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PART I – FACTS 

1. The Quebec government wishes to foster a public space in which all individuals can meet 

in complete equality without fear of prejudice. As such, it has implemented a law excluding 

students from wearing religiously affiliated dress or symbols in public schools. 

2.  This law follows the model that exists in France, which adopted regulation for national 

schools’ secularization and which the French Presidential Commission critically analyzed and 

finally endorsed. 

3.  Believing that the promotion of a secular and equal society would successfully achieve 

greater good, headmaster of William Shakespeare High, Dr. Arnold, implemented the new 

government policy. He fully supports it, stating: “demanding state neutrality does not seem very 

comparable with the display of an aggressive proselytism, particularly within the schools. Being 

willing to adapt the public expression of one’s religious particularities and to set limits to the 

affirmation of one’s identity allows everyone to meet in the public space”. 

4. Sahar X is a sixteen year old student at William Shakespeare High. She comes from a 

devout Muslim family and wears the niqab to publicly express her faith and submission to God. 

Complying with the new legislation, the school has twice denied Sahar X admittance. As well, 

students and teachers have complained about their inability to appreciatively communicate with 

Sahar X due to her veil.  

5.  The school, the Board, and the Quebec Minister of Education have denied appeals by the 

X family, choosing to uphold the law’s greater goal. As a compromise between the family and 

the school, they refer the matter to the Court of Shakespeare. They seek a mandamus order to 

admit Sahar X to the school.  
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PART II – ISSUES 

6. Does the Court of Shakespeare have jurisdiction over this matter? 

7.  Does the Quebec law prohibiting religious dress or symbols go against the law of 

Shakespeare? 

8. Does the State’s obligations to the well-being of children take precedence over parental 

religious beliefs and their responsibility over the spiritual well-being of their child? 

9. Are all religious expressions of faith subject to the State’s proper control of peace, order, 

and good government? 
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PART III – ARGUMENTS 

A. The Law of Shakespeare does not prevent the Quebec law against religious display in 

public schools. All expressions of religious faith are subject to the State’s proper control of 

peace, order, and good government. 

1. Religious obligations do not take precedence over, nor can they be separated from those 

obligations placed upon individuals in the secular sphere. 

10. The Shakespearean canon demonstrates that it is impossible segregate religion from other 

aspects of communal life. Shakespeare refrains from acknowledging a higher power to which he 

and his laws would be subject to. Instead, he incorporates maxims from all normative 

undertakings to provide an overarching lawful codex which encapsulates and applies to all 

aspects of human life and endeavors, including religion. Hence, the applicants are prohibited 

from arguing that Court has no jurisdiction in the current matter. The very fact that the appellants 

have intentionally and purposefully chosen to submit themselves to the ruling of this Court 

proves the impossibility of this argument.  

 See In re Attorney General for Canada; ex parte Heinrich, [2003] 1 C. of Sh. 1 (Manderson J.). 

11. Shakespeare creates characters who try to segregate themselves and lead lives dictated 

solely by their religious beliefs. They inevitably are brought back into secular jurisdiction. In 

Measure for Measure, Isabella attempts to become a nun due to her profound religious beliefs. 

She is unable to accomplish this goal because Lucio recruits her to save her brother. Isabella 

remains true to her religious beliefs by refusing Angelo’s ultimatum, yet her beliefs are tempered 

by the fact that she agrees to follow the friar-disguised Duke’s plans to prevent her brother from 

being executed. Ultimately, she becomes the Duke’s wife instead a bride of Christ. Similarly, in 

All’s Well that Ends Well  Helena proclaims herself to be a pilgrim after she is rejected by 

Bertram, but finds herself once again within his periphery and secular jurisdiction. Hamlet, 
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frustrated by his family situation, advises Ophelia to avoid societal corruption by entering a 

nunnery. Ophelia nonetheless chooses not to abandon the comforts of secular society. Hence, 

religious dictates cannot be considered alone or as an absolute right.  

 MM 1.4, 5.1.  
 AWW 3.4.4.  
 Ham. 3.1.137 
 
12. The X family must be subject to the laws of secular society. The Poor Clares in Measure 

from Measure chose a life of asceticism and solitude, refusing any contact with the outside 

world. The religious vows they take prohibit them from speaking with men. Isabella, a novitiate 

who has not yet taken any vows, is the only one who can speak to Lucio. Were the nuns to speak 

to men, they would have no choice but to interact with society. Strict adherence to their religious 

vows prohibits them from participating in the public sphere. In the case at bar, the appellants 

choose to have their daughter receive a public education. They choose to engage with secular 

society as opposed to living their lives in seclusion.  

 MM 1.4.10. 

13. In the law of Shakespeare, religion never takes precedence over secular life. Shakespeare 

corrodes the sense of religious mysticism in the final scene of The Winter’s Tale by undermining 

the general perception of both his characters and readers that Hermione’s unveiling is a miracle. 

Instead, Shakespeare reveals that Hermione has been alive all these years, patiently awaiting the 

return of Perdita and Leontes’ full avowal of his faith in her. Paulina tells Leontes that 

Hermione’s “actions shall be as holy as you hear my spell is lawful”. Shakespeare occasionally 

gestures towards divine authority in his writing, yet he never allows it to take precedence. 

 WT 5.3.20, 5.3.104-5. 

14. In addition, a character’s temporary absence from their society helps in the advancement 

and restoration of good governance. In his judgment in Pete Pears, justice Manderson stated that 
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“characters flee to the forest in order to explore their natures”. However, the majority return to 

society. He continued to assert that those characters learn from their experience in the forest and 

that “we do well to incorporate [the knowledge obtained] in our government”. Thus, the law 

grows in its understanding and reach.  

 Attorney General of Canada v Pete Pears, Ben Britten & Ors, [2004] 2 C. of Sh. 1. 

15. Religion is incorporated into secular jurisdiction. It is not absolute. Shakespeare is aware 

of the many normative asserting agencies within society and incorporates them into his plays. 

Justice Manderson recognized this in the Heinrich case: “These maxims can be identified within 

the law of Shakespeare by their broad social recognition and their reception into the language in 

the past few hundred years”. As such, they guide the Court in its adjudicative endeavor. Justices 

Yachnin and Jordon in the Bard de la Mer case agree that Shakespeare’s law is infused with 

“extra-positive sources” which includes: the “idea of the good and the just as it is found in the 

individual conscience, the judgment of people as a collectivity when they are informed by 

conscience, the word of God and divine authority generally, and the realm of nature”. Because 

Shakespeare has incorporated maxims from all aspects of society, including religious maxims, 

this Court has jurisdiction over the question at bar.  

 In re Attorney General for Canada; ex parte Heinrich, [2003] 1 C. of Sh. 1. 
 The Bard de la Mer (Du Parcq v Pedersen; Pedersen v Vidaloca), [2005] 3 C. of Sh. 1. 
 
16. In the same case, Justice Manderson asserts that “there is no god in Shakespeare, no bear 

at all either divinely ordained or otherwise, no morals or personages of any kind or description. 

There are only words”. Shakespeare refrains from acknowledging that there is a higher power to 

which the characters in his plays are subject to. Hence, Shakespeare has refrained from 

precluding religion from being subject to secular law.  
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17. Finally, the Court has jurisdiction over the present case because the matter is justiceable. 

Justice Bolongaro in the Pete Pears case explained that this Court will always have jurisdiction 

over justiceable issues. He gave the example of “the issue of whether god exists according to the 

laws of Shakespeare is beyond this court’s jurisdiction”. In the present case, the question of 

God’s existence is not an issue. The issue is whether the Quebec law prohibiting the wear of 

religious symbols or dress in public schools goes against the law of Shakespeare. The question 

raised pertains exactly to the law of Shakespeare.  

 Attorney General of Canada v Pete Pears, Ben Britten & Ors, [2004] 2 C. of Sh. 1. 

18. The interpretation to be employed is, as agreed by this Court, that of the living tree 

model. No doubt the modern world is different from the one lived in by Shakespeare. However 

as Justice Bolongaro states, “our challenge therefore is to examine whether the principles 

underlying the laws of Shakespeare can help us formulate an answer which is necessarily an 

extension of the law of Shakespeare”. Present-day society calls for secularity and equality 

between the citizens of the world. Shakespeare, as an advocate for the sovereign power which 

holds “the well-being of [its] subject under sacred trust,” does not prevent the Quebec law 

against religious display. The law encourages equality by allowing individuals “to meet in a 

public space” as opposed to promoting discrimination.  

 See In re Attorney General for Canada; ex parte Heinrich, [2003] 1 C. of Sh. 1 (Bolongaro J.). 
 Attorney General of Canada v Pete Pears, Ben Britten & Ors, [2004] 2 C. of Sh. 1 (Yachnin J.). 

2. In the law of Shakespeare appearances are often deceiving. External signs and symbols 

are not to be given credence. 

19. In the Shakespearean canon the trust that characters place in sensorial evidence is 

frequently called into question. Sensorial evidence is often misleading. Characters, both good 

and bad, purposefully aim to deceive others using ocular and aural proof, as evidenced in All’s 
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Well that Ends Well, Hamlet, Measure for Measure, Othello, The Winter’s Tale . Indeed, visual 

and verbal deception is a running theme in the Shakespearean Codex, in which women dress up 

as men, aristocrats dress up as peasants, individuals are wrongfully proclaimed dead, and 

innocent circumstances are slyly presented as betrayal.  

20. Both Othello and Leontes, in Othello and The Winter’s Tale respectively, are mislead by 

what they see and hear. Othello plays into Iago’s hands as Iago craftily creates situations to 

manipulate him. Iago employs his cunning and knowledge of the other characters’ personalities, 

hopes, and fears to his own advantage. Leontes, on the other hand, through his own madness 

deludes himself into believing that Hermione is unfaithful despite the protests of all the other 

characters. He asserts that he has seen clear signs of her betrayal and stubbornly holds onto them 

instead of questioning their veracity.  

Oth. 1.3. 381-4, 2.1.295-6. 
WT 1.2.281-284, 1.2.294-8. 

 
21. Other characters also find themselves in duplicitous circumstances. The Duke in Measure 

for Measure, disguises himself as a friar in order to spy on his kingdom. In addition, he 

orchestrates scenarios to purposely deceive his stand in, Angelo. These scenarios include sending 

Angelo the head of a prisoner who has been executed under the pretense that it is Claudio’s, and 

replacing Isabella with Marianna in Angelo’s bed. A similar technique is employed in All’s Well 

that Ends Well in which Helena replaces Diana in Bertram’s bed. In addition, Helena’s supposed 

death further glorifies her virtuous nature in the eyes of the characters in the play, including her 

husband.  

 MM 1.3, 4.3.78-9, 3.1.498-9.  
 AWW 3.7.33. 
 



  ARGUMENTS 8

22. Multiple linguistic meanings accompany the visible signs of duplicity that exist within 

Shakespeare’s plays. The differing context within which words are spoken creates a myriad of 

interpretations. Their interpretation is dependent on the recipient’s subjectivity.  

23. Shakespeare demonstrates the way in which seemingly innocuous phrases can have 

multiple meanings. Like Iago in Othello, Claudius in Hamlet is a master of rhetorical 

manipulation. Claudius, a shrewd and sly politician will stop at nothing in his quest for power 

including ordering Hamlet’s death. Hamlet’s father’s ghost explains that Claudius, “a serpent[,] 

stung me; so the whole ear of Denmark”. Claudius poisons everyone’s ears through his talk: 

altering their subjectivity and their perception of reality. Polonius continues this theme of 

language manipulation when he instructs Reynaldo to spy on Laertes.  

 Ham. 1.5.36, 4.3.59-66, 2.1. 

24. In the Shakespearean canon characters should question what they are told since words are 

often motivated by dubious intentions. In All’s Well that Ends Well, manipulates and misleads 

Helena through her blind love for him. He avoids consummating their marriage and sends her to 

his mother’s side under the guise of marital obedience, all in an attempt to free himself from the 

bonds of marriage.  

 AWW 3.1.59-65, 3.1.67. 

25. In addition to the characters’ use of deceptive language, Shakespeare himself infuses his 

writing with other rhetorical devices that have the potential to betray his readers. Through the use 

of soliloquies and asides, the audience often learns more about the alleged motivations and 

personalities of the characters than do the other characters within the particular play. His endings 

in both Measure for Measure and All’s Well That Ends Well are deceptively happy ones. Isabella 

receives a marriage proposal from the Duke. Helena, after striving to meet Bertram’s standards, 

finally gets him all to herself. Yet the audience finds itself dissatisfied by these endings. 



  ARGUMENTS 9

Shakespeare omits Isabella’s response to the proposal as a matter of fact rather than as a 

question. Throughout the play, he never hints at he Duke’s feelings towards Isabella nor of hers 

to him. In All’s Well That Ends Well, Shakespeare refrains from portraying a truly repentant 

Bertram. Bertram, while proclaiming Helena’s virtue, was prepared to marry Lord Lafew’s 

daughter without hesitation.  

 MM 5.3.53-54.  
 AWW 2.3.169-172. 
 
26. Indeed, Hamlet remains skeptical with regards to visible religious signs, namely the ghost 

of his father. In this way, Hamlet appears as one of the only Shakespearean characters to actively 

question outward manifestations of religious faith. However, his constant ratiocination constrains 

him to the point of obsession and inaction. He thus puts his country in peril. Hamlet continuously 

searches for definitive proof of his uncle’s guilt. The words of his father’s ghost are insufficient 

motivation for vengeance. Thus, he stages a play in order to gage his uncle’s reaction. However, 

even then, Hamlet is unable to perform the act of murder. When he is presented with the 

opportunity to exact revenge he hesitates, believing that Claudius’ soul would enter heaven 

instead of being punished in hell. Hamlet finally commits the act only after he learns, with 

certainty, that Claudius caused his mother’s death.  

 Ham. 3.1.58-90. 

27. Although Hamlet looks to religion for help, he is unable to find an adequate solution to 

his problems. He struggles throughout the play with the concepts of death, suicide and the 

afterlife. He concludes in his “To Be Or Not To Be” soliloquy that due to the afterlife’s 

uncertainty, suicide is an inadvisable option. Certainty only comes with death. Anything and 

everything prior to this inevitable destiny of mankind is subject to interpretation. Due to the 

mystical and ambiguous nature of religion, faith and spirituality, it is impossible to claim the 
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certainty of a revealed truth or even its existence. The appellants are thus unable to claim the 

inapplicability of secular jurisdiction over THE revealed truth of God, due to the impossibility of 

certainty and the many possibilities of interpretation (emphasis added).  

 Ham. 3.1. 58-90. 

28. Sartorial evidence is often misleading. Hamlet wears black which is an inadequate 

reflection of what he feels.  He bitterly informs Gertrude and Claudius that his inner sorrow is so 

great that his dour appearance is a poor mirror of his inner turmoil. The true nature of his grief is 

far more explosive than they realize. Desdemona’s handkerchief, taken as incontrovertible proof 

of her infidelity by Othello, is actually just another means by which Iago is able to manipulate 

him. 

 Ham. 1.2. 68  
Oth. 3.3.423-432, 441-446, 4.1.147 

29. Shakespeare demonstrates the needlessness of externalization throughout his plays. 

Deception is a running theme in Shakespeare. Characters are easily beguiled by what they 

perceive, whether it be visual or audial. As a result, great emphasis is placed the internal 

dimensions of character. When Laertes leaves for France Polonius counsels him to be weary of 

what he says and hears, and most importantly “to thine own self be true”. Compared to all 

external features, the self, the growth of its soul, and remaining true to that soul, is what matters 

most. Even Hamlet recognizes the significance of the self and understanding oneself as he speaks 

to his schoolmates, Rosencrantz and Guildenstern . He exclaims “in action how like an angel! in 

apprehension how like a god!”. In the law of Shakespeare apprehension is superior to action.  

 Ham. 1.3. 78, 2.2. 293-294. 

30. One can extrapolate from these lines that the nature of an individual’s beliefs rather than 

the externalization of these beliefs is the most meaningful feature of the Shakespearean canon. 

Externalization is unnecessary. The fact that Sahar X is prohibited from wearing her veil during 
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the school hours does not take away from the sanctity of her beliefs or her identity in connection 

to the Muslim faith.  

3. According to the law of Shakespeare, virtue that manifests itself in outward signs and 

symbols is false and therefore cannot be privileged in a public setting. 

31. In the law of Shakespeare even those considered to be virtuous in other aspects of their 

lives are guilty of deceiving individuals through the use of false appearances. Desdemona, while 

wrongfully accused of having an adulterous affair with Cassio, admits “I am not merry, but I do 

beguile/The thing I am by seeming otherwise”. While Shakespeare readers know that 

Desdemona is innocent of infidelity accusations, she is capable of duplicity. 

 Oth. 2.1. 122-123. 

32. Continuing in the same vein of deceptive appearances, Shakespeare demonstrates that not 

all characters considered to be virtuous are indeed so. Prime examples are Angelo in Measure for 

Measure and Parolles in All’s Well that Ends Well.  

33. When the Duke decides to absent himself, he leaves the rule of State to Angelo. Angelo is 

considered to be a stoic, rule-abiding lord. He sets out to rid the community of villainy by 

enforcing the law and makes an example of Claudio but sentencing him to death for 

impregnating his fiancé. However, Angelo shows himself to be a hypocrite: although he permits 

his own indiscretion, he upholds the rigid sentence on Claudio. In the end, Isabella denounces 

Angelo’s true nature. The Duke initially appears to discredit the accusation directed at Angelo’s 

unblemished reputation. As Justice Manderson states in the Bard de la Mer case,  

If it were not for the Duke’s fortuitous knowledge of the ‘real truth’, the play makes it 
abundantly clear to us that Isabella and Marianna would have no way of proving their 
point. Women have always been thus: outside the corridors of power and unable to 
convince those within that something else was going on than is dreamt of in their 
philosophy. 

 
 MM 1.1.17-21, 1.1.64-166, 1.4.65-67, 2.4.1-17, 5.1.48-58. 
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 The Bard de la Mer (Du Parcq v Pedersen; Pedersen v Vidaloca), [2005] 3 C. of Sh. 1. 
 
34. The character of Parolles is exposed as a rogue to Bertram, just as Angelo was to the 

Duke. Bertram believed Parolles to be a fearless soldier and trustworthy confidant. He was 

deceived. However, unlike the Duke, who tells Angelo that he has deceived him and is cognizant 

of his indiscretion, Parolles denounces himself unwittingly to Bertram through the Lord 

Dumaine’s ruse.  

 AWW 4.3. 

35. In Henry IV part 1, Falstaff claims that “honour is a mere scutcheon,” is directly linked to 

much human devastation, and has little bearing on the lived life of human beings. Honour is a 

symbol that arouses admiration, but is often unsupported in deed. The cultural capital that a 

reputation for being honorable brings members of the nobility allows them to gain undeserved 

status within society. Falstaff is himself a thief, yet is eventually knighted by Prince Hal. 

 1H4 5.1. 139. 

36. In Othello, Iago echoes similar claims to Falstff’s, claiming that a good “reputation is an 

idle and most false imposition, oft got without merit and lost/ without deserving”. He too reaps 

the benefits of an undeserved reputation. Iago also claims that virtue is nothing more than “a fig! 

‘tis in ourselves that we are thus, or thus. Our bodies are gardens, to which our wills are 

gardeners”. He consciously manipulates commonly accepted symbols of virtue and loyalty in 

order to gain Othello’s trust and thus cause his eventual downfall. The Shakespearean canon 

continually warns us about the way in which the outward manifestation of inner character traits 

can be misleading. 

 1H4 2.3.264-266, 1.3. 320-322. 

B. The State’s obligation to the well-being of children takes precedence over parental 

religious beliefs 
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1. In the law of Shakespeare, religion is always a secondary concern 

37. For Shakespeare, religion is always a secondary consideration. Greater overarching 

morality takes precedence, such as good governance and a community’s well-being, which he 

emphasizes through analyzing sovereign power and highlighting secularity.  

38. Shakespeare rejects an ontological hierarchy in which religion is supreme. He often 

undermines hints about the existence of the divine. Hamlet and The Winter’s Tale are prime 

examples. Hamlet is full of skepticism and constantly questions the nature of the divine. In 

addition, Laertes asserts that he would seek his revenge on Hamlet even if he were in a church. 

Laertes is not concerned about the possibility of desecrating the House of God and the 

repercussions such an event would have for a devout Christian. In The Winter’s Tale, 

Shakespeare disallows the promulgation of a miraculous ending. In the Bard case, Justice 

Yachnin asserts that “Shakespeare has the uncanny ability of preserving the forms and feelings 

of Christianity while jettisoning its particular doctrinal content”. Shakespeare incorporates 

important religious themes, but denies religion any supremacy.  

Ham.4.7.98.  
WT 5.3. 

 The Bard de la Mer (Du Parcq v Pedersen; Pedersen v Vidaloca), [2005] 3 C. of Sh. 1. 
 
39. The law of Shakespeare supports a model of state that limits religious obligations that 

overlap into the public sphere. Hamlet’s grief and desire to exact revenge are deeply tied to his 

religious faith, his belief in purgatory and the afterlife. Had his excessive grief been contained 

the murder of Polonius, and the ensuing chaos caused by his death, would never have taken 

place.  

40. In Measure for Measure, Shakespeare offers a critique of sovereignty: State rule requires 

an intimate knowledge of the people. In The Bard de la Mer case, Justice Manderson discusses 

the lack of personal accountability in Measure for Measure. Individuals avoid making decisions 
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and transfer the responsibility for making those decisions to others. Only Escalus shows himself 

ready to make decisions as he listens to Elbow’s claims. However, the Duke redeems himself by 

the very fact that, while disguised as a friar, he listens to his people and becomes intimate with 

them. He becomes a true leader of the people.  

 MM 1.3.19-42, 2.1.37-255. 
 The Bard de la Mer (Du Parcq v Pedersen; Pedersen v Vidaloca), [2005] 3 C. of Sh. 1. 
 
41. The intimacy of friendship is the value that holds society together. All’s Well that Ends 

Well, can be read as a play placing primacy on personal ties between people. Shakespeare’s main 

political project is to bind people in affective ways as opposed to structurally.  

42. Belief in the legitimacy and integrity of State leaders strengthens the bond between the 

rulers and the ruled. In Heinrich, Justice Yachnin states that “in my view, Shakespeare sets a 

premium on political obedience—not blind obedience to be sure, but obedience based on the 

subject’s sense of the value of the integrity and stability of the structure of rule”. In Heinrich 

Justice Manderson also points to the sacred trust relationship between the people and the State. 

Thus Manderson states  

this is the first law of Shakespeare: our responsibility to law is dependent on our 
relationship to its makers. It is a relationship that must be marked by good faith; and 
it must preserve intact the soul – which is to say the identity and the capacity for the 
exercise of responsibility - of the subject. 
 

 In re Attorney General for Canada; ex parte Heinrich, [2003] 1 C. of Sh. 1. 
 
43. Justice Manderson in Heinrich asserts that law is the “embodiment of some coherent 

story. Only thus can it mean anything to ask of citizens that they respect the law.” In the case at 

bar, the story that the Quebec law wants to promote in public schools is one of complete equality 

among students. It aims to prevent that antagonism between groups and individuals which can be 

stimulated by visual cues.  

 In re Attorney General for Canada; ex parte Heinrich, [2003] 1 C. of Sh. 1. 
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44. Compliance with the law does not have to detract from ones identity. However, there are 

social constraints which must be observed. Sahar’s individual freedom is not absolute. She must 

demonstrate good faith before the law. Thus, Justice Manderson in Pears states that in 

Shakespearean law “identity is not simply a product of free choice or the autonomous exercise of 

preferences, but is itself an amalgam of interactions between personality, social constraint, and 

much else besides”.  

 Attorney General of Canada v Pete Pears, Ben Britten & Ors, [2004] 2 C. of Sh. 1. 

2. Since individuals must participate in a secular society, societal bonds supersede parental 

bonds in terms of authority. 

45. Shakespeare places great importance on the bonds of friendship and the innate duty that 

follows from this relationship. In contrast, parental authority does not necessarily need to be 

observed.  

46. Although Shakespeare highlights the parent-filial relationship, he remains inconsistent 

about its importance. As Justice Jordan points out in the Bard de la Mer case, “the obedience of a 

child to a parent is normative (Henry V, 5.2.248; Tempest, 4.1.23-32). But it is also discretionary 

(Winter’s Tale, 4.4.466-469; Romeo and Juliet, 2.2.39)”. In Measure for Measure, the parental 

figure is completely non-existent, while in The Winter’s Tale, Leontes is far from the exemplary 

father. Even the seemingly close and ideal relationship between Polonius and Laertes is fraught 

with distrust, as Polonius sends Reynaldo to spy on his son. While Hamlet proclaims that he is 

obeying his father’s ghost, he remains reluctant without definitive proof.  

 The Bard de la Mer (Du Parcq v Pedersen; Pedersen v Vidaloca), [2005] 3 C. of Sh. 1. 
MM 

 WT 
 Ham. 2.1. 
 
47. Furthermore, depending on the character’s societal status, the importance of this 

connection diminishes. This is demonstrated All’s Well that Ends Well, when Helena, a peasant 
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girl, quickly forgets her father’s memory after choosing to pursue Bertram, a member of the 

nobility.  

 AWW 1.1. 

48. In contrast to the parent-filial bond, “the Law of Shakespeare imposes a strenuous duty 

upon friends”. Justice Jordan justifies this statement using Hamlet (1.1.131, 1.3.63), Twelfth 

Night (5.1.72-78), Much Ado about Nothing (4.1.327-330), and Measure for Measure (4.1.64-

69). Friendship is the be all and end all. It is an absolute good unto itself. We are meant to 

sacrifice ourselves, remain true and do whatever is required to help individuals – all in the name 

of friendship.  

 The Bard de la Mer (Du Parcq v Pedersen; Pedersen v Vidaloca), [2005] 3 C. of Sh. 1 (Jordan J.). 

49. We appreciate the importance of Sahar X’s afterlife, but her concerns about her future 

state must give way to the needs of the present. Currently, she lives in a world where human 

interaction is a necessary component of life. The alternative is to become a recluse and 

completely avoid human contact.  Sahar and her family have chosen to participate in secular 

society. As such, they must follow the rules of that secular society within reason. In the case at 

bar, the Quebec law only prohibits religious display within the public school setting. All other 

aspects of life are exempt. According to the law of Shakespeare, Sahar has a duty to those around 

her. Sahar must submit to the rule of law for the benefit of those around her.  

3. Individuals must be willing to act in ways that promote those values that society deems 

important. 

50. The Bard de la Mer case recognized a duty of care to others, in other words, individuals 

have a responsibility to their neighbors. However, the justices recognized the impossibility of 

forcing sacrifice by an individual because the action of sacrifice implies a choice that is “freely 

and willingly given, responsive to a physical need”.  
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 The Bard de la Mer (Du Parcq v Pedersen; Pedersen v Vidaloca), [2005] 3 C. of Sh. 1 (Manderson J.). 

51. On the other hand, without sacrifice, law would be inexistent and impossible to achieve. 

Individuals would be in a constant state of conflict and utter chaos would rule the earth, as 

Thomas Hobbes argues. Peaceful co-existence demands sacrifices on the part of every 

individual. Laws were put in place to govern our behavior. Yet they were not meant to be blindly 

obeyed. They must be constantly reassessed in light of societal growth and development. The 

state has the obligation to ensure this entire process.  

 In re Attorney General for Canada; ex parte Heinrich, [2003] 1 C. of Sh. 1 (Bristol J.). 
 The Bard de la Mer (Du Parcq v Pedersen; Pedersen v Vidaloca), [2005] 3 C. of Sh. 1 (Manderson J.). 
 
52. In Heinrich, Justice Yachnin asserts that “in Shakespeare, obedience is a virtue when it is 

chosen as a sacrifice of individual will to a greater good”. The greater good that the Quebec law 

in question tries to achieve is that of equality without prejudice. The law benefits Sahar because 

it wants to avoid preconceived notions. She will be able to experience a new perspective which 

will in turn create open-mindedness and acceptance. She will not be prejudged by others. 

Because no prejudging is occurring, the free-exchange of ideas is enhanced.  

 In re Attorney General for Canada; ex parte Heinrich, [2003] 1 C. of Sh. 1. 

53. The implemented law furthers the well-being of society instead of creating strife. Our 

society is multicultural. Unfortunately certain groups have preconceived notions of other groups 

and refuse to change their perspective. Acceptance can be achieved without knowing in an 

individual’s affiliation advance. In Romeo & Juliet, the two main characters were sworn 

enemies. They fell in love before knowing each other’s true identity. Upon the realization of 

each other’s name they chose to fight for each other as opposed to against each other. Children 

are the road to the future. Promoting acceptance in the early phases of life will result in great 

societal changes.  

 Rom. 2.1. 74-78. 
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PART IV – ORDER SOUGHT 

 
For these reasons, the respondents respectfully request that this Honourable Court render the 

following judgment:  

DISMISS the present appeal; 

REJECT the mandamus order; 

AFFIRM the validity of the Quebec law; 

No order as to the costs is sought. 

 

ALL OF WHICH IS RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED 

 

         ________________________ 
 
 Andrea Gorys  
  
 
 ________________________ 
   
 Kristin Moriah  
  
  
  
 
 Counsel for the Respondent 
 March 9, 2007 
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