MAJOR PROJECT OUTCOMES
 
In this project you will identify landmark decisions and analyze their effects on society. To do so you will: 
1. define the term precedent and explain how it operates in our legal system
2. identify and discuss examples of landmark decisions
3. research the influence of the decision on subsequent court cases and legislation
PROJECT ASSIGNMENT
Using the references in the module, and any others you decide to choose, create a presentation in any form you choose (e.g. PowerPoint, Video etc.) that clearly demonstrates you have met the outcomes of the project requirements identified above.
INSTRUCTIONS
1. Complete the Project Assignment - use PowerPoint or a similar program
2. Name it appropriately.
3. Submit it to the Dropbox.
 Example Landmark Decisions
· Language Rights
· Forest v. A. G. of Manitoba, [1979], 2 S.C.R 1032; (1980) 101 D.L.R. (3d) 385
· Bilodeau v. A. G. of Manitoba, [1986] 1 S.C.R. 449
· A. G. of Quebec v. Quebec Association of Protestant School Boards et al., [1984] 2 S.C.R. 66
· Employment Law
· Wallace v. United Grain Growers Ltd., [1997] 3 S.C.R. 701
· Family
· Murdoch v. Murdoch, [1975] 1 S.C.R. 423
· Pettkus v. Becker, [1980] 2 S.C.R. 834
· Pelech v. Pelech, [1987] 1 S.C.R. 801
· Moge v. Moge, [1992] 3 S.C.R. 813
· Criminal
· Regina v. Morgentaler, [1993] 3 S.C.R. 463
· Regina v. Big M Drug Mart Ltd., [1985] 1 S.C.R. 295
· Regina v. Brydges, [1990] 1 S.C.R. 190
· Regina v. Oakes, [1986] 1 S.C.R. 103
· Regina v. Stinchcomb, [1995] 1 S.C.R. 754
· Regina v. Askov, [1990] 2 S.C.R. 1199
· Tort Law
· Whiten v. Pilot Insurance Co., 2002 SCC 18, [2002] 1 S.C.R. 595 (Duty of Good Faith)
· Donoghue v. Stevenson [1932] A.C. 562
· Immigration
· Cunningham v. Tomey Homma [1903] C.C.S. 45 [1903] A.C. 151
· Quong-Wing v. (Supreme Court of Canada) [1903–14] 49 S.C.R. 44
· Expert Witness
· Reference Re: Steven Murray Truscott, [1967] S.C.R. 309
· R. v. Marshall (No. 1) 3 S.C. R. 456 and (No. 2) 3 S.C.R. 533; R. v.Bernard, [2005] 2 S.C.R. 220, 2005 SCC 43
· Rights and Freedoms
· Roncarelli v. Duplessis, [1959] S.C.R. 121
· Andrews v. Law Society of British Columbia, [1989] 1 S.C.R. 143
· Vriend v. Alberta, [1998] 1 S.C.R. 493
· R. v. Keegstra, [1990] 3 S.C.R. 697
· Aboriginal
· Riel v. The Queen
· R. v. Van der Peet, [1996] 2 S.C.R. 507
· Haida Nation v. British Columbia (Minister of Forests), [2004] 3 S.C.R. 511, 2004 SCC 73
· Right to Die/Mercy Killing
· R. v. Latimer, [2001] 1 S.C.R. 3, 2001 SCC 1
· Nancy B. v. Hôtel-Dieu de Québec et al. (1992), 86 D.L.R. (4th) 385 (Quebec Superior Court)
· Medical Treatment
· A.C. v. Manitoba (Director of Child and Family Services), 2009 SCC 30, [2009] 2 S.C.R. 181
For a Printable version download Project 1
 Assignment/Powerpoint Tips
Presentations on Powerpoint can be a engaging or boring.  Please looks at the following tips to improve your PowerPoints Presentations.  A presentation is much different than a report or essay.  Please follow the guidelines laid out in the following websites.  
8 Simple Rules for Stronger PowerPoint Presentations
Simple rules for better PowerPoint presentations
The 4 Most Important PowerPoint RULES for Successful Presentations  
Images
This is a presentation so include images or graphics or multimedia: Relevant images can illustrate what you are talking about on the slide. The most “compelling” images/graphics would be ones that are evidence supporting your arguments. Use images/graphics as you would any source or written example/evidence. Include relevant image captions. And cite your image sources in a references section.
Support Your Arguments:
 
In all assignments, you will also be expected to support your arguments with evidence or examples.
Examples demonstrate understanding. Examples that are not in the course content demonstrate you can apply concepts to new situations/issues/topics, and therefore an even higher level of understanding.
For example, you could cite specific legal cases or laws or how laws have been applied in specific circumstances.
Watch the following video animations, set in a classroom courtroom, to understand supporting evidence.
Claims and Support (from McGraw-Hill Education):
https://youtu.be/UmQ3ZSf3xSU
Claims and Supporting Evidence - 2:
https://youtu.be/3571UcZlFyc
If you are still unsure about the skills expectation of supporting your opinions, see the Supporting Evidence page in the Student Tools section of content for more resources that will help you to better understand how you can do this in your presentations.You don’t need to click this 

Avoid Logical Fallacies in Your Arguments
[bookmark: _GoBack]See the Logical Fallacies page in the Student Tools section of content for the types of arguments to avoid in your writing. Logical fallacies are false logic. For example, an Ad Hominum argument attacks the person making the argument instead of the merit of the argument.
Courtroom judges will not accept logical fallacies in legal cases. Similarly, they are not accepted as valid arguments in academic writing. Logical fallacies are the opposite of critical thinking and logical arguments.

