APPENDIX – 1: The consequences of converting the trust to uphold the Supremacy of our rule of law

1. I am pressing the Truth that since 1993, when the BAR abandoned the principle of upholding the Sovereign’s interests, from their Oath of allegiance, by converting the trust of the commonwealth, by swearing to uphold a new the rule of law, under The BARRISTER’S AND SOLICITOR’S OATH

a. That society suffers from the consequences of being governed by a flawed archetypal form, 

b. Which occurred by converting the trust of upholding the rule of law of Canada, in order to fraudulently uphold a new interpretation of respondeat superior as our Supreme rule of law, thus

c. Creating form that manifested into the abandonment of our principles of fundamental Justice, 

d. By ignoring that: No one can serve two Masters, the BAR FAILED AS AN ENTITY TO COMPLY by following a flawed archetypal form, thus creating form where Judges must commit criminal breach of trust, s-336 CCC, by holding the Oath to the BAR Supreme over the Oath of Office, 

i. Which resulted in abandoned the founding principle of Canada: which upholds that

Canada is a Nation founded on recognizing the principle of the Supremacy of God and the rule of law,    

2. In so doing, the collective Entity of the BAR totally violated the commonwealth’s guarantee to never again encroach on the rights of the people, by casting this freedom as Territorial, in section 8 CCC

a. These values were caste into form in the 17th century, for the purpose of maintaining order under ‘the principle of consent of the governed’, which was expanded during the mid -19th century, and caste into our Constitution, in order to guarantee that we would never again return to where anyone could be converted into being tangible property, in order to preclude ever seeing the return of slavery, by casting fundamental individuals’ (straw man) rights into form, to create order, under the principles of fundamental Justice in a Free and Democratic society

b. To quote our Charter: The Meaning and Scope of the Principles of Fundamental Justice “These principles arising from the common law consist of a body of rules, which are termed rules of natural justice. – They signify an attachment to fundamental values of the legal system known as the common law”

3. Canada, like most Nations, has always operated like a business that administrates government employees and services, under the rule of law of commerce, which is called: respondeat superior, 

a. Which is defined in our Dictionary of Canadian Law (DCL) as: A highly textured expression, importing many things… but conveying, for example, a sense of orderliness, of subjection to known legal rules and of executive accountability to legal authority

i. Note that this rule of law definition is upheld under OC (Orders in Council since 1980)

ii. This rule of law has no effect over the people, unless you accept a convoluted argument that our SIN # converts all its citizens into wards and/or employees of the government.

b. Canada has always been next to the USA, which is a Nation that was founded to defend and uphold another definition of the rule of law, (which is defined in Black’s Legal Dictionary)

1) A substantive legal principle <under the rule of law known as respondeat superior, 

    the employer is answerable for all wrongs of an employee in the course of the employment> 

2) The supremacy of regular as opposed to arbitrary power  <citizens must respect the rule of law>

i. The rule of law of commerce, is the opposite of all being equal before and under the law

ii. The Bill of Rights and case law preserves a balance between equity and liberty

3) The common law of England was the law in Canada until 1954, and preserved in Sec 8 CCC

c. In Democracy, the rule of law of commerce cannot rule the people, under the rubric that this 

      archetypal form converts the trust of authority from serving the people, to being rulers.

i. This age-old conflict, is as old as the concept of Democracy itself, and the solution was caste into a rubric called: colore officii – ‘the colour of Office‘, which basically upholds 

1. That governors simply don’t have the luxury of making black and white decisions, 

2. Therefore the colour of the decision must be based on the mindset (mens rea) of promoting the greater good under this maxim: “by the people for the people”
4. The entire concept for founding Canada as a Nation is to uphold that Her Sovereign’s loyal Subjects would be guaranteed to always be ruled under our Commonwealth rule of law as Supreme
RULE OF LAW
- 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.  

(3rd) Law and order are indispensable elements of civilized life.

5. Canada’s Constitutional rule of law and the principles of fundamental Justice were caste together into form, before Canada became a Nation, in order to preserve fundamental commonwealth values, 

a. Our rule of law and individual rights were caste as Territorial rights under section 8 CCC, in order to preclude authority from even ‘encroaching’ on these fundamental rights and freedoms

b. s-8 (2) protects English law and tradition of having to defend individual fundamental rights, and

“The key aspect to this section is s. 8 (3), which retains all common law defences, excuses and justifications. - Recently, s- 7 of the Charter has been used to interpret the scope of these defences”

c.   By casting these rights as a Territory means that the people’s freedom is proprietary, therefore
No AUTHORITY can encroach on Section - 8 freedoms without press ‘express consent of the governed’ 
6. I hold as irrefutable that:  The entire ENTITY of the BAR has perverted the rubric of the BAR, 
a. By violating the very foundation of Locke’s theory that: the laws themselves must not violate the "natural rights" of individuals that exist by the "law of Na​ture."    This law of nature is understood to transcend human society and to exist independently of the positive law of any given state.
b. This violation will not stop until the BAR returns to uphold the Oath of allegiance and when Police Chiefs across Canada own up to serve the people by swearing an Oath of allegiance, 

i. In order to uphold that: Law and order are indispensable elements of civilized life

Appendix – 2: PROOF – Presenting the smoking gun to the downfall of Democracy 

7. Proof of the BAR violating CRIMINAL BREACH OF TRUST is as easy as reading the Commissioner’s 2003 Annual Report on The BC Police Act Reform White Paper & Draft Police Complaints Act, 
a. The first fundamental Principle of Part-9 - is ‘Civilian Oversight’: with an opening statement of:

b. “There is an inextricable link between Democracy, the rule of law and police accountability.”

“Police must be authorized to do things that would be illegal for ordinary citizens,” and

“Police must not be unduly fettered in the exercise of those powers.”

c. Under this mandate police no longer serve the people, they serve the rule of law of commerce

d. This mandate totally abolishes sec 8 CCC and converts the BAR into rulers of a police state

8. This transparent report outlines why this ‘white paper and draft’ is being enforced by the Commissioner

a. Quote: “The legislature wisely contemplated the excellent work of Judge Oppal on the new Part-9 could not be ‘frozen in time’, so under s-50 the power to ‘engage in research’ was conferred onto this Commissioner, by a special committee of the Legislature, for a 3-year trial period “
b. The Special Committee’s recommendations were tabled (within the 3- year mandate) and these recommendations are based on the 2-1/2 years of experience in applying Part-9.  

c. In other words this unlegislated section of the Police Act is operating as if it is legislated law, base on the forecast that the Legislation necessary to support this Act would be enacted.

d. The 3-year mandate expired in 2002, and the necessary legislation has never been passed. 

e. The reason the order died on the table is the Commissioner of Police Complaints was denied his removal from his oath, is because of a ruling by Judge Oppal, who reiterated before the ‘Special Committee’ May 10, 2002:  His position is that:“

i. “The ‘Officer of Legislature status’ was necessary given the nature of his Office.”

ii. BC law states THAT: An officer of the legislature cannot be removed, from liability of his Oath, except by a public process, through a public vote within the Legislative Assembly

9. The Commissioner clearly outlines how this liability affects his Office, but he clearly report that: quote
a. “Even the best administration cannot transcend the problems of inadequate Legislation -What is at fault is the legislation itself.  It’s unclear, ambiguous and does not provide adequate remedies to the Office of the Police Complaint Commission to ensure effective ‘civilian oversight’.”

b. What is at fault is not the legislation, it’s that: the Commissioner does not see how he can stop enforcing this new Part –9, due to the liability created by having been allowed to enforce it, 

c. So the experiment is allowed to continue, in order to improve on the model, by Orders in Council 

i. This is issuing an O.C. to cover-up an O.C. in order to continue violating Sec –8 CCC

d. What is at fault here is a clear note of defiance by the Commission, after posting this report, 

e. It becomes self-evident that the Commissioner is undertaking an act of civil disobedience  

Civil Disobedience: (as it defined in Black’s 5th)  
A deliberate but nonviolent act of lawbreaking to call attention to a particular law or set of laws of questionable legitimacy or morality.

“Social protest and even civil disobedience serve the law’s need for growth.  Ideally, reform would come according to reason and justice without self-help and disturbing, almost violent, forms of protest…. Still, candor compels one here and again to acknowledge the gap between the ideal and the reality.  

Short of the millennium, sharp changes in the law depend partly upon the stimulus of protest.”

  
Archibald Cox, Civil Rights, the Constitution, and the Courts, 40 N.Y. State B.J. 161, 169 (1968).

10. Upon careful examination of Archie’s legal papers, I hold as irrefutable that the implementation of this police state is a ‘Natural digression’ from the BAR blindly following a flawed archetypal form

a. The actions of someone like our Commissioner were predicted thirty years in advance 

11. I hold as irrefutable that “sharp changes in the law occurred”, by changing the definition of a few key words, which created the total collapse of Democracy itself, and it is this plan that is manifesting itself 

a. That there is more than a coincidence that Black’s 7th, the Dictionary of Canadian Law, and the passing of NAFTA all were enacted in 1991 -You cannot underestimate the power of words -Orson Welles
b. The laws themselves must not violate the "natural rights" of individuals that exist by the "law of Na​ture.” - John Locke 
To present the American changes read Black’s 5th Legal Law Dictionary’s definition,

Colore Officii:  By color of office.  Officer’s acts unauthorized by officer’s position, though done by form that purports that acts are done by reason of official duty and by virtue of office. See colour of office

Colour of Office: Pretense of right to do acts made by someone who has no such right.  An act of color of office is an act of an office that claims authority to do the act by reason of his office when the office does not confer on him such authority
After over 3,000 years, the foundation of Democracy changed in the USA, in Black’ 7th 

Colore Officii:  Latin ‘by color of office. See color of office

Color of Office: The authority or power that is inherent in an office especially a public office.  Acts a taken under a color of an office are vested with, or appear to be vested with, the authority entrusted to that office

To present the Canadian situation, I introduce this definition in Stroud’s Judicial Dictionary 5th, 1986.
 Colour: 1) Colour of Office is always taken in the worst part, and signifies an act of evil done by the countenance of an Officer, and it bears a dissembling face of the right of the Office, whereas the Office is but a veil to the falsehood, and the thing is ground in Vice, and the Office is a shadow to it.

- It must be noted that the new definition came in the 1st Dictionary of Canadian law and Parliament declared that this was a proud moment for Canada, and if any word is recognized in this book then it’s the only allowed definition.

Colour of Office:  Pretense of authority to carry out an act for which the actor has no such authority

Colore Officii: Latin for colour of office. See DURESS

Duress: Threats to another’s property, threats of - economic duress, which includes a contract. See ECONOMY      
Economy: The acquisition, at the lowest cost and at the appropriate time, of financial, human and physical resources in appropriate quantity and quality.  

(Ps: I don’t stand-under what this means. It’s insane)

Perverting one 3000 year-old word rocks the King domino that will manifest into a new Millennium 
Democracy stands on a platform of Hope.  Past generations have made a mess of things, ours no less then our fathers. The hope of mankind is always that a new generation may begin to make a new world quicker.  Archibald Cox

Appendix – 3  REGINA v BRIAN MULRONEY (Prime Minister of our last Westminster archetypal form)

This can be seen as an act of treachery... as caste into the Constitution law of all Commonwealth Nations.

It’s a crime against humanity that transcends all borders because it affects the order of all “things” 

THINGS (as defined in I Chin): Creative application of lending an idea to an archetypal form

The Crimes Act outlines what constitutes: TREACHERY - (Ps: it’s perverting the order of ‘things’)

(1) A person shall not: (a) do any act or thing with intent: 
 
(i) to overthrow the Constitution of the Commonwealth by revolution or sabotage; ….

(3) A person who contravenes a provision of this section shall be guilty of an indictable offence, 

called treachery.         Penalty: Imprisonment for life.”.
Any tampering with or encroachment of this law is, in and of itself, an act of treachery, 
FRAUD - “Our Charter guarantees the life liberty and security of personal security of all”- (1976-1985)


Upon gaining power, Brian Mulroney conspired to violate Canada’s rule of law, by manipulating a flawed archetypal form, namely our Charter of Rights and Freedoms, and in so doing created form where everyone in Canada was converted into being chattel property to uphold paper money, which resulted in the abandonment of the ‘principles of fundamental justice’ and the usurping of s-8 Territorial rights of the people, thus constituting a grievous violating of Canadian law: section-336 CCC - CRIMINAL BREACH OF TRUST

For example: 
Extracts from the Second Edition of our Charter and Rights and Freedoms (published in 1989) 
-
The Meaning and Scope of the Principles of Fundamental Justice - page-371

-(quote) 
“Section -7 is designed to impose a certain procedural structure upon decisions that may constitute an infringement of (all) the three rights enshrined therein.-  To discover the scope of this protection one can consult with the ‘standards of works’ on administrative law, -which flow from the new natural justice that is applicable  to purely administration functions.“ - (Ps: with new 1985 definitions inserted)
-(quote)
“Without a doubt, the advent of the Charter has reinforced judicial control of procedural ‘unfairness’ in the broadest sense of the term” (Ps: thus creating a New Westminster archetypal form)
(Ps: Changing which rule of law is Supreme is by far the highest crime of treachery imaginable)


-ii- 
<The case law prior to the 1985 Supreme Court decision> page-375
“Fundamental justice”, like “natural justice”, or “fair play” is an expression intended to guarantee the basic rights of citizens in a ‘free and democratic society’ to a fair procedure.
Free and Democratic Society: (DCL) 
The values and principles essential to a free and democratic society… embody, to name but a few, respect for the inherent dignity of the human person, commitment to social justice and equality, accommodation to a wide variety of beliefs, respect for cultural and group identity, and faith in social and political institutions which enhance the participation of individual and groups…. (derived from R v Oakes – 1986 ruling)  

This definition accurately outlines what was robbed by r- v - Oakes, not what was gained:  For proof of this one can consult with these new 1985 definitions for words in the standards of works on administrative law

FREE: (DCL)- When applied to goods described in Schedule II, means that the goods may be imported 

and taken out of the ‘warehouse’ for consumption in Canada, without duty.
-
Customs and Tariffs, RSC 1985, 
(Ps: You find ‘wares’ and ‘goods’ in warehouses)
WARES: (DCL)- Includes printed publications. Trademarks Act RSC 1985 (Ps: birth certificates are trademarks)
WAREHOUSES: (DCL)- Any place, whether house, shed, yard, dock, pond, or other places where goods may be lodged, kept and secured without payment of duty Customs Act RSC 1985 (Ps: sounds like the whole world)
WAREHOUSE RECEIPTS: (DCL) receipts given by any person for any hydrocarbons received by him as bailee, whether this obligation to restore required delivery of same hydrocarbons or may be satisfied by delivery of like quantity of hydrocarbons of similar grade or kind, - Bank Act RSC 1985 
Schedule II Warehouse Receipts are Receipts given by the owners of warehouses,-, etc., acknowledging the possession of chattel property (SOB) stored, or kept for the owners of such chattel property.  The ownership of the property may be changed on purchase, by the endorsement and delivery of the warehouse receipt.  These receipts are used largely as collateral security.  They are given to bankers, -, and others along with their notes, as security for further advances of money.... (Ps: We’ve been made into chattel to back the value of money)
BAILEE: (CDL) A person to whom goods are entrusted for a specific purpose with no intention of transferring the ownership (Ps:  As chattel property, all our children are property of ‘the Director’)
GOODS: (DCL) …The word ‘goods’ is given a general meaning to include all personal effects, and not merely to include strictly items of commerce.  (Ladakis v r -1985) Includes wares and personal property

My Belief is THAT:  The relationship between so many new definitions being inserted in1985 is due to the excuse of abolishing of the Lord’s Day Act, (r-v-Big M Drug Mart -1985), where the Courts ruled that we were a new multicultural secular society, therefore: England’s concept of God, the founding principle of Canada, and the common law of England were all ‘of no force or effect’ ‘in our new multicultural society’.   

Upon recognizing this status, the Banks pressed that since there is no God, they needed our notes as security for further advances of money, so they converted us into wares to serve our new God, called money, and it all makes sense, on the grounds that it was the inevitable Natural digression of a flawed archetypal form.

My conclusion is THAT: ‘Money is the root of all evil’, is more that an old saying, it’s a rubric, and the effect of officially converting God with Money has manifested itself in the next logical degradation of a flawed archetypal form, which occurred with the forfeiture of Sec-8 Freedoms, to create a police state, under ‘Civilian Oversight’ 

To quote Gwendolyne Landolt in a 1-page brief called ‘How the Court in Canada swept to power’ 
“This extraordinary power grab by the Canadian courts has occurred because there are no checks and balances on them, and the courts rightly reason that they can do whatever they please, no matter how spurious their reasoning, or how unhealthy their decisions are to democracy and society.  Only lawyers who actually read the judgments know what is going on – but they’re not going to tell since their livelihood depends upon respectful submission to the courts’ rulings.

We do not have a strong tradition of criticism of the judiciary in Canada, but in the interests of democracy, perhaps it is time we developed one.”

APPENDIX - 4 – Quote from r v Big M Drug Mart: “The Charter was not enacted in a vacuum, and must therefore… be placed in its proper linguistic philosophical and historical (sic) contexts”  
1. In fact, even the architects of our archetypal form and every great thinker since then have predicted the demise of this society’s archetypal form.  The intent of the form is/was to manifest destiny.

2. I hold as irrefutable that the flaw that broke this archetypal form is/was removing gold and precious metals as the trust for money, and the solution must be to abolish the usurping of life to back money.  

This event marked the abandonment of positive law, creating a presence of the Nature of despair. 

(Ps: John Locke coined it well:  “This law of nature is understood to transcend human society 

and to exist independently of the positive law of any given state”). 
·  Creating the manifestation of a very old Chinese curse “may you live in interesting times”
3. This despair was well outlined in what Archibald Cox defined as Civil Disobedience, (Black’s 5th 1975), 
1. “Social protest and even civil disobedience serve the law’s need for growth”.  

4. The rule of law is a ‘living tree’ that can only survive on the ‘creation and maintenance of positive law,‘

· The Charter cannot be this living tree, when this archetypal form is just an instrument of growth.  

· “Short of the millennium, sharp changes in the law depend partly upon the stimulus of protest”.   

· Removing the need to maintain positive law results in rapid growth or sharp changes in the law
· And it’s all rooted to abandoning the trust of never using humans as collateral for money.  

5. Civil disobedience was enacted to confront the Millennium, and the sabotage of our Charter of Rights and Freedoms is an instrument to achieve this end.  (quote: the Charter was not enacted in a vacuum)

6. I believe THAT: Archibald Cox outlined the Hope that under-wrote the civil disobedience of converting the precious standard in the opening paragraph of: Civil Rights, the Constitution, and the Courts 1968
(Ps: Written after Nixon committed treachery, by the prosecutor who impeached Nixon)
· One cost we pay for all civil disobedience is the heavy damage it does to the principle of government by consent of the governed – a principle which is the surest guarantee of individual liberty devised by man and also the source of the wildest opportunities men have ever enjoyed to remake society without repeated violence in contests for physical and economic power. 

7. The last page of this legal paper explains the reasoning and ends with a clear expression of Hope
· Possibly there are a few rare occasions on which the goal would be so important as to outweigh the price, which a challenge to the rule of law extracts from a community.  The argument is probably strongest where one refuses to do what he believes is a direct moral wrong to others 
· In a case where a man is willing to repair the damage to the process of constitutionalism, in order to guarantee liberty, and a chance of repeated change without force, by imposing his views upon society, then this man must be,- peculiarly self-confident or extremely shortsighted


1. Past generations have made a mess of things, ours no less then our fathers. 

· The hope of mankind is always that a new generation may begin to make a new world quicker.

8. In ORDER to maintain EQUITY in law, the solution of Hope was also caste in the Charter, in s 11 (d):  

i. Right to a fair hearing: Trial by independent tribunal-  (Martin’s Law)

· (First criteria) Generally speaking, where the alleged contemptuous language or actions are insulting and insolent it is preferable that the matter be taken before a judge other than the judge to whom the judge to whom the remarks were addressed. (r v Martin 1985)

i. Under this ruling there is literally no judge in Canada that can review my proceedings, 

· On the solid ground THAT: this insult charges the BAR, with FAILURE OF AN ENTITY TO COMPLY under the Police Act, and this ENTITY faces Criminal Breach of Trust- s-336 CCC

9. (Quote) To meet the requirement of independence a tribunal must meet 3 essential conditions, namely: 

Security of tenure, financial security, & institutional independence with respect to matters of administration

My contention is THAT: Under this tribunal process, and under a new perverted definition of colore officii, (threat of economic duress, which includes a contract –app#1), this tribunal was enacted in order, because the Nature of the matter of turning the people to slaves under default judgment is so insulting to any judge

1. The courts sided with this factor of financial security, by recognizing that the Banks must demand institutional independence with respect to matters of administration, under this new Section-7 (quote) “that infringes (all) the three rights enshrined therein…(life, liberty, and security of person).  
2. To discover the scope of this protection one can consult with the ‘standards of works’ on administrative law, which flow from the new natural justice that is applicable to purely administration functions.“ (p-375)
3. Under respondeat superior, Prime Minister Brian Mulroney is where the buck stops, in Canada, and
a. That TREACHERY is an international crime, and under this case law there is a similar file

i. Ps: the crime of treachery is collusion with the treasury, to change the rule of law

b. Napoleon, also committed the same crime of treachery, for creating Napoleonic law –Loi Civil

4. “Short of the millennium, sharp changes in the law depend partly upon the stimulus of protest”.
a. These elitists actually think they will win regardless of the cost of protest, just like Napoleon’s war did:  loosing at Waterloo was irrelevant, because Loi Civil is still the rule of law of Europe
i. MILLENIUM: (introduced in Black’s 5th, 1975) A time of great social and political upheaval

a. Ps: The son’s of the same elitist bastards are doing it again
5. “The hope of mankind is always that a new generation may begin to make a new world quicker “

a. The key to fix this whole mess lies in:  “The principle of government by consent of the governed – a principle which is the surest guarantee of individual liberty devised by man and also the source of the wildest opportunities men have ever enjoyed to remake society without repeated violence in contests for physical and economic power”  (Ps: I’ve done my best to do exactly this)
6. I come with a message of Hope: it compels me to strive for the ideal…  Ideally, reform would come according to reason and justice without self-help and disturbing, almost violent, forms of protest…. 
Still, candor compels one here and again to acknowledge the gap between the ideal and the reality. 

Appendix: 5 The Principle of Consent of the Governed - Government is powerless without it. 

1. This principle’s introduction in the common law of England was literally bathed in blood, and was caste with Parliament taking power over the Stuarts, ushering in the rise of our Westminster archetypal form.  This ‘form’ was the backbone of the commonwealth.  It regulated commerce under respondeat superior and administered the affairs of the people under the Magna Carta’s rule of law of perle gem terrae
The full text of s. 39 of Magna Carta reads as follows: "No freeman shall be taken or (and) imprisoned or disseised or outlawed or exiled orin any way destroyed, nor will we go upon him nor send upon him, except by the lawful judgement of his peers or (and) by the law of the land." 

a. This 700 year-old rule is the direct ancestor of our Constitutional rule of law and the Charter of Rights

2. The common rule of law reference to freeman is gone because in ORDER to maintain consent of the governed slavery was abolished, before Canada was ‘formed’ and this trust was caste in the principles of fundamental justice, but Canada has no case law on many issues, and authority has a long history of ignoring our ‘unwritten constitution’.   (Ps: prior to R v Duplessie (1946) even our rule of law was argued as unwritten)

a. Louis Riel and our Union movement would have had much better treatment if it wasn’t unwritten

b. But, my belief is that ‘no case law’ is irrelevant on slavery, because nobody wants to be a slave.   

c. It violates the principle of consent to be governed, and rocks the law of Nature at its Coeur 

3. Quote from: The Rule of Law in the Canadian Constitution: What happens when government by the "consent of the governed" no longer "secures these rights"?   Neither Locke nor Jefferson answered this question. The practical problem of reconciling "majority rule" with "mi​nority rights" was left to the founders of new liberal democracies such as the United States and Canada.     (Ps: to manifest destiny)
a. The ‘minority rights’ at stake here is the Bank’s ‘claim of right’ to rule under economic duress

- All the ‘colorful terms’ that are used to make a claim of right returned in Black’s 6th, 1985 & 7th 1991 

i. Both versions, in their prefixes, openly admit to large scale radical changes in words across all fields of law, because of greater understanding (standing-under) of feudal and roman law (Ps: how slavery works legally)

ii. Brian Mulroney used the art of Tyranny with Black’s 6th to do the Banks dirty work in ‘85 to create fundamentally perverted changes to the law with just word definitions changes
b. Parliament legislated the DCL as the only law dictionary of Canada, (in 1991- same year as NAFTA)
c. Ps: fulfilling Jefferson ‘s warning: these Bankers will not stop until they enslaved the world, and rule like King’s
1. Just like Napoleon, it didn’t matter that we voted the bastards out for doing this, 

ii. The Liberals were correct to make a National priority of paying off the National dept

1. The obscenity of this FRAUD is that it’s absolutely impossible to pay-off this dept

d. How does anyone challenge this mess that we’re in?   I’m following a plan and did it with stealth
4. The civilized way is to take it to civil court, but this pay as you go justice is perverted with arbitrarily rule. 

a. Ps: the Nature of despair is omnipresent, when tyranny rules, To quote John Locke s-199-202

AS usurpation is the exercise of power, which another hath a right to; so tyranny is the exercise of power beyond right, which no body can have a right to. -  It is a mistake, to think this fault is proper only to monarchies; other forms of government are liable to it, as well as that: for where-ever the power be – 

It becomes tyranny, whether those that thus use it are one or many.  Wherever law ends, tyranny begins
b. I believe THAT tyranny reigns, when the Police Act legislated, an experi’mental’ Part-9 

c. that states: Police must be authorized to do things that would be illegal for ordinary citizens
5. I believe: The law is an ass, and perverted lawmakers can do anything under Law and Equity, as long as a remedy is also provided, and in a calculated war of words, which is what law is; I must admit THAT: a lot of new words, to balance equity were also ‘created to maintain normative order’, like:

CIVILIZATION: (Black’s 7th, 1991) The transformation of a criminal matter to a civil one by law and by judgment
1. Now one might ask… How do you civilize a criminal court case?  (Ps: Normally you appeal a judgment)
i. S-11 of our Charter clearly states that I can seek remedy through any lawful means

b. By manipulating a criminal matter into ESTOPPEL is a lawful means (Ps: albeit unorthodox)
c. By definition when a case is in estoppel the defendant is entitled to full commercial damages, 

d. These damages must be paid, and it’s subject to punitive damages, and there is no appeal

e. It’s just a matter of administrative judgment (Ps: Sound like our ‘new’ sec-7 Charter rights) 

f. My criminal case is under administrative and judicial estoppel, this is an extremely powerful tool

6. Criminal ESTOPPEL is what Archibald Cox called the source of the wildest opportunities men have ever enjoyed to remake society without repeated violence in contests for physical and economic power.
a. I’m convinced THAT this is the key to a benevolent Millennium transformation: Ps: archetypal form
b. The hope of mankind is always that a new generation may begin to make a new world quicker.

c. This is exactly what is achievable with criminal ESTOPPEL: the ‘form’ is fixed, and we move on,

d. By every standard of administrative judicial and criminal justice my case law file will show THAT

e. I have placed the form in ESTOPPEL, the ‘actors’ administered the form to the letter, and in the greater order of the law of Nature, we face a divide of reaping what we sew and if we follow Locke’s ideology of a glorious bloody revolution that we’re all doomed to a Millennium of tyranny

f. The Charter must be fixed and under respondeat superior punish those who perverted the form

7. I believe THAT: it’s unconscionable to expose this abomination, without having a solution of Hope

Possibly there are a few rare occasions on which the goal would be so important as to outweigh the price, which a challenge to the rule of law extracts from a community.  The argument is probably strongest where one refuses to do what he believes is a direct moral wrong to others. Archibald Cox.
I ask: Can a tyrant defend that its courts can enslave the people of the most peace loving nations on earth?

8. I hold a dream THAT: the solution is so simple and pure, as to be transparent with truth.  It’s as simple as perfecting an almost perfect Charter of Rights and Freedoms and adhering to a literal interpretation of the common rule of law, while striving for the ideal that as a species we must redefine progress, in order to achieve the promise of manifesting destiny of achieving our Golden Age with logic and words, 
9. Ideally, reform would come according to reason and justice without self-help and disturbing, almost violent, forms of protest -, under the rule of law, which recognizes Creation as our PUBLIC TRUST

Appendix 6 – The peaceful solution to Tyranny can all be found in the common rule of law

On the grounds of belief THAT: the common rule of law is perfect and in Essence the law of Nature 

RULE OF LAW
- 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.  

(3rd) Law and order are indispensable elements of civilized life.

10. First: A fundamental principle of our Constitution, must mean at least two things. (then it lists 3-things)

a. Perfection means that if any one ‘thing’ is violated, then the other two things hold the solution

b. Ps: the law is Supreme over officials has clearly been violated, so the solution lies in 2 and 3

11. Second: “normative order” in Old English is what we would call today ‘common sense’, in other words 

a. The solution lies with consent of the governed, by upholding common sense Canadian values

b. I believe normative order also embodies what I call Magna Carta ideology (way of thinking) as opposed to normal order, which is the present way of thinking of our commonwealth ideology

c. I believe that the evolution from normative to normal order was the cause of a lot of conflict, as I also believe that the return to normative order will be a healthy liberating experience to society 

d. Before normal order ruled: Personal strength created a greater sense of personal accountability, which was quashed when Tyranny ruled England.  This upheaval constricted personal freedom spawning widespread social upheaval and caste a century of civil war and vanquishment, 

e. Today, we are educated and the time has come to return to civilized life and self-determination

12. Third: I believe that the reason the second and third things are connected is because it’s the Hope of the generation who caste it, ‘to find a solution in the new liberal democracies of the USA and Canada‘

a. The solution to law and order is the indispensable element to returning to ‘civilized life’, by 

b. The ‘civilized life’ of Magna Carta is a ‘form’ where all freemen are treated civilly as equals

i. In this purer archetypal form all due process starts as civil action at the Supreme Court
ii. Where you don’t face the Bishop or the Queen, we face the Charter of Rights in equity
iii. Ps: contrary to being treated as the object of being subjected to an adversarial process
iv. Where everyone obliges to conformity to administrative rule or treated like a criminal 
v. And frankly, with what the lawyers have just done we the people need to take more personal accountability
13. I believe that: The most powerful interpretation of the 2nd ‘thing’ lies in converting “creation” to a noun
a. This transforms the content to a wholesome new vision of Creation into Hope, which works like hand in glove with the law of Nature, which is founded on the love and passion of mankind,
14. The law of Nature is a universal concept, as is the universal concept of God ‘s trust or gift is Creation
a. Everyone’s concepts of God embodies and embraces the rubric of ‘the perfection of Creation’
i. Holding one’s God as superior to another’s God has been disastrous to our civilization 
ii. Upholding the perfection of Creation is so appealing to people of all Faiths even atheists
b. Perfecting Creation as the TRUST can harness the passion of mankind to strive for a common positive ideal creating economic wealth by restoring Paradise on Earth, thus manifesting destiny 
i. This idea redefines progress to returning the natural bounty to our planet by harnessing our industry to create wealth by funding integrated green-planet reclamation projects
c. This rubric is more than a religion, it’s a unifying creed of mankind that lends creative ideas to create a vibrant society that attracts social and political participation in a greener body politic
d. This rubric of perfecting Creation is so Universal and Pure as to be the key to Peace on Earth,
15. I believe THAT: our Charter becomes perfect, when it reflects Hope, as opposed to a statement of fact 
16. The Charter becomes the ‘living tree’ when rooted in good earth, which occurs when we embrace that the first line of this Charter, which is our founding principle, holds the key to this expression of Hope, 
“Canada is founded on recognizing the principle of the Supremacy of Creation and the rule of law”

17. The Charter is endearing to all because it’s the Essence of our identity our aspirations and Hope, and
a. We don’t need the enlightened despot of Trudeau’s vision, because this can turn to tyranny
b. I believe our body politic will prosper by embracing an enlightened common cause to unite us
i. As Michael Ignatieff said “you can kill a man, but you cannot kill and idea” 
18. I believe THAT: Locke’s law of nature was framed when Europe was under widespread tyranny, which spawned the genocide of nations throughout the new world, through conquest to enshrine normal order or Dutch /Commonwealth mercantile trade standards on the world.   (Ps it succeeded, all too well- Now what?)
a. At its core, this form is parasitic and cannot survive without exploiting something, and now that it has no frontiers, this ‘form’ must feed on itself, (Ps: or, what Cox called growth; not positive law)
b. The art of Tyranny, oppresses 5% of the people to create high-paying jobs for these authorities, Ps: This ‘form’ can’t stop ‘growing’ until a new frontier is created, and we must make that choice before this insidious beast keeps cranking the ‘vice’ tighter, when literally all Hell breaks out

c. Every great philosopher has lamented the demise of our archetypal form, as inevitable because it cannot exploit indefinitely, and our common sense will confirm that this form is the end of us

i. Ps: the form cannot find this solution, the solution can only be found in our Hearts

ii. Our Hearts must embrace a new frontier, and my faith says the form will serve as always

iii. Creation is the thrust that can unite a divided world and this answer was always there

19. In a case where a man is willing to repair the damage to the process of constitutionalism, in order to guarantee liberty, and a chance of repeated change without force, by imposing his views upon society, then this man must be either peculiarly self-confident or extremely shortsighted… Archibald Cox
a. I believe: I’m peculiarly self-confident, and my Hope is that my condition gets very contagious 

b. “Speaking the truth in a time of universal deceit is a revolutionary act” is an unforgiving burden

Perfecting Creation constitutes an evolutionary act:  Once embraced this Truth will set us free.
Appendix # 7 - Denial of Consent to be Governed is the only civil solution to Tyranny
This reference from the Cessation of Quebec has impacted our rule of law, as it is now the preface to this rule 

“At its most basic level the rule of law vouchsafes to the citizens, a stable, predicable and orderly society 

in order to conduct our affairs.  It provides a shield to individuals from arbitrary state of action” –1998

20. I’m a persecuted politician under a publication ban for being forthright in upholding my beliefs, that the commonwealth rule of law is Supreme, while being prosecuted by Authority who insist that it is not, 

I entered into this endeavor with full knowledge that Authority has abandoned our rule of law, and for the love of my Country I sacrificed myself for the greater good, with the object of this mission being the return of normative order, which I believe is the trust of the commonwealth and manifest destiny
21. I have been enticing authority to arrest me and enter into a trap and this resulted in 3 case files

a. The first file is #150272 (Jan 2004) the 2nd file is # 157479 and the 3rd file is # 157481(Sept 2004)
b. I’ve been handed the ‘Crown’s Conviction’ and ‘Reason for Sentence’ on the 2nd file # 157479 and this case is an open file in Court of Appeals pending resolution of these other 2-files, 

i. Which are now co-joined at one pre-trial hearing, which cannot be avoided

22. I’m in court on 4:20, The Justice system must toss-out both of these remaining case files because

a. In case file # 150272:  There is no mens rea documentation, no Grounds of Belief, no Warrant, and this case has already been pressed at my 1st pre-trial to contain a broken chain of evidence

Ps: On the trial-date, the Crown did not show up, so I filed a ‘Notice with Prejudice’ into this court record, and moments later my Compassion Club was raided on the other 2 case files

i. Court records will show that a bench warrant was issued for my no-show up at this trial

ii. On this point alone: all 3 files are nothing but a liability of criminal breach of trust charges
b. In case file # 157481:  There is no mens rea, and the only grounds to proceed is the conviction that did not go as planned on case file # 157479, therefore there’s a broken chain of evidence 

c. Because of these crimes, and knowing that I was not going to be governed under the rule of law I entered my denial of consent to be governed document, for just cause, at my arraignment

d. Any 1 of these factors gets the cases tossed, it’s just a matter of administrative justice, and for the prosecution to have no Essential elements across 2 co-joined case files is unfathomable, 

e. All of this liability was compounded on top of each other because I refused to pay a lawyer to cut a deal with the Tyrants who hold me as a slave of the courts, for upholding our rule of law

f. These 2 case files must be ‘handed over’, and the liability in each of these files will easily net the maximum award in Provincial court which is $100,000. for each count = $200,000. 

i. And I strongly believe the Crown will not contest this award, so it’s a default judgment

1. Otherwise the deconstruction of the file will surface far greater liability

g. Ps: Payment of any damages award is the key to ‘holding a recognized political Claim of Right‘ This would be the first Canadian Claim of Right, which would allow similar compassion clubs to open up across Canada, like Legion Clubs - except without municipal or police interference
i. Under ‘freedom of contract’ with any Marijuana Party Electoral District Association (EDA)

ii. With full liability protection under section 39 (1) CCC DEFENCE WITH CLAIM OF RIGHT

1. Upholding that any club-member can defend themselves while trespassing on the Crown’s Domain while in peaceful possession of articles of belief 

2. Recognizing s-39 (2) That those who are not club-members have no such right

iii. To guarantee our Freedom of Expression to attract social and political participation, and in order to protect our private club’s rights that the majority might consider wrong or false

h. Ps: I also believe THAT: under our Tyranny, all of this would be erased by an Order in Council if it wasn’t without this liability of the criminal estoppel /wrongful conviction case, and my inaliable right to be governed under the common rule of law as Supreme.

FREEDOM: Freedom means, no one is to act in a way contrary to his beliefs and conscience (r v Big M Drug Mart)

23. In the event THAT the Crown does not pay a damages award, I deny consent to be governed, and this has nothing to do with cannabis access; my fundamental freedom and inaliable right to be protected by our rule of law, is greater than any allegiance to any authority who desires to rule through tyranny

a. Cast me off as a political refugee, because under a publication ban, which will inevitably continue without a payment, I’m a sitting duck for more Tyranny, and silenced like a lamb

b. By every standard of decency cast me off as a political refugee – I don’t want to be your slave,

c. To be denied the right to be ruled under our rule of law embodies the Nature of Tyranny

DENIAL OF CONSENT TO BE GOVERNED is every individual’s right, and to deny this right is tyranny 

24. The real liability is having a criminal conviction in file # 157479: this constitutes criminal ESTOPPEL 

a. On the solid ground THAT: The total abuse of process by both the Crown and the Judiciary to achieve this conviction is so outrageous as to constitute judicial and administrative ESTOPPEL, 

b. Ps: 2-against-1-innocent victim, who was denied the right be ruled under our rule of law, constitutes a crime that shocks the public consciousness and rocks the public trust at its Coeur

25. The outrageous Nature of the matter of this ESTOPPEL is exactly why sec-11 (d) of our Charter was created, which is to deal with matters that are insulting to the courts with a 3 man public tribunal

a. This is where the matter of Prime Minister Brian Mulroney’s treachery can be addressed, also

b. This is where we can address the Perfection of Creation as our common trust, by upholding that

“Canada is founded on recognizing the principle of the Supremacy of Creation and the rule of law”

26. In the event THAT this demand for a tribunal is denied then may God have mercy on your ‘soles’, on the belief that humanity will again miss another opportunity to fulfill God’s promise of Peace on Earth, and the divide of casting a new Millennium will be the will of your own doing, under the force of Nature 

27. The true danger lies in this analogy THAT: I am painting a lion into a corner, and I am but a mouse, 

I desire to remove a thorn from the lion’s paw.  I place my faith in God that the lion will accept my favor
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Affidavit

1. I, Marc Boyer hereby do solemnly swear that to the best of my knowledge everything in the attached appendixes (1 through 7) to be the Truth, the whole Truth and nothing but the Truth

2. As I also hold True THAT: everyone who receives this document and holds no motivation to act on this information to correct this wrongdoing to be a pervert of the law

On the Grounds of Belief THAT: 

a. We all live under Tyranny, for the benefit of those who are doing nothing about it

b. A pervert consists of anyone who says that upholding the rule of law is not his or her job

3. In the event that YOU (the person) who are hereby served as having received this document, 

a. Who hold a TRUST for the benefit of society, now hold a liability to uphold the TRUST 

b. YOU are hereby on notice that criminal liability to uphold your trust is now on your watch.

i. The Nuremberg defence cannot protect anyone who violate the rule of law

1. For the direct or indirect purposes of upholding Tyranny

Marc Boyer




Witness

_________________________


_____________________________

This affidavit was hand delivered and signed off, and time/date stamped (where available) 

By: 
Libby Davies Office

Jenny Kwan’s Office

The Federal Crown, 222 Main St

The Provincial Crown, 222 Main St

The Office of Chief Justice Jamie Jamieson

The Legal Department of The City of VANCOUVER

E- Division of the RCMP (Vancouver Office), and

The British Consulate Vancouver 

I firmly believe that every one who is handed this transmission, and treats it as name-calling 

to be liable to criminal prosecution under CRIMINAL INSANITY (DCL-1985), and /or

Section – 336 CCC if they are also holding an Oath to the BAR

PERVERT: A pervert consists of anyone who says that upholding the rule of law is not his or her job

PERVERTER: Prime Minister Brian Mulroney for officially recognizing the abandonment of the rule of law

PERVERTIST: A pervertist consists of any and all members of the PRESS; On the Grounds of Belief THAT:

1. When the TRUST of the people was given to the PRESS back when our Westminster archetypal form was caste, it was totally inconceivable to everyone back then that the press would never violate the trust to uphold the common man’s thirst for all the news

2. In other words: Nobody ever imagined that anyone in the press could ever be a coward to his employer.

a. Nobody could imagine that the PRESS could be silenced from expressing the truth in order to protect the needs of the rich, and be used as an instrument of suppressing the truth

We are opening starting a website called www.dirtycottonrocksuckers.com
To list your definition of PERVERTIST


Then we will list any candidate anyone wants to place in this category

Under the limitation of Freedom of Expression

