Aubr yv. Editions Vi ce-Versa Inc. of the Charter, they argued, guarantees freedom of -
[1998] 1 S.C.R. 591 expression. Taking the photo was merely using this
Supreme Court of Canada right artistically. The trial judge ruled in favour of

Aubry and ordered the defendants to pay her $2000
Pascal Claude Aubry took civil action againsta pho-  in damages. The Supreme Court of Canada upheld
tographer and the magazine that employed him. that decision.
The photographer had taken a photograph of Aubry
sitting on the steps of a building when she was 17 For Discussion
years old. The magazine Fhendpt‘ﬁbhflhed,lth‘zlgloﬁt 1. Identify the issues involved in this case.

s rri -

her permission. Aubry Clacllntf " atinfa o 2. Why did the trial judge and the Supreme
vacy had been invaded and that her imag Court of Canada rule in favour of Aubry?

illegally to help sell the magazine.
use"l(ilhle (iigei"e}rlld(;ﬁts Pz)u”gued that because the pho- 3. What precedent has been set here?

i i Aubry 4. What conflicting rights and freedoms are
toeraph had been taken in a public placg, \ ; righ
Cogulldpnot reasonably expect privacy. Section 2(b) being balanced in this case?
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