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Canada (AG) v. Downtown Eastside Sex Workers United Against Violence Society (2012) SCC (Sept. 12) 
Facts: D challenged prostitution laws, P argued that they didn’t have standing
Issue: Does D have standing?
Ratio: Public Interest Standing Test  holistic test, up to judicial discretion  
Whether a serious justiciable issue is raised
Whether P has a real stake or a genuine interest in it
Whether, in all the circumstances, the proposed suit is a reasonable and effective way to bring the issue before the courts 
Analysis: D does have standing
Quotable: Old Public Interest Standing Test
Serious issue
A good person/organization to launch this because you are directly affected or have a genuine interest 
[bookmark: _GoBack]No other reasonable + effective way to bring it before the courts → the one that was changed
“No other” was interpreted by lower courts that it should be read literally + wait till someone was charged under the law
Pros of New Test
Opens door to more groups
Allows for more flexibility
Cons of New Test
Predictability to decisions go down
Did the courts overstep their powers? 




