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You are cordially invited to attend 

The Halton County Law Association 

Awards & Judges’ Night 

 

Thursday, March 10, 2016 

Harbour Banquet & Conference Centre 
2340 Ontario Street 

Oakville, Ontario 
(Bronte Harbour) 

Cocktails 6:00 p.m.  Dinner 7:00 p.m. 

$100.00 per person  
(hst included)  

 

 
RSVP : 
Karen Kennett 
Halton County Law Association 
491 Steeles Avenue East 
Milton, Ontario L9T 1Y7 
Telephone  905-878-1272   
Email info@haltoncountylaw.ca 

2016 Membership Renewal Notices 

were emailed on January 19th. 

We are pleased to now accept credit 

card payments, so it’s easier than ever 

to register for HCLA events or renew 

your membership.   

Simply call 905-878-1272 or email  

info@haltoncountylaw.ca to request a 

credit card payment authorization form 

or pay by telephone.   
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President’s Report by Rachael Pulis 

My first year as 

president of the HCLA 

is quickly coming to a 

close. As I reflect upon 

my first year as 

president I have a 

burning question that I 

desperately need an 

answer to - does 

anyone actually read 

these president's 

reports?  

 

Alright, I'm not as funny 

as I think I am; 

however, if you are 

reading this and I made 

you smile that is great. 

All bad humour aside I 

would like to thank the 

current members of our 

Executive (Inga 

Andriessen, Katherine Batycky, 

James Butson, Ryan Gibson, 

Ken Kelertas, Sam Misheal, Ken 

Mitchell, Laura Oliver, James 

Page, Harpreet Sidhu, Matthew 

Soble, Jennifer Stebbing and 

K.C. Wysynski) for all of their 

hard work and contributions this 

year. A fond farewell to the 

members of our executive who 

will be not be returning next year 

- James Butson, Ryan Gibson 

Ken Mitchell, James Page, 

Harpreet Sidhu, Matthew Soble. 

 

We continue to try and bring you 

topical and relevant continuing 

legal education programs with 

involvement from our local 

bench and bar. Most recently we 

hosted our annual all day family 

law seminar on January 29th, 

2016 on high conflict custody 

and access cases. Special 

thanks to Justice Coats and 

Justice Starr for helping to 

organize the event and also 

presenting. Thank you to all the 

speakers and attendees as well. 

 

Mark your calendars for the following upcoming events:  

How to build a persuasive case in small claims court 

on Friday March 4th, 2016; 

AGM and Judges’ and Awards night on Thursday 

March 10th, 2016; and  

Annual Charity Golf Tournament on Thursday June 

9th, 2016 at Hidden Lake Golf Club. 

Please contact Karen Kennett for tickets. 

 

In my last report I indicated that the County & District 

Law Presidents’ Association (CDLPA) was considering a 

name change. In November of 2015, by way of majority 

vote, the presidents voted to change the association's 

name to better reflect that they are more than the 

representatives of the "presidents" of local law 

associations across Ontario. Specifically, that they are 

representatives and advocates for all lawyers in private 

practice and who choose to be represented by their local 

law associations.  The new name selected is the 

Federation of Ontario Law Associations (FOLA). A rose 

by any other name I suppose.... 

  

If you have not already had the opportunity to do so, 

please visit our updated and improved HCLA Facebook, 

Linkedin and Twitter pages. Also please note Karen 

Kennett's new email address: info@haltoncountylaw.ca.  

 
If you have any questions or comments that you would 
like to share with me, please contact me at my new email 
address: president@haltoncountylaw.ca. 
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 Please note that user names and passwords will expire 
approximately every 6 months. You will then need to e-mail the 
Great Library for updated access information.  
 

New Books: 

 

Marshall-Canadian Law of Inquests 3d ed. 
Hoffstein-Charitable Giving in Canada 
Norwood-Disability Insurance Law in Canada 
Whelan-Practice Law in the Cloud 
Bennett on Power of Sale 
Robertson-Mental Disability and the Law 2d ed. 
Frazer-Practical Guide to Private Pension Plans 
Freiman-Litigator’s guide to Expert Witnesses 
Repair and Storage Liens Act—A Practical Guide 
Noble-Family Mediation 
Sweatman-Powers of Attorney & Capacity 
Mungovan-Ontario Small Claims Court: A Practical Guide 
Morden-Law of Civil Procedure in Ontario 2d ed. 
McGuiness-Sale & Supply of Goods 2d ed 
Fontana Law of Search and Seizure in Canada 9th ed. 
Brown-Introduction to Canadian Insurance Law 3d ed. 
Dodek-Solicitor Client Privilege  
Cassels- Remedies – Law of Damages 
Eltis-Courts, Litigants and the Digital Age 
Pitel-Conflict of LawsCoughlan – Detention and Arrest 
Coughlan – Criminal Procedure 
Roach – Criminal Law 

Library News by Karen Kennett 
 

Remote Access to 
HeinOnline 
Free desktop access to a 
core collection of 
HeinOnline's electronic 
content is available to all 
Law Society members.  
Email the Great Library to 
receive your free user name 
and password. 

This valuable research 
resource includes a broad 
collection of law journals, as 
well as U.S. legislative 
materials, treaties and 
selected historic legal texts. 
The Law Society of Upper 
Canada Member 
Subscription content 

includes: 

 Law Journal Library 

 American Association of Law Libraries 

 Association of American Law Schools 

 Code of Federal Regulations 

 English Reports 

 European Centre for Minority Issues 

 Federal Register Library 

 Legal Classics 

 Manual of Patent Examining Procedure 

 Treaties and Agreements Library 

 Trends in Law Library Management and 

Technology 

 United States Code 

 U.S. Attorney General & Department of 

Justice Collection 

 U.S. Federal Legislative History Library 

 U.S. Presidential Library 

 U.S. Statutes at Large 

 U.S. Supreme Court Library 
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Darryl A. Willer is partner at the law firm of Jaskot Family Law 

Barristers LLP in Burlington, Ontario and has been practicing 

exclusively in the area of family law since 2002.  

Family Law News by Darryl Willer 
 

On January 29, 2016, the 
Halton County Law 
Association organized and 
hosted yet another 
successful continuing 
professional development 
seminar focusing on family 
law.  
 
This time around the 
seminar and speakers 
provided a helpful and 
informative summary on 
best practices when 
dealing with high conflict 
custody and access cases. 
These cases are invariably 
the most difficult and 
draining cases for family 
law counsel, lawyers, 
clients, social workers, 
experts and the bench. 
The attendees received 
excellent materials and 
benefitted from the 
diversity, insight, and 
experience of all the 
presenters and panel 
members.  
 
The program began with a 
discussion by Madam 
Justice Victoria Starr, Dr. 
Irwin Butkowsky and 
Lourdes Geraldo outlining 
their personal insights, 
observations and 
approach to the resolution 
of high conflict cases.  
 
The next segment dealt 
with the Year in Review 
which was presented by 
Brian Burke which 
included an interesting 
selection of cases in 2015 
where judges have had to 
decide very difficult and 
complicated high conflict 
cases involving children. 
There were many useful 
principles that can be 
derived from these cases 

and applied to future cases handled 
by the family law bar.  
 
The next section was presented by 
Jacqueline Vanbetlehem and dealt 
with the role and responsibilities of 
the Assessor in high conflict cases 
and illuminated the arduous yet 
critical role of the Assessor in the 
Family Court. 
 
Mr. Justice R. John Harper and Dr. 
Rachel Birnbaum participated in a 
panel addressing the issue of 
judicial interviews of children in high 
conflict cases. The panel discussed 
in detail the benefits and detriments 
of judicial interviews and noted the 
increasing use of judicial interviews 
in appropriate cases and the 
procedures and protocols necessary 
to ensure the fairest possible 
process.  
 
Carolyn Leach provided insight into 
the behind the scenes responsibility 
of counsel for children and the 
challenging duties and tasks of any 
panel member for the Office of the 
Children’s Lawyer in high conflict 
cases. 
 
Maggie Hall presented on the 
interesting and controversial subject 
of Deprogramming vs. Reintegration 
in high conflict family law cases and 
identified some of the common 
issues and challenges counsel and 
the Courts will face when confronted 
with these unfortunate situations.  
 
Barb Anderson presented on the 
issue of Parenting Coaching vs. 
Parenting Co-ordination and 
outlined the differences and 
applicability of the role that a 
professional or expert can assume 
to assist counsel and the parties in 
resolving matters without the 
necessity of protrcted and expensive 
litigation.  
 
The seminar concluded with a wrap 
up panel discussion with Madam 
Justice Coats, Dr. Rachel Birnbaum, 
Maggie Hall, Diane Skrow and 
Laura Oliver, which proved to be an 
informative and helpful summary of 
the diverse yet related issues that 
can arise in high conflict custody 
and access cases in Family Court.  

 

VOLUNTEER MIP LAWYER 

PRESENTERS NEEDED 

Facts: 

 The MIP is presented every Thursday at the Milton  

Courthouse from 2:45pm until 4:45pm and is presented joint-

ly with a lawyer and mental health professional. 

 Training is provided 

 Commitment could be as little as once per year 

 The Law Society has advised that it is acceptable to 

take referrals arising out of presenting a MIP 

Lawyers receive .5 Professionalism credits and 3.5 Substan-
tive credits for presenting the MIP (claimed once per year) 
If you have any questions or would like to volunteer, please 

contact Maggie Hall at The Mediation Centre at 905-849-

0417 or at mhall@mediation.on.ca. 
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other dependants, the incapacity to 
benefit from gifts contingent on the 
commission of a crime, protection of 
creditors, and limitations under the 
Perpetuities Act. 

Granting a testator complete latitude 
in disposing of his or her estate has 
the potential to harm others and/or to 
impose a cost on the rest of society1.  
Racism and the violence that it 
inspires impose great social costs.  In 
a jurisdiction such as Ontario, where it 
is clear that testamentary freedom is 
not absolute, a testamentary 
instrument based on an offensive, 
racist belief may, under certain 
circumstances, be altered or set 
aside. 
 

Spence v. BMO Trust Company2 

A recent decision of the Ontario 
Superior Court of Justice saw the 
invalidation of a Last Will and 
Testament on the basis that it was 

motivated by racism and offended public policy. 

Verolin Spence, the daughter of the testator, Rector Emanuel 
Spence, had a loving relationship with her father for nearly 40 
years.  Their relationship, however, came to an abrupt end 
when Verolin announced to her father that she was pregnant by 
a man of a different skin colour. Based on the uncontested 
affidavit evidence of a disinterested third party, the testator's 
close friend and neighbour, the Court held that the testator had 
disinherited Verolin (in favour of his other daughter, from whom 
he had been estranged for many years), the natural object of 
his bounty, as a result of racist motives.  Justice Gilmore set 
aside the Will on the basis that the testator's racist motives 
offended public policy. 

The appeal of the decision of the Ontario Superior Court of 
Justice was heard on September 4, 2015.  The Respondents to 
the appeal argued that a testamentary instrument should be 
altered or set aside for public policy reasons when it is based 
on an offensive, discriminatory principle that impinges on the 
dignity of life.  

The appeal focused on two primary issues: (1) whether 
extrinsic evidence is admissible, absent explicit racism or 
ambiguity on the face of the Will; and (2) under what 
circumstances can and should a Will be set aside because it 
offends public policy.  As of the date of this writing, the Court of 

Estates News by Suzana Popovic Montag and  

Nick Esterbauer  

Should Racism be a Bar 
to Testamentary 
Freedom? 
In a common law 
jurisdiction, freedom of 
testation is generally 
regarded as one of the 
guiding principles of 
modern succession law.  
However, courts are 
prepared to impose limits 
upon the rights of a 
testator, including a 
principle as fundamental 
as testamentary freedom.  
Historically recognized 
limits to testamentary 
freedom include the 
requirement to leave 
adequate support for a 
surviving spouse and 
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to do with his or her property, rather 
than why the testator disposed of his 
or her property as her or she did.   

Canadian courts have previously 
admitted extrinsic evidence in cases 
involving (racist) motives, even where 
there was no ambiguity on the face of 
the document.  In McCorkill v. 
McCorkill Estate3, for example, there 
was no ambiguity regarding the 
intentions of the testator or the terms 
of his will.  However, the Court 
nonetheless admitted extrinsic 
evidence to demonstrate that the 
testator's intended beneficiary - an 
American-based neo-Nazi 
organization - was racist, promoted 
hatred, and, as a result, was 
incapable of accepting the racially-
motivated gift.   

Are we opening the floodgates? 

Some who disagree with the Ontario 
Superior Court of Justice's decision in 
Spence v. BMO Trust might posit that 
upholding a decision that allows an 

unambiguous and otherwise valid will to be set aside, by reason 
of racist motives supported only by extrinsic evidence, would 
open the floodgates for litigation by any disappointed 
beneficiary who could allege discrimination on a number of 
different grounds, including gender, sexual orientation, religion, 
and many other differences that may exist between the testator 
and expectant beneficiaries.  However, there are certain 
safeguards in place that would help prevent potential 
beneficiaries from challenging a will on the basis of motivation 
by a belief that is contrary to public policy where the claim has 
no merit.   

Costs consequences and evidentiary burdens may deter 
individuals who challenge a will on the basis of motivation that 
offends public policy when such an allegation is not supported 
by evidence. 

In response to the floodgates argument advanced by the 
Respondent in McCorkill Estate, Justice Grant pointed out that, 
while public policy has been recognized for centuries, there has 
been no “deluge of cases where the courts have intervened in 
an estate or trust or even a contract on the grounds of public 
policy.”4 

It is also noteworthy that a will challenge on the basis of racist 
motives would only be available to persons who were the 
natural objects of the testator’s bounty.  In other words, the 
class of potential claimants is somewhat limited. 

Appeal has not yet 
released its decision.  

Admissibility of 

Extrinsic Evidence 

Generally, extrinsic 
evidence is not admissible 
for the purpose of 
ascertaining a testator’s 
intentions, unless there is 
ambiguity on the face of 
the will or equivocation. 
While no ambiguity or 
equivocation existed on 
the face of the testator's 
will in Spence v. BMO 
Trust, the Respondents to 
the appeal argued that the 
general inadmissibility of 
extrinsic evidence did not 
apply because the issue 
at hand was not the 
testator’s intentions, but 
his motives, being distinct 
from intentions, which 
answer the question of 
what the testator wanted 
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opinion and may justify varying or 
eliminating the estate plan 
implemented by a racially-motivated 
will.  

The Court of Appeal will ultimately 
have to consider how far Ontario 
courts should go to identify and 
invalidate wills motivated by racism.  
Whatever the Court decides, its 
reasons may have a significant 
impact, not only on estate law, but 
also on our larger society and how its 
values are reflected by the common 
law. 
 

 
1. 

Daniel B. Kelly, “Restricting Testamentary Freedom: 

Ex Ante Versus Ex Post Justifications” (2013) 82(3) 
Fordham L Rev 1125 at 1163. The idea of 
“externality” is not new. See James M. Buchanan and 
William Craig Stubblebine, “Externality” (1962) 29

Conclusion 

Chief Justice McLachlin 
has suggested that, if the 
law refuses to intervene in 
instances of discrimination 
based on the freedom of 
personal choice, then the 
law has adopted an “ethic 
of passive tolerance of 
inequality”, which “allow[s] 
discrimination to continue 
and thereby reinforce[s] 
the ethic of exclusion and 
subordination.”5  

While public policy should 
be invoked to restrict 
testamentary freedom with 
caution, racist motivation 
clearly offends public 

 

(116) Economica 371. 
2 2015 ONSC 615 (CanLII). 
3 2014 NBQB 148 (CanLII), affirmed 2015 CanLII 14497 (NB CA). 
4 Ibid at para 88. 
5 McLachlin, CJC, “Racism and the Law: The Canadian 
Experience” (2002) 1 JL & Equality  7-24 at paras 13, 14, online: QL 
(JOUR). 
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estate assets with their own prior to the 

inventory (article 801 C.c.Q.)  In my 

experience, this ingrained fear of being 

saddled with debts often can lead to 

difficulties when trying to enlist the 

cooperation of estate beneficiaries in 

those jurisdictions. 

The heirs are expected to participate 

directly in an estate administration, and 

because of the pressure for unanimity, 

the settlement of an estate can be de-

layed for a very long time by just one 

recalcitrant beneficiary.  

In some civil law jurisdictions, the suc-

cession process may be handled en-

tirely by a notary (equivalent to a solici-

tor) who will carry quasi-judicial author-

ity in confirming the truth of the facts in 

the family’s declarations, ownership 

etc.    In others, it may be necessary to 

obtain court approval of the distribution 

of an estate, sometimes called a 

‘Certificate of Inheritance’.   

Assets owned by a deceased person’s 

estate  

There should be no difficulty in claim-

ing personal property such as bank 

accounts and investments, anywhere 

in Canada (including Quebec), once 

a Certificate of Appointment of Estate 

Trustee (‘CAET’) is in hand.   

Ancillary letters, resealing or equiva-

lent will absolutely be required when 

selling land located anywhere outside 

Ontario.  It might also be necessary 

to use this process even for personal 

property, for instance in many US 

states.  With the assistance of an 

experienced local lawyer, it’s just a 

matter of patience — and some ex-

pense.   

Unfortunately this process is often 

simply not available in many civil law 

jurisdictions.  The financial institution 

may refuse to pay funds to a foreign 

estate trustee.  The succession must 

be officially ‘opened’ in that place.  

 

That is, the legal heirs will need to work through a local notary 

to formally declare their inheritance rights, and contact the 

financial institution directly to receive their share.   On the other 

hand, I once promptly received a direct wire transfer of the 

proceeds of a bank account in Monaco just upon production of 

a notarial copy of a CAET, without even requiring its authenti-

cation through the diplomatic process as normally required.    

A foreign jurisdiction may not always recognize the authority of 

the deceased’s will on the distribution of proceeds of sale of all 

property.  If the asset was real property, the inheritance distri-

bution might very well follow the law of the land – not the law of 

the domicile of the deceased.  This will certainly be the case if 

the deceased died intestate.   Do not assume that the distribu-

tion rules will be similar to the law of Ontario!   In most civil law 

jurisdictions the distribution on an intestacy will generally pro-

vide very little if anything to a spouse and will favour blood 

relatives.   Of course the legal heirs may agree to come to 

some other arrangement.  

At the same time, the legal representative of a person who 

died in Canada may be expected to first obtain a tax clearance 

certificate from the tax authorities in that country, because ‘the 

succession was opened’ in Canada.  If you think our CRA is 

opaque – try dealing with the French equivalent!  Eventually, I 

was successful.  

Monique J. Charlebois is a bilingual estates solicitor in Oakville 

and a part-time lawyer member of the Consent and Capacity 

Board.  Her website is www.moniquecharlebois.ca and she 

can be reached at 905-849-3939. 

What do you do when a 

deceased person had not 

prepared a valid second-

ary will for the jurisdiction 

in which they held assets?  

(or even, when they did?)  

Much will depend on the 

nature of the assets and 

where they are located.     

The essential difference in 

civil law successions 

A civil law jurisdiction will 

offer special challenges.  

This is due to a fundamen-

tal difference in the civil 

law concept of succes-

sions:  there is no such 

legal entity as an estate, 

or an estate trustee.  In a 

civil law succession, the 

beneficiaries become the 

legal owners of the assets 

at the moment of death. In 

addition, they may also be 

responsible for all of the 

deceased’s liabilities. The 

details may vary between 

specific civil law jurisdic-

tions.  In some, a formal 

inventory of the assets 

and liabilities of the suc-

cession is conducted, usu-

ally by a notary. If the suc-

cession is insolvent, they 

will then sign a formal 

renunciation of any inter-

est. In the Province of 

Quebec, full responsibility 

for debts will be triggered 

if the heirs liquidate the 

estate without respecting 

the rules (article 779 

C.c.Q.) or co-mingle the 

Dealing with Assets Abroad Owned by an Estate  by 

Monique J. Charlebois 

 

 

http://www.moniquecharlebois.ca
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Trade-mark Office rejected the appli-
cation.  Section 2(a) of the Lanham 
Act (the U.S. version of our Trade-
marks Act) prohibits the Office from 
registering any scandalous, immoral, 
or disparaging marks.  The Office 
found the trade-mark application to be 
likely disparaging to people of Asian 
descent and found that a substantial 
composite of persons of Asian de-
scent would find the term offensive.  
Tam appealed the decision. 
 
In a decision rendered in December 
2015, the U.S. Appeal Court found 
that Section 2(a) of the Lanham Act is 
unconstitutional because it violates 
the right to free speech in the First 
Amendment.  The Court ordered the 
Trade-marks Office to remove its op-
position to the trade-mark application 
on the basis of section 2(a). 
The facts in this case immediately 
bring to mind the legal battle still on-
going over the Redskins trade-mark in 
the U.S. courts.  Although I under-
stand that the ruling in The Slants 

 

case does not bind the Court which will hear arguments on 
virtually the same issues concerning the Redskins trademark, 
that Court will surely review the reasoning set out in The Slants 
case. 
 
These U.S. cases are interesting to consider for two related 
reasons.   
 
One, the subject matter of these supposed trade-mark cases 
are only distantly related to trade-marks.  Making decisions 
about whether a trade-mark is obscene or whether the right to 
register a disparaging trade-mark is protected as free speech 
are not everyday matters on which a Trade-marks Office or 
trade-mark lawyers are called to opine.   
 
Two, the struggle in the U.S. to figure out whether any kind of 
trade-mark, obscene, disparaging, or otherwise, is entitled to 
protection as a registered trade-mark brings to mind our own 
provisions in Canadian trade-mark law that say that a trade-
mark cannot be scandalous, obscene or immoral.  One won-
ders how well or consistent the Canadian Trade-marks Office 
applies our own provisions when FCUK is a registered trade-
mark. 
 
The widely diverging decisions in the U.S. shine a light on the 
tension between providing people with the protection of a reg-
istered trade-mark for the mark they have chosen and not giv-

U.S. Trade-mark Law 
Unconstitutional – In-
fringes Freedom of 
Speech 
 
A U.S. Appeal Court has 
ruled that a rock band’s 
trade-mark application for 
the trade-mark The Slants 
may proceed. 
 
Simon Tam, the front man 
of the Asian-American 
rock band called The 
Slants, has been trying for 
several years to register 
the trade-mark The Slants 
in the U.S. Trade-marks 
Office.  Tam filed a trade-
mark application for The 
Slants in November 2011.  
The U.S. Patent and 

Offensive Trade-marks: Difficulties in Drawing the Line  

by Ryan Smith 
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ing legal rights or credibil-
ity to low value trade-
marks that are scandal-
ous, obscene, or immoral. 
 
It seems that the likely 
way forward on determin-
ing whether a trade-mark 
is scandalous, obscene or 
immoral, will be done on a 
case by case basis.  It is 
uncertain whose perspec-
tive will be used in making 
the decision.  This uncer-
tainty will only increase 
the number of cases 
where trade-mark appli-
cants challenge the ruling 
of the Trade-marks Office 
that their trade-mark appli-
cation may not proceed in 
the application process 
because the trade-mark is 
scandalous, obscene, or 
immoral.   
 
As a result of the recent 
success of The Slants in 
the U.S. on the basis of 
freedom of speech, we 
can be certain we’ll see a 
Charter argument raised 
against the blocking of any 
trade-mark application in 
Canada on the basis that 
it is scandalous, obscene, 
or immoral.      
 
 
 
Ryan K. Smith is a Lawyer 
and Trade-mark Agent at 
Feltmate Delibato Heagle 
LLP.  You can reach Mr. 
Smith at  
(905) 287-2215 and 
rsmith@fdhlawyers.com.  
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Halton County Law Association 

   Annual Charity Golf Tournament 
       in support of the Darling Home for Kids  

  Thursday, June 9, 2016 

  Hidden Lake Golf Club,  

 1137 #1 Side Road, Burlington 

 

Sponsorship Opportunities 
(One) Major Event Sponsor       $2500.00 

              -includes company name and logo  

             on advertising material and golf registration desk 

             plus 4 complimentary golfers (golf & dinner) 

(Two) Gold Sponsors           $1000.00 

- includes company name and logo  

on advertising material  

plus 2 complimentary golfers (golf & dinner) 

(Three) Silver Sponsors    $500.00 

- includes company name and logo 

on advertising material 

plus 1 complimentary golfer (golf & dinner) 

Hole Sponsors                 $200.00 

- includes large signage at tee-off area with company name/logo 

Golf 

 

 

 

 

Golf Registration – includes lunch, golf, dinner and prize  

- registration/lunch11:30 am; shotgun start at 1:00 pm 

- dinner at 7:00 pm 

Early bird – register by April 15th $160.00 

Registration after April 15th $185.00 

                                       All pricing includes HST – HST#107462350 

Register as an individual or put in a foursome … come out and enjoy a round! 

                                                   Call 905-878-1272 for more information or to register. 
Payment by cash, cheque.  Call 905-878-1272 or request a credit card authorization form by email at  

info@haltoncountylaw.ca.  

Name:  _____________________________________  Telephone ___________________________ 

Email:  _____________________________________ 

 

Foursome:          __________________________ __________________________ 

                              __________________________ __________________________ 

 

Sponsorship level:   __________________________________________________________ 

SOLD 

 New format 

Shotgun start at 1:00 pm 
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Halton County Law Association 

How to Build a Persuasive Case  

in Small Claims Court 
 

 Holiday Inn @ Bronte, 2525 Wyecroft Road, Oakville 

   Friday, March 4, 2016 
    1:00 -5:30 p.m. 
 

Topics & Speakers: 

Identifying Potential Evidence - Ken Mitchell 
Attendees will participate in an interactive workshop using four different models to identify potential evidence when building a case.  A 

case study for a Small Claims Court matter will be used to discuss these models. 

Presenting Evidence at Trial  -  Halton Deputy Judges  
Deputy Judges of the Small Claims Court will speak on the following topics: 

 Document Books 

 Disclosure of Documents 

 Witness Lists 

 Rule 18 

 Hearsay Evidence 

 Opening Statements 

 Closing Arguments 

 Using Case Law Effectively 

 Professional Code of Conduct 

The seminar will be followed by a Mix & Mingle (cash bar). 

 

Cost:   $95.00  - payable to the Halton County Law Association    

HST included (#R10462350)    

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………... 

Please register me for the Small Claims Court Seminar.  My cheque in the amount of $____________   

payable to the Halton County Law Association is enclosed.    

 

Name ___________________________________________     Firm___________________________________________ 

 

Email ________________________________________________________   Telephone __________________________ 

 

 Send payment to:  Halton County Law Association, 491 Steeles Avenue East, Milton, ON L9T 1Y7 

 Methods of payment:  Cash, cheque (payable to the Halton County Law Association) or credit card. 

               For more information, or to register, call 905-878-1272, email info@haltoncountylaw.ca. 
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Classified Ads 

Office Space Available 

CHARMING, GROUND FLOOR, GARDEN VIEW OFFICE 
Downtown Oakville, shared space with 9 lawyers 
Reasonable rent.    233 Robinson Street, Oakville 
Available December 1, 2015 
Call Barb McLeod  905 842 8600 x 326 
 
Downtown Oakville-Office Space available for one or two 
lawyers-lease one or both-cross referral opportunities from 9 
lawyers in building.  Receptionist service, telephone equipment 
and reception area included; shared signing room on main 
floor.  Call Mike or Ed—905-842-8600. 
 
Roseland Law Chambers has offices and secretarial space 
available in Burlington and Milton.  Reception, meeting rooms 
and other services available.  A good way to keep overhead 
low while having the comradery and referrals of other lawyers.  
Please contact Karmel Sakran at 905-639-1222 or email kar-
mel@ggslaw.ca. 
 
BURLINGTON OFFICE SPACE FOR RENT 
Busiest Corner in Burlington - Southeast corner of Brant & 
Fairview (close to GO Station) - Month to month flexibility—
Furnished—Workstations and office space available—Share 
with lawyers—Ample parking - underground available.  Call or 
email Jessica Bratkovich for details 905-592-0825,  
jbratkovich@cambridgellp.com 
http://www.kijiji.ca/v-view-details.html?adId=1094094720 

Notices 
 
LOOKING FOR A WILL 
Anyone with knowledge of a will for Theresa Knoch of 505-100 
Millside Drive, Milton, is asked to contact Stephanie Sutherland 
at 519-265-6755  

 
LOOKING FOR A WILL 
Anyone with knowledge of a will for Gordon A. McGirr, 199 
Queen Mary Drive, Oakville (d.o.b. November 14, 1991) is 
asked to contact Tracey Jesso at 705-726-9021 ext. 215, toll 
free 1-888-662-2481 or email tjesso@oatleyvigmond.com 

LOOKING FOR A WILL 
Anyone with knowledge of a will for Margaret Barrick, 545 
Wedgewood Drive, Burlington is asked to contact Donald  
Barrick at telephone 519-591-0346 or by email at 
bondon@rogers.com 

mailto:jbratkovich@cambridgellp.com
http://www.kijiji.ca/v-view-details.html?adId=1094094720

