Four Siep Chacter Ana\ys\s

|STEPA) does the case 'm\/o\\re,_%o\lerr\men‘\' action op agen*?

YES - 3 Chacter challenge — move to Step
NO — not a C.ha@ce.:,v 155ue

what section of the Chacter is ¥P"ggeved?

who 15 the cightholdee? ”
how has +he section of the Chattes been violated * or not.

YES— Charter T‘i(ﬂh”’%’ has been violated
NO —~ not & Charter 155ue

[oTEP ’5‘ can the 30V6(‘ﬂm6n'\'_;)u%'\"\¥\/_“\‘he, rights violation ?

goverament must use the section ) “reasonable limits” test

(called the Oakes” test)

@ does {he Cjove(‘nmen* action have a VALID ?URPOSE?

is there 2. LOGICAL CONNEGTION between Fhe
{jovevm\'\en"” action 1N O\ estion and &Chie.v'mc‘j ‘he
VALID PURPOSE ?

@ does the Sove,mmen%‘ dction take away fram the
Chacker fight 25 little a5 possible T MINIMAL

IMPAIRMENT

15 theece 2 PROPER BALANCE between the benefits
of the Soverr\men+ actian and its d?,.maa‘mg effects

on the Charter ri 3h+?

YES — the fights violakien is justified in o free and
democratic &oc,‘\exy thus the Sovemmen“r action
stands '

 NO — a step in the fest is answered in The neqative
thus +he government action is undus%*?‘.eé and
Yhe rig\’\%ho\dm deserves a remedy




‘ STEPA | if 2n unjustified violation , what cemedy does the
rightholder desecve to stop the violation i

5ieke down
read down or readin (cu&&pas%e\
(© compensation

declacation




