CLU 3E1 – Understanding Canadian Law

Culminating Course Project 
Mock Trial Alternative
Your Task:

To submit a position paper of no fewer than 500 words (2 pages, double spaced, 12 point font, Times, on the ISP Mock Trial:

‘Her Majesty the Queen vs. Carson Beancounter’.
The entitled ‘ISP Mock Trial Case’ can be found on Ms.Freedman’s teacher website at:   http://www.msldfreedman.weebly.com.

Be sure that you read over and analyze the entire case including the witness statements and relevant law.  
Expectations:
Your position paper must include the following paragraphs (NOT written in point form!):

Paragraph #1:

· Introduce the case by summarizing the key events of the case.  Hint: refer to all of the witness statements.
Paragraph #2:

· Discuss the legal aspects of the case.  What aspects of law does this case deal with?  Hint: Refer to the ‘Relevant Law,’ p. 16 of case document.
Paragraph #3:

· Identify the strengths of the Crown’s arguments.  Hint: Refer to the witness statements of Morry McFelon and Sherlock Poirot.
Paragraph #4:

· Identify the strengths of the Defence’s arguments.  Hint: Refer to the witness statements of Carson Beancounter and Kim Corroborator.

Paragraph #5:

· Conclude your paper by offering your position on which side – the Crown or Defence – has the strongest case.  Your position must directly relate to elements of the case and the law (hint: again, refer to the ‘Relevant Law’ sheet, p.16 of case document).
I repeat…your position paper must be no less than 500 words, double spaced, 12 pt font Times. It must also be written in your own words

Evaluation Rubric

	Criterion
	Insufficient


	Limited


	Adequate
	Proficient
	Exceptional



	Format (paragraph structure, position, analysis, and conclusion)
	Elements missing; minimal organization and lack of flow.
	Some elements missing; regular breaks in organization; flow breaks down.
	All elements present with occasional disorganization and flow interrupted.
	All elements well presented; well organized and flows smoothly
	All elements thoroughly presented; extremely well organized, allowing smooth & logical flow; crisp and ready for publication.

	Mechanics
	Frequent errors; seriously impairs flow/

meaning of paper.
	Regular errors; flow/meaning of paper breaks down.
	Errors noticeable, and on occasion, detract from flow or meaning of paper.
	Some errors, which are minor in nature, & don't detract from overall meaning of paper.
	Essentially faultless; errors may result from risk-taking and do not detract from meaning of paper.

	Positions
	Positions incomplete; ineffective explanation (minimal information).
	Positions partially presented; weak information; shows lack of relevant data.
	Positions substantially presented; some imbalance in positions; some information missing or gaps in explanation.
	Positions completely presented; relevant, accurate, clear and well explained.
	Two or more positions thoroughly presented; comprehensive, relevant and accurate explanation of positions.

	Analysis (compare/
contrast, evaluate positions)
	Little or no examination of data (information); lacks comparison, contrast, and evaluation.
	Some examination of data (information); little comparison, contrast and evaluation.
	Adequate examination of data (information); some degree of comparison, contrast & evaluation.
	Skillful examination; shows strong degree of comparison, contrast, & evaluation.
	Demonstrates thorough examination of data (information); shows advanced degree of comparison, contrast, & evaluation.

	Understanding
	Little or no understanding of positions; failure to appreciate points of view.
	Little understanding of positions; little appreciation for points of view.
	Adequate understanding of positions; some attempts to appreciate points of view.
	Reveals strong understanding of positions and an effort to appreciate points of view.
	Reveals mature and insightful understanding of the positions and a solid appreciation of points of view.


Comments:

