Case Law Assignment
                                                                                                                    Evan Schriver 

Case Category:  Reasonable Force, Assault, and Criminal Code Section 43
Legal Citation: [1990] O.J. No. 3417, 57 C.C.C. (3d) 216, 10 W.C.B. (2d) 324.
Provincial Location: Toronto, Ontario (Metropolitan Toronto, in the Judicial District of York, Ontario).

Case Name:  R. v. F. (J.)

General statement of the Legal Issue:
After a teacher asked a student to go to the office, the student swore at the teacher as he left the room. The teacher followed the student to the office and along the way a physical altercation occurred between the two. The issue is whether the teacher assaulted the student or vice versa.
Brief Paragraph Outlining the Case:

A student (initials J. F.) was asked by their teacher (initials D. H. or Mr. H.) to stay after class to give reasons for his tardiness and frequent disruptive behaviour. He refused, which led the teacher to tell him he would have to go to the office. Before exiting the classroom, the student swore at the teacher, which prompted Mr. H. to follow the student to the office to report the incident. Along the way, Mr. H. blocked the path out of an area and pointed to the office. The student tried to push past and when Mr. H. tried to direct him to the office by grabbing the student’s arm, the student began striking the teacher with blows to the head. The teacher wrestled the student against the lockers, but the student continued to fight, finally placing the teacher in a headlock before the altercation was broken up by others in the hallway. The student was charged with assault under the Criminal Code of Canada and the Young Offenders Act.

Judges Final Ruling:
The court ruled that, firstly, Mr. H. was acting within the bounds of the Education Act by sending the student to the office. Furthermore, they ruled it was not assault on the part of the teacher for blocking the path of the student when he was redirecting the student to the office.

Secondly, the court ruled that Mr. H. used reasonable force as defined by the Criminal Code of Canada and the Ontario Education Act when he took the student by the arm to lead him to the office and then later shoved the student against the lockers during the altercation.

Finally, based on the above ruling regarding Mr. H.’s use of reasonable force, the accused was not acting in self-defence when he struck the teacher. Therefore, the accused (J.F.) was found guilty of committing an assault against Mr. H.

Importance of this Case:
This case clarifies both the limitation of the use of physical force by teachers, as well as indicating the possible punishments for students who assault their teachers. An important point to remember is that students are not the only ones who are under the law; teachers have certain rights and protections as well.
