be required to drink another Bzzr. 
Choice of punishment is left to the discre-
tion of the head offi cial.

4. DDs must wait for line judge to 
signal to begin drinking Bzzr.

5. DO NOT SPILL BZZR. If 2+ DD 
from a team spill Bzzr, the team will be 
disqualifi ed.

6. DDs are not permitted to consume 
alcohol PRIOR TO the trike riding. You 
will not be permitted to race if you do! 
The liquor license stipulates this.

7. All DDs must sign the WAIVER 
before participating in the Trike Race.

8. Failure to abide by the rules may 
lead to an instant disqualifi cation of the 
offending team.
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Trikes are for UBC Law Students!
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By: Gina Wu, Law I
 The day started like every other 

Friday, but as noon came around people in 
blue shirts with a portrait of the Trix Rabbit 
and the phrase “Trikes are for Kids!” could 
be seen hustling about setting up tables, 
food, drinks and the BBQ. The BBQ and 
Bzzr-Up, sponsored by Farris, provided stu-
dents with burgers and chips, drinks (bzzr!) 
and an opportunity to chill and enjoy each 
other’s company in the roped-off Interaction 
Area before Trike Race 2008 commenced 
at 3:30pm.

 Twelve teams participated this year 
and the 48 students showed their creativity 
by adding props such as goggles, tight span-
dex and Depend bladder control protection 
super plus absorbency underwear, to their 
blue shirts. The Trike Race rules were strict 
(see below) and the challenges to the fi n-
ish line were cold, wet and diffi cult, but all 
participants displayed courage, enthusiasm 
and their aptitude to drink and trike. 

With the commencement signal of 
the fi rst match, competitors were suddenly 
chugging, running and discovering the ulti-
mate method to manoeuvre a mini-tricycle 
from one crosswalk to the other in front 
of the Curtis Building; estimated distance: 
10.862 metres. Attempts of triking included 
facing forward and using both legs to push 
ahead, facing to the side with one leg up 
and the other ferociously pumping away, 
and facing backwards and scooting quickly. 
Some methods led to a smooth glide past 
the crosswalk, while others led to collisions 
with the sidewalk, but all made it through 
the barrage of water attacks from the other 
students. 

Through-out the race sporadic water 
fi ghts amongst the water balloon-armed 
students threatened mayhem as innocent 
bystanders (like me) received direct hits to 
various parts of their bodies. I personally 

did not realize that a direct hit to the side 
of one’s face could result in such a degree 
of pain.

 The excitement further escalated 
when competitors were no longer facing 
only soakage from water guns and pelting of 
water balloons, but various other obstacles 
as well. This included bright orange road-
block apparatuses, black recycling bins and 
a temporarily handicapped individual who 
had “wandered” onto the race course. By 
this time the competitors were soaked and 
had beer and salivary discharge dribbling 
out of their mouths, but they nevertheless 
demonstrated fi ghting spirit to win the Trike 
Race trophy, which returned to the LSS 
just minutes before the race began from 

Trike Race Champions: Ruth Chen, Martin Sheard, Craig Mac
Ivor and Michael Kilborn 

Photo courtesy of Heather Pineo

its travels in France. For more information 
check out the Facebook group: The Trike 
Race Trophy’s European Vacation. 

 In the end, the appropriately 
named “Defending Champions” beat out 
the other contenders in one last close race 
against the “Shaved Beavers”.

 As a last note, at least three video 
cameras were spotted at the race so be on the 
lookout for clips of the event. Until then, fl ip 
to page XX of The Legal Eye to reminisce 
via Heather’s awesome photos. Also, kudos 
to the organizers for coming around to col-
lect garbage and recyclables and to all the 
students who helped pick up all the tattered 
balloon pieces after the event. 

Teams:Teams:
  1. Try-Sexual Healing  1. Try-Sexual Healing
  2. Court of Sex Appeal  2. Court of Sex Appeal
  3. The Mad Hatters  3. The Mad Hatters
  4. The Cuddly-Bombed Bears  4. The Cuddly-Bombed Bears
  5. Sexy Assault  5. Sexy Assault
  6. The Enforcers  6. The Enforcers
  7. APLC  7. APLC
  8. The Shaved Beavers  8. The Shaved Beavers
  9. The Defending Champions   9. The Defending Champions 
  10. Smurfettes  10. Smurfettes
  11. Old Man Strength  11. Old Man Strength
  12. Captain Moriarty’s Flying Tricycle    12. Captain Moriarty’s Flying Tricycle  
        Extravaganza        Extravaganza

Semi-Finals: 
  1. Try-Sexual Healing
  4. The Cuddly-Bombed Bears
  6. The Enforcers
  8. The Shaved Beavers
  9. The Defending Champions
  12. Captain Moriarty’s Flying Tricycle  
        Extravaganza

Finals
  1. Try-Sexual Healing
  8. The Shaved Beavers
  9. The Defending Champions

Champion:  The Defending Champions



Democracy Under 
Siege

Opinion:

By: Mike Reid, Law I
There’s nothing quite like the feeling 

of being engaged in a democratic process.  
The exchange of ideas and philosophies, 
the passions, the promise…it’s a rush.  And 
when in a university setting, a hotbed of dis-
cussion, debate and dialogue, 
well it’s just bound to be even 
more concentrated, right?

Wrong.  According to 
the LSS website, “postering 
and/or distribution of printed/
email campaign materials 
is not permitted.”  OK, no 
problem. That still leaves 
candidates free to engage in 
discussion with the elector-
ate, and us members of the 
legal student body free to discuss our views 
of the candidates, right?  Wrong again!

I chose to start two Facebook groups, 
each in support of a different candidate 
that I favoured, and sent invitations to my 
friends.  Sounds like a pretty effective form 
of personal communication to me.  But the 
LSS’s Chief Returning Offi cer apparently 
felt differently.   He chose to “interpret the 
rule” stated above and through his “discre-
tion to make judgment calls” decided that 
my personal communications somehow 
violated this rule.

Upon further inquiry it was established 
that the CRO was interpreting a Facebook 
group to be the equivalent of e-mailing.  
He then conceded that the LSS would not 
presume to limit my ability to communicate 
via email, on my own initiative, with my 
friends and colleagues regarding candidates 
that I would like to see elected.  Rather big 
of him, I thought.  Now I may only be in 
my fi rst year here, but it seems to me that 
if Facebook group = e-mailing, and I’m not 
barred from sending emails…

Rather than conceding this point, the 
CRO decided to e-mail the candidates I 
was endorsing to say that “Facebook groups 
violate the spirit of our current election 
policy” and that if the groups were not 
removed by end of day he would withhold 
“election results of [their] respective posi-
tions pending a review and determination by 
an independent ad hoc LSS election review 
committee,” all the while admitting to them 
that he understood I was a third party.  So 

there you have it, attempting to engage in 
political discourse leads to an inquisition 
for your chosen candidates.

From the beginning, I told the CRO 
that I would remove the Facebook groups 
in order to avoid creating problems for the 

candidates.  Now I’m 
starting to think that I 
should have just put up 
pages for the people I 
didn’t want to win and 
refuse to take those ones 
down! 

After repeatedly 
asserting that I had a 
right to express my 
own views and endorse 
whichever candidates I 

wished through whatever medium I wished, 
and requesting acknowledgment that the 
LSS did not have any jurisdiction with 
which to attempt to suppress my personal 
expression, the CRO fi nally responded: to 
tell me he wasn’t sure that he had any au-
thority to make such a request either.  It’s 
too bad a complete lack of understanding 
his own authority didn’t stop him from 
exercising it.

So there you have it.  Keep your yap 
shut and mark an X when we tell you to.  
Can you smell that folks?  That’s LSS de-
mocracy!  I know, smells a lot like manure 
to me to.

If the new LSS really wants to encour-
age student engagement and foster a sense 
of community and camaraderie, not trying 
to shut down student expression would be a 
great start.  I’ve been told that the LSS will 
be drafting “a clearer policy, with defi ned 
penalties for its breach” prior to next year’s 
elections.  I certainly hope that members 
of the electorate expressing their opinions 
never come to form the basis for one of 
these “breaches.”

Just Obiter:

By: Mike Fink, Law I
Justice Binnie came to UBC in Sep-

tember to talk to students about persuasion 
and the art of advocacy. There is also a 
document on Professor Kleefeld’s website 
by Laskin, J.A. called “Forget the Wind 
Up and Make the Pitch: Some Suggestions 
for Writing More Persuasive Factums.” 
Additionally, it’s common sense that per-
suasiveness is an extremely useful skill for 
a lawyer. Convincing judges to agree with 
your arguments, convincing other parties in 
a negotiation that your position is the most 
fair, convincing clients to plead a certain 
way, are all times when being persuasive is 
most helpful. We learn this skill throughout 
our three years, through moots, LSLAP 
cases, and encouragement from professors. 
But have you considered how developing 
your persuasive skills affect your day to 
day existence?

Is it even fair for your friends dealing 
with people who try to convince people of 
things all day? Where should we go tonight? 
Law student says: Let’s go to karaoke! Ran-
dom friend says: Let’s go bowling! Come 
on, who wins that argument? (Well, those 
options weren’t exactly equal, but work 
with me here.)

Then getting a little more serious, ever 
tried to apply your persuasive skills to the 
opposite sex? (Hey, I only said a little more 

serious.) You’ve got to be a little more 
subtle about it, (and be very careful with 
other lawyers/law students) but it’s still 
useful. If, say, you only get one step further 
than you would have otherwise then it’s 
got to be worth it. First date? Meet second 
date. Second base? Meet third base. Bad 
boy guy? Hello, meet the parents dinner. 
Also, it is extremely useful in diffusing 
couple arguments. If you can convince a 
prof that Jane Doe is not guilty of sexual 
assault because she really believed that that 
Calvin Klein model was consenting, you 
can convince your signifi cant other you 
didn’t do anything wrong.

So, pay attention when anyone give 
tips on persuasion, tryout for a competitive 
moot, and work on your persuasiveness. 
You never know who you might be able 
to persuade in the near future. I’m going 
to go try to persuade the editors to make 
my cans ;).

EDITOR’S NOTE: We already did!

Persuasiveness: 
Legal Skill, 

Underrated Life SkillAn Opinion Piece on the 2008 LSS Election: 
Facebook groups tantamount to campaigning?

EDITOR’S NOTE: If you have an opinion 
about any matter relating to UBC Law or 
law in general, feel free to submit your 
article to us at legaleye.ubc@gmail.ca. As 
well, if you have any feedback to the opin-
ions published in this or revious issues, we 
welcome any feedback.

Scratch Scratch 
    Scratch    Scratch

??
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Now I’m starting to Now I’m starting to 
think that I should think that I should 
have just put up [face-have just put up [face-
book] pages for the book] pages for the 
people I didn’t want to people I didn’t want to 
win and refuse to take win and refuse to take 
those ones down!
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2008 Mooting at UBC Law
The Wilson Moot

From L-R: Professor Janine Benedet, Matt DeBock, Krista 
Johanson, Oliver Pulleyblank and Geoff Rawle. Not pictured 
is coach Professor Isabel Grant

Photo courtesy of Matt Debock

Canadian Corporate/Securities Law 
Moot Court Competition

From L-R: Jennifer O’Leary, Aileen Smith, Madam Justice Feld-
man of the ONCA, Stephanie Gutierrez, Leneigh Johnston, 
Mister Justice Rothstein of the SCC, Brenda Belak, Professor 
Robin Elliot and Deputy Health Minister Morris Rosenberg.

Photo courtesy of Leneigh Johnston

Gale Cup Moot 

The 2008 UBC Wilson moot team placed fi rst overall at the competition this 
year in Toronto. The team consisted of third years Brenda Belak and Stephanie 
Gutierrez along with second years Jennifer O’Leary, Aileen Smith and researcher 
Leneigh Johnston.

The Wilson moot was started in 1992 to recognize the contribution of former 
Supreme court Justice Bertha Wilson to equality law in Canada. This year, the team 
worked with a challenging and interesting problem that dealt with issues of mental 
health and emergency health care in Canada.

The competition was held on Feb 22-23rd in Toronto at the Federal court. It was rd in Toronto at the Federal court. It was rd

an exciting couple of days. Both the respondents and the appellants had very active 
benches on both days who asked many challenging questions. The girls all rose to the 
challenge and both the appellant and respondent sides felt they had delivered their 
top performances during the course of the competition. 

After the preliminary rounds were completed it was announced that the UBC 
team was in fi rst place overall and the University of Windsor had placed second 
overall. It was therefore up to the UBC team to decide which side of their team 
would argue the fi nal round. With fi ve minutes to decide, it was determined that the 
appellant team should argue in the fi nal round as team member Stephanie Gutierrez 
was feeling under the weather.

The fi nal round was argued in front of the Honourable Mr. Justice Rothstein of 
the Supreme Court of Canada, Madam Justice Feldman of the Ontario court of appeal 
and the Deputy Minister of Health Mr. Morris Rosenberg. 

Aileen Smith and Brenda Belak put in a wonderful performance in the fi nal round. 
They succeeded in framing their position in a moderate and reasonable fashion and 
they handled questions from the bench in a calm and concise manner.

The girls would like to thank Professors Robin Elliot and Margot Young for 
putting in countless hours of invaluable guidance. They would also like to thank the 
Vancouver law fi rm of Heenan Blaikie for sponsoring them as well as donating the 
valuable time of many of their lawyers to give feedback and constructive criticism 
on both the factum and oral components of the moot. They would also like to thank 
the numerous past Wilson moot members, along with some other lawyers interested 
in equality rights, who took the time to comment on their factum and to judge oral 
practices. 

-- Leneigh Johnston

Congratulations 
to all Mooters!

The Corporate Securities moot team competed in Toronto again this year.  This 
year’s challenging and timely problem involved the auction of an income trust, 
complete with some questionably drafted confi dentiality and support agreements 
as well as alleged breaches of fi duciary duties on the part of its trustees.  The team 
was coached by our two resident business law experts, Drs. Sarra and Davis, who 
proved to be very dedicated, knowledgeable and inspiring.  

January was a blur of research, writing fi ve drafts of the factum*, and fretting 
over the unfortunate but necessary casting-aside of regular classwork.  In typical 
mooter fashion, major alterations and last minute panic resulted in the factum arriving 
at Kinko’s at 5am, following an all-nighter in the library on Superbowl Sunday.  

February was spent receiving valuable feedback from numerous oral practices at 
downtown fi rms, soaking up the City’s non-billable hours.  Then it was off to T.O., 
where the warm glow inside the Fairmont certainly helped to combat the freezing 
wet-cold weather.  The fi nal round of the moot was judged by fi ve experts in the 
corporate securities area, including former OSC Chair David Brown and Kathy 
Feldman from the Ontario Court of Appeal, who acted as chief justice.  First place 
overall went to the exceptional and worthy team from University of Western On-
tario, proving that their institution throws down much more than just great parties.  
Equally as important, the UBC team pulled in the prestigious award for ‘Second 
Best Factum.’  The team was grief-stricken to learn that there was no offi cial plaque 
to accompany this honour.

The trip was capped off with an eventful evening alongside some wild prairie 
lawyerbabies including various dancefl oor incidents, a pepto bismal stalker, a Wen-
dy’s quest, and The Bodyguard.  The ride home from Air Canada featured personal 
in-fl ight movies, including romantic comedies…well, for most of the team.  

Overall, the 2008 Corporate Securities Moot was an excellent learning and 
bonding experience for the UBC team.  Warm thanks to everyone who assisted the 
moot team in their preparations for the competition!

UBC Corporate-Securities Moot Team Members:  Elizabeth Toews, Daniel 
Katzin, Michelle Bourbonnais, Amanda Coen, Catherine Hirbour

-- Michelle Bourbonnais and Catherine Hirbour

Teams from 17 schools competed in the 2008 Gale Cup moot at the historic 
Osgoode Hall courthouse in Toronto on February 29 and March 1. The problem was 
an appeal of the Supreme Court of Canada’s decision in R. v. Clayton (2007 SCC 
32), dealing with the test for arbitrary detention and the exclusion of evidence under 
the Charter.

The quality of the competition was extremely high. UBC, represented by Matt 
DeBock (Law II), Krista Johanson (Law II), Oliver Pulleyblank (Law II) and Geoff 
Rawle (Law II), came up against two strong teams, arguing against eventual fi nalists 
New Brunswick and Osgoode Hall.

“The entire weekend was fantastic,” DeBock said. “It was great to see how other 
teams had approached the appeal. We also had the opportunity to meet people like 
Louis LeBel (of the Supreme Court of Canada) and Lance Finch (Chief Justice of 
the BC Court of Appeal).

The team, supported by coaches Professor Janine Benedet and Professor Isabel 
Grant, was well prepared for the competition, completing about ten oral practices in 
front of a wide variety of local litigators and judges. 
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2008 Mooting at UBC Law
Laskin Moot

Western Canada Mock Trial Competition 
(MacIntyre Cup)

National Trial Moot 
Competition 

(Sopinka Cup)

Peter Burns Moot

Thomas Moran and Ashley Syer, the winners of the Peter Burns Mock Trial Competition last November, 
won the MacIntyre Cup in the Western Canada Competition this February. Representing the Crown in a man-
slaughter trial, they achieved the only conviction in the competition involving six teams from Western Canada. 
Ashley won the Attorney General’s award for best counsel overall and Thomas won the award for best closing. 
Winning in Western Canada means they represent UBC in the Sopinka Cup Competition in Ottawa.

They are pictured here with Professor Emeritus Jim MacIntyre Q.C. who is the sponsor of the UBC team 
in the Western Canada Competition. The MacIntyre Cup, now at UBC for this coming year, is named in honour 

of Professor MacIntyre’s father.

In November 2007, second year students Andrea Alvarez, Emily Arndt, Mike Berger, Scott Bernstein, Elsa 
Chow, Jennifer Lee, Thomas Moran, and Ashley Syer competed in the Peter Burns mock trial.

 Thomas Moran and Ashley Syer won the Peter Burns Trophy and went on to represent UBC in the West-
ern Canada Moot Competition in February 2008. This year’s alternate is Elsa Chow, and the recipients of the 
2007 Attorney General Awards are Thomas Moran for the best cross-examination and Scott Bernstein for the 
best address to the jury. 

The distinctive feature of the Laskin national moot competition in Cana-
dian administrative and constitutional law is that it is bilingual. Each team’s 
presentation must include the use of both the English and French languages, 
including both written and oral portions of the moot.

Tamara Henderson, Eileen Keast, Doug McLeod and Paige Morrow, all 
in Law II, represented UBC’s team this year. The French mooters were split 
up – Tamara on the Respondent’s team and Paige on the Appellant’s – which 
was great because Doug doesn’t speak French so Paige could say anything 
she wanted in her arguments. The team was coached by Bill Black, Professor 
Emeritus in the Faculty of Law, and many people helped with the practices, 
including Justice Kelleher and Justice Shaw, Professors Nikos Harris and Mira 
Sundara Rajan, Adjunct Professor Angus Gunn, last year’s Laskin mooters, 
Tariq Ahmed, Lauren Cook, Catherine Hirbour and Anna Turinov, and lawyers 
at McCarthy’s and Davis.

Wild and unsubstantiated rumours on LawBuzz suggest that Western’s 
moot team skipped its classes for the entire month of January to prepare for 
the moot. We didn’t take the month off, or at least not to prep. But we came 
out second overall out of 19 teams and Eileen Keast won top oralist so appar-
ently that didn’t really hurt us.

That being said, mooting was a pretty intense experience and involved 
many late nights in the library which we affectionately refer to as “Nerdfest.” 
Mooting is different from most other law school experiences – both classroom 

and clinical – because a lot of the work is done as a group. While you all research your own specifi c issues and write your own portion of the factum, you spend a lot of time 
bouncing your ideas against your fellow mooters and talking to them about what they’re arguing so you can best prepare your own position. In this light, we were lucky in 
the Laskin as we were all friends and we had a really good working relationship throughout the process, even in those fi nal hours before handing in our factums. We actually 
even went through a bit of moot withdrawal when it was all over.

Best part of the experience? This is where we’re supposed to talk about the chance to research relevant legal issues, improve our oral advocacy skills, receive intensive 
training from experienced lawyers and hone our written analysis. But what it really comes down to is four months of hanging out with friends, an all-expenses paid trip to 
Winnipeg, a chance to meet fellow Francophone and Anglophone law students from across the country and free alcohol each night of the moot.

-- Tamara Henderson

From L-R: Laskin Moot organizer, Professor Emeritus Bill Black, Eileen 
Keast, Tamara Henderson, Paige Morrow, and Doug McLeod

Congratulations to Ashley and 
Thomas – again!

 I am happy to report that the winners 
of the Peter Burns Mock Trial Competition, 
and then the Western Canada Competition 
(the MacIntyre Cup), Thomas Moran and 
Ashley Syer, did very well indeed compet-
ing for the Sopinka Cup in Ottawa. They 
placed second to the winners from McGill. 
In addition, Ashley won the individual award 
for best cross-examination. Their success is 

particularly signifi cant given that they represented the Crown against a French-speaking defence team, so had 
to manage with translation as well as do all the tricky things trial lawyers do: refresh the memory of a forgetful 
witness, impeach a witness with prior inconsistent statements, explain why the accused’s criminal record should 
go to the jury, and actually fi gure out the basis of an objection as one is rising to one’s feet!

Thanks are due to their coaches, Crown counsel Karima Andani and Patti Tomasson, and especially to Patti 
who left our daffodils and travelled with the UBC team to the snow drifts of Ottawa.

-- Professor Christine Boyle

From L-R: Ashley Syer, Professory Emeritus Jim 
MacIntyre QC, and Thomas Moran.

Photo courtesy of www.law.ubc.ca

The Mathews Dinsdale Canadian Labour Arbitration 
Competition is held annually in Toronto on the last week-
end of January; UBC has taken part in it since 2001.   A fact 
pattern for a labour arbitration is provided in November, 
and a team of two second-year students from each of eight 
Canadian law schools attend an evening reception on the 
Friday. On Saturday morning they fl ip a coin and argue 
one side or the other; and on the afternoon they argue the 
reverse position, before panels of leading labour lawyers, 
arbitrators and judges. On the Sunday the two top teams ar-
gue for the trophy cup; the winning team receiving a signif-
icant award toward their third year fees. This year our team 
was Julie Grenier and Shea Coulson. After researching the 
relevant law they prepared by arguing “downtown” before 
four panels of three leading labour lawyers or arbitrators. 
This year they were coached by these panels and also by 
Ryan Anderson, a recent UBC law graduate who was on 
a previous winning team and who has coached each year 
since. The Mathews Dinsdale fi rm in Toronto provides all 
the Toronto arrangements and the UBC team is supported 
by Harris & Co. (a Vancouver  ‘management’  labour law 
fi rm),  and Victory Square Law Offi ce (a labour union 
fi rm). The emphasis is on oral presentation and the ability 
to answer the legal and practical questions thrown at the 
students by the panels.  

 Only the two top teams are identifi ed; the other six are 
not ranked. The UBC team did not place this year but it was 
well prepared and both counsel were highly complimented 
on their presentations by the panels who heard them.    

The fact pattern this year was based on the fi ring of 
a bicycle courier  who was caught spending considerable 
time at a casino during his working day. The employer had 
installed GPS equipment for the stated purpose of being 
able to schedule couriers effectively , but used it to confi rm 
its suspicions about the employee’s work habits.  Was the 
evidence admissible, or a violation of privacy? He had 
also perhaps defamed the employer on his blog; but he had 
also proved that he had a disability—a gambling addiction. 
Should he be reinstated, and if so with what conditions?  

-- Professor Jim MacIntyre

Canadian Labour 
Arbitration Competition
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UBC/UVic Competitive Moot

From L-R: Aaron Atkinson, Gavin Cameron, Dan Barber, 
Mitch Dermer, and Sam Struivig de Groot

Photo courtesy of Gina Wu

The British Columbia Law Schools Competitive Moot, otherwise known as 
the UBC/UVic Moot, featured a surprise this past year that had not occurred in 
years: the inclusion of a redheaded researcher. 

This redheaded researcher, Aaron Atkinson, along with mooters Dan Barber, 
Gavin Cameron, Sam de Groot, and Mitch Dermer, comprised the 2007-2008 
edition of the UBC entry in this annual tort and contract law moot.  Coached by 
Professors Edinger and Blom, the team dedicated November through January to 
research and articulate arguments on the negligent infl iction of nervous shock.

The mooters argued Mustapha v. Culligan, which had its Supreme Court of 
Canada hearing on March 18th of this year.  Though following St. Patrick’s Day, 
there is little reason to believe that Waddah Mustapha would be recovering from 
the ill-effects of green beer at his SCC hearing.  The Mustapha litigation arose out 
of the psychological injuries suffered by Mustapha upon seeing a fl y contaminate 
his bottle of Culligan water; green beer would likely kill the man.  Mustapha had 
received a favourable judgment at trial, only to have it reversed on appeal.

Representing the respondent, Gavin Cameron and Sam de Groot needed to 
convince a court consisting of Madame Justice Huddart of the provincial Court 
of Appeal, and Justices Koenigsberg and Hinkson from the provincial Supreme 
Court, that Mustapha was not a reasonably foreseeable plaintiff to Culligan.  Faced 
with a sceptical bench, Gavin and Sam focussed on the ludicrousness of award-
ing damages to a victim who merely witnessed a fl y in his water and performed 
admirably.

Representing the appellant, Dan Barber and Mitch Dermer faced an uphill 
battle to convince the court of Chief Justice Finch of the provincial Court of Ap-
peal and Justices Smith and Dickson of the provincial Supreme Court that it is 
reasonably foreseeable that a person would suffer psychiatric damage upon seeing 
a fl y in a bottle of water without consuming that water.  After countless hours of 
research, the two reached the following conclusion: drinking ginger beers with 
snails inside equals “goldmine,” while looking at clear bottles of water with fl ies 
equals “no chance.” 

The team’s moral victory on February 9th at the Law Courts in Vancouver was 
in a large part thanks to the numerous faculty members that Professors Edinger and 
Blom arranged to judge the lunch-time practices.  As well, numerous counsels at 
Davis LLP sat as judges at evening practices leading up to the moot.  Organized by 
Jason Fisher, an associate at Davis, the practices enabled the mooters to hone their 
oral argument skills in front of some of the top legal minds in British Columbia.

The mooters recognize that this deeply rewarding learning experience would 
not be possible without the volunteer work of all those who sat as judges, and 
especially the feedback and organization provided by Professors Edinger and 
Blom.  The mooters thank these wonderful individuals and wish them luck with 
next year’s team.

-- Dan Barber
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Thank you!
The Legal Eye would like to thank Davis 

LLP and Irwin Davis for their generous  $1M 
donation towards the development of the new 
law building. 

A special reception was held on March 12, 
2008 at lunch in the Interaction Area. Dean Bo-
binski and newly elected LSS President Kelsey 
Thompson expressed their gratitude. Rob A. 
Seidel QC and Doug Buchanan QC spoke on 
behalf of the fi rm while Irwin Davis recalled 
his ties to UBC Law and driving Dean Curtis 
downtown during his time as a student here. This 
donation will help move the law school forward 
and the new student lounge in the future building 
(dedicated to Davis LLP) will further bring the 
student body together as a community. 

Past donors to the New Building Campaign include Borden Ladner Gervais LLP 
and the Ladner family, Farris Vaughn Wills and Murphy LLP,  Richards Buell Sutton 
LLP, McCarthy Tetrault and The Law Foundation of B.C.

Law School Update
A Message from Dean Bobinski

Irwin Davis
Photos by: Audrey Lim

An Open House was held on Thursday, March 27th in the Moot Court Room where 
students and faculty were shown the most recent architectural plans of the new law 
building. The prospective new building will focus on student interaction, sustainability 
and fl exibility to accommodate the changing nature of law and the technology without 
sacrifi cing a collegial learning environment.

 Plans include a central and open spiraling stairway in the center of the 4 story U-
shaped building. The left side of the U, along East Mall, is planned for administrative 
and faculty offi ces as well as centers for research. Classrooms are planned for the ground 
fl oor while study areas and the library will be moved to the 2nd to 4th fl oor of the bot-
tom and right side of the U. The center for the building is allocated for food services 
and an interaction lounge for students. An elliptical Moot Court Room, placed below 
ground level but still allowing for natural light, will be attached to the building. 

 There will be larger lecture halls, medium sized classrooms and seminar rooms 
with fl exible, movable walls that can contract and expand to allow for group meetings 
and study spaces.

A more detailed update will be available in the Fall.

New Law Building Update 

2008 Moots

From L-R: Sarah Ng and Matthew Canzer (Mooters), Mr. Justice 
Floyd, Lord Justice Mummery, and Lord Justice Jacob.

The Oxford International Intellectual 
Property (OXIP) Moot

Teams from law schools across the world converged on Worcester College 
at Oxford University this weekend for the 6th annual International Intellectual 
Property Moot. Our team fought fi ercely through fi ve rounds of mooting, each 
time switching between the claimant, a well-known Champagne producer, and the 
defendant, a newbie winemaker. At issue was whether there could be copyright 
in a blend of wine, whether there had been trademark infringement, and whether 
there had been passing off.

After each round, there was slightly less fi ngernail left to bite, as each of our 
opponents were extremely well prepared, highly knowledgeable in IP issues, and 
eloquent public speakers. We succeeded in reaching the fi nal round, but were nar-
rowly defeated by the National University of Singapore. The fi nal round was before 
Lord Justice Mummery, Lord Justice Jacob, and Mr. Justice Floyd, and in a room 
packed with 150 other students, judges, leading academics and practitioners. Follow-
ing the fi nal round, we were invited to sit at the High Table for the awards dinner, 
joining the other fi nalists, judges, and the moot’s organizer, Mr. David Vaver.

Aside from the pride I feel because I was able to refrain from throwing up out 
of nervousness, I would like to take this opportunity to share some of the benefi ts 
this type of moot has offered me, and which may be of interest to students for next 
year’s competition. 

First, this is an amazing opportunity to become fl uent with an increasingly 
important area of the law. Intellectual Property is at the forefront of every sector, 
from the small business owner’s interest in preserving her goodwill and ideas, to 
international concerns over pharmaceutical patents. Information and ideas are less 
and less analogous to real property, and I think that our generation will be responsible 
for forging a system that can properly operate in an interconnected world. 

Second, this is a cultural exchange unlike any other. The moot includes teams 
from different jurisdictions and legal philosophies, and they demonstrate a range 
of oral advocacy styles. Further, the fi ctional high court is not bound by any prec-
edent, so the focus is on the reasoning behind the judgments and international 
conventions. 

Third, as one of the most important events on the global IP calendar, this is 
an invaluable networking opportunity. I was invited to visit Hogarth’s Chambers, 
where Mr. Hicks, a prominent IP barrister, spent the afternoon showing us around 
the Royal Courts of Justice and introducing us to legal practice in the UK. I had the 
chance to sit next to Dr. Gillian Davies, who was involved with setting up WIPO, 
edits “Copinger and Skone James on Copyright”, adjudicates international patent 
disputes, and has represented a myriad of private and public clients throughout her 
career. Thanks to facebook magic, we plan to stay in touch with the other mooters 
as their careers take off in their respective countries.

This has truly been a rewarding experience, and I would encourage anyone 
interested in IP, International Law, or oral advocacy to consider trying out for the 
moot next year.

The team is especially grateful to Dr. Mira Sundara-Rajan for her mentorship 
and guidance, and Professors Blom and Kleefeld for judging our practice rounds. 
We would also like to thank Oyen Wiggs Green & Mutala LLP, and Mr. Tom 
Bailey in particular, for their generous sponsorship and help in preparing for the 
competition. 

Questions about the moot or the IP program in particular? matthewcanzer@yahoo.
com  

-- Matthew Canzer

From L-R: Wife and son with Tom Bailey, Kristi Zychowka (re-
searcher), Ajinkya Tulpule (Critic), Sarah Ng, Matthew Canzer, 
and Professor Mira Sundara Rajan.

J.D. Update
Students occasionally ask about 

the status of the student-led initiative to 
change the name of the professional law 
degree at UBC from LL.B. to J.D. The 
University Senate and Board of Gover-
nors have both approved the Faculty’s 
request. The University is working with 
the Province to secure any necessary ap-
provals.  We’ll keep posting updates on 
the website over the summer for those 
who are interested.  If the proposal is ap-
proved, students already in the program 
will have the option between the two 
degree designations. 

Building Update
The architects for the new build-

ing recently held their fi rst consultation 
meeting with faculty, staff and students. 
The architects have been working with 
the building Steering Committee (which 
includes student representatives) to de-
velop the overall design of the building 
including the location of key features 
such as the classrooms and the library.  
The Faculty will soon establish a website 
to provide regular updates on the design 
process and opportunities for feedback. 
We look forward to keeping you informed 
and to hearing your views. 

LSSSE Survey
LL.B. students should have received 

invitations to respond to the LSSSE 
Survey. The Law School Survey of 

Student Engagement is administered at 
law schools across Canada and the U.S.  
UBC Law has used the results to improve 
its programs and services. For example, 
the Faculty was successful in securing 
university funding to create a new posi-
tion devoted to providing students with 
additional academic advising and other 
services. We hope to fi ll this position in the 
next few months.  We encourage students 
to continue to provide feedback that can be 
used to make the school a better place.

Student Teaching Evaluations
Given that it is the season of asking 

questions and hoping for answers, we’d 
also like to encourage you to complete 
teaching evaluations for your courses.  
The university’s new online system is 
designed to make it convenient to provide 
feedback to your professors about the 
strengths and “areas for improvement” in 
their courses. The results are a factor in 
important decisions ranging from promo-
tion and tenure to decisions about whether 
or not to continue certain courses. 

Exams, Papers, and Best Wishes
Best wishes on all of your exams 

and papers over the next few weeks. We 
hope that you fi nd time to relax and to 
enjoy the company of friends and family 
during the months of summer ahead.  We 
look forward to seeing returning students 
in the fall and to seeing graduates enjoy 
success in the years to come.
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Special thanks to Heather Pineo  
for another  year of awesome 

photos.

Also, thanks to Chris Ferro-
nato, Brian Fixter and Nafeesa 

Kara for the grad photos.



Page 11April 2008 The Legal Eye
printed on 100% recycled paper

March Revisited
THROUGH THE LENS OF A CAMERA



Page 12April 2008 The Legal Eye
printed on 100% recycled paper

Celebrating the Class of 2008

Grad 2008 Valedictorian Speech
By: Brittany Skinner, Law III

Please make sure that during my 
speech you have your drink of choice in 
easy reach, as I will be making a number 
of toasts tonight – plus I have found in the 
past that my audience tends to respond 
better when enjoying a beverage or two.  I 
want to start by raising a glass to the woman 
of my life, Candida.  I had many crushes 
throughout law school, but you were my 
one true love.

When I was nominated to be Valedicto-
rian I was honoured and proud to be chosen 
by my classmates for this distinction. 

I believe that in a large part I was cho-
sen for Valedictorian because I’ve been able 
to do in law school what many of us hope 
to do in our legal careers – that is maintain 
a healthy work life balance.  I have the 
pleasure of knowing most of you both in the 
classroom, as well as at the many reputable 
social events associated with this fi ne law 
school.  And I’ve been able to participate 
so fully in large part because of the wonder 
of CANS.  

Now I have a feeling the faculty has 
NO IDEA what I’m talking about when I 
say CANs – to bring you up to speed I’m 
gonna let you in on a little secret – those 
notes we bring into the exam?  Not all self 
made.  Shocking I knowShocking I know.  Some students, 
let’s call em “the smart ones”, have taken 
the time to create these masterpieces.  

In fact I’d like to take this opportunity 
to toast Jenn Lau, without whose CANS 
many of us would not be sitting here today.  
And the faculty too should raise a glass 
to Jenn– they are indebted to her as well. 
Professor Ramsay, lemme tell ya, without 
Lau, I would have forced you to grade two 
Trust Exam booklets full of jibber jabber 
with maybe a reference or two to your fi rst 
year torts class.  

To Jenn!
So I brought this love and respect for 

Cans to this Valedictorian speech.  I con-
tacted last years Valedictorian and brought 
in his speech to rely on for this one – 

(Leaf through pages) Wait, I can’t use 
this.  Or this, And this isn’t even true – what 
did this guy have against the janitors.  

Let this be a lesson to us all people 
- ALWAYS CHECK YOUR CANS.

It’s not just our love of CANS that bind 
us together as a group – there are lots of 
experiences special to this class of 2008: 

We’re the last class not to have to do 
any assignments in 1st year.  Man, we barely st year.  Man, we barely st

got under the wire on that one.  Apparently 
the year under us know how to write a “legal 
brief” – show offs.

We’re the last class to have the Per-
spectives course and its even more poorly 
attended spin-off, SPEC – the Brain child 
of Ashleigh Keall & Caily Depuma.  Many 
of us didn’t even consider attending this off 
shoot of the Perspectives course – but let 
me tell you - an average 50 percent of its at-
tendees are going on to clerk at the Supreme 
Court of Canada.   Jokes on us.

We’re the last class to have a full year 
of proper beer ups – to mosey freely around 
the courtyard with the fi nest of ales in hand, 
an Alberta-brewed Pilsner. To feel the sun-
shine on our faces while getting drunk at 
an inappropriate times in the day.  And let 
me tell you once we get out into the “real 
world” with our fancy “jobs” getting drunk 
by 3 tends to be frowned upon.  

And we are the last fi rst year class to 
have Dean George Curtis welcome us to the 
institution he created.  There is something 
special about having the founder of our 
school welcome us into its halls.   He was 
there for the fi rst day ever of UBC law, and 
we got to share his last fi rst day of school.  

That fi rst day he told us a bit about the 
history of the school – about classes taught 
in borrowed army huts; that there was little 
money, and no library.  Undaunted by these 
challenges, Dean Curtis persevered to make 
UBC Law a reality, getting practitioners and 
judges to volunteer to teach in the tents.  
Now, that was a long time ago, mind you, 
and maybe Dean Curtis liked to exagger-
ate and make us ungrateful fi rst years feel 
glad for our bunker.  For all I know, those 
army tents may have been pretty swanky, 
and I’m sure they probably didn’t have 
asbestos, either.   Although I do refer to 
my future asbestos class action lawsuit my 
“retirement fund.”  

But exaggeration or not, the story of 
the birth of UBC Law is a story that struck 
a chord with me.  The message that I took 
from that, the point that I think Dean Curtis 
was trying to get across, was that the law 
is worth it.  Although it may challenge us, 
although it may require us to make sacri-
fi ces, although we may not always have the 
resources that we would like to have, the 
law is too important not to pitch an army 
tent and teach the principles of natural jus-
tice.  The law is too important not to take 
on a tough case, or an unpopular cause.  The 
law is worth it.

Dean Curtis believed, and I believe, 
that the law is a noble profession.  For all 
the cynicism surrounding the practice of 
law, for all the lawyer jokes and negative 
public perception, lawyers do play a vital 
role in maintaining the rule of law here and 
around the world; we are the ones who bring 
injustices to the attention of the courts, and 
we are the ones to fi ght for those injustices 
to be rectifi ed, whatever the consequences.  
Maybe that’s what Dean Curtis had in mind 
when chose our school motto: “Let justice 
be done though the heavens fall”.

Please join me in raising a glass to 
Dean George Curtis.

The history of UBC law, this shared 
history, links us all together, and, whether 
we realize it or not, UBC has left its mark 
on all of us.  But we are linked together by 
more than just our history, by more than just 
the mark that UBC has left on us.  We are 
all bound together not just by our past, but 
by our present, by the mark that we have 
left on our law school.  

We are UBC law 2008, and we are 
forever going to identify as members of 
this class.  For the past three years, we 
have worked and played alongside one 
another, we have shared in each other’s ups 
and downs, and we have seen each other 
at our best and at our worst.  Law school, 
whatever else it has done, has seen us all 
face diffi cult challenges and has given us 
all something to be proud of.  And we have 
all come though these three years together.  
From the day each of us fi rst realized that 
the high grades we were used to achieving 
in undergrad were long gone (thanks for 
shattering that dream early Prof Edinger) 
to the day that we all had that eureka mo-
ment when some previously indecipherable 
legal principle suddenly made sense – the 
people that surround us here today have 
been right there beside us all along.  We are 
the class of UBC Law 2008, and we will 
always share the sense of camaraderie that 
comes from that. 

And I, for one, can’t think of a better 
group of people with whom to share that 
sense of camaraderie.

We had the honour of a great LSS 
president, Matt Brandon, who in tough situ-
ations dealt with issues using a balance of 
humour and sensitivity – an almost impos-
sible combination. Thank you.

We had the privilege of being taught 
by exceptional legal minds who not only 
educate us about the law but who also in-

spire us to want to learn more.  Our faculty 
is not only generous with their knowledge 
but also with their checkbooks as many of 
the faculty made donations so that every 
student who wanted to be here tonight could 
participate in their grad dinner.  I would like 
to toast the amazing faculty at UBC Law.  

We also had the privilege of sharing 
our class with many people who could not 
attend tonight.  I would like to raise a glass 
to these members of the class of 2008.  
Notably I want to give a cheers to my good 
friends Peter Doelman and Fayyaz “Booda” 
Karmali.  Both of these extraordinary men 
have shown me the importance of fi ghting 
as hard as you can when it really counts and 
having love and friendship there to support 
that in that fi ght.  To Booda and Pete – I’m 
so proud to be with you in the class of 2008 
family.   

The camaraderie that we shared to-
gether for the past three years will stay 
with us throughout our legal careers.  If in 
a few years, you’re on the other side of a 
fi le against Leslie Woo or Craig McIvor, 
you can say, oh yeah, I know them, they’re 
good people – class of 2008.  Or in 20 years 
from now when you appear in front of Mme 
Justice Jennifer Hill you’ll be able to say, 
oh yeah, she’s from our year.

And this will be important not just 20 
years from now, but also next year.  When 
it’s 1 am, and you have a memo due the 
next day and you don’t know what the 
hell is going on.  We all have someone we 
can call - someone who, at the very least, 
understands what we are going through 
and will try to help – even if it is just to 
commiserate.

In the end, law school for me has been 
the best three years of my life.  Because of 
the people at this school I have been able 
to gain insight on perspectives and ideas 
to which I never had the opportunity to be 
exposed.  I have had the privilege to meet 
some brilliant people who challenged me, 
and forced me to challenge myself, and 
have met mentors who have helped me 
reach my goals.  

And I can honestly say that I am 
a better person for having had the last 
three years.

So I want to raise one fi nal toast to the 
Aces, Adds, Bain, Bale, Cowl, Cusp, Data, 
Dust and the teachers and staff that helped 
us along the way.  

To the Class of 2008.

By Khatidja Moloo and Aman Sandhu, 
Law III

On March 15th 2008, the class of 2008, 
dressed to the nines, celebrated their time at 
UBC Law by eating and dancing the night 
away at the Four Seasons Hotel.  Many 
thanks to the 2008 Graduation Committee 
for putting together a memorable evening. 
Dinner was delicious and the company even 
better. The photo slideshow was a wonderful 
surprise that evoked memories and emo-
tions in everyone, as we realized that our 
time together at UBC Law is almost at an 
end. The speeches given by Matt Brandon 
and Dean Bobinski were inspiring and 
entertaining. Our Valedictorian, Brittany 
Skinner, reminded us that not only do we 
leave UBC Law with an excellent legal 
education (despite all the CANs!) but with 
enduring memories and relationships with 
people whom we have shared three of the 
most intense years of our lives.

Congratulations to the evening’s award 
winners: Jenn Lau and Tariq Ahmed, who 

received the Raymond G. Herbert Award 
honouring the best all-round graduating 
student(s); and Professor Nikos Harris, 
who received the 2008 Killam Teaching 
Excellence Award.

On a personal note, as the outgoing 
Editors of the Legal Eye, we would like to 
express our appreciation to all who have 
been involved with the Legal Eye these past 
2 years. We especially thank the Faculty 
of Law for the support they have extended 
over the years, as 
well as to all our 
contributors for 
being so generous 
with their time and 
articles. We thor-
oughly enjoyed our 
time as Editors of 
the newspaper and 
will miss it next 
year. However, we 
can rest assured 
knowing that the 

paper is in the more than capable hands of 
its new Editors: Audrey Lim, Erica Olm-
stead and Gina Wu. 

In the words of Vitamin C… “ As we 
go on, we’ll remember, all the times we 
had together, and as our lives change, come 
whatever, we will still be…” the class of 
2008! Good luck to all of you, we wish you 
nothing but the best! See you in court! 

Brittany - should we have raised a 
glass here?! 


