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This action has been started by the plaintiffs for the relief set out in Part 2 below.
If you intend to respond to this action , you or your lawyer must

,

-2(a)

file a response to civil claim in Form 2 in the above-named registry
of this court within the time for response to civil claim described
below, and

(b)

serve a copy of the filed response to civil claim on the plaintiff.

If you intend to make a counterclaim, you or your lawyer must
(a)

file a response to civil claim in Form 2 and a counterclaim in Form 3
in the above-named registry of this court within the time for response
to civil claim described below, and

(b)

serve a copy of the filed response to civil claim and counterclaim on
the plaintiff and on any new parties named in the counterclaim.

JUDGMENT MAY BE PRONOUNCED AGAINST YOU IF YOU FAIL to file the response
to civil claim within the time for response to civil claim described below.

Time for response to civil claim
A response to civil claim must be filed and served on the plaintiffs,
(a)

if you reside anywhere in Canada , within 21 days after the date on
which a copy of the filed notice of civil claim was served on you,

(b)

if you reside in the United States of America, within 35 days after the
date on which a copy of the filed notice of civil claim was served on
you,

(c)

if you reside elsewhere, within 49 days after the date on which a copy
of the filed notice of civil claim was served on you, or

(d)

if the time for response to civil claim has been set by order of the
court, within that time.
CLAIM OF THE PLAINTIFFS

Part 1: STATEMENT OF FACTS

Overview
1.

The plaintiffs seek declaratory and other relief in respect of the constitutional
invalidity of the Personal Information Protection Act, SBC 2003, c 63 (PIPA) ,
insofar as PIPA fails to provide any exemption for non-commercial religious activity
of religious organizations and individual religious ministers , particularly with
respect to confidential religious communications.
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PIPA's legislative scheme-substantively and procedurally-violates plaintiffs'
ss 2(a), 2(b), 2(d), and 7 rights and freedoms under the Canadian Charter of Rights
and Freedoms , Part I of The Constitution Act, 1982, being Schedule B to the
Canada Act 1982 (UK), 1982, c 11 (Charter). Plaintiffs seek a declaration that PIPA
is of no force and effect or, alternatively, is constitutionally inapplicable to the
plaintiffs.

3.

In particular, the broad and plenary right of access created by PIPA fails to account
for the plaintiffs' constitutional right to practice their religion to the extent that it
compels the disclosure to any person of confidential and sensitive religious
communications and information that the plaintiffs are required by their faith to
create and preserve in order to properly care for the spiritual welfare of individual
congregants and of their respective congregations as a whole.

The Parties
4.

The plaintiff Watch Tower Bible and Tract Society of Canada (Watch Tower
Canada) is a registered charity, federally incorporated under the Canada Not-forprofit Corporations Act, representing Jehovah's Witnesses in Canada, with its
registered office located at 13893 Highway 7, Georgetown, Ontario, L7G 484 .

5.

The charitable objectives of Watch Tower Canada include:
(a)

To advance the Christian religion practiced by Jehovah's Witnesses in
Canada; and

(b)

To commence or defend legal proceedings to preserve freedom of religion,
expression, assembly and press; to uphold the basic rule of law and the ,
liberties provided in the Constitution of Canada; to protect any other interest
of the Corporation.

6.

The plaintiff John Vabuolas is an elder in the Grand Forks Congregation of
Jehovah's Witnesses and lives in Grand Forks, British Columbia.

7.

The plaintiff Paul Sidhu is an elder in the Coldstream Congregation of Jehovah's
Witnesses and lives in Coldstream, British Columbia.

8.

As elders, the individual plaintiffs are responsible for taking the lead in
congregations of Jehovah's Witnesses. Elders receive no payment or other
remuneration. Like the plaintiffs, most elders are married, have families, and are
secularly employed, self-employed, or retired. They volunteer what time they can
to assist with the congregation's spiritual needs, at their own expense.
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Elders are appointed ecclesiastically based on Scriptural qualifications in the Bible.
Congregations of Jehovah's Witnesses each have a body or group of elders that
collectively organizes religious activity. There is no maximum number of elders per
congregation. Each elder provides spiritual support to congregants.

10.

The defendant Her Majesty the Queen in right of the Province of British
Columbia (Attorney General of British Columbia) has an address for service at
1sl Floor, 1001 Douglas Street, Victoria, British Columbia, V8W 2C5.

Jehovah's Witnesses in British Columbia

11.

Jehovah's Witnesses are a known religious denomination present in almost all
countries of the world. Jehovah's Witnesses began to worship together and preach
in Canada in 1880. Jehovah's Witnesses practice the Christian faith, meeting in
small congregations (on average approximately 100 congregants each) for
community worship. They actively participate in Canadian society and have long
been known for their religious community service carried out from door to door and
on public streets.

12.

There are currently 215 congregations of Jehovah's Witnesses in British Columbia.
The structure of each congregation is closely modelled after the first-century
Christian congregation.

13.

Congregations do not engage in any commercial activity.

14.

Jehovah's Witnesses congregate for worship twice each week in Kingdom Halls,
their place of worship. (Due to the pandemic, congregations are currently meeting
by videoconference.) There are 111 Kingdom Halls in British Columbia.

15.

Before a person can become one of Jehovah's Witnesses, he or she must study
the Bible and gain a sufficient understanding of basic Bible teachings. He or she
must also be living according to the Bible's standards of conduct and morality.
Once the congregation elders have determined a person meets the Scriptural
qualifications, the person may submit to water baptism and become one of
Jehovah's Witnesses. There is no infant baptism. A congregant is free, at any time,
to cease being one of Jehovah's Witnesses. No civil or property right arises from
or is contingent on being a congregant.

16.

Personal information of congregants is collected, processed, and used by elders
only to the extent necessary to administer to the spiritual needs of individual
Jehovah's Witnesses an of their respective congregations as a whole. All

6

-5Jehovah's Witnesses have knowledge of and consent to this by virtue of their free
and willing decision to become and identify themselves as Jehovah's Witnesses.
17.

The book Organized to Do Jehovah's Will is given to all Jehovah's Witnesses
before they become baptized congregants. This book outlines the religious
organization's canon law, including the Bible-based privacy and information
protection principles they follow.

18.

The global information privacy protection policies of Jehovah's Witnesses are
further published in hundreds of languages online on their website,
https://www.jw.org. (See Privacy Policy.)

19.

Congregations of Jehovah's Witnesses each have a body or group of elders that
collectively organizes congregational meetings for Bible study and the public Bible
education that Jehovah's Witnesses offer to their neighbours. Before ecclesiastical
appointment as an elder, a congregant must meet Scriptural qualifications
identified in the Bible at First Timothy chapter 3 and Titus chapter 1.

20.

Elders are known as and function in the congregation as spiritual "shepherds"
(First Peter 5:2). Elders are under religious obligation to provide comfort and
pastoral support ("shepherding") to the individual congregants based on the Bible.

21.

Frank, confidential communication between elders and fellow Jehovah's
Witnesses is vital to elders being able to build trust and 'keep watch' over the
spiritual well-being of individual congregants as required in the Bible at Hebrews
13:17, as well as protect the moral and spiritual cleanness of their congregation as
a whole.

22.

Congregation elders are bound by ecclesiastical duty under Scripture and by
internal religious procedures not to divulge confidential religious communications.
Jehovah's Witnesses highly value confidentiality (Proverbs 20:19), and elders
ensure personal information is adequately protected (Proverbs 15:22; 25:9).

23.

Congregation elders maintain personal information only for as long as it is
necessary to fulfill its religious purpose.

24.

Requiring that in all situations elders obtain explicit consent, provide access to, or
delete religious communications containing personal information, would unduly
infringe on the elders' religious beliefs and practices, and grossly interfere with
their function and ability to care for and spiritually protect the congregation.
'1
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25.

Confidential religious communications contain sensitive and personal information
regarding religious adherence and elders' subjective religious views. Such
information is collected and used only to the extent necessary to provide spiritual
support to the individual congregant, as well as to protect the moral and spiritual
cleanness of congregations.

26.

While much of the information collected is voluntarily provided by the individual
congregant receiving spiritual support, these records may also include opinion and
third-party information.

27.

Individual congregants are neither permitted to access confidential religious
communications nor to have them destroyed.

28.

Generally, confidential religious communications relate to matters of serious
Biblical sin and repentance where elders provided spiritual assistance and
religious Scriptural admonition to a congregant.

29.

The role of an elder requires, on occasion, that they provide spiritual counselling
together with prayer for a congregant who is spiritually weak.

30.

Where the conduct of the congregant is a grievous violation of the Bible's moral
standards, the elders will appoint a committee of three elders to meet with the
congregant about his or her Scriptural wrongdoing and administer restorative
discipline.' using the Bible in accordance with canon law.

31.

In such cases, elders must keep a brief summary of their religious handling of the
matter. This summary includes the elders' application of Bible principles and
religious beliefs regarding the matter handled and their prayerful assessment of
Scriptural sin and repentance.

32 .

When someone ceases to be one of Jehovah's Witnesses, either through their own
volition or because a committee of elders has decided a person is no longer
Scripturally qualified to remain in the congregation, this summary will assist the
elders at a later time to determine whether a person who so wishes can be
reinstated into the congregation and resume religious association with fellow
congregants.

.,
1

Highwood Congregation of Jehovah's Witnesses (Judicial Committee) v Wall, 2018

see 26 at para 5.

#
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The summary is securely and confidentially stored under lock and key, usually in
the Kingdom Hall. Only the elders directly involved in the matter may open the
sealed envelope containing the summary, and even then, only in restricted
circumstances, for example, when a person requests reinstatement into the
congregation.

34.

Elders are bound by an ecclesiastical duty under Scripture and the canon law of
Jehovah's Witnesses not to divulge confidential religious communications.
Obliging an elder to disclose confidential religious communications would seriously
interfere with an elder's religious beliefs and conscience.

PIPA's Overbreadth Is Inconsistent With the Plaintiffs' Charter Rights

35.

PIPA purports to govern how all organizations in British Columbia must collect,
use, and disclose personal information.

36.

"Organization" is defined broadly to include "a person , an unincorporated
association , a trade union, a trust or a not for profit organization"
(PIPA , s 1, "organization"). In contrast, the Personal Information Protection and
Electronic Documents Act, SC 2000 , c 5 (PIPEDA) , the Federal private sector
privacy law, applies only to organizations engaging in commercial activities.

37.

PIPA grants broad rights to individuals that include:

38 .

•

a broad and plenary right of access to records containing personal
information (PIPA , ss 23-24); and

•

the right to make a complaint or seek a review, each of which triggers the
involvement of the Office of the Information & Privacy Commissioner for
British Columbia (OIPC) (PIPA, ss 45-47).

PIPA grants to the OIPC extraordinary, far-reaching, and sweeping statutory
powers under PIPA, including:
•

investigating and resolving privacy complaints (PIPA , ss 36-53);

•

issuing binding orders (PIPA, s 52) ;

•

initiating commissioner-led investigations and audits of organizations
(PIPA , ss 36,38);

•

ordering the production of any document-not limited to documents
containing personal information (PIPA , s 38(1 )(b));

•

entering without a warrant any premises other than a personal
residence, occupied by an organization, and:

- 8-

•

•

examining without a warrant any information in a documentnot limited to documents containing personal information (PIPA,
ss 38(2)(a), (c));

•

obtaining copies of documents without a warrant (PIPA,
ss 38(2)(a), (c)); and

determining, within the framework of s 50 of PIPA, the procedural rules
governing how a state inquiry will be conducted, which includes the power
to decide whether or not to hold a hearing (PIPA, ss 50(2)-50(4)).

39.

Obstructing the commissioner or an authorized delegate of the commissioner in
the performance of such statutory powers is an offence punishable by a fine of up
to $10,000 for an individual and $100,000 for a person other than an individual.

40 .

PIPA contains exemptions that protect only a narrow spectrum of Charter rights;
only the collection, use, or disclosure of personal information "for journalistic,
artistic or literary purposes" is exempted (PIPA, s 3(2)(b)).

41.

There is no exemption for religious purposes; in fact, the OIPC operates on the
basis that it has jurisdiction over the way in which all religious organizations and
religious ministers collect, use, and disclose personal information , including
confidential religious communications.

PIPA Request Directed to the Grand Forks Congregation

42.

was baptized as one of Jehovah's Witnesses in
.
was associated with
the Grand Forks Congregation of Jehovah's Witnesses , Grand Forks, British
Columbia (Grand Forks Congregation) along with

43.

In or around
Jehovah's Witnesses.

44.

A committee of three elders, including plaintiff John Vabuolas, was appointed by
the body of elders to provide
with any possible spiritual assistance , and
otherwise confirm
decision. The committee created a confidential religious
summary of this matter and securely stored it in the local Kingdom Hall used by
the Grand Forks Congregation.

45.

"
In a letter dated March' 10,2020,
wrote to the Grand Forks Congregation, making
a privacy access and disclosure request for
personal information under PIPA.

chose to deliberately repudiate being known as one of

#
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On April 2, 2020, the Grand Forks Congregation responded to
, confirming that
the congregation held in
name Congregation's Publisher Record cards
(a recipe card size record of factual information individual Jehovah's Witnesses
share with the congregation regarding their monthly religious ministry), as well as
a confidential religious summary pertaining to
decision to no longer be identified
as one of Jehovah's Witnesses . In due course, the Grand Forks Congregation
forwarded an unredacted courtesy copy of the Congregation's Publisher Record
cards to
.

47.

On May 29,2020, the Grand Forks Congregation received a Notice of Request for
Review from the OIPC dated May 21,2020.

48.

In a letter dated August 18, 2020, the OIPC forwarded the Grand Forks
Congregation a Notice of Complaint. In due course, the OIPC opened files
,
, and
concerning the issues involving
.

49.

On November 23, 2020, the OIPC forwarded the Grand Forks Congregation
additional allegations and claims from
, including religious and ecclesiastical
policy documents alleged by
to govern both elders and worldwide branch
offices of Jehovah's Witnesses. The OIPC required answers to their own intrusive
and detailed questions inquiring into the internal religious process and practices of
Jehovah's Witnesses and confidential religious communications.

50.

In a letter dated December 30, 2020, the Grand Forks Congregation again
communicated its position to
, this time through legal counsel, and maintained
its claim of religious privilege over the confidential religious summary.

51.

On January 5, 2021, the OIPC indicated that
was not satisfied with the
disclosure provided. On January 12, 2021, the OIPC asserted the file would
proceed to inquiry. The inquiry has yet to commence.

PIPA Request Directed to the Coldstream Congregation

52.

was baptized as one of Jehovah's Witnesses. The Coldstream Congregation
of Jehovah's Witnesses, Coldstream, British Columbia (Coldstream Congregation)
was the last congregation of Jehovah's Witnesses with which
associated.

53.

In or around
chose to deliberately repudiate being known as
one of Jehovah's Witnesses. A committee of three elders was appointed by the
body of elders to provide
with any possible spiritual assistance and otherwise
confirm his decision. The committee created a confidential religious summary of

-10this matter and securely stored it in the local Kingdom Hall used by the Coldstream
Congregation.
54.

Two of the three elders on that committee have passed away and the third is
elderly and suffering from ill health.

55.

In a letter dated October 31, 2020,
wrote to the Coldstream Congregation,
making a privacy access and disclosure request for his personal information.
s
letter is an exact copy of the letter received from
(referred to in paragraph 45
above).
now resides in
.

56.

On December 9, 2020, plaintiff Paul Sidhu, on behalf of the Coldstream
Congregation, responded to
stating the only information in its possession was
the confidential religious summary pertaining to
choice to deliberately repudiate
being known as one of Jehovah's Witnesses.

57.

In a letter dated December 17, 2020,
requested a copy of the confidential
religious summary and cited PIPA as the legal basis for his access request.

58.

On January 27,2021, Coldstream Congregation responded to
through its legal
counsel and asserted religious privilege over the confidential religious summary
involving
under the Charler and common law. Coldstream Congregation
further asserted PIPA does not apply to confidential religious summaries.

59.

On February 19, 2021, the Coldstream Congregation received a Notice of Request
for Review from the OIPC.

60.

The OIPC has not assigned an investigator in the matter or commenced an inquiry.

Part 2: RELIEF SOUGHT

The plaintiffs seek the following relief:
61.

a declaration that to the extent PIPA unjustifiably infringes ss 2(a), 2(b), 2(d), and 7
of the Charler, PIPA is of no force or effect;

62.

in the alternative, a declaration that a constitutional exemption must be read into
PIPA whereby not-for-profit religious organizations and religious ministers
engaged in non-commercial religious activities are exempt from the application of
PIPA;

63.

costs; and

'.
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such further and other relief as this Honourable Court deems meet and just;

Part 3: LEGAL BASIS

65.

66.

The plaintiffs rely on:
(a)

Section 52(1) of the Constitution Act, 1982, being Schedule B to the
Canada Act 1982 (UK), 1982, c 11; and

(b)

Sections 1, 2(a), 2(b), 2(d), 7, 24, and 27 of the Charter.

By failing to take into account and accommodate these Charter rights, PIPA is
overbroad and cannot be justified by s 1 of the Cbetter?

Charter,s2(a)

67.

Section 2(a) of the Charter states:
2. Everyone has the following fundamental freedoms:
(a) freedom of conscience and religion.

68.

2

The impugned legislation violates s 2(a) of the Charter.
(a)

by purporting to empower the OIPC to investigate and inquire into the
religious beliefs, practices, and ecclesiastical procedures of Jehovah's
Witnesses-issues that are purely religious, do not engage any property or
civil right, and are non-justiciable;

(b)

by subjecting elders' confidential religious summaries and communications,
which contain elders' subjective religious views and beliefs, to PIPA's rules ,
on the collection, access, use, and disclosure of personal information, and
to OIPC supervision, monitoring, and unfettered control;

(c)

by restricting and frustrating an elder's ability to express his frank and
candid religious opinion and spiritual views in connection with matters
dealing with Biblical sin, repentance, and religious affiliation as required by
canon law;

(d)

by empowering the OIPC to disregard the privilege confidential religious
communications have under the common law, interfere with adherents'
essential religious need to confess sin and receive spiritual counselling in
complete confidentiality, and compel elders to breach their Scriptural duty

Alberta (Information and Privacy Commissioner) v United Food and Commercial Workers, Local 401,
2013 SCC 62, [2013] 3 SCR 733. .
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confidential;
(e)

by empowering the DIPC to disregard church autonomy, violate state
neutrality, and intrude into the forbidden domain of inquiry into and
evaluation of religious practice and belief;

(f)

by failing to respect religious freedom as a fundamental Charter right while
granting a total exemption for journalistic, artistic, or literary purposes,
thereby creating a hierarchy of Charter rights;

(g)

by creating a broad and plenary right of access which fails to account for
the plaintiffs' constitutional right to practice their religion, to the extent that it
compels the disclosure to any person of confidential and sensitive religious
information that the plaintiffs are required by their faith to create and
preserve in order to properly care for the spiritual welfare of individual
congregants and of their respective congregations as a whole;

(h)

by imposing a secular 'reasonable standard' criteria (PIPA, ss 2, 4(1) ,
and 11) on what personal information a religious congregation may collect
for a religious purpose;

(i)

by empowering malcontents and busybodies to use PIPA and the DIPC to
berate and harass their former religious community and obtain access to
confidential religious summaries (which contain third-party personal
information and religious belief) for the purpose of ridiculing and maligning
a religious minority and individuals within that community on social media ;
and

U)

by empowering the DIPC commissioner to invade places of worship
without a warrant and seize ecclesiastical communications, whether or not
such document contains an individual's personal information.

Charter, s 2(b)
69.

Section 2(b) of the Charter states:
2. Everyone has the following fundamental freedoms:
(b) freedom of thought, belief, opinion and expression , including
freedom of the press and other media of communication .

70.

The impugned legislation violates s 2(b) of the Charter.
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by revealing confidential religious communication that will have a "chilling
effect" on "the human need to disclose to a spiritual counselor, in total and
absolute confidence, what are believed to be flawed acts or thoughts and
to receive priestly consolation and guidance in return.'?

(b)

by restricting an elder's ability to express his frank and candid religious
opinion and spiritual views in connection with matters dealing with Biblical
sin, repentance, and religious affiliation as required by canon law; and

(c)

by subjecting elder's confidential religious communications to OIPC
supervision, monitoring, and unfettered control.

Charter,s2(d)

71.

Section 2(d) of the Charter states:
2. Everyone has the following fundamental freedoms :
(d) freedom of association.

72.

The impugned legislation violates s 2(d) of the Charter.
(a)

by interfering with Jehovah's Witnesses' freedom and ability to choose their
religious associates. Religious groups are free to determine their own
membership (affiliation) and rules. Retention of confidential religious
communications and summaries enable elders to ensure that ones who
seek readmission as congregants, sometimes years later, sincerely desire
to abide by the princip les and standards set out in the Bible and as applied
by Jehovah's Witnesses;

(i)

PIPA's rules on the collection, access, use, and disclosure of
personal information can be invoked to frustrate elders in their sacred
religious obligation to conscientiously determine who can be one of
Jehovah's Witnesses (a congregant); and

(ii)

PIPA allows disgruntled former congregants to invoke the law and
use the OIPC as weapons of oppression and harassment against
their former congregation and elders.

"

3

Trammel v United States, cited in R. v Gruenke, [1991] 3 SCR 263 at para 69.
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73.

Section 7 of the Charter states:
7. Everyone has the right to life, liberty and security of the person
and the right not to be deprived thereof except in accordance with
the principles of fundamental justice.

74.

The impugned legislation violates s 7 of the Charter.
(a)

by placing elders in an impossible dilemma: collaborate with a demand from
the OIPC commissioner to produce confidential religious information in
violation of their deeply-held conviction and religious conscience or face a
fine upwards of $100,000; and

(b)

by giving the OIPC unfettered discretion to determine the procedural rules
governing an inquiry, including the power to decide that an inquiry will be
conducted in private and "whether a person is entitled to be present during,
to have access to or to comment on representations made to the
commissioner by another person" (PIPA , ss 50(2) and (4)(b)).

Charter,s 27

75.

Section 27 of the Charter states:
27. This Charter shall be interpreted in a manner consistent with the
preservation and enhancement of the multicultural heritage of
Canadians.

76.

77.

Plaintiffs' Charter-violation claims must be assessed through a nondenominational lens. Religious practices of both majority and minority religious
faiths deserve equal protection.
Application of a secular 'reasonable standard' criteria (PIPA, ss 2,4(1), and 11) on
what personal information a religious congregation may collect for a religious
purpose does not preserve and enhance the multicultural religious heritage of
Canadians.

Charter, s 1

78.

Section 1 of the Charter states:
1. The Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms guarantees the
rights and freedoms set out in it subject only to such reasonable limits
prescribed by law as can be demonstrably justified in a free and
democratic society. '

6
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The infringements of ss 2(a), 2(b), 2(d), and 7 cannot be justified pursuant to the
criteria of s 1, the burden of proof of which lies on the Attorney General of British
Columbia.

Plaintiffs' address for service:

W. GLEN HOW & ASSOCIATES LLP
13893 Highway 7, PO Box 40
Georgetown ON L7G 4T1

Fax number address for service:

905-873-4522

Email addressforservice:jmacewan@wghow.ca
Place of trial:

Vancouver, British Columbia

The address of the registry is:

Vancouver Registry
800 Smithe Street
Vancouver BC V6Z 2C5

Date:

1 April 2021
[dd/mmmmlyyyy]

Signature of counsel for the plaintiffs
Jayden MacEwan
W. Glen How & Associates LLP
Co-counsel for the plaintiffs
Alexander Manolii
amanolii@manoliilaw.com

Rule 7-1 (1) of the Supreme Court Civi l Rules states:
(1)

Unless all parties of record consent or the court otherwise orders, each
party of record to an action must, within 35 days after the end of the
pleading period,
(a)

(b)

prepare a list of documents in Form 22 that lists

(i)

all documents that are or have been in the party's
possession or control and that could, if available, be used
by any party at trial to prove or disprove a material fact, and

(ii)

all other documents to which the party intends to refer at
trial , and

serve the list on all parties of record.
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APPENDIX
[The following information is provided for data collection purposes only and is of no legal effect.]

Part 1: CONCISE SUMMARY OF NATURE OF CLAIM:
A challenge to the constitutional validity of the Personal Information Protection Act,
SBe 2003, c 63, insofar as it fails to provide an exemption for non-commercial religious
activity of religious organizations and individual religious ministers, particularly with
respect to confidential religious communications.
Part 2: THIS CLAIM ARISES FROM THE FOLLOWING:
[Check one box below for the case type that best describes this case.]

A personal injury arising out of:
a motor vehicle accident
o medical malpractice
another cause

o
o

A dispute concerning :
contaminated sites
construction defects
o real property (real estate)
personal property
o the provision of goods or
services or other general
commercial matters

o
o
o

o investment losses
o the lending of money
o an employment relationship
o a will or other issues
concerning the probate of an
estate
~ a matter not listed here

Part 3: THIS CLAIM INVOLVES:
[Check all boxes below that apply to this case]

o a class action
o maritime law
o aboriginal law
~

o
o
o

constitutional law
conflict of laws
none of the above
do not know

Part 4: ENACTMENTS RELIED ON:
[If an enactment is being relied on, specify. Do not list more than 3 enactments.]

Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms, Part I of the Constitution Act,
1982, being Schedule B to the Canada Act 1982 (UK), 1982, c 11
Constitution Act, 1982, beinq Schedule B to the Canada Act 1982 (UK),
1982, c 11
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