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Vancouver, B.C.

July 17, 2007
THE COURT:  Mr. Boyer.

THE ACCUSED:  Right.

THE COURT:  What's up?  Last time I saw you you were out of custody.  

THE ACCUSED:  I'm in custody now, and I actually -- I want to compliment you, taking the fall, you know, dropping the case.  I think that's an honourable move on your part, you know.  You're taking the rap for the police and the file charges -- 

THE COURT:  You're not being facetious, are you?

THE ACCUSED:  I'm in court on the 13th, Your Honour, on Supreme Court.  I filed a 337 against you.

THE COURT:  Okay. 

THE ACCUSED:  Okay?  Hey, I don't think that really, you know, I'm not doing this to harm you, I'm doing this to fix the system.  I don't wish anything harm on this system, okay?  I really don't.

THE COURT:  Okay.  So what -- is this a new charge?

THE ACCUSED:  Yes, it is a new charge.

THE COURT:  July 13th, a charge that you -- 

THE ACCUSED:  Three hours after I filed those papers.

THE COURT:  -- possessed marihuana in an amount not exceeding three kilograms.  So -- 

MR. SHEARDOWN:  It's a new charge, Your Honour.

THE ACCUSED:  Brand new charges, yeah.  

MR. SHEARDOWN:  Mr. Boyer was before Judge Smith [phonetic] yesterday and -- sorry, Smyth, and after a short period of time Judge Smyth ordered that an overnight fitness assessment be done, and unfortunately the paperwork didn't make its way to the proper place, and I understand that the overnight fitness assessment was not done.  I've reviewed our earlier files and there's two previous fitness assessments that were found on those files.  Both of them found Mr. Boyer to be fit.  I'm not sure what Your Honour would like -- I'll pass them up.

THE COURT:  Well, I know Mr. Boyer a little bit now because we've had this application he's had before me so -- 

THE ACCUSED:  Now, Your Honour -- 

THE COURT:  Well, let's just deal with this fitness situation.  I think -- I don't think that we should pursue that any further.  It seems to me Mr. Boyer is fit.  And so assuming that Mr. Boyer is fit, what's the Crown situation on his release?

MR. SHEARDOWN:  Well, the Crown is seeking his detention on the secondary ground, Your Honour.

THE ACCUSED:  Your Honour -- 

THE COURT:  So you've been arrested on this charge, Mr. Boyer.

THE ACCUSED:  Yes, Your Honour, I was arrested on the charge.

THE COURT:  They want to -- well, just listen to me for a second.

THE ACCUSED:  Okay, fine.

THE COURT:  They want to have a bail hearing, so -- 

THE ACCUSED:  But is this not a show cause?

THE COURT:  Yes.

THE ACCUSED:  Okay.  Show cause, Your Honour, show cause that you can ignore and omit the s. 8 of the Criminal Code of Canada, show cause that that does not have any effect on s. 39 and a political party's right to protect our beliefs that are upheld in the Bible.  The Bible clearly says in Genesis 1:29 that God put all wind pollinated seed bearing plants on the face of the earth for the benefit of mankind.  Now, that is, the Liberal Party can protect liberal beliefs and the Conservative Party can protect conservative beliefs, and those are things that protect freedom, okay?  

THE COURT:  Well, let the Christians -- 

THE ACCUSED:  Now, the Marihuana Party could protect the freedom of exercising this God given gift.  It's not a right, it's a gift from God, Your Honour.  Now, as I said -- 

THE COURT:  Well, maybe Parliament doesn't believe in God.

THE ACCUSED:  That's right.  I totally -- yes, but the courts do.

THE COURT:  Well, I don't believe in God.

THE ACCUSED:  Your Honour, it's totally irrelevance [sic].  The courts do.

THE COURT:  No, I'm not sure they do.  

THE ACCUSED:  Then it's blasphemy of the courts.

THE COURT:  As a judge, I don't believe in God.

THE ACCUSED:  Wow.

THE COURT:  You know, maybe as a person I do but as a judge, we are a completely secular court.

THE ACCUSED:  Okay.  Your Honour, the Bible, everyone swears on it.  Your Honour -- 

THE COURT:  Well, no, I mean, people who are Christians and Jews swear on the Bible and others affirm or they, some people swear on other books.

THE ACCUSED:  Okay.  

THE COURT:  The Bible, you know, is -- 

THE ACCUSED:  Your Honour -- 

THE COURT:  -- certainly interesting reading and -- 

THE ACCUSED:  It's interesting reading -- 

THE COURT:  -- it makes a lot of commonsense but it's not our Criminal Code.

THE ACCUSED:  No, no, Your Honour, it's the Criminal Code of Canada.  Now, all these forms that -- since 1998 the forms read the CC, the Criminal Code.  Now, the very fact that it's called the Criminal Code of Canada would mean that there's this restriction, you know, what's not directly prohibited cannot be implied.  Now, if it's called the Criminal Code of Canada, there's a restriction there.  These are the code -- these are the laws of Canada.  If it's only called the Criminal Code, then it's the criminal code of where?  Is it the criminal code of NATO, is it the criminal code of the United States, or is it just dreamt up?

THE COURT:  Well, when we talk about the Criminal Code, we mean of Canada, of course, because we're in Canada.

THE ACCUSED:  Okay.  But the forms don't say that any more.

THE COURT:  Well, it doesn't matter.

THE ACCUSED:  Yes, it does matter.

THE COURT:  I mean, it's obvious, we're in Canada, we don't deal with any other Criminal Code.

THE ACCUSED:  Well, then why aren't you upholding s. 8?

THE COURT:  Okay.  

THE ACCUSED:  And s. 39?

THE COURT:  Do you want to have a bail hearing or not?

THE ACCUSED:  Your Honour, yes, I do want a bail ...

THE COURT:  Okay.  You'd like to be released from custody?

THE ACCUSED:  I can't see why I'm in custody, frankly.

THE COURT:  Okay.  Well, so you'd like to be released.  You should have a lawyer handling this matter on your behalf.

THE ACCUSED:  Well, the lawyers since 1998, since 1993 swear or affirm to uphold persons, and I don't hold one of those, Your Honour.  I am a loyal subject.  I know I'm a throwback, okay?  But honestly, I don't hold a birth certificate. I hold a person under the Elections Act.

THE COURT:  Okay. 

THE ACCUSED:  And the Elections Act is a -- 

THE COURT:  Well, let's listen to what the prosecutor has to say.

THE ACCUSED:  -- hey, Your Honour, the rule -- I'm not finished, okay?  You cut me off.

THE COURT:  Well, no, you are finished because -- 

THE ACCUSED:  The rule of law requires that -- 

THE COURT:  -- the Crown has to show cause why you should be held in custody.

THE ACCUSED:  Yeah, show cause that you can ignore a s. 39 claim of right and the rule of law.

THE COURT:  Are you going to listen to the Crown or not?  If you're not going to listen, I'll -- 

THE ACCUSED:  I shut up.

THE COURT:  -- ask you to wait out the back while I listen to him.  

THE ACCUSED:  As soon as you said listen, I shut up.

THE COURT:  Okay.  Yes, Mr. Sheardown?  

MR. SHEARDOWN:  Thank you, Your Honour. 

Submissions by Crown:

MR. SHEARDOWN:  I'll just indicate yesterday Mr. Boyer indicated that he refused to seek to see a lawyer, so he's self-represented.

THE COURT:  He said what, sorry?

MR. SHEARDOWN:  He refused to see a lawyer.

THE COURT:  Okay.  

MR. SHEARDOWN:  The circumstances are that on July 13th at about five to 6:00 p.m. three police officers were on duty in plainclothes in Grandview Park near Commercial Drive in Vancouver.  Apparently that district had received numerous complaints from local citizens complaining about constant open drug use and liquor consumption in the park.  There is a children's playground in the park.



The officers in question were dealing with a male in the northeast corner of the park when one of them smelled marihuana and indicated that it was coming from further south on the east side of the children's playground, which was several metres away from where they were standing.  The officers approached three persons who were sitting lying on the grass.  They simply appeared to be relaxing and conversing with each other.  



One of the males was Mr. Boyer, and he was seated with his right leg that was partly bent inwards, and one of the officers noted some items sticking out from underneath his right calf.  These were some cash, essentially at least a $20 bill and a $5 bill.  There was also a zip-lock baggie with a slight -- sorry, at least half a dozen rolled up joints within the baggie.  The officer was satisfied that these were marihuana joints from experience.  



He pulled them out from under Mr. Boyer's leg and advised him that he was under arrest for possession of a controlled substance.  Then noticing how many joints there were in the bag, approximately 15 to 20, he then placed him under arrest for possession for the purpose of trafficking.  At this point he also produced his badge to identify himself as a police officer.



Now having arrested Mr. Boyer, he picked up the items that were in the ground where he had sitting, including his cell phone, cash, which was $25, some papers, and what Mr. Boyer referred to as his bag.  He was searched and on his person was found $940 in two different pockets.  In the bag, the bag was also searched, and there were numerous papers that appeared to relate to the Marihuana Party.  



There was also a paper headed THC or Therapeutic Herb Coalition.  This document included the name Marc Boyer with a telephone number and the document states, "We offer free home delivery.  We deliver a wide selection of the finest organic grades of B.C. bud available as well as hash and oil at great prices."  This essentially appeared to be a pamphlet type of literature.  The document also stated, "Most calls delivered within the hour."  In the middle pocket of the bag was a large amount of pre-packaged marihuana.  There was a package containing 16 marihuana cigarettes weighing just under nine grams.  There were also 11 baggies containing approximately 170 grams in total.  The weights vary.  Most of them are in the sort of 14 to 18 gram range, that's about half an ounce.  The lowest one was about five grams, the highest one was about 21 grams.  These were marked with various names, Mango, KGB, that sort of thing.  



The cell phone that was seized rang a number of times.  One person asked for Marc.  At one point the officer asked the caller, "How much do you want?"  The caller said, "The usual."  The police dialled the number that was on the literature that referred to we deliver at all hours and the phone rang, the phone that they had seized.



Those are the essential circumstances.

THE ACCUSED:  Your Honour, the essential circumstances are -- 

THE COURT:  Well, just hang on.  I'm sure we'd like to hear from you -- 

THE ACCUSED:  Okay.  There are many essential circumstances missed.  

THE COURT:  Yeah, that's why I'm going to hear from you in a minute.

MR. SHEARDOWN:  There's a record to allege.  I'll show it to Mr. Boyer.  I'll just ask him if he admits that that's his record.

THE ACCUSED:  Hey, I'm not -- oh, that's my record?  Yeah, I agree, there's North Bay charges, there's Vancouver charges.  That sure looks like it would be the entity called Marc Boyer, yeah.

MR. SHEARDOWN:  Thank you.  I'll pass it up now.

THE ACCUSED:  Now, Your Honour -- 

MR. SHEARDOWN:  Sorry -- 

THE ACCUSED:  -- I signed under duress and enslavement.

THE COURT:  Let me just have a look at this, Mr. Boyer -- 

MR. SHEARDOWN:  And I just have -- 

THE COURT:  -- and then I will hear from you.  Did you have anything more, Mr. Sheardown?

MR. SHEARDOWN:  Just a few brief more submissions, Your Honour.  The record speaks for itself.  The main concern is the fact that he was convicted of possession of a controlled substance, it's a Schedule II substance, so it appears to be marihuana.  He received 12 months probation.  That was in December of 2005.  And since then, causing a disturbance May 2006, 12 months probation, and he's currently on probation for the assault for which he was convicted in January of 2007.  The concern is on the secondary ground, and also with 


respect to the activity taking place in a park 


where children frequent.  Apparently there 15 to 20 children in the part at this time.

THE ACCUSED:  Your Honour -- 

MR. SHEARDOWN:  If Your Honour is inclined to release, I do have conditions to suggest.

THE COURT:  Okay.  Now, one thing I should say, Mr. Boyer isn't represented.  Counsel usually ask in cases such as this that there be a ban on publication of the bail proceedings until the charges are finished with.  I take it you'd like that, Mr. Boyer.

THE ACCUSED:  A ban on publication?

THE COURT:  A ban on publication of these proceedings until later.

THE ACCUSED:  No.  No, I object to bans.

THE COURT:  All right.  

THE ACCUSED:  What I do is political, Your Honour.

THE COURT:  Okay.  

THE ACCUSED:  Okay?

THE COURT:  No ban on publication.

THE ACCUSED:  Thank you. 

THE COURT:  Now -- 

THE ACCUSED:  Now, Your Honour, in regard -- 

THE COURT:  Let me just -- 

THE ACCUSED:  -- in regard -- 

THE COURT:  -- let me just tell me what I'm concerned with here now.  This is a bail hearing.

THE ACCUSED:  Yes.

THE COURT:  So I have to determine whether you may be released.  Okay?

THE ACCUSED:  Okay.  Now, Your Honour -- 

THE COURT:  Now -- just listen here.

THE ACCUSED:  Okay.  

THE COURT:  Now, the prosecutor has been told me you shouldn't be released because he says if I let you out you're going to do it again.  He says you had this marihuana for trafficking, if I let you out, you're going to go right out and have marihuana for trafficking again.  Now, if I conclude that that's definitely going to happen, that you're almost certainly going to go right out and start selling marihuana or anything like that, then I have to seriously consider holding you in jail, because we can't have people committing what are offences.  

THE ACCUSED:  Your Honour -- 

THE COURT:  Now, you know, you and I may not agree with the law all the time, and you may think -- 

THE ACCUSED:  All laws need to be applied.

THE COURT:  -- that that shouldn't be an offence, but the fact is having marihuana for trafficking is an offence right now, and if I conclude that you're probably going to do that again, I would have to consider keeping you in custody.  Now, if I think it's unlikely that you're going to do that again until all of this is cleared up, then you've got a pretty good shot at me releasing you.  I'm just trying to lay it out for you so -- 

THE ACCUSED:  Okay, now -- 

THE COURT:  -- to tell you what I'm thinking about.

THE ACCUSED:  Okay, now in regard to follow your train your thought --  

THE COURT:  So I want you to be very careful, I don't want you to misunderstand what these proceedings are.  If you start lecturing me about marihuana and telling me you think it should be legal and everyone should be doing it -- 

THE ACCUSED:  This is not -- this is not the court case to do this, I know that.

THE COURT:  Okay.  Well -- 

THE ACCUSED:  Okay, now, in regard to -- 

THE COURT:  Okay, now, so you tell me why I should conclude that you're probably not going to do this again until all of this is cleared up.

Submissions by the Accused:

THE ACCUSED:  Your Honour, all of this is going to be cleared up on Friday because I have a bail variance undertaking which you ordered me to take -- 

THE COURT:  Right.

THE ACCUSED:  -- on Friday.  Okay?  Now, if you hand me a bail today, I guarantee irregardless of what's written on it, I will hand in another bail variance undertaking on that Supreme Court file as a piggyback in order to clear this matter, because then it will become a Supreme Court matter and this will be just another incident in that file.  Now, that is an appropriate way of getting expeditious justice.  



Now, I am the first to admit that what I'm doing is all political.  I'm not profit motivated in anything that I do.  I am politically motivated and the function of what I'm trying to do is take a plant given by God on day 1.  Okay?  As a gift to mankind.  Now, the courts and Parliament and political parties are supposed to promote that and protect those things.  



Now, I totally realize that I would be much more functional at eliminating this disorder in a lawful society by going to court than breaking what is a law that I have to do to get to these measures.  Now, if the law -- if Parliament won't address it because they're just nothing but a bunch of criminals, then they won't address it, they never will.  Okay?  There seems to be this understanding that straw man rights are irrelevant.  It's totally irrelevant that I don't have a contract with [indiscernible].  It's totally irrelevant of anything because this indivisible duo, or individual, is stuck in this place.  



Well, I try as an individual to operate lawfully under the Elections Act, and if I had a trial where Marc Boyer candidate or official agent of a Marihuana Party, if this was recognized, I have a court ruling from Judge Bruce who was admitted to Supreme Court on my ruling.  Maybe -- but maybe not just my ruling, but you know, that says that I protect the rubric of my party by upholding marihuana beliefs.  Now, that is not shabby.  That's saying that, you know, I'm standing under s. 8 and s. 39, which are constitutional laws.  There's nothing constitutional about the CDSA at all.  And I'm sure you're aware of that, and I'm sure you see the injustices of it, and that's what political parties are supposed to do, attack injustices and protect people.  And that's what I do.

THE COURT:  Well, don't forget now, just let's come back to what -- 

THE ACCUSED:  Okay.  Thought.  

THE COURT:  -- what I'm concerned with here.

THE ACCUSED:  Okay, in regard -- in regard -- 

THE COURT:  I'm concerned with -- I'm asking myself the question, is this guy going to go out and start giving away marihuana again if I let him out or not.

THE ACCUSED:  No.  I will -- now, I will not accept any terms or conditions to the effect, you know, I will -- I assume they're going to say I should relinquish my phone, which I can't, it's owned by the political party.  That's a political party's phone.  Okay?  The courts, a Provincial court simply has no jurisdiction, to my knowledge, on straw man rights, to order a political party to relinquish its property.  It just can't.  Maybe it can but it's such a criminal society if it does.

THE COURT:  Well, we'll give the political party back its telephone but you can't have one.  What do you think of that?

THE ACCUSED:  Fine.

THE COURT:  Okay.

THE ACCUSED:  Fine.  I'll let -- I'll give it to one of the other officers.

THE COURT:  Okay.  

THE ACCUSED:  Okay?  No problem there at all.

THE COURT:  How about not going to that park?

THE ACCUSED:  Well, that's my neighbourhood.  Just the park?  Just the park?

THE COURT:  Well -- 

THE ACCUSED:  Now, regardless, sir, regardless, you gotta realize that I'm just gonna -- I filed this bail variance application on Friday.

THE COURT:  Yeah.

THE ACCUSED:  And they told me to bring that -- to bring the copy of the bail variance of that one, so tomorrow I could bring this bail variance and the other bail variance, bring them both in and submit them both as violations against my person, which doesn't exist.  Your Honour, I'm trying to do this lawfully, and unfortunately since Parliament won't address this issues, the only way to do it is civilly through breaking the law so sweetly and nicely that you can't -- I'm well aware that I violate, you know, but I've got -- I break the law but it's called peaceful trespass.  Trespass is breaking the law.  Section 39 says anyone acting under a claim of right can trespass on the Crown's domain and defend this possession from even an officer who is allowed to remove it from him.  You know, that's what the law is.  It's an ancient law.  It's been there since 1044 the Magna Carta and it's served society well to protect arbitrary use of power.

THE COURT:  It think it was -- 

THE ACCUSED:  And that's what I'm doing.

THE COURT:  -- 1216, wasn't it?

THE ACCUSED:  Okay, well, whatever.  Okay?  When the Magna Carta was struck, it was one of the days or battles, okay, I've got my dates -- 

THE COURT:  1216, I think.

THE ACCUSED:  Okay, 800 years that law has been in effect, and it's served society well to protect beliefs.  Where you protect beliefs is in a political party.  Now God says that's a plant.  On day 1 he made it a gift for mankind out of it.  You know, the other gifts he gave is freedom, freedom of speech -- freedom of expression.  I don't think he gave freedom of speech, I don't frankly think God gave freedom of speech, which is say bad things and terrible things about anybody.  He did give freedom of expression.

THE COURT:  Yeah, okay.

THE ACCUSED:  Which I do limit myself too.  Okay?

THE COURT:  It sounds to me like you're going to -- 

THE ACCUSED:  No, it's not.

THE COURT:  -- keep being involved with marihuana if I let you out.

THE ACCUSED:  No, no, I will not -- I will not involve myself with marihuana until court matters have been settled -- 

THE COURT:  Well, why -- 

THE ACCUSED:  -- in Supreme Court on Friday.

THE COURT:  Why were you involved with marihuana here where you still had a court matter outstanding?

THE ACCUSED:  Because I wasn't getting satisfaction, Your Honour.  I wasn't getting satisfaction.

THE COURT:  So you were trying to get charged in this case.

THE ACCUSED:  Yes.  I was doing everything I could.

THE COURT:  Well, you -- 

THE ACCUSED:  I was doing it blatantly in the open, blatantly advertising, doing everything that's possible because that's called a colour of right.  I was exercising a colour of right and -- 

THE COURT:  Okay, sir, now that you've -- 

THE ACCUSED:  -- I'm exercising due diligence.

THE COURT:  Now that you've done that -- 

THE ACCUSED:  And those are both -- excuse me -- those are both conditions of 322 theft.  Okay?  Those are both conditions of theft.

THE COURT:  Okay.  So now that you've got yourself charged, are you happy?  Is this what you wanted?

THE ACCUSED:  I am -- as I say, I am able to pursue and fight diligently these proceedings again, yes.  Okay?

THE COURT:  Okay.  

THE ACCUSED:  Now, regardless, I'm under enslavement.

THE COURT:  Well, let me just pause here.

THE ACCUSED:  I will agree to any terms that you throw at me -- 

THE COURT:  Mr. Sheardown -- 

THE ACCUSED:  -- because I'm going to file a bail variance on it anyways.

THE COURT:  Let's just -- Mr. Sheardown, what do you make of all this?  Do you have anything more to say?  

MR. SHEARDOWN:  Well, just from what he's said, I'd expect that he would go out and do the same thing again, and it seems to be for a political purpose.

THE COURT:  Well, I'm really wondering about it.  I'm hoping that that's not the case.  Whether there's a danger from Mr. Boyer trafficking in marihuana in some way, either giving it away or selling it or whatever, is hard to assess.  I guess I would have to say there's certainly a danger that he's going to be a real pain in the neck, but other than that, I think I'll give you the benefit of the doubt, Mr. Boyer, and hope that you understand that now you've got yourself charged, you've got a form, and if you go anywhere near marihuana while this charge is outstanding as far as I'm concerned you've broken your promise to me and you should be detained in custody.

THE ACCUSED:  Okay. 

 TC "Order re Judicial Interim Release", PreserveFormatting:=False \* MERGEFORMAT THE COURT:  So I will order that you're released on your undertaking to appear with these conditions.  You're not to possess cannabis marihuana or any of its derivatives in any form for any reason.

THE ACCUSED:  Your Honour, I'm critically ill, I need it to live.

THE COURT:  For any reason.

THE ACCUSED:  I need it to live, Your Honour.

THE COURT:  Unless you have a doctor's prescription.

THE ACCUSED:  I don't use doctors.  They want to fill me with nothing but poisons.

THE COURT:  Okay.  Well, you can't possess marihuana then.  



The second condition, you're not to be found in, is it Grandview Park?

MR. SHEARDOWN:  Grandview Park, Your Honour.

THE COURT:  In the City of Vancouver, Province of British Columbia, at -- the address on Commercial Drive is what?

THE ACCUSED:  1200 block.

THE COURT:  1200 Commercial Drive, Vancouver, B.C.

THE ACCUSED:  West side.

THE COURT:  Right, west side of Commercial Drive.  Sorry, what other conditions were you -- oh, you're not to possess any cellular telephone while this charge is outstanding.



Were you asking for other conditions, Mr. Sheardown?

MR. SHEARDOWN:  Just with respect to the cell phones, if the condition could also include or other wireless communications. 

THE COURT:  You mean BlackBerries.  Do you use a BlackBerry?

THE ACCUSED:  Never have.  Don't know how to use them.

THE COURT:  Okay.  Well, let's not worry about BlackBerries.  Anything else?

MR. SHEARDOWN:  No, Your Honour.  

THE COURT:  Okay.  So keep a low profile until you get all this cleared up, please, Mr. Boyer and --  

THE ACCUSED:  When's my -- is it -- I assume the next time I'm here is an arraignment.

THE COURT:  Next time you're here is to set a date and -- 

THE ACCUSED:  Is it an arraignment?

THE COURT:  Yeah.

THE ACCUSED:  Okay.  Specifically is an arraignment, correct?  Where you're going to rein me in and I can solidly hit with you a defence --

THE COURT:  I'm trying to rein you in right now.

THE ACCUSED:  -- and you have to listen to it then?

THE COURT:  Yeah.  How long do you think this matter will take?  

MR. SHEARDOWN:  Well, if Mr. Boyer -- 

THE ACCUSED:  I intend to have a quorum set by then.

THE COURT:  How many -- 

THE ACCUSED:  A judicial quorum.  I intend -- 

THE COURT:  How many -- 

THE ACCUSED:  Give enough time to set a judicial quorum, okay?

THE COURT:  Yeah, just hang on a second.  How many witnesses, the two police officers in the park?

MR. SHEARDOWN:  Two witnesses and an expert, so three witnesses in total.  Crown is suggesting half a day -- 

THE ACCUSED:  Are these necessary in arraignments?

THE COURT:  -- although there was a similar file that took three days.

THE COURT:  That took what?

MR. SHEARDOWN:  Three days.

THE COURT:  Yeah, I was going to say three days.

THE ACCUSED:  Your Honour, is it -- are they necessary -- is it necessary to bring witnesses on an arraignment, you know, it's -- 

THE COURT:  No, I'm just thinking maybe we can do the arraignment now.

THE ACCUSED:  No, no, no, I'm not ready for an arraignment.  I'm simply not ready.

THE COURT:  Arraignment is just setting a trial date.

THE ACCUSED:  No, no, that's when you rein someone in.

THE COURT:  No, I know what an arraignment is.

THE ACCUSED:  There is a big -- you can't -- no, no, no, these words are deep and steeped and it's totally irrelevant that you think these are just little tiny fritzy little words but they are real.  Okay?  You may have abandoned the fundamental principles of justice, but I'm a loyal subject and I stand under it.  Okay?  The fundamental principles of justice is what made this country great.

THE COURT:  Yeah, okay.

THE ACCUSED:  It's what made the British Empire great.

THE COURT:  We didn't even use the word arraignment hearing until about five years ago, so don't worry about the word arraignment hearing.  It's just setting a trial date, okay?

THE ACCUSED:  Fine.  At which time you will -- I can defend myself and maybe have the charges dismissed.

THE COURT:  Let's say I've reined you in today and now we can set a trial date.  Can we do that today, go and set three days?

THE ACCUSED:  That would be very good, yeah, just go right to trial, yeah, I'd go right to trial.

THE COURT:  And then we can adjourn you and you don't have to come back here until your trial date.

THE ACCUSED:  When would the trial date be?

THE COURT:  Probably about a year from now.

THE ACCUSED:  That's an awful long time.

THE COURT:  Well, what do you think of that, sound good?

THE ACCUSED:  I'd say a much shorter -- actually, I will be filing an appeal and this will all be going to the Supreme Court anyways.

THE COURT:  Okay.  Well -- 

THE ACCUSED:  No, really.

THE COURT:  Okay, so -- 

THE ACCUSED:  I'm not being rude.  I am trying -- 

THE COURT:  -- let's set a trial -- 

THE ACCUSED:  -- my level best -- 

THE COURT:  -- let's set a trial date anyway.

THE ACCUSED:  -- to legalize something that should have been legalized, never should have been illegal.

THE COURT:  So Mr. Sheardown, may I ask you if you wouldn't mind going to case managers and getting three days that we could set for trial.

MR. SHEARDOWN:  Yes, Your Honour.

THE COURT:  And I'll see you back.  So anyway, you're going to be released, Mr. Boyer, but we'll just have you there for a couple of minutes.  Mr. Sheardown will get the trial date and then we'll let you know when the trial is and we can release you right away.

THE ACCUSED:  So how long is the trial?

THE COURT:  It's going to be three days.

THE ACCUSED:  Three days and it will take, you're saying it's a good year to bump three days, to find three days in the court.

THE COURT:  That's the way it is.

THE ACCUSED:  Oh, hey, I know there's lots of charges in here.

THE COURT:  Yeah, we've got lots.

THE ACCUSED:  I'm well aware, and yeah, but you know -- 

THE COURT:  We've got lots of cases to do.

THE ACCUSED:  Yeah, I know, but -- 

THE COURT:  So we'll see you back here in a few minutes.  Thanks a lot.

THE ACCUSED:  Thank you. 

THE COURT:  Okay.  Bye.

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED)

(PROCEEDINGS RECONVENED)

THE COURT:  So Mr. Boyer, Mr. Sheardown got some dates for us, I think.  Mr. Sheardown, if you'd tell us.

MR. SHEARDOWN:  Yes, Your Honour, the trial confirmation hearing is February 29th, 2008, at 9:30 in court 101, and there's three trial dates set aside, July 2, 3 and 4, 9:30, 514.  

THE COURT:  So the trial is not quite a year off, and there's a trial confirmation hearing in February, and I know you always show up for your hearings, Mr. Boyer, you're good about that.  I guess the problem is you sometimes -- 

THE ACCUSED:  Well, unless I have to make a political statement and not go.

THE COURT:  Yeah.

THE ACCUSED:  I've done that before as well.

THE COURT:  Just don't bring marihuana with you when you come, okay?

THE ACCUSED:  Oh, no, no, no, no, no.

THE COURT:  Okay.  So we'll see you back on those dates.

THE COURT:  Thank you. 

THE ACCUSED:  And this is all the paperwork?  Where are the conditions?  Oh, the conditions will come when I sign out.

THE COURT:  Yeah, you sign the paperwork, and it's prepared in the Registry.

THE ACCUSED:  Okay.  The conditions are a no go at the park, and -- 

THE COURT:  No go at the park, no cell phones, and no marihuana.

THE ACCUSED:  Okay.  

THE COURT:  See you later.

THE ACCUSED:  All right.  

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED TO February 29, 2008, AT 9:30 A.M.)
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