My objective is to open this door, and the only way I can do it is to take Thoreau’s advice:

THAT you can’t fix a sinking ship without first getting off the ship, 

or challenge the PUBLIC TRUST without 

1. First entering into the court RECORD my Confirmation of Denial of Consent to be Governed

a. Which I did on the first court date after getting my particulars of my criminal case

b. PS. My chest plate was snapped with deadly force the very next day by badge #1331

Who, just happens to be the file coordinator of my criminal case that I just filed against

2. Then I had to file a sec-337 Demand against the Crown attorney

a. Which in law placed this court case in total estoppel, whereas now with this liability,

3. I then filed for CIVILIZATION of my criminal charges in BC Supreme Court, where the Courts simply want to treat a 337 DEMAND like it’s a request form (which is totally illegal – but they can?)

a. Judges and Registrars tell me THAT I need to file these proceedings on their forms

Which is total estoppel, because since it’s never been done there is no such thing, and

b. If I file on their forms THAT in law and in fact lets them take due process of half a century to act, or arbitrarily call it frivolous and vexatious, as they have done.

c. CATCH – 22 THIS is exactly the sort of behavior that sec-337 protects the people from

4. Which is exactly the tool of most impact that I’m pressing, which is to open the door of our rule of law definition, insert a few words like FAIRNESS and CREATION, to effect genuine socioeconomic change, 

a. Which can’t happen without involving the court of PUBLIC OPINION, and eventually 

an Act of Parliament, or an order in council to do away with me (death or vanquishment)

On the grounds THAT politics is a dirty business, (they do what they do in back rooms)

I got here by dirty tricks of a politician, and they can settle it with more dirt, or deal with it

Take my word for it: until this story breaks, I’m better off dead than alive to the status quo

5. Once it breaks, AUTHORITY has to deal with it, whether I’m dead or alive. On the grounds

       THAT just maybe someone else will want to debate my idea to change the world with 1-word
So I’m a hopeless romantic, so was Tommy Douglas; charismatic initiatives threaten ORDER
IMAGINE:
A hundred billion bottles washed up on my shore, to show that I’m not alone, from a hundred billion castaways looking for a home.   So, send it on an S.O.S. to the world./
This message is brought to you by: 
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Also, running for Alderman, in this fall’s Vancouver municipal election, under the

New - PEPSE Challenge FOR A FULL PRESENTATION GO TO: WWW.REMARCABLE.CA
Opening a campaign headquarters real soon, until then, call:  604-721-7461
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     Also, running for Alderman, in this fall’s Vancouver municipal election, under the 

New PEPSE Challenge - FOR A FULL PRESENTATION GO TO: WWW.REMARCABLE.CA
Q-and-A format:  to understand the need for a PUBLIC TRUST CHALLENGE
Before reading this stuff, get your head to think out of the box.   You can't get it, without opening your mind to thoughts that the authorities don't want you to know.  You actually might have to accept that these authorities have been deceiving you, and that THEY want this information withheld for reasons that cannot be in the PUBLIC TRUST
What is the 1st thing to understand?  It’s one of the cornerstones of democracy and of law and order, and it’s something authority would like us to ignore (like they are). ‘What is not directly prohibited cannot be implied’.  Imagine reading law books to see what’s not there, and then look at case law and you can see that historical events /judgments occur on what was not there. A big truth, they want to us to skim over, is THAT: we are here in a society that is ruled by consent to be governed.  This concept is called the PUBLIC TRUST.  That’s right, we have exactly the system that we want, on the grounds that we don’t object ‘enough’, and worse we keep voting them in.   Every authority rules by assumption that this is how you want to be treated. The only reason there is so much abuse is because we consent to it. Click here for more on this subject.

What is the PUBLIC TRUST?  This is a very illusive question, because there’s ‘in practice’ and the ‘in law’ definition.  In law, in the Commonwealth it’s basically the same: it’s to uphold God as supreme and the rule of law.  The rule of law has a very clear definition that varies from one country to the next, but it’s based on a common axiom.  

RULE OF LAW (in Canada) A Fundamental principle of our Constitution, must mean at least two things. First, that the law is supreme over officials of the government as well as private individuals, and thereby preclusive of the influence of arbitrary power.  
Second, the rule of law requires creation and maintenance of an actual order of positive laws, which preserves and embodies the more general principle of normative order.  `
Law and order are indispensable elements of civilized life.

It’s a lot bigger than this, because of case law (challenges), but our Democratic structure revolves on this AXIOM 
But don’t forget the big illusion: no one can challenge the public trust
The ‘in practice’ definition is different in every country; and it’s a definition that is constantly amended, in order to maintain the consent to be governed.  My contention is simple; the AXIOM of the rule of law has no meaning, anymore. AUTHORITY is not challenging the PUBLIC TRUST, they are flat out ignoring it, and since we don’t object, it has become the status quo, to spite Sec-8 (3) CCC ignorance is no excuse in law, especially when it’s upholding Democracy, by never upholding it in practice,

.
I Chin said it 4000 years ago “you cannot defend what cannot be defined”, and this lack of a clear definition to the cornerstone of law and order is the cause of the DISCORD of our society’s Democratic structure.  

A recent public surveys said that 2/3rds of Canadians have no trust in their government, and 1/3rd said they had no trust in the press, and the reason is in your face. There is no unifying definition of the PUBLIC TRUST, 

 - So there’s nothing to unite us on a ‘common ground’, so ‘the system’ creates conflict, so we can unite against some ‘common enemy’.  When they run out of enemies over there, they (authority) create them internally.  And 
- THAT is exactly what’s going on now, under the CDSA.  The war on drugs is good for the ECONOMY, it creates lots of good paying jobs, like no war ever could, and gives AUTHORITY more power to control.
Sounds like a good plan if you’re a psychopath.  Ps: The legal definition of psychopath:  Void of love. 

 - The war on drugs is in law AUTHORITY declaring a civil war on the people. This mess with no real solution was /is created by a new science ‘pharmaceuticals’, and they happen to be the biggest benefactors, of this mess. 

How do you challenge the rule of law?  You do this by filing a CLAIM of RIGHT, and authority will tell you that it’s never been recognized in Canadian law, and that’s a crock of shite: they don’t want anything to change, because it’s perfect.  You will find lots of Canadian case law on this matter. 
    To my knowledge the first Canadian claim of right was a land territorial claim of right is Louis Riel, and they hung him for it.   Ps. -  A hundred years later it’s starting to be call a mistake, he was a hero.
    Every other claim of right in Canada has been recognized by smoke and mirrors:  It’s not recognize it in Canada, but they respect that it was inherited from English common law, sec-8 (2) CCC, e.g.:
    The Sikhs have a religious claim of right to carry a concealed deadly weapon in public, sec-39 CCC
    Political /social participation organizations have also been recognized, like the Orangemen, The Knight of Columbus, The Free Masons etc.  And the big exception, after a lot of hard knocks UNIONS
Case law in Canada will defend vigorously that no political or social movement that was generated in Canada have all been treated with the same total abandonment of the rule of law, therefore since we don’t object, and that we have a history of praising them for being brutes. THAT, because of this history, they say it’s sanction under the PUBLIC TRUST    For example: Communist, socialist, war protestors, civil rights defenders, etc… are all routinely bashed and tortured, when AUTHORITY believes that they are making more noise than they are supposed to make, for their numbers.

The reason we get the treatment we get is because we agree to be governed this way, and nothing is going to change until we read what is not written in the law about who can make a CLAIM of RIGHT.

Who can make a CLAIM of RIGHT?  In Canadian law, it’s not defined.  In practice:  it’s always being exercised, it’s covered by sec-39 CCC and it’s probably the oldest and most applied law in the land (after the CDSA, which is now 70% of all crime in Canada), but no one can make a CLAIM of RIGHT that challenges the PUBLIC TRUST.  So when AUTHORITY says you’re violating it, they throw a judgment on you, and send you to jail and /or pay dearly.   Now think out of the box

On the grounds of belief THAT this suppression is, in and of itself, a threat to the PUBLIC TRUST,

i. THAT by suppressing my enjoyment to have the Court of PUBLIC OPINION informed,
ii. THAT this places me in imminent danger, that is greater than if the news was released.
On the grounds of belief THAT I can only see malice as the motive from anyone who thinks that suppressing this story is serving the public’s interest or of upholding the PUBLIC TRUST, since

NOBODY can defend what cannot be defined, and there is no 1-definition of the PUBLIC TRUST 

To unite us anymore, & this perversion is creating Helter Skelter, of our democratic structure

I am presenting a SOLUTION with the INTENT to CREATE a WHOLESOME NEW WORLD ORDER 

THAT every tribe race religion culture in the world can agree on to CREATE a peaceful alternative 

THAT is a strategic assault against a well-orchestrated perversion of the PUBLIC TRUST 
6. THAT is being perpetuated by following the beliefs of the SS of the Arian Empire which proved 

a. THAT When you control this new thing called media with the same message, and you continuously repeat a lie, THAT you can move a nation to believe it, 
(Nuremberg Trials)
b. THAT promoting a united social conscience with politics actually promotes prosperity

c. THAT Democracy will be well served by having a conservative, liberal, and /or greener political approach to attract social and political participation to a singular COMMON PUBLIC TRUST that makes sense

7. In order to GENERATE a lawful means to my political goal, of challenging the PUBLIC TRUST, meant following a policy of stealth, and unorthodox planning, on the understanding THAT You just can’t walk up to a counter and ask for the form to file a TERRITORIAL CLAIM of RIGHT, 

a. I’m the first one to do it in Canadian history, since hanging Louis Riel, and,

The result of his failure is the ‘METIS’, which is a legacy of disgrace to our justice system

8. THAT AUTHORITIES will resort to grotesque abuse of the law, in order to covet the status quo, 

a. Which they erroneously define as the PUBLIC TRUST, which is nothing but an excuse for failure of an ENTITY to COMPLY to the OATH of OFFICE, 
9. To GENERATE a Territorial Claim of Right, I needed to CREATE a clear violation of Sec-337 

a. Which has never been judicially considered in Canada, (I’m the first 3 challenges)

b. Yet, is on the books for the exact purpose of protecting a Territorial Claim of Right,

c. Which, I did through a political Claim of Right of an Officially Recognized Party’s EDA

d. Whereas, sec-8 (2) states clearly that if there is no Canadian case law that English case law prevails, and there is a ‘colourful’ history of claims of right, in England,

e. Which creates a huge catch-22 for social justice: the only way any judicial system can recognize a sec-337 DEMAND is with a remedy of FAIRNESS and COMPASSION
On the grounds that I have to show it, which means they must now show it, from then on,

       And, take my word for it, these words have never been ‘recognized’ in Canadian law,

 
In order to legally govern, with arbitrary rule over the native population.

10. The reason sec-337 is so powerful, is because it’s the hammer THAT protects citizens from AUTHORITY

It was inherited in our law, to protect the people, from a social experiment enacted by England,

Which was ruled as a necessity in law and in order to protect abuse of the white people, 

Once, I PRESSED a 337-DEMAND on my Claim of Right, and it’s recognized by the courts, 

Then every native Claim of Right must be ruled with the standard of fairness

Australian recognized their aboriginal rights – why can’t we here in Canada?
On the grounds of belief THAT this thought is so simple and pure as to be transparent with truth and hope.  ‘All’ I want to do is introduce 1-word to the first line of our Constitution, which is also the first line of our Bill of Rights, which is also the first line of our Charter of Rights and Freedoms, etc, which reads as follows:

Canada is founded upon the principles that recognize the supremacy of God, and the rule of law,  And, I want to change this to:  that recognize the supremacy of God’s Creation, and the rule of law

This version has been so trivialized as to be irrelevant, yet it’s the cornerstone of our law and order
On the grounds of belief THAT

God cannot be defined and the entire concept of God is so divisive as to be the cornerstone of conflict

       It’s self-evident that AUTHORITY embraces conflict and discord as the cornerstones of society, 

UNITING under COMMON GROUND to protect CREATION, as our PUBLIC TRUST is so powerful a concept THAT this 1-word can CREATE global /personal peace, as to possibly change the world

If everybody with a faith in their God, (even atheists) just took one step back, we would all accept THAT God’s CREATION is being threatened by the arrogance and greed of mankind.  By taking this one step back and looking around us, THAT we can all accept and, we can all UNITE in PEACE to a common cause, on COMMON GROUND that God’s ‘CREATION is perfect and we all need to place our PUBLIC TRUST in protecting the perfection of CREATION.‘

By SUBSCRIBING to  ‘in God’s CREATION we TRUST’ will mean a dollar that is actually backed by how well we protect CREATION not on how fast we rape the bounty of God’s Creation, 

      THAT we must make a choice, we cannot sustain our present platform for defining ‘progress’,
THAT our rat-race now has the power and motivation to in affect kill GOD, by destroying Creation, 

THAT there are very powerful perverts, who have no other objective than to orchestrate this end, 

  Who perpetuate our Helter Skelter society, by CREATING CONFLICT for the benefit of the ECONOMY,

By promoting that pursuit of MONEY is FREEDOM, and this ‘DEMOCRACY’ is our reason for existence

What do you covet? Who do you love? The ECONOMY or CREATION. What we choose is our FATE.
By choosing CREATION, you are most definitely not destroying the ECONOMY; it will revitalize it.

Fixing CREATION will only happen from having a UNITED understanding to a COMMON PUBLIC TRUST 

 The power of FAITH in the singularity of 1-word can CREATE a common noble goal that UNITES
We’ll never unite under the present order & this 1-word can CREATE the dawn of a new CIVILIZATION
IMAGE: Creating an opportunity to reach out to fulfill prophecy of turning weapons into plowshares

The need to file for political asylum is paramount, as I have been unsuccessful at having the Court or the press to act on recognizing my right to raise public awareness, by lifting a publication ban, and I might be able to generate foreign press by doing this action

11. THAT the media including especially the CBC are coveting perverted excuses for refusing to report on my case, on grounds they cannot and /or refuse to explain to spite their mandate, 

12. THAT by continuing my isolation, those powerful ENTITIES who are behind my oppression can perpetuate further abuse, of everyone who could benefit by following my EDA’s platform

13. THAT by filing this application for political asylum with numerous Commonwealth countries,

Then advising the PRESS in your country of these matters before the consulate
THAT I just might be able to find some decent reporter, with balls, to break this story

NO ONE can challenge the public trust; but does that not mean that it takes more than one to challenge it?  The Union movement made a claim of right, to unite the people to protect the workers, and affected the laws of the world to show that the PUBLIC TRUST can be successfully challenged, in order to re-establish the consent of the governed, in spite of AUTHORITY’s objection, because it was too politically dangerous for ‘them’ to object.
Can anyONE make a political CLAIM of RIGHT? Yes. By definition, any CEO /candidate of an officially recognized party can, I can claim that I represent a significant number of people, in my community, and since the Supreme Court of Canada upheld, under the Longley decision, THAT we have distinct rights over the rest of us, or an un-recognized political party, and the fact THAT the Election Act actually encourages any official party to uphold the rights of the PEOPLE to benefit from society, under our guarantee of FREEDOM of ASSOCIATION, then I most definitely can CLAIM the RIGHT to protect the abused Supreme Court upheld CHARTERIGHTS of those people we represent

I’m making the 1st Official Political Party CLAIM of RIGHT in Canada, and I couldn’t have gotten here without Blair Longley’s perseverance.  As CFO for the Rhino Party, it took him 17-years to get an answer of ‘yes’, and he’s now the new leader of the Marijuana Party.  They treated him like every other political rabble-rouser, and were told; by the Supreme Court of Canada THAT Official Party status gave this ENTITY distinct Democratic Rights, over non-official parties

I hold as irrefutable THAT one of these Democratic Rights of an Official Party is that POLICE cannot bash us around like they do unofficial parties.  I guarantee you that there isn’t one member of the any of the other official parties that would agree to be bashed for their thoughts, 

CATCH -22 If police get away with bashing me, THAT in law and in fact, they are agreeing to be bashed as well, if they ever see the need to be aggressive in defending their members’ Charterights.

The Longley Decision reinforced /created the foundation for making a claim of right through an officially recognized party EDA, under our Elections Act, for a very fundamental reason What is not directly prohibited, cannot be implied.’  This cornerstone of law protects DEMOCRACY
How do you make a POLITICAL CLAIM of RIGHT?  That’s easy; you take it. Politicians definitely don’t ask permission, especially if you want to get busted, in order to make a TRUST challenge, because you can’t make one, until THEY take away a right of a politician that is exercising a claim of right.  I had no hand in writing my warrant that is in ESTOPPEL:  (appendix-2) The grounds of belief of the warrant states THAT the commercial premise known as the Vancouver East Marijuana Party Compassion Club is actively selling marijuana, 

As brought up at my arraignment hearing in Nov.: the word premise has 2 legal definitions, and in law it’s first a thought and second it’s a building.  AND the judge said: there is no such thing as a crime of thought. AND I said: it’s worse it’s the thought of an official party, after some discussion, the judge said ‘get this man out of my court’   It never happened, which means the PUBLIC TRUST is being violated by a plethora of PUBLIC OFFICIALS

Only then can anyONE make a TRUST challenge, and if you don’t want them to hang you, like they did to Riel, then my ENTITY called PERSON first must enter into the court RECORD ‘my denial of consent to be governed’  (think out of the box)
-  There is no case law of this in Canada.  Sec-8 (2) clearly states that if this is the case, that English law prevails. What I’m doing in English law has a ‘colourful’ history.  

- The very next day; my chest plate was snapped in two, by badge #1331, who just happens to be the file coordinator for the particulars that I just filed against.  I presented irrefutable proof of the event, and no authority, including the RCMP, did anything about it. When I brought up all of this at the next court date, the judge did send me for a full forensic psychiatric exam though, and chose to ignore everything until it was done. I passed, for the 2nd time in 9 months a 4-hour psych test, and AUTHORITY doesn’t know what to do And then, after all of this, I must present a better PUBLIC TRUST to challenge AUTHORITY or face a gauntlet of consequences.  Ps: There’s no way AUTHORITY thinks,  what I’m doing as frivolous
I filed the most noble trust challenge that anyone can imagine   In light of what it took to get here, I really need to get this message of HOPE for the love of CREATION out, I need you to help, NOW
UPTIL NOW, I HAD TO DO EVERYTHING BY MYSELF IN STEALTH TO MAKE IT HAPPEN, and FROM NOW, I CAN’T DO ANYTHING effectively WITHOUT HELP FROM EVERYBODY

I clearly have a method to my ‘madness’, and I have given this a lot of thought.  This is so powerful a concept and so fundamentally basic that it awes me as to how something so Pure could be so illusive.  But I know one thing, if this message was introduced as a religion that it would cause a holy war, and just maybe as a CHARISMATIC POLITCAL MOVEMENT, IT CAN UNITE THE WORLD

CREATION is perfect, we all need to place our PUBLIC TRUST in protecting the perfection of CREATION A UNITED THRUST to protect CREATION can CREATE COMMON GROUND to a PUBLIC TRUST
When I undertook this burden to present this thought, I did so for honourable intent. 

 Lest we forget those who fought and died for a form of democracy, which has been abandoned, by the son’s of the same bastards that sent them to defend it.
I’m presently under a publication ban, imposed by either numerous people acting independently, or by a conspiracy, and frankly I don’t care.  At one time, I was well served by not being public.  But, who ever is obstructing the dissemination of this story is perpetuating a solution to the mess were in from being presented.  It’s not the solution: you’ll find it in your heart.  If you can’t see that we’re in the last days of this civilization, THAT we need to make a choice, then you’re insane.  

History has shown repeatedly that as a society, we can CREATE greatness with a singularity to a common cause
I’m convinced that Biblical prophecy of Armageddon is but one option, 

THAT we are not at the end of civilization, that we face a great divide: of a thousand years of our Golden Age or Helter Skelter, that we are being called to reach out, on the grounds THAT nothing is given to us but our first breath. I’m presenting a choice for peace.  We must embrace it to earn it.

In the event that you accept that FAITH can move mountains, then help in making it happen.
This peace movement needs everyone’s participation to make it happen, if you’re the press print it, if everyone on the net sent it to everybody, this message of Hope will become contagious.    E-mail me at remarcable@remarcable.ca and I’ll send you a few word .doc pages, to e-mail your friends and family.   If you’re not on the net get a hold of me @ 604-721-7461 and I’ll give you pamphlets to give to your friends. It’s a message in a bottle that can cause only a ripple that needs to be told, and discussed and all by itself; it will create a tsunami of Passion that gives peace a chance.

Take this message in your heart and simply talk about it, and this message will take a life of its own.

The hunger in humanity for better life will make it happen

I’d love to change the world, if we only knew what to do, so I leave it up to you

Message in a bottle from Marc Boyer - send it on an S.O.S.
  In the event that you accept that FAITH can move mountains, then participate in making it happen, by getting this message of hope out.  It can save the world, by simply holding it close to your heart

To confirm my claim of political persecution, for civil obedience to the law, go to my website www.remarcable.ca or go read my criminal proceedings in BC Provincial Court that are in total ESTOPPEL in file  # 150272, # 157479, # 157481 and if you’re still not convinced then go to BC Supreme Court files # L050989 and # L051144, and I assure THAT somewhere within the first thousand pages, that my status as a politician, who promotes creative normalitive order and behavior, will be confirmed, but in no case can anyone find criminal liability, as I simply do not break laws.  

Authority is totally over-reacting to the fact that I actually had the nerve to entrap them with their own free will, they just can’t stop persecuting me for the audacity of expressing that we can actually benefit from existing laws that are on the books, under creative application of the rule of law, with a well-orchestrated plan to affect genuine socioeconomic change that they don’t want.  They are threatened by my politics of actually enjoying benefit from promoting and supporting my officially recognized party and EDA’s (electoral district association) platform

The only defense the Crown has is that I am crazy, so they have forced me to go through two 4-hour forensic psychiatric tests in 1-year, to try to show me to be a ward of the courts, and these fine experts can come to the conclusion THAT I am in DEED sane, capable of defending myself, can communicate with council, (and oh-no) I’m eccentric, with an unorthodox, intriguing plan and defense.

This document presents the truth without ill will frivolity or vexation, under a necessity defense,

14. Whereas, I am genuinely being criminally persecuted for my political beliefs /activism, and 

15. Have sound reason to anticipate more personal assaults with deadly force by City police, 

16. On the grounds THAT I’m still a victim of what can be objectively called: on-going POLICE STATE sponsored terrorist activity from several authorities, and supported by the judiciary, who obstruct and oppress my lawful official political party platform, with an undefined colour of right, under a bogus colour of authority, under a protection of secrecy, to cover their acts.

17. Whereas, I must persist in delivering this message of hope, on the grounds of belief THAT

18. My need to effect genuine socioeconomic change is greater than the perceived risks.

I challenge any AUTHORITY to defend THAT the publication of my TRUST CHALLENGE, 

a. My CHARTER CHALLENGE can be interpreted as contrary to the PUBLIC TRUST.

The present PUBLIC TRUST’s definition only understands upholding an undefined status quo

We can CREATE greatness, by following a singularity to a common cause that makes sense 

My objective is to create the foundation for prophecy of our golden age through a TRUST CHALLENGE.  It’s being presented as a charismatic political movement, on the grounds of belief that if this concept is presented as a religion, it would start a holy war. It’s so revolutionary as to be considered a THREAT to National Security, by authority. I really don't understand why such a simple idea, has been so illusive.
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