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ABSTRACT: This paper examines the outcome of  the 
Canadian legal case of  Restoule v. Canada in the Ontario 
Court of  Appeal, determining that the Canadian state 
must determine how it can best meet its constitutional 
obligations of  adequate treaty annuity payments to the 
)VQ[PQVIIJM�6I\QWV��<PQ[�KI[M�ITTW_[�NWZ�I�ZMKWV[QL-
eration of  the relation between the Canadian legal 
[a[\MU�IVL�1VLQOMVW][�TMOIT�\ZILQ\QWV[��*a�M`IUQVQVO�
\PM�MٻKIKa�IVL�[ITQMVKa�WN �^IZQW][�1VLQOMVW][�TMOIT�
traditions through the contextual scope of  Restoule v. 
Canada, this paper extends an objective for the Cana-
dian legal system to legitimize diverse Indigenous legal 
traditions so that it may better adjudicate the legal cas-
M[�WN �1VLQOMVW][�XMWXTM[��<PM�NW]Z�[ITQMV\�LQUMV[QWV[�
of  Indigenous legal traditions I will explore are Gitksan 
KWVÆQK\�UIVIOMUMV\��0I]LMVW[I]VMM�LMTQJMZI\Q^M�TI_��
Hul’qumi’num Mustimuhw kinship and land relations, 
IVL�5Q¼SUI_�K][\WUIZa�TI_�
_______________________________________

 
3-A?7:,;"�+WV[\Q\]\QWVIT�TI_��1VLQOMVW][�TMOIT�
tradition, Restoule v. Canada



C
ro

ss
in

gs
 V

ol
. 2

 (2
02

2)

180

how four dimensions of  Indigenous legal traditions 
operate within their own contexts, I will consider how 
each dimension presents potential strategies that can be 
incorporated into the Canadian legal system for Can-
ILI�\W�MٺMK\Q^MTa�ILLZM[[�Q\[�KWV[\Q\]\QWVIT�WJTQOI\QWV[�
QV�:M[\W]TM� �̂�+IVILI��<PM�NW]Z�[ITQMV\�LQUMV[QWV[�WN �
Indigenous legal traditions explored in this paper are: 
/Q\S[IV�KWVÆQK\�UIVIOMUMV\��0I]LMVW[I]VMM�LMTQJMZ-
ative law, Hul’qumi’num Mustimuhw kinship and land 
ZMTI\QWV[��IVL�5Q¼SUI_�K][\WUIZa�TI_�

The Canadian state could utilize Gitksan legal tradi-
\QWV[�QV�KWVÆQK\�UIVIOMUMV\�\W�UMIVQVON]TTa�ILLZM[[�
the dispute they created in violating constitutional 
obligations of  treaty annuity payments to the Anishi-
VIIJM�6I\QWV��.QVM�����#�6IXWTMWV��������� ���4MOIT�

7V�6W^MUJMZ��\P��������\PM�7V\IZQW�+W]Z\�WN �)XXMIT�
Z]TML�WV�\PM�:M[\W]TM� �̂�+IVILI�KI[M�\PI\�\PM�+IVILQIV�
government violated the terms of  treaty annuity pay-
UMV\[�\W����OZW]X[�WN �\PM�)VQ[PQVIIJM�6I\QWV�TWKI\ML�
QV�\PM�7V\IZQW�ZMOQWV��.QVM��������=VLMZ�\PM�:WJQV[WV�
<ZMI\QM[�WN �� ����Q\[�)]OUMV\I\QWV�+TI][M�[M\�W]\�\PM�
terms of  treaty annuity (annual treaty) payments to be 
made from the agreement parties of  the Crown to the 
Anishinaabe Nation, which would be augmented or in-
creased to an appropriate share of  the resource wealth 
developed economically within the ceded territory 
�.QVM��������0W_M^MZ��I[�\PQ[�ZMOQWV�PI[�MKWVWUQKITTa�
developed in the century and a half  since the Robinson 
Treaties were signed, the annual treaty payment from 
the Crown to the Anishinaabe Nation has remained 
NW]Z�LWTTIZ[��I[�IOZMML�]XWV�QV�� ����.QVM�������

As summarized by journalist Sean Fine (2021), the 
Court’s decision emphasizes the Canadian state’s 
massive legal violation of  constitutional obligations 
regarding appropriate annual treaty payments to the 
)VQ[PQVIIJM�6I\QWV��:M[\W]TM� �̂�+IVILI�KITT[�WV�\PM�
Canadian legal system to determine fair compensation 
for the Anishinaabe Nation, but it does not need to 
UISM�\PQ[�LMKQ[QWV�QVLMXMVLMV\Ta��.QVM��������1VLQOM-
nous legal traditions share historical coexistence with 
the Canadian legal system, yet the former has not been 
OQ^MV�ILMY]I\M�TMOQ\QUIKa�\PI\�_W]TL�ITTW_�NWZ�MٺMK\Q^M�
support and interpretation in contemporary legal de-
bates between Canada and Indigenous peoples, as seen 
QV�:M[\W]TM� �̂�+IVILI��.QVM�����#�*]ZZW_[������������
Therefore, would a stronger legitimation of  Indigenous 
legal traditions alongside the Canadian legal system 
better position the Canadian state to be held account-
able for its constitutional obligations of  treaty annuity 
payments? I argue that centering Indigenous legal 
\ZILQ\QWV[�QV�:M[\W]TM� �̂�+IVILI�KIV�XZM[MV\�MٺMK\Q^M�
[\ZI\MOQM[�NWZ�ILLZM[[QVO�\PM�ÅVIVKQIT�IKKW]V\IJQTQ\a�WN �
the Canadian state to the Anishinaabe Nation (Fine 
�������1V�LWQVO�[W��\PM�VMKM[[Q\a�NWZ�1VLQOMVW][�TMOIT�
traditions to be better incorporated into Canada’s legal 
[a[\MU�JMKWUM[�M^QLMV\��6IXWTMWV������������

Indigenous legal traditions stem from diverse contexts; 
the intent of  this paper is not to separate them from 
\PMQZ�LQ[\QVK\�K]T\]ZIT�KWV\M`\[��5WZITM[���� ����!���
?PQTM�:M[\W]TM� �̂�+IVILI�KWVKMZV[�LMTQJMZI\QVO�\ZMI\a�
IVV]Q\a�XIaUMV\[�[XMKQÅKITTa�\W�\PM�)VQ[PQVIIJM�6I-
\QWV��\PMZM�IZM����LQٺMZMV\�OZW]X[�_Q\PQV�\PQ[�6I\QWV��
each with their own distinct approaches to Anishinabek 
TMOIT�\ZILQ\QWV[��.QVM�����#�5WZITM[���� ����!���)[�
such, the Canadian legal system will be best equipped 
to respond to this case by considering Indigenous legal 
\ZILQ\QWV[�NZWU�IV�MY]ITTa�LQ^MZ[M�[KWXM��*a�XZM[MV\QVO�



C
rossings Vol. 2 (2022)

181

forward by continually meeting their constitutional 
treaty annuity payment obligations to the Anishinaabe 
6I\QWV��.QVM�����#�*WZZW_[������������<PMZMNWZM��
the legitimation of  Haudenosaunee deliberative law 
_Q\PQV�\PM�+IVILQIV�TMOIT�[a[\MU�Q[�XIZ\�WN �IV�MٺMK\Q^M�
strategy for Canada to reconcile ongoing Anishinabek 
KWV[\Q\]\QWVIT�WJTQOI\QWV[��*WZZW_[������������

1V�ILLQ\QWV�\W�/Q\S[IV�KWVÆQK\�UIVIOMUMV\�IVL�
Haudenosaunee deliberate law, Indigenous legal 
traditions of  kinship and land relations require greater 
legitimation alongside the Canadian legal system to 
better inform the Canadian state’s response in Restoule 
�̂�+IVILI��5WZITM[���� �������������1V�PMZ�\M`\�� 

“Locating Oneself  in One’s Research,” Indigenous 
TMOIT�[KPWTIZ�;IZIP�5WZITM[����� ��XZM[MV\[�\PM[M� 
kinship and land relations as they are held by the 
Hul’qumi’num Mustimuhw, or Hul’qumi’num, and 
XMWXTM�WN �>IVKW]^MZ�1[TIVL��������<PM�0]T¼Y]UQ¼V]U�
people rely on their extended community relations to 
form fundamental legal understandings regarding their 
KWVVMK\QWV�\W�\PM�TIVL[KIXM��5WZITM[���� �����·�����
������<PM[M�KWUU]VQ\a�WZ�SQV[PQX�ZMTI\QWV[�MUXTWa�
oral traditions to explain how the Hul’qumi’num peo-
ple maintain legal management over their traditional 
\MZZQ\WZa�IVL�Q\[�ZM[W]ZKM[��5WZITM[���� �����·������
Understanding the interconnectedness of  Hul’qu-
mi’num kinship and territory better reveals the depth 
of  sacred meaning articulated in their lived experienc-
M[��1V�W\PMZ�_WZL[��\PM�QV\ZQKIKQM[�WN �0]T¼Y]UQ¼V]U�
Mustimuhw’s legal jurisdiction in relation to land is best 
articulated through kinship ties within the community 
�������*a�KWV[QLMZQVO�0]T¼Y]UQ¼V]U�5][\QU]P_¼[�
kinship and land relations alongside the Canadian legal 
system, there is potential to articulate fair compensation 
NWZ�\PM�)VQ[PQVIIJM�6I\QWV�QV�:M[\W]TM� �̂�+IVILI��.QVM�
�������<PQ[�QV^WT^M[�]VLMZ[\IVLQVO�PW_�\PM�:WJQV[WV�
Treaties have extended kinship relations between the 
Canadian state and the Anishinaabe Nation (Morales 
���·���#�.QVM��������<PM�+IVILQIV�[\I\M�PI[�MKWVWU-
ically exploited Anishinabek land resources without 
respecting their kinship relations to the Anishinaabe 
Nation, so treaty annuity payments must accurately 
compensate the Anishinaabe Nation for this exploita-
\QWV��.QVM�����#�5WZITM[���� ��������

<PM�ÅVIT�I[XMK\�WN �1VLQOMVW][�TMOIT�\ZILQ\QWV�\PI\�U][\�
be further legitimatized alongside the Canadian legal 
[a[\MU�Q[�K][\WUIZa�TI_��<PQ[�TMOIT�\ZILQ\QWV�KIV�I[[M[[�
how the Canadian state should address the communal 
needs of  the Anishinaabe Nation to help them heal 
NZWU�\PM�^QWTI\QWV�WN �\PMQZ�KWV[\Q\]\QWVIT�ZQOP\[��4��2IVM�
McMillan (2016), a legal anthropologist, describes how 
the Mi’kmaw people of  Nova Scotia take on customary 

[KPWTIZ�>IT�6IXWTMWV��������LM\IQT[�PW_�\PM�/Q\S[IV�
people of  northwest British Columbia apply their con-
ÆQK\�UIVIOMUMV\�[a[\MU�][QVO�I�LMKMV\ZITQbML�NWZUI\�
\W�ZM[WT^M�LQ[X]\M[�I[�\PMa�IZQ[M���� ���<PQ[�LMKMV\ZIT-
QbML�NWZUI\�UMIV[�\PI\�/Q\S[IV�KWVÆQK\�UIVIOMUMV\�
relies on a lateral judicial process involving unanimous 
consensus from all members; this approach favours 
dispute resolution and shared accountability by Gitksan 
people over the outcomes of  this approach (Napoleon 
�������� ���)[�I�ZM[]T\��\PQ[�[a[\MU�UMIVQVON]TTa�IٻZU[�
/Q\S[IV�TMOIT�\ZILQ\QWV[�JMKI][M�KWVÆQK\�ZM[WT]\QWV�Q[�IV�
aligning collective desire for the lawmaking community 
UMUJMZ[��6IXWTMWV��������� ���8ZWKM[[QVO�LQ[X]\M[�QV�
this manner allows for a constructive approach to con-
ÆQK\�UIVIOMUMV\��_PQKP�KW]TL�QVNWZU�\PM�+IVILQIV�
[\I\M�QV�ZM[WT^QVO�\PM�KWVKMZV[�WN �:M[\W]TM� �̂�+IVILI�
�*WZZW_[�������� ���/Q\S[IV�TMOIT�\ZILQ\QWV[�QV�\PQ[�KI[M�
would involve both the Canadian state and the impact-
ed Anishinaabe Nation and assist both in reaching a 
currently undetermined compensation amount for trea-
\a�IVV]Q\a�XIaUMV\��.QVM�����#�6IXWTMWV��������� ���
The objective is to incorporate shared responsibility 
QV�\ZMI\a�IVV]Q\a�XIaUMV\�ZM[WT]\QWV��6IXWTMWV�������
�� ���=[QVO�\PM�IXXZWIKP�WN �/Q\S[IV�KWVÆQK\�UIVIOM-
ment maintains the Canadian state’s responsibility to 
KWUXMV[I\M�\PM�)VQ[PQVIIJM�6I\QWV�]VLMZ�:M[\W]TM� �̂�
Canada while better considering the needs of  the wider 
1VLQOMVW][�KWUU]VQ\a��6IXWTMWV��������� ��

4QSM�/Q\S[IV�KWVÆQK\�UIVIOMUMV\��LMTQJMZI\Q^M�TI_�
also requires further legitimation; it highlights that the 
+IVILQIV�[\I\M�VMML[�\W�JM\\MZ�IٻZU�I�[\ZWVO�[WKQIT�
relationship with the Anishinaabe Nation to fairly 
KWUXMV[I\M�\PM�KWUU]VQ\a�]VLMZ�:M[\W]TM� �̂�+IVILI�
�.QVM��������2]ZQ[\�IVL�IKILMUQK�2WPV�*WZZW_[��������
explains how the Haudenosaunee people conduct their 
legal traditions using a practice of  deliberative law, 
where legal decision-making is a dynamic, discussive 
process of  reaching consensus between six Haudeno-
[I]VMM�OZW]X[�������0I]LMVW[I]VMM�TMOIT�\ZILQ\QWV[�
in deliberative law are as much about the process as 
they are about the outcome of  this legal methodology 
�*WZZW_[������������;XMKQÅKITTa��0I]LMVW[I]VMM�LMTQJ-
erative law develops social capital and healthy relation-
ships through trusting that all Haudenosaunee people 
will prioritize mutual legal obligations (Borrows 2010, 
�����*WZZW_[��������OWM[�WV�\W�M`XTIQV�\PI\�JM\\MZ�TMOQ\Q-
mating Haudenosaunee deliberative law in conjunction 
with the Canadian legal system can help the Canadian 
state work towards building genuine trust with the 
)VQ[PQVIIJM�6I\QWV�������<PQ[�\Z][\�_W]TL�ITTW_�\PM�
Canadian state to not only equitably resolve their com-
XMV[I\WZa�_ZWVOLWQVO[�QV�:M[\W]TM� �̂�+IVILI��J]\�IT[W�
to invest in an anti-oppressive legal relationship going 
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directly with the reality of  needing to work with the 
Canadian legal system while simultaneously demanding 
greater legal accountability from the Canadian state 
�4QVLJMZO������������

Another criticism contends that Indigenous legal  
traditions and the Canadian legal system are not com-
patible; this would mean that the further legitimation 
of  the Indigenous legal traditions that I argue improve 
\PM�+IVILQIV�[\I\M¼[�IKKW]V\IJQTQ\a�QV�:M[\W]TM� �̂�+IV-
ILI�_W]TL�JM�LM\ZQUMV\IT��+ZMM�IVL�;I]T\MI]`�[KPWTIZ�
/QVI�;\IZJTIVSM\�����!���M`XTIQV[�\PI\�XZM^QW][�KWV[QL-
erations of  diverse Indigenous legal traditions along-
side the Canadian legal system have resulted in their 
repression by the Canadian legal system’s prioritization 
WN �Q\[�W_V�[M\\TMZ�[\I\M�I]\PWZQ\a�IVL�R]ZQ[LQK\QWV�������
?PMZM�1VLQOMVW][�TMOIT�\ZILQ\QWV[�PI^M�JMMV�IXXTQML�\W�
treaty matters, they are often interpreted narrowly and 
one-sidedly and favour the legal order of  the Canadian 
[a[\MU��;\IZJTIVSM\����!�������0W_M^MZ��1�JMTQM^M�Q\�
is still viable to legitimize Indigenous legal traditions 
alongside the Canadian legal system to develop a 
UWZM�MٺMK\Q^M�LMKQ[QWV�WV�PW_�\PM�+IVILQIV�[\I\M�_QTT�
UMM\�\PMQZ�KWV[\Q\]\QWVIT�WJTQOI\QWV[�]VLMZ�:M[\W]TM� �̂�
+IVILI���<PM�]VIKKMX\IJTM�\ZMI\UMV\�WN �1VLQOMVW][�
legal traditions in conjunction with the Canadian legal 
[a[\MU�Q[�I�PQ[\WZQKIT�ZMITQ\a��1VLQOMVW][�TMOIT�\ZILQ\QWV[�
pre-date and foundationally inform the process and 
format of  the Canadian legal system (Borrows 2010, 
�����\PMZMNWZM�UMIVQVON]T�KWV\MUXWZIZa�KWTTIJWZI\QWV�
_W]TL�JM�^IT]IJTM����#������1\�Q[�\PM�ZM[XWV[QJQTQ\a�WN �
the Canadian state to help establish a Canadian legal 
system that intends to adequately serve Canadians and 
Indigenous peoples by giving Indigenous legal tradi-
\QWV[�OZMI\MZ�XZQWZQ\a��<PMZMNWZM��\PM�IZ\QK]TI\QWV�IVL�
legitimation of  Indigenous legal traditions alongside the 
+IVILQIV�TMOIT�[a[\MU�Q[�I�KWV\MUXWZIZa�VMKM[[Q\a�� 
The resulting relationship of  these two legal entities 
KW]TL�JM\\MZ�ILLZM[[�:M[\W]TM� �̂�+IVILI�I[�I�KWV\MU-
porary legal case that deserves thoughtful consideration 
from both a Canadian and Indigenous perspective 
�.QVM�������

This paper has analyzed four aspects of  diverse 
Indigenous legal traditions, highlighting how legit-
imizing these legal traditions within the Canadian 
legal system can support the Canadian state in more 
accurately determining their constitutional account-
IJQTQ\a�]VLMZ�:M[\W]TM� �̂�+IVILI��5WZM�I]\PMV\QK�
and robust collaboration between Indigenous legal 
traditions and the Canadian legal system allows for 
MٺMK\Q^M�TMOIT�[\ZI\MOQM[�QV�JW\P�\PQ[�KI[M�IVL�QV�N]\]ZM�
WVM[��,MKQLQVO�\PM�\MZU[�WN �NIQZ�KWUXMV[I\QWV�IT[W�
has the potential to strengthen relations between 
\PM�+IVILQIV�[\I\M�IVL�\PM�)VQ[PQVIIJM�6I\QWV��

TI_�I[�Q\�WٺMZ[�TMOIT�XMZ[XMK\Q^M[�WV�PW_�\W�JM[\�IKPQM^M�
restorative justice that holds wrongdoers accountable 
IVL�ITTW_[�^QK\QU[�\W�PMIT���! ���+][\WUIZa�TI_�ZM^MIT[�
a process in which collaborative reconciliation guides 
the direction of  the Mi’kmaw community moving 
NWZ_IZL�NZWU�QVR][\QKM��5K5QTTIV��������! ���.WZ�\PM�
Canadian state to comprehensively meet their consti-
\]\QWVIT�WJTQOI\QWV[�QV�:M[\W]TM� �̂�+IVILI�IVL�I^WQL�
perpetuating injustices against the Anishinaabe Nation 
on their deserved treaty annuity payments, Mi’kmaw 
customary law provides a strategy of  collaborative 
reconciliation between the two groups (Fine 2021; Mc-
5QTTIV���� ���! ���*ZQVOQVO�5Q¼SUI_�K][\WUIZa�TI_�QV�
more legitimate conversation with the Canadian legal 
system can demand that the Canadian state focuses not 
only on attempting to make the Anishinaabe Nation 
TMOITTa�_PWTM�QV�ÅVIVKQIT�\MZU[��J]\�IT[W�QV�\MZU[�WN �
healing the relational rift between the two groups for 
WVOWQVO�ZMKWVKQTQI\QWV��5K5QTTIV���� ���! ���5Q¼SUI_�
K][\WUIZa�TI_�IٻZU[�\PM�+IVILQIV�[\I\M¼[�KWUUQ\-
ment to achieving a restorative outcome with the 
)VQ[PQVIIJM�6I\QWV�\PZW]OP�:M[\W]TM� �̂�+IVILI��.QVM�
����#�5K5QTTIV���� ���! ��

Though the legitimation of  these four aspects of  Indig-
enous legal traditions within the Canadian legal system 
[M\[�]X�IV�MٺMK\Q^M�ZM[XWV[M�NWZ�\PM�+IVILQIV�[\I\M�QV�
:M[\W]TM� �̂�+IVILI��Q\�Q[�VW\�_Q\PW]\�KZQ\QY]M��)TQOVQVO�
Indigenous legal traditions through further legitimation 
with the Canadian legal system is not necessarily a 
R][\QÅIJTM�XZQUIZa�NWK][�_PMV�KWV[QLMZQVO�1VLQOMVW][�
TMOIT�\ZILQ\QWV[�IVL�\PQ[�KI[M��<PM�XZQUIZa�NWK][�[PW]TL�
instead be placed on best equipping the Anishinaabe 
6I\QWV�NWTTW_QVO�\PM�:M[\W]TM� �̂�+IVILI�LMKQ[QWV�\W�
use Indigenous legal traditions to strategically bolster 
their advocacy against a potentially inadequate com-
pensation order from the Canadian legal system (Fine 
�������;KPWTIZ[�+I\PMZQVM�*MTT�IVL�0ILTMa�.ZQMLTIVL�
����!��[\I\M�\PI\�\PM�+IVILQIV�TMOIT�[a[\MU�KWV\QV]M[�
to perpetrate judicial injustice against Indigenous 
people, as seen in limited legal processes of  recognizing 
Indian Residential School abuse survivors, and ask why 
Indigenous legal traditions should be concerned with 
KWTTIJWZI\QVO�_Q\P�\PQ[�[a[\MU����!�������<PQ[�Q[�I�^ITQL�
critique regarding the delegitimization of  Indigenous 
concerns by the Canadian legal system, but it does not 
eliminate the possibility for improvement within the 
+IVILQIV�TMOIT�[a[\MU��+ZMM�[KPWTIZ�IVL�TI_aMZ�<ZIKMa�
4QVLJMZO��������NWZU[�I�KWUXMTTQVO�ZM[XWV[M�\W�\PQ[�
concern, explaining that the legal issues facing Indig-
enous peoples demand that an “Indigenous critical 
TMOIT�KWV[KQW][VM[[º����!��U][\�JM�KWV[QLMZML�_Q\PQV�
\PM�+IVILQIV�TMOIT�[a[\MU�������������<PM�QV\MZM[\[�WN �
\PM�)VQ[PQVIIJM�6I\QWV�QV�:M[\W]TM� �̂�+IVILI�IZM�JM[\�
supported when Indigenous legal traditions contend 
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*MTT��+I\PMZQVM��IVL�0ILTMa�.ZQMLTIVL�����!��¹1V\ZWL]K\QWV"�4I_��2][\QKM��IVL�:MKWVKQTQI\QWV�
QV�8W[\�<:+�+IVILI�º�Alberta Law Review ������"���!������P\\X["��[MIZKP�MJ[KWPW[\�KWU�
TWOQV�MbXZW`a�TQJZIZa�]ITJMZ\I�KI�TWOQV�I[X`'LQZMK\%\Z]M�LJ%I!P�)6%����!��!��[Q\M%M-
PW[\�TQ^M�[KWXM%[Q\M��

*WZZW_[��2WPV��������¹;W]ZKM[�IVL�;KWXM�WN �1VLQOMVW][�4MOIT�<ZILQ\QWV[�º�1V�+IVILI¼[�
Indigenous Constitution������ ��<WZWV\W"�=VQ^MZ[Q\a�WN �<WZWV\W�8ZM[[�

.QVM��;MIV��������¹+ZW_V�*ZWSM�� ���4IVL�<ZMI\QM[�_Q\P�.QZ[\�6I\QWV[��7V\IZQW�+W]Z\�WN �
)XXMIT�:]TM[�º Globe and Mail��6W^MUJMZ� ��������P\\X["��___�\PMOTWJMIVLUIQT�KWU�KIVI-
LI�IZ\QKTM�KZW_V�JZWSM�� ���TIVL�\ZMI\QM[�_Q\P�ÅZ[\�VI\QWV[�WV\IZQW�KW]Z\�WN���

4QVLJMZO��<ZIKMa��������¹+ZQ\QKIT�1VLQOMVW][�4MOIT�<PMWZa�8IZ\��"�<PM�,QITWO]M�?Q\PQV�º�
Canadian Journal of  Women & the Law ������"����������P\\X["��LWQ�WZO������� �KR_T�����������

5K5QTTIV��4��2IVM��������¹4Q^QVO�4MOIT�<ZILQ\QWV["�5Q¼SUI_�2][\QKM�QV�6W^I�;KW\QI�º�Uni-
versity of  New Brunswick Law Journal ��"�� �������P\\X["��[MIZKP�MJ[KWPW[\�KWU�TWOQV�MbXZW`a�
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