A) Spot the mistakes!										
· I got up early for arrive on time at the law employment lecture.

·  They haven’t seen the CEO for our last meeting on June. 

· We’ll organize a conference on happiness in work when we will be back in London. 

 
B) Canadian Court Rules a Thumbs-Up Emoji Counts as a Contract Agreement, The New York Times, 6 July 2023
The ruling pointed to what a judge called the “new reality in Canadian society” that courts would have to confront as more people express themselves with hearts, smiley faces and fire emojis — even in serious business dealings or personal disputes.
The case questioned whether a farmer in Saskatchewan had agreed to sell 87 metric tons of flax to a grain buyer in 2021. The buyer had signed the contract and texted a photo of it to the farmer, who had responded by texting back a “thumbs-up” emoji. The farmer, Chris Achter, contended that the “thumbs-up emoji simply confirmed that I received the flax contract” and that it was not confirmation that he had agreed to the terms of the deal, according to the ruling. He said he had understood the text to mean that the “complete contract would follow by fax or email for me to review and sign.” The grain buyer, Kent Mickleborough, pointed out that when he had texted the photo of the contract to Mr. Achter’s cellphone, he had written, “Please confirm flax contract.” So when Mr. Achter replied with a thumbs-up emoji, Mr. Mickleborough said he had understood that Mr. Achter “was agreeing to the contract” and that it had been “his way” of signaling that agreement.
The judge noted that Mr. Achter and Mr. Mickleborough had had a longstanding business relationship and that, in the past, when Mr. Mickleborough had texted Mr. Achter contracts, Mr. Achter had responded by succinctly texting “looks good,” “ok” or “yup.” Both parties clearly understood these terse responses were meant to be confirmation of the contract and “not a mere acknowledgment of the receipt of the contract” by Mr. Achter, wrote Justice T.J. Keene of the Court of King’s Bench for Saskatchewan. And each time, Mr. Achter had delivered the grain as contracted and had been paid.
As such, Justice Keene ruled last month that there had been a valid contract between the parties and that Mr. Achter had breached it by failing to deliver the flax. The judge ordered Mr. Achter to pay damages of 82,200 Canadian dollars, or about $61,000.
“This court readily acknowledges that a 👍 emoji is a nontraditional means to ‘sign’ a document but nevertheless under these circumstances this was a valid way to convey the two purposes of a ‘signature’ — to identify the signator” as Mr. Achter because he was texting from his cellphone number and “to convey Achter’s acceptance of the flax contract,” Justice Keene wrote. Justice Keene cited the dictionary.com definition of the thumbs-up emoji: “used to express assent, approval or encouragement in digital communications, especially in Western cultures.” “I am not sure how authoritative that is but this seems to comport with my understanding from my everyday use — even as a late comer to the world of technology,” Justice Keene wrote.
Josh Morrison, a partner at the law firm that represented Mr. Mickleborough, declined to comment on the decision, but told Canadian Lawyer magazine that it was a “really interesting case — a classic law school question.” Laura E. Little, a professor at Temple University Beasley School of Law, called the decision “a remarkable sign of the new world of communication when an emoji can work to snap the trap of creating a contract.” Julian Nyarko, an associate professor at Stanford Law School, said the legal test for agreement to a contract centers on how a reasonable person would interpret the signs that both parties gave. In some cases, a verbal agreement is sufficient, he said. “For most intents and purposes, a reasonable person, if they see a thumbs-up emoji, would think that the person who is giving the thumbs-up wants the contract,” Professor Nyarko said. “It fits quite neatly into the legal doctrine that the courts have established.”

1. Briefly answer the following questions. 
1- Why did the use of the 👍 emoji result in a misunderstanding? 
2- What were the elements Justice Keene took into account to rule it was a valid contract? 
3- Do you agree with Justice Keene’s ruling? Is too much importance given to judges’ interpretations?

2. Find equivalents for the following words and phrases. 
a) laconique, succinct : 		b) simple :		        c) des dommages et intérêts : 
d) reconnaître volontiers : 	  e) un(e) associé(e) :	          f) se refermer brusquement (piège) :

 C) Why are emojis turning up in so many court cases? Bloomberg Law, 2023
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=quhXVC_Mh4Q (from beg. to 04:11)
1) Pick up a few examples of cases in which emojis showed up. 
2) What happens most of the time with emojis? 
3) Still, what was the emoji-related verdict of the Massachusetts Superior Court? 
4) “Increasingly, judges ………………………………………………………………………………..
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………...”
5) What is the point made about Unicode and emojis? 
6) How was Ryan Cohen’s tweet with a moon-faced emoji interpreted? 
