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Drones and other emerging technologies 
undermine foundational assumptions. 
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Drone laws 















 

 

“…a person can have no reasonable expectation of 
privacy in what he or she knowingly exposes to the 
public...” 

 

 

 
R v Tessling, [2004] 3 SCR 432 

    



R v Tessling, [2004] 3 SCR 432 
 



R v Patrick, [2009] 1 SCR 579 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

R v Stillman, [1997] 1 SCR 607 





 

“Any member of the public could legally have been 
flying over Riley's property in a helicopter at the 
altitude of 400 feet and could have observed Riley's 
greenhouse.” 

 

 
Florida v Riley, 488 U.S. 445 





 

 

“people not places”  

 

 
Hunter v Southam Inc [1984] 2 SCR 145 



I. Fleeting 

II. Ephemeral 

III. Anonymous 

IV. Control 
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More Robust Framework 

• Beyond safety 

• Self-help 

• Collection 

• Downstream regulation 

• Remedies  

• Infrastructure 

• Design  
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