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AFFIDAVIT OF DALE RICHARDSON

I, Dale J. RICHARDSON, of the City of North Battleford, in the Province of Saskatchewan, 

affirm to the best of my knowledge as follows:

1. I have personal knowledge of the matters and facts deposed to in this affidavit. The 

information set out in this affidavit is true to the best of my knowledge and belief, 

except where stated to be on information learned from someone else and where that

is stated, I believe the information to be true.

2. I was under my family doctor’s orders not to participate in any court matters due to 

anxiety and the physical symptoms that I have experienced in the course of my 

litigation with the defendants in the various court actions that have severely 

contributed to the increased levels of anxiety. The period of time given to me was 

about 90 days from April 1, 2022. The reasons for this need for a break to take care 

of my health are apparent in the attached exhibits. (See Exhibit A:  Family Doctor’s 

Letters to Court and School)

3. I acting as agent of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. have provided a copy of the 

engineering report titled “THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD 

TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A 

PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK)” to the Attorney General of 

Alberta the Honourable Tyler Shandro and to the MLA for the riding of the extra 

provincially registered office in Alberta for DSR Karis Consulting Inc., the Honourable

Leela Aheer. I acting as agent of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. provided a letter to the 

aforementioned ministers in the Alberta legislative Assembly. (See Exhibit B: Letter 

Sent to Attorney General of Alberta and Leela Aheer and confirmation of Delivery)
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4. The report and letter sent to the Attorney General of Alberta and the Honourable 

Leela Aheer outlined the national security risk to Canada and the United States 

based on criminally negligent engineering guidelines that were a critical weakness 

that were used to exploit a weakness that interfered with the territorial integrity of

Canada and the United States. Every measure that arose from the suppression of 

the information is a product of criminal negligence. The suppression of the research

has adversely affected the economic security of Alberta and resulted in loss of life 

and other negative effects. (See Exhibit B: Letter Sent to Attorney General of 

Alberta and Leela Aheer and confirmation of Delivery and Exhibit D: THE 

ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND 

THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND 

ANALYSIS OF RISK))

5. I have witnessed Derek Allchurch used deception in other court matters for financial

gain. Exhibit D:

6. I have witnessed Derek Allchurch bring Astra Richardson-Pereira before Associate 

Chief Justice Rooke to withdraw as counsel with Nabeel Peermohamed acting as 

counsel for Shopper’s Drug mart in the action. Derek Allchurch withdrew as counsel

the day before the trial and Nabeel Peermohamed wanted to proceed with the trial 

against my sister Astra Richardson-Pereira who is suffering from a brain injury from 

the MVA without counsel. (See Exhibit C: Pipella Law – Nabeel – Rooke -  SGI – 

DSR Karis Consulting Inc. Connection)

7. In October of 2020, Nabeel Peermohamed and Derek Allchurch came to an 

agreement on the slip and fall for Astra Richardson-Pereira to assume 75% liability 

and have shoppers assume 25% liability. Tara Pipella and Derek Allchurch told

Astra Richardson-Pereira of the agreement days before the trial and pressured her 
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to take the deal. (See Exhibit C: Pipella Law – Nabeel – Rooke -  SGI – DSR Karis 

Consulting Inc. Connection)

8. According to the professional advice given by James A. Richards of Slater Vecchio 

a BC injury law firm, the outcome of the MVA would be affected by the outcome of 

the slip and fall action to be litigated by Nabeel Peermohamed before Associate 

Chief Justice Rooke. James A. Richards stated that the MVA and the slip and fall 

were related and a reduction in the liability of the slip and fall could reduce the 

liability of the opposing parties in the MVA potentially reducing Astra Richardson-

Pereira’s payout in the MVA by 75% if she agreed to the deal Derek Allchurch and

Tara Pipella were pressuring her into. (See Exhibit C: Pipella Law – Nabeel – 

Rooke -  SGI – DSR Karis Consulting Inc. Connection)

9. Nabeel Peermohamed was representing SGI and its agent Jordan Ottenbreit in T-

1115-20 in an action brought forth by DSR Karis Consulting Inc.. Kaysha 

Richardson is the Chief Communication Officer of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. and 

had to flee for asylum to the United States after being abducted and tortured to 

extract corporate information on July 23, 2020 along with myself. We were both 

abducted and taken to separate facilities owned and operated by the Saskatchewan

Health Authority and tortured to extract corporate information relating to DSR Karis 

Consulting Inc., presumably for DSR Karis Consulting Inc. bringing the action 

against the Saskatchewan Health Authority relating to the criminally negligent 

guidelines used in the implementation of the SARS-Cov-2 pandemic response. 

(See Exhibit C: Pipella Law – Nabeel – Rooke -  SGI – DSR Karis Consulting Inc. 

Connection and Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD 

TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A 

PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))
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10. Astra Richardson-Pereira is the agent for service of DSR Karis Consulting Inc.’s 

Alberta office which is located at 116 West Creek Meadow Chestermere, AB. This is

also the location of Astra Richardson-Pereira’s residence. (See Exhibit D: THE 

ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND 

THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND 

ANALYSIS OF RISK))

11. Nabeel Peermohamed acting as agent for SGI in the DSR Karis Consulting Inc. 

matter and in the slip and fall against the agent of DSR Karis Consulting Inc., Astra 

Richardson-Pereira that would affect a matter involving litigation with Astra 

Richardson-Pereira and how much SGI would have to pay out in that matter is an 

extreme conflict of interest and should have not been done. (See Exhibit C: Pipella 

Law – Nabeel – Rooke -  SGI – DSR Karis Consulting Inc. Connection)

12. Derek Allchurch’s litigation with DSR Karis Consulting Inc. and myself are also 

matters of interest, especially since Derek Allchurch and the opposing counsel in T-

1404-20 financially benefited from committing fraud in the Federal Court of Canada 

by using fraudulent shareholder information of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. to obtain 

a section 40 vexatious litigant order against myself, DSR Karis Consulting Inc., and

Robert A. Cannon. The wording of the order was designed to prevent anyone from 

bringing any complaint related to that matter, and my children would be barred from 

seeking remedy in the event of my death, or the shareholder of DSR Karis 

Consulting Inc. would be prevented from seeking remedy for being defrauded. The 

shareholder of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. is listed on the corporate registry in 

Alberta and is on the public record. This is clear evidence that Derek Allchurch has 
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used crimes in the court for financial gain. (See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF 

BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

13. Derek Allchurch, Tara Pipella, Nabeel Peermohamed, and SGI all benefited from 

the suppression of the research, while the province of Alberta suffered economic 

and other harm from the suppression of the research. (See Exhibit C: Pipella Law – 

Nabeel – Rooke -  SGI – DSR Karis Consulting Inc. Connection and Exhibit D: THE

ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND 

THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND 

ANALYSIS OF RISK))

14. Associate Chief Justice Rooke is directly responsible for suppression of the report 

in the province of Alberta and is directly responsible for all of the losses incurred as 

a result of the suppression including the loss of life. (See Exhibit B: Letter Sent to 

Attorney General of Alberta and Leela Aheer and confirmation of Delivery and

Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, 

TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY 

REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

15. Associate Chief Justice Rooke has punished Kaysha Richardson for an application 

under that Hague convention that was submitted to stop the trafficking of Kaysha 

Richardson’s sister and exercise her rights under the Hague Child Abduction 

convention. (Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD 

TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A 

PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))
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16. Associate Chief Justice Rooke punished me for trying to present the engineering 

report to the Court of Queen’s Bench for Alberta to stop the criminal activity 

contained with the documentation which includes without limitation, child trafficking 

for the purposes of financial and sexual exploitation, fraud, mortgage fraud, tax 

fraud, bioterrorism, treason, the crime of aggression and crimes against humanity. 

(See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, 

TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY 

REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

17. Derek Allchurch had an agreement with the review office in Alberta for costs for the 

matter for Astra Richardson-Pereira and when he was not satisfied went to get a 

charging lien against her in the Supreme Court of British Columbia asking for the 

value that was rejected by the review officer in Alberta. Exhibit C: Pipella Law – 

Nabeel – Rooke -  SGI – DSR Karis Consulting Inc. Connection

18. Derek Allchurch went to get a charging lien against Astra Richardson-Pereira’s son

Isaiah Richardson-Pereira in the Supreme Court of British Columbia and Derek 

Allchurch used fraudulent means to obtain the charging lien, which is for financial 

gain. Deception of any kind to obtain financial gain is a crime. 

19. Associate Chief Justice Rooke punished Astra Richardson-Pereira for asking the 

counsel in T-1404-20 and Jessica Karam acting for the Attorney General of Canada

from harassing me when my family doctor provided a medical note giving me a 

period of 90 days from Court matters to look after my medical issues. (See Exhibit 

D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON 

AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND 

ANALYSIS OF RISK))
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20. Jessica Karam acting with the capacity of the Attorney General of Canada 

interfered in a matter under provincial jurisdiction in the Court of Queen’s Bench for 

Alberta and lied and used a fraudulent order that is being used to traffick Karis 

Kenna Nicole Richardson my three and a half year old daughter to shield the rogue 

agents of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police who abducted my daughter Kaysha 

Richardson and me on July 23, 2020 as we attempted to enter the Court of Queen's

Bench for Saskatchewan in the Judicial Centre of Battleford and took us to separate

facilities owned and/or operated by the Saskatchewan Health Authority to be 

tortured. Justice Karen Horner was presented evidence that the Attorney General of

Canada lied and said that I lost custody without prejudice and was arrested. I 

presented an affidavit submitted by the RCMP in T-1404-20 and photographic and 

transcript and affidavit evidence that demonstrated that I was arrested before the 

order was made. I was never given a chance to present my case and Justice Karen

Horner dismissed the case. Associate Chief Justice Rooke seized the matters after 

an emergency application for a writ of mandamus was denied to get arrest warrants

issued from the torture files that were issued on July 3, and 7th of 2020 that were 

never dealt with and to stop the persecution and torture that my daughters, my 

family and I were subjected to. (See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF 

BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

21. Associate Chief Justice Rooke allowed the Attorney General of Canada to bring 

vexatious proceedings and tried to imply that I was a crazy violent black man who 

had no ability to write anything that made sense and barred my lawful access to the

courts. (See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD 

TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A 

PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))
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22. Associate Chief Justice Rooke ignored letters from myself and several of my family 

members that demonstrated that the information presented by the Attorney General

of Canada was a lie and that the “interim orders” issued by Justice R.W. Elson in 

the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan were obtained by kidnapping, torture

and terrorism. The order itself was explicit evidence of child trafficking for the 

purpose of financial exploitation. (See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF 

BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

23. Associate Chief Justice Rooke ignored evidence of mortgage fraud perpetrated in 

the following courts without limitation, the Court of Queen’s Bench for 

Saskatchewan, Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan and the Federal Court of Canada

that was used for the express purpose of disrupting the essential services of DSR 

Karis Consulting Inc. that caused harm in clauses (A)-(C) in section 83.01(b)(ii) of 

the Criminal Code. (See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, 

CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE 

(A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

24. Many of the crimes that were mentioned in the attached documentation require 

conspiracy to commit them and would be impossible for a single person to commit 

them. Treason is an example of such a crime. It is impossible to commit treason 

without conspiracy, organized crime is also impossible without conspiracy. (See

Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, 

TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY 

REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))
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25. A full report must be written, as the preliminary reports were written under extreme 

duress of torture and persecution. It is in the public interest for a full report to be 

written. See Exhibit A: - Exhibit D:

26. All the matters involving Derek Allchurch, Tara Pipella, Nabeel Peermohamed, Astra

Richardson-Pereira, Kaysha Richardson and myself are all related and any other 

matter that is tied to the engineering report in the affidavit or the authors/ 

contributors in the province of Alberta and must be examined in its totality. See

Exhibit A: - Exhibit D:

27. There were patterns identified in the statistical analysis of the engineering report 

that are related to these matters and must be considered. (See Exhibit D: THE 

ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND 

THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND 

ANALYSIS OF RISK))

28. I am the only expert in these matters qualified to create such a report as it is based 

on research that I pioneered and it is protected by copyright of three persons, and I 

have a unique understanding, knowledge and familiarity with the events. Exhibit D:

THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON 

AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND 

ANALYSIS OF RISK)

29. No lawyer is capable of properly representing the engineering guidelines and it is 

probable that based on the previous history that lawyers may be intimidated into not

taking this matter. Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD 

TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A 

PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK)
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30. Derek Allchurch and Tara Pipella have taken steps to frustrate attempts of Astra 

Richardson-Pereira and Kaysha Richardson to obtain counsel. 

31. I have pioneered research into SARS-Cov-2 infection controls relating to Heating, 

Ventilation, and Air Conditioning during the course of my Bachelor of technology – 

Engineering and Applied Science major at Memorial University, and my degree is 

focused on researching and implementing technologies. (See Exhibit D: THE 

ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND 

THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND 

ANALYSIS OF RISK)

32. The research that I have pioneered is scheduled to be published later this year.

33. I am the most qualified person to speak on the research that I have conducted. (See

Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, 

TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY 

REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

34. Assessing risk is an integral part of my training as a Mechanical Engineering 

Technologist, Bachelor of Technology with an Engineering and Applied Science 

Major, my research, and any work associated with my training. (See Exhibit D: THE 

ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE 

CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS 

OF RISK))

35. Based on what I have observed with the emergence of the Monkeypox contagion 

that in the course of my research, it is my expert opinion that the province of

Saskatchewan is not equipped to mitigate this contagion based on the fact that there
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is no basis for its issuance of its representation of the Aerosol Generating Medical 

Procedures guidance. (See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, 

CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A

PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

36. I know that faulty infection controls do not discriminate against who they affect, the 

defendants have loved ones and family that could be affected by this emerging 

contagion that can have up to a 33% fatality rate as cited in peer reviewed research, 

my actions are to help them as much as anyone else, because I believe it when the 

Bible tells me to love my enemies, and regardless of what they think of me I am 

acting in this matter to help anyone who needs the help, and at this time, based on 

my research, I know that innocent lives are at risk. (See Exhibit D: THE 

ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE 

CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS 

OF RISK))

37. On July 23, 2020 I was acting on behalf of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. to litigate 

against the Saskatchewan Health Authority and several other parties including 

without limitation, the Royal Canadian Mounted Police, Chantalle Thompson,

Jennifer Schmidt, Mark Clements, Chad Gartner, Brad Appel, Ian McArthur, Bryce 

Bohun, and Cary Ransome at the Court of Queen's Bench for Saskatchewan in the 

Judicial Centre of Battleford in litigation related to table S-31 issued by the SHA for

Aerosol Generating Medical Procedures guidance. (See Exhibit D: THE 

ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE 

CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS 

OF RISK))
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38. I was arrested by the RCMP as I attempted to enter the Court of Queen’s Bench for 

Saskatchewan on July 23, 2020 before the hearing. I was never able to litigate for 

the matter for DSR Karis Consulting Inc., nor was I able to represent myself for my 

family matter that was scheduled for that day. Both matters were first appearances. 

(See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, 

TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY 

REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

39. I have never had an opportunity to litigate any matter on its merits in any court that I 

have ever been in. It is in the public interest to hear the matters that I have brought 

before the courts when the evidence I have presented to the courts demonstrate that

people’s lives are at risk because of the actions of the Saskatchewan Health 

Authority. (See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD 

TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A 

PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

40. I have received an access to information request from the Ministry of Health for

Saskatchewan on May 10, 2022 that informed me that there was no scientific 

justification for their implementation of Table S-31, nor was there any risk 

assessment or occupational health and safety report for the implementation of 

engineering guidelines, and this is poor engineering practice. (See Exhibit D: THE 

ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE 

CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS 

OF RISK))

41. The Saskatchewan Health Authority are putting lives at risk and the threat to the 

public is extremely high when considering the factors with the emerging Monkeypox 

threat, and the threats outlined are included in the report attached to this affidavit. 
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One unusual aspect of this emerging Monkeypox event is the countries in which the 

cases are occurring which are outside the normal areas of infections, which suggests

that an abnormal mode of transmission is taking place i.e. aerosols. This is 

compounded with the knowledge that Monkeypox is a contagion that has been 

studied in level 4 labs for the purpose of studying aerosol transmission. (See Exhibit 

D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON 

AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND 

ANALYSIS OF RISK))

42. When designing for human beings, the greatest care must be taken, and over-

designing must occur, because human life is not replaceable. For example, if an 

elevator is rated to lift 2000 pounds, it must be designed to life 20,000 pounds if it is 

carrying human beings. This is applicable to infection controls, as it is imperative to 

ensure that infection controls are going to be effective. (See Exhibit D: THE 

ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE 

CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS 

OF RISK)) 

43. It is my opinion that the Saskatchewan Health Authority had no basis in which to 

proceed with any sort of vexatious litigation when they are defending the right to kill

Saskatchewan residents with admittedly criminally negligent guidelines, issued using

no engineering practice and have done a grave injustice to the people of

Saskatchewan. (See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD 

TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A 

PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

44. I believe that the bulk of the persecution, torture and other crimes that I have been 

subjected to is because of my political opinion and whistle-blowing of the poor risk 
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assessment and the risk arising from it and the threat to the general public. There 

are other factors that have affected how some of the criminal actions were taken out 

on me such as my race and religion. However, this is a matter that many other 

people regardless of race or religion have been persecuted and suppressed for 

speaking against the political position of their respective governments. (See Exhibit 

D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON 

AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND 

ANALYSIS OF RISK))

45. I am aware that other provinces in Canada are using these negligence guidelines 

and this issue must be rectified before thousands of people die or in a worst case 

scenario, millions of Canadians die, and peer reviewed studies suggests that 

children are more affected by Monkeypox than adults. (See Exhibit D: THE 

ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE 

CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS 

OF RISK))

46. The problem with the guidelines is not when it is put into the hands of an engineer or 

technologist; they are trained to search for answers when information is complete. 

The issues arises when incompetent persons are being handed the incomplete 

guidelines that they do not understand. I have presented evidence of such a case 

and nothing was done. Without a competent person examining the infection controls 

it is impossible to determine whether the systems are going to work or not. I could 

identify a number of things wrong with the case presented in the report. (See Exhibit 

D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON 

AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND 

ANALYSIS OF RISK))
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47. The distribution of the guidelines will disproportionately affect small businesses as 

they are unlikely to call an engineer or technologist, and this is compounded by 

financial duress, stress, fear, low worker morale, anxiety, uncertainty, the state of the 

economy and a long list of uncertainties today. These are things that should have 

been accounted for by the Saskatchewan Health Authority, yet no mention was 

made about this from the manager of risk. (See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF 

BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

48. The current engineering guidelines are a disaster waiting to happen and with the 

emergence of Monkeypox, a disease with a high fatality rate it is coming to our 

doorstep and there is little to no preparation for it. (See Exhibit D: THE 

ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE 

CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS 

OF RISK))

49. This vexatious litigation initiated by the Saskatchewan Health Authority has cost the 

lives of the public when they are using guidelines that will most certainly kill people 

and serve to spread contagions. (See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF 

BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK)) 

50. DSR Karis Consulting Inc. is a federal corporation registered  to operate in the 

jurisdiction of Saskatchewan and Alberta. It was incorporated federally on April 1, 

2020 with its registered office located at 1292 95th Street, North Battleford

Saskatchewan. DSR Karis Consulting Inc. was registered extra-provincially in 

Alberta in August of 2020, and the shareholder information is submitted to the 
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corporate registry in Alberta as a part of the annual returns. (See Exhibit D: THE 

ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE 

CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS 

OF RISK))

51. I do not own any shares of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. and therefore it is not “my 

company” as multiple documents have fraudulently stated to obtain orders against 

me, DSR Karis Consulting Inc. and others. Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF 

BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK)

52. DSR Karis Inc. owns 100% of the shares of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. making it the 

owner of the “company” that was fraudulently represented as being mine. This 

information can be obtained on the corporate registry of Alberta. (See Exhibit D: THE

ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE 

CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS 

OF RISK))

53. DSR Karis Consulting Inc. was never part of any action that I personally was a part 

of. Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, 

TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY 

REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK)

54. DSR Karis Consulting Inc. and I have made separate criminal complaints relating to 

the Bioterrorism and any parties who have supported them both domestically and 

internationally, and the parties who have been complained are currently under 
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investigation for the same. (See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF 

BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

55. I have been deprived of a right of defence in the Court of Queen’s Bench for 

Saskatchewan from the first hearing on July 23, 2020 all the way through and the 

evidence contained in this affidavit will demonstrate this. 

56. Evidence demonstrates that Patricia J. Meiklejohn has been conspiring to defraud 

me, torture me and kill me from June of 2020. (See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING 

OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

57. Evidence demonstrates that Kimberley A. Richardson has been complicit in and/or 

conspiring with Patricia J. Meiklejohn and others to defraud me, torture and kill me 

from 2020. (See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD 

TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A 

PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

58. Evidence in this affidavit demonstrates that I have never received due process in any

Court that I have been in demonstrating complete diversity with respect to corruption.

(See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, 

TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY 

REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

59. Evidence that has been placed before the Court demonstrates that multiple agents in

multiple courts have lied and placed me in a position of extreme prejudice to ambush

me and deprive me of rights. (See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF 

BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))
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60. Whenever the evidence relating to the Aerosol Generating Medical Procedures 

guidance is presented before a court a similar reaction is made. Actions are taken to 

malign me in some way to ignore the evidence. (See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING

OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

61. A brief statistical analysis has suggested that there is a potential correlation between 

submitting the evidence of the criminally negligent guidelines and the crimes used to 

prevent its reporting and negative out comes in court hearings. The preliminary 

analysis which is part of the discussion on risk in a larger study has identified some 

disturbing trends. There has been an alarming amount of orders issued based on 

statements that are not factual. Many of the statements contradict evidence that are 

submitted by the opposing counsel in the numerous actions. For example, on July 

23, 2020 Justice R.W. Elson issued orders relating to custody and the sale of a 

home on a first appearance in a divorce hearing after instructing the RCMP to keep 

me out of the court. This was called a lawful order of the court when it was not so. 

No evidence was ever provided to demonstrate any justification for any such order 

as the law does not permit this. Yet this was used to justify lawful challenges to the 

order. Another concerning trend is the fraudulent shareholder information regarding

DSR Karis Consulting Inc. that was used to obtain orders against several persons 

when no evidence was ever provided by the parties who brought that claim. The 

validity of the shareholder information was easily obtainable on the public record 

from the province of Alberta. More discussion in Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF 

BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK).

62. The timing of events suggests a relationship consisting of a pattern that seems to be 

unfavourable to any person who has agreed with my political opinion relating to

AGMP's guidance in the SARS-Cov-2 pandemic. This pattern is very unfavourable to
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persons with respect to legal matters. This warrants further study. See Exhibit D:

THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND 

THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND 

ANALYSIS OF RISK)

63. An examination of the differences in the custody matters between my oldest 

daughter Kaysha Richardson who was a permanent ward of Winnipeg Child and 

Family Services (“CFS”) and Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson who is the subject of a 

family dispute. In 2000, I submitted a 15 page letter and was able to have CFS 

reverse their position. As of May of 2022 the Attorney General of SK was in 

possession of 673,000 pages of evidence relating to the matters surrounding Karis 

and I am unable to get even 1 picture of Karis. This is a 4,486,667% increase in the 

amount of evidence provided and it has yielded no rulings in my favour or any 

reasonable access to Karis. 4,486,667% is a substantial increase in the evidence 

provided. Further investigation is warranted. See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF 

BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK)

64. Another alarming relationship is the reaction of any member of the judiciary or court 

official who is presented with the engineering guidelines. It is treated as if it does not 

exist, direction is used to remove it off the court record, evidence is struck, evidence 

is sent back, rule contravention is inconsistently applied, when it is in the public 

interest to have evidence that suggests that members of the public are being killed 

from poor engineering guidelines relating to the SARS-Cov-2 pandemic. This 

relationship warrants further study. See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF 

BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK)
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65. The actions of any counsel or judge that has had any connection to me or any of the 

corporations that I represent or any of my family or affiliates should be investigated 

as the evidence suggests that my family members have been affected by the 

negative outcomes. A preliminary examination of the evidence suggests a high 

degree of bias against me. This demands further study. See Exhibit D: THE 

ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE 

CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS 

OF RISK)

66. The registered office of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. in Alberta is located at 116 West 

Creek Meadow Chestermere AB, which is also the residence of Astra Richardson-

Pereira. Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD 

TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A 

PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK).

67. Astra Richardson-Pereira is the person listed for service of documents for DSR Karis

Consulting Inc. in Alberta. Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, 

CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A

PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK)

68. Defendants in T-1404-20 obtained a favourable outcome by fraud and other crimes 

in T-1404-20 in the Federal Court of Canada in a matter that I initiated against him. 

One of the crimes was using fraudulent shareholder information of DSR Karis 

Consulting Inc. to obtain the favourable outcome. The shareholder information was 

on the public record and it was demonstrated that the shareholder information used 

in multiple orders and motions does not match the certified securities register from

DSR Karis Consulting Inc. or certified documentation from the Alberta corporate 

registry. The Alberta corporate registry and DSR Karis Consulting Inc.’s shareholder 
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information agree with each other. Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF 

BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK).

69. The research regarding SARS-Cov-2 that I pioneered that is covered by copyrights 

that are owned by myself, DSR Karis Consulting Inc. and DSR Karis North 

Consulting Inc. a Delaware corporation are at the root of the matter. It demonstrates 

how existing guidelines used for the SARS-Cov-2 can be used to distribute a 

biological weapon and interfere with the territorial integrity of Canada and the United 

States. Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD 

TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A 

PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK)

70. I believe based on the pattern of events over the last two and a half years as outlined

in the documentation, any person connected to me or the research has been 

targeted for punishment. The connection to the matters of counsel in this affidavit 

demonstrates that there is reason for concern. 

71. There should be an investigation into the events based on the serious nature of the 

criminal activities. The risk is too great to not investigate.

72. Any person who fails to investigate will be responsible for killing people. 

73. It is statistically impossible that I could lose 100% of the court matters that I took to 

court in multiple jurisdictions in multiple countries. In many cases the opposition did 

not show up and I still lost. (See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF 

BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

74. The “order” given to sell the home was given by Justice R.W. Elson on July 23, 2020 

on a first appearance, after Justice R.W. Elson had by the testimony of unknown 
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members of the RCMP swore in that he directed them to keep me out of the Court of

Queen's Bench for Saskatchewan in the Judicial Centre of Battleford for the matters I

was scheduled to appear on July 23, 2020. (See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF 

BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

75. I was to appear as a respondent in DIV 70 of 2020 a family matter and as a plaintiff 

for QBG-156 of 2020 for DSR Karis Consulting Inc..  QBG-156 of 2020 was related 

to the failure of the RCMP to investigate the criminal negligence complaints tied to 

the negligent guidelines and poor risk assessment used in implementing the SARS-

Cov-2 pandemic response. The SHA was also a defendant in QBG-156 of 2020. 

(See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, 

TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY 

REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

76. I never was permitted to enter the Court of Queen's Bench for Saskatchewan in the 

Judicial Centre of Battleford on July 23, 2020. I and my oldest daughter were 

arrested attempting to enter the court at about 9:50 am on July 23, 2020. This is also

confirmed by an affidavit of an unknown member of the Battlefords RCMP. (See

Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, 

TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY 

REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

77. The PACT team showed up at my house on July 22, 2020 with several members of 

the Battlefords RCMP. The persons in attendance were, Tonya Browarny, Ken 

Startup, Cst. Rivest and Cst. Reid. Ken Startup wanted to speak with Kaysha 

Richardson, however, I did not permit him to speak with her. I served the members 

present of the RCMP for the hearing the next day as they were denying me entrance

to the Battlefords detachment to serve them for QBG-156 of 2020. I shut the door 
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and locked it after. I was never directed to submit to a medical examination by 

anyone. Tonya Browarny’s notes present in my medical records corroborate this fact.

(See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, 

TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY 

REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

78. The Attorney General of Canada has refused service to try to thwart my efforts to 

have their crimes exposed. For two and half years I have been suppressed in 

silence. I am tired of this and I want to be left alone. The actions that I have 

witnessed are so evil that it would shock the senses of the general public. Exhibit D:

THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND 

THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND 

ANALYSIS OF RISK)

79. It can be demonstrated that the rogue agents in the Saskatchewan Courts are 

corrupt and have been involved in criminal activity. (Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING 

OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK))

80. I am terrified of what the rogue agents of the Attorney General of Canada, Attorney 

General of SK and other parties will do to me and my family if something isn’t done. I

believe that I will be tortured and killed. I was horrified that the Attorney General of 

Canada would use my three year old child as a shield for their crimes. 

81. I am being punished by multiple courts for telling the truth and complaining of torture.

The Federal Court of Appeal is attempting to cover up the criminal activity in the

Federal Court of Canada. I am tired and exasperated of the extreme prejudice that I 
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am being subjected to by the courts. Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF 

BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK)

82. The parties that have hindered my court actions are all directly responsible for the 

situation that occurred in Ottawa. It is a reasonable conclusion that there would have

been no protest in Ottawa in February of 2022 if the events relating to COVID-19 

came to light in the numerous cases that I had brought before the Saskatchewan 

and Federal Courts. The parties are directly responsible for the deaths of Canadians 

and Americans resulting from the deliberate misrepresented guidelines that creates 

unknown failures to spread the COVID-19. Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF 

BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF 

AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK)

83. I have not had any of the accused in the matter respect my rights, and in fact I have 

been forced to deal with the people who I have made criminal complaints against 

over and over again allowing them to use their position to punish me for making 

complaints against them. See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, 

CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A

PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK).

84. I have been treated like less than a person and the actions of forcing me to deal with 

persons who I have made serious criminal complaints against demonstrates that I 

have been effectively stripped of all rights by the state and have less rights than a 

slave. See Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD 

TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A 

PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK).
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85. Associate Chief Justice Rooke is abusing his position and using the civil court to 

shield crime. The preliminary statistical analysis supports this assertion. The 

correlation between child trafficking, the engineering report and negative outcomes 

in my court matters are compelling evidence that corruption is taking place. See

Exhibit D: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, 

TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY 

REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK).

86. Chambers hearings off the record are where the greatest abuses occurs. These 

matters have to be done in open court for the public to witness what is occurring in 

the court cases, as I have had all my rights stripped from me and lies were 

presented by parties in the judiciary without evidence. See Exhibit D: THE 

ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE 

CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS 

OF RISK).

87. The corporate registry in Alberta demonstrates that the Attorney General of Canada,

Attorney General of SK and all of the counsel in T-1404-20 committed fraud for 

financial gain in the Federal Court of Canada. Lies about me owning DSR Karis 

Consulting Inc. were used to obtain financial gain and I am not the shareholder of

DSR Karis Consulting Inc., and the owner of 100% of the shares is listed on the 

public corporate registry in Alberta. No evidence was presented of that and now I am

having to deal with the people who have been exposed for their criminal fraud in the 

civil court to try to get remedy. This situation is the worst abuse I have ever faced in 

my life. I have been continually subjected to deal with people in the judicial system 

who were actively committing crimes against me to try and get justice. See Exhibit D:
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THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND 

THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND 

ANALYSIS OF RISK).

88. I have been targeted by Jessica Karam and have had her spread lies and 

unsubstantiated claims without any evidence. The evidence that I have presented 

has continually been disregarded in favour of those who have no evidence. I have 

been the only dark skinned black person in all of the matters that I have litigated in 

face to face. It is likely that racism is a factor in these decisions. See Exhibit D: THE 

ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE 

CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS 

OF RISK).

89. It is impossible for someone to pay in excess of 6.7 million dollars in legal fees if they

cannot afford a house costing $170,000.00. It is proof of criminal activity and from a 

risk assessment standpoint it is probable that counsel for Kimberley A. Richardson 

wanted the division of property put over sine di in the divorce to avoid having to 

demonstrate where the $6.7 million dollars in legal fees came from. See Exhibit D:

THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND 

THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND 

ANALYSIS OF RISK).

90. On October 12, 2022 I sent documents to the United States District Court of South 

Carolina under the Crime Victim's Rights Act. This action is tied to threats I received 

from Trench Brunson after he verbally received knowledge of my reporting treason 

against the United States and him stating that he understood the distribution of a 

biological weapon that was used to interfere with the territorial integrity of the United 

States. My daughter Kaysha Richardson was also subject of those threats that came

after his son Jayln Markell Frazier assaulted her with a firearm. See Exhibit E:

District Court of South Carolina Materials
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91. On November 3, 2022 I appeared before the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan to 

speak on two prerogative writs that I placed before the courts that were incidental to 

my appeal in CACV4048 but were affecting my ability to litigate in that appeal. The 

aforementioned crimes were still being committed against me and my two daughters 

are still being trafficked. I had argued that it is impossible for me to litigate while I am 

being victimized by gross crimes and my daughters should not be subjected to such 

gross crimes as it will adversely affect my ability to litigate. (See Exhibit F: Court of 

Appeal for Saskatchewan) 

92. On October 31, 2022 Amy Groothius Registrar of the Court of Appeal for 

Saskatchewan sent me an unsigned document purportedly at the direction of the 

Court. I have reported Amy Groothius multiple times for criminal acts against me 

which includes without limitation fraud, mortgage fraud, child trafficking for the 

purposes of sexual and financial exploitation, terrorism, treason, criminal negligence 

causing death, murder and torture. The criminal complaints are tied directly to the 

abuse of her position as Registrar. The document purportedly directed by the Court 

“ordered” me to be limited to 15 minutes to explain an engineering report in a 

Mandamus and prohibition hearing tied to the shutdown of COVID mandates in 

Saskatchewan. It also requested and investigation and arrests for preexisting 

criminal negligence complaints and two torture complaints. I was also given 15 

minutes for a Mandamus Prohibition and Certiorari into the crimes committed in the 

lower courts to deprive me of my right of defense in a family matter in which I was a 

defendant. (See Exhibit F: Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan)  

93. On November 3, 2022 I made mention of my credentials and they were sent to the 

court previously in communications to the court and are also present in the 

engineering report submitted to the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan as part of the 

evidence for the hearing. Near the beginning of the hearing I asked the panel of 

judges for adequate time to present the case that was based on the engineering 

report titled “THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, 

TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY 

REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK)”. I advised that it was my expert opinion based 

on the engineering research report that I pioneered during the course of my degree 

and compiled for DSR Karis North Consulting Inc. that he would be responsible for 

killing people and he refused to give me the time to explain the engineering report in 

relation to the two prerogative writs which both included a writ of mandamus. (See 

Exhibit F: Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan) 
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94. On November 18, 2022 I received a copy of an order that was not signed purportedly

from the Judges from the November 3, 2022 hearing. In the order there are 

numerous fraudulent claims. In paragraph [8] on page 2 the order states that I 

authored “The Engineering of Bioterrorism, Child Trafficking, Treason and the Crime 

of Aggression Update”. However the United States copyright information states that

DSR Karis North Consulting Inc. is the author and that qualifies as felony copyright 

infringement as the document contains fraud and was used to award costs. (See 

Exhibit F: Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan) 

95. In Paragraph [11] on page 3 of the order stated that DSR Karis Consulting Inc. was 

not party to the chambers hearing. It also failed to mention that I was not party to that

hearing and the transfer of title was done under the land titles act and not the family 

property act which is not permitted in a divorce and that fraudulent documents were 

used and submitted to the court to unlawfully transfer the title. The court did not have

the power to change the appeal of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. to me and one of the 

judges sitting on the panel was the judge who made that change and had no 

jurisdiction to oversee something that she had done that was a crime. That was 

criminal intimidation of a witness. I was punished with costs for refusing to speak on 

an appeal that I did not file. (See Exhibit F: Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan) 

96. The orders did not address the prerogative writs which in themselves gave the 

reasons as to why original jurisdiction should be granted and the tests of mandamus 

were written down and articulated. The judges did not address any of the conditions 

for the writ of mandamus. (See Exhibit F: Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan) 

97. In paragraph [22] the judges have committed outright lies. The witnesses present 

were able to understand the arguments and the written arguments were coherent. 

Even law enforcement personnel who read the documents described it as “Well 

written”. (See Exhibit F: Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan) 

98. The second writ of mandamus was deliberately not analyzed when the judges were 

told by me who listed my capacity to speak regarding the engineering report and 

made determinations on it based on lies. Words were misconstrued that were never 

stated in that manner in front of the public. (See Exhibit F: Court of Appeal for 

Saskatchewan) 

99. The orders given by the judges were outright lies that were committed in front of 

people who were present in the Court and watched online. (See Exhibit F: Court of 

Appeal for Saskatchewan) 
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100.I believe that these judges pose a grave national security threat to the people of this 

country as they exercised capacity they did not possess. (See Exhibit F: Court of 

Appeal for Saskatchewan) 

101.The judges stated that there were allegations made but refused to consider the 

evidence that substantiated the allegations beyond a reasonable doubt. (See Exhibit

F: Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan) 

102.I believe that since the judges would benefit from dismissing the evidence that it is 

highly probable that this dismissal was to protect themselves from criminal liability. 

Exhibit F: Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan

103.In paragraph [22] the judge mentions the “criminally negligent implementation of 

“engineering controls used for the SARS-Cov-2” pandemic response”. However 

since the judge is not an engineer or an engineering technologist, he does not have 

the capacity to state whether engineering controls are criminally negligent or not. 

This is beyond his capacity to do as he has not had a professional with the capacity 

to make that determination. This was further prejudiced by giving only 15 minutes to 

speak on the 3,000 page report titled THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, 

CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A

PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK) and the 50 page mandamus. 

(See Exhibit F: Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan) 

104.The judge said “Given that Mr. Richardson has already had an opportunity to put his 

case forward in the Court of Appeal, it is in the overall interests of justice to address 

his application on its merits and to thereby resolve it”. However nowhere has any of 

the writs of mandamus been addressed by its merits and that is a lie. I don’t see any 

of the merits addressed in any part of this “order” and it is not a lawful order of the 

court. Exhibit F: Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan

105.Numerous complaints have been made to law enforcement regarding criminal 

activity in the civil courts and that it is a multi jurisdictional matter that needs to be 

rectified. I have not had any relief from the crimes that were committed and 

numerous complaints were made in Canada and the United States. Exhibit G: Law 

Enforcement Materials

106.I believe based on the attached materials that my life and liberty is at risk. 

107.This affidavit demonstrates the need for a full copy of the report to be created 

because the public interest demands it.
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Date:

Dear Sir or Madam

Please find below the scanned delivery date and signature of the recipient of the item identified below:

Item Number

Reference Number 1 

Signatory Name

Signature

Yours sincerely,

Customer Relationship Network

This copy confirms to the delivery date and signature of the individual who accepted and signed for the item in question. This information has been extracted from the Canadapost data 
warehouse

Product Name

Reference Number 2

Delivery Date (yyyy/mm/dd)

2022/09/13

Not Applicable

2022-09-13

Not Applicable

1-888-550-6333.

L AHEER

(From outside Canada 1 416 979-3033)

9508188708817349

Expedited Parcels
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Date:

Dear Sir or Madam

Please find below the scanned delivery date and signature of the recipient of the item identified below:

Item Number

Reference Number 1 

Signatory Name

Signature

Yours sincerely,

Customer Relationship Network

This copy confirms to the delivery date and signature of the individual who accepted and signed for the item in question. This information has been extracted from the Canadapost data 
warehouse

Product Name

Reference Number 2

Delivery Date (yyyy/mm/dd)

2022/09/13

Not Applicable

2022-09-12

Not Applicable

1-888-550-6333.

A W

(From outside Canada 1 416 979-3033)

9508188708455343

Expedited Parcels
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Form 22
[Rule 4.24]

Clerk’s Stamp

COURT FILE NUMBER 1801-01931

COURT COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH OF ALBERTA

JUDICIAL CENTRE CALGARY

PLAINTIFFS JORGE FELINO PEREIRA, ASTRA RICHARDSON-PEREIRA, 
AND ISAIAH DAVID FELINO RICHARDSON PEREIRA, AN 
INFANT BY HIS LITIGATION GUARDIAN, ASTRA 
RICHARDSON PEREIRA, AND HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN IN 
RIGHT ALBERTA

DEFENDANTS WESTMERE PROPERTIES INC., ABC CORPORATION,  
SHOPPERS DRUG MART INC., SHOPPERS DRUG MART 
CHESTERMERE STATION, o/a STORE #2308, SALINA 
BANDALI, TODD MOSELEY, LOBLAW COMPANIES 
LIMITED, JOHN DOE I, JOHN DOE II, and JOHN DOE III

DOCUMENT FORMAL OFFER TO SETTLE

PARTY FILING THIS 
DOCUMENT

WESTMERE PROPERTIES INC., ABC CORPORATION,  
SHOPPERS DRUG MART INC., SHOPPERS DRUG MART 
CHESTERMERE STATION, o/a STORE #2308, SALINA 
BANDALI, TODD MOSELEY, LOBLAW COMPANIES 
LIMITED

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE AND 
CONTACT INFORMATION OF 
PARTY FILING THIS 
DOCUMENT

BROWNLEE LLP
1500, 535-8th Avenue SW
Calgary, AB  T2P 3S8

Attention: Nabeel Peermohamed
Solicitors for the Defendants

Telephone: (403) 232-8300
Fax: (403) 232-8408
Email: npeermohamed@brownleelaw.com
File No.: 83498.0069

NOTICE TO PARTY RECEIVING OFFER:

JORGE FELINO PEREIRA, ASTRA RICHARDSON-PEREIRA, AND ISAIAH DAVID FELINO 

RICHARDSON PEREIRA, AN INFANT BY HIS LITIGATION GUARDIAN, ASTRA RICHARDSON 

PEREIRA, AND HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN IN RIGHT ALBERTA 

You have received a formal offer to settle. Go to the end of this document to see what the consequences 

are if you fail to accept this offer.
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Parties making the offer:

1. The Defendants. 

To whom the offer is made:

2. The Plaintiffs.

What the offer is:

3. The Defendants shall accept they are 25% liable for the Plaintiffs’ slip and fall accident that 

occurred on April 28, 2017.  

Conditions attached to the offer:

4. Acceptance of this offer must be in compliance with Rule 4.25 of the Alberta Rules of Court.

5. This offer is open for acceptance for two (2) months of the start of a hearing for judgment, 

whichever comes first, after which time this offer will automatically expire and be withdrawn by 

the Defendants without further notice.

6. If this offer is accepted, the parties shall make arrangements for the appropriate consent order.

Interest:

7. N/A

Costs:

8. N/A
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Requirements that must be complied with to accept the offer:

9. Pursuant to Rule 4.25(2) of the Alberta Rules of Court, the Plaintiffs are required to file the 

Offer and the acceptance of it and serve on the Defendants notice that the Offer has been 

accepted and that the terms of any judgment or order in the Offer have been agreed to.

Form of acceptance of the offer:

10. Form of acceptance is attached.

Expiry date of this offer:  2 months from the date of service of this Formal Offer to Settle.

DATED at the City of Calgary, in the Province of Alberta, this 24th day of March, 2021.

BROWNLEE LLP

Per: Nabeel Peermohamed
Solicitors for the Defendants

WARNING

If this formal offer of the Defendant is not accepted and subsequently the Defendant obtain a judgment or 
order in the action that is equal to or more favorable to the Defendant than this Formal Offer, the Defendant 
are entitled to double costs to which they would otherwise have been entitled for all steps taken in the 
action in relation to the action or claim specified in this Formal Offer, excluding disbursements after 
service of this Formal Offer.
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COURT FILE NUMBER 1801-01931

COURT COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH OF ALBERTA

JUDICIAL CENTRE CALGARY

PLAINTIFFS JORGE FELINO PEREIRA, ASTRA RICHARDSON-PEREIRA, 
AND ISAIAH DAVID FELINO RICHARDSON PEREIRA, AN 
INFANT BY HIS LITIGATION GUARDIAN, ASTRA 
RICHARDSON PEREIRA, AND HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN IN 
RIGHT ALBERTA

DEFENDANTS WESTMERE PROPERTIES INC., ABC CORPORATION,  
SHOPPERS DRUG MART INC., SHOPPERS DRUG MART 
CHESTERMERE STATION, o/a STORE #2308, SALINA 
BANDALI, TODD MOSELEY, LOBLAW COMPANIES LIMITED, 
JOHN DOE I, JOHN DOE II, and JOHN DOE III

DOCUMENT FORMAL ACCEPTANCE OF OFFER TO SETTLE

DATE _________________________________________

TO WESTMERE PROPERTIES INC., ABC CORPORATION,  
SHOPPERS DRUG MART INC., SHOPPERS DRUG MART 
CHESTERMERE STATION, o/a STORE #2308, SALINA 
BANDALI, TODD MOSELEY, LOBLAW COMPANIES LIMITED, 
JOHN DOE I, JOHN DOE II, and JOHN DOE III

FROM JORGE FELINO PEREIRA, ASTRA RICHARDSON-PEREIRA, 
AND ISAIAH DAVID FELINO RICHARDSON PEREIRA, AN 
INFANT BY HIS LITIGATION GUARDIAN, ASTRA 
RICHARDSON PEREIRA, AND HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN IN 
RIGHT ALBERTA

TAKE NOTICE that pursuant to Rule 4.25 of the Alberta Rules of Court, the Plaintiffs hereby accept the 

Formal Offer of the Defendants dated March 24, 2021.

PIPELLA LAW
Per: 

Derek Allchurch
Solicitors for the Plaintiffs

Page 79 of 1536



Page 80 of 1536



Page 81 of 1536



Written decision of the review officer 
14 messages

Astra N. Richardson <a.stra.n.r@gmail.com> Mon., Apr. 25, 2022 at 1:52 p.m.
To: ReviewOffice Edmonton <ReviewOffice.Edmonton@albertacourts.ca>

Good afternoon Marlene, 

I am requesting all of the written decisions of Dennis Pawlowski from this year. 

Thanks,

--  
Have a fantastic day,
 
Sincerely,
Astra N. Richardson-Pereira

ReviewOffice Edmonton <ReviewOffice.Edmonton@albertacourts.ca> Thu., May 5, 2022 at 2:44 p.m.
To: a.stra.n.r@gmail.com <a.stra.n.r@gmail.com>

Good day, Ms. Richardson,  

 

Review Officers do not write written decisions. Reasons for decisions are given orally at the end of a review.

 

Regards,

 

Marlene Brown-Crichlow

Assistant to the Review Officer

2nd Floor, 1 A Sir Winston Churchill Square, Edmonton, AB T5R 0R2

Phone: 780 422-1520

 

From: ReviewOffice Edmonton  
Sent: May 3, 2022 12:11 PM 
To: Dennis Pawlowski <Dennis.Pawlowski@albertacourts.ca> 
Subject: FW: Written decision of the review officer
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You don't often get email from a.stra.n.r@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

Marlene Brown-Crichlow

Assistant to the Review Officer

2nd Floor, 1 A Sir Winston Churchill Square, Edmonton, AB T5R 0R2

Phone: 780 422-1520

 

From: Astra N. Richardson <a.stra.n.r@gmail.com>  
Sent: April 25, 2022 01:53 PM 
To: ReviewOffice Edmonton <ReviewOffice.Edmonton@albertacourts.ca> 
Subject: Written decision of the review officer

 

[Quoted text hidden]

Astra N. Richardson <a.stra.n.r@gmail.com> Thu., May 5, 2022 at 7:54 p.m.
To: ReviewOffice Edmonton <ReviewOffice.Edmonton@albertacourts.ca>

Good evening Marlene,

How is a review officer decision enforceable if it is not written? How can someone prove the decision without it
in writing? I need evidence of the oral decision in writing for proof of the decision and because the review
office said so isn't going to cut it. 

Provide me something in writing that I can demonstrate the decision of the review officer to another person
please. 

Thanks 

Have a blessed day! 

Thanks, 
Astra N. Richardson-Pereira
[Quoted text hidden]

ReviewOffice Edmonton <ReviewOffice.Edmonton@albertacourts.ca> Fri., May 6, 2022 at 1:05 p.m.
To: Astra N. Richardson <a.stra.n.r@gmail.com>

Ms. Richardson,

 

The decision of all review officers is recorded in a certificate of review and not by itself.  I can provide you a
copy of the certificate of review or if you require a copy of the transcript of the review hearing, you can order it
from Transcript Management.

[Quoted text hidden]

Astra N. Richardson <a.stra.n.r@gmail.com> Fri., May 6, 2022 at 1:15 p.m.
To: ReviewOffice Edmonton <ReviewOffice.Edmonton@albertacourts.ca>

Good day,
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Yes I would like a copy of the certificate via email. 

Have a blessed day! 

Thanks, 
Astra N. Richardson-Pereira
[Quoted text hidden]

ReviewOffice Edmonton <ReviewOffice.Edmonton@albertacourts.ca> Fri., May 6, 2022 at 1:24 p.m.
To: Astra N. Richardson <a.stra.n.r@gmail.com>

What is the style of cause or the court file number of your matter, please?

[Quoted text hidden]

Astra N. Richardson <a.stra.n.r@gmail.com> Fri., May 6, 2022 at 2:01 p.m.
To: ReviewOffice Edmonton <ReviewOffice.Edmonton@albertacourts.ca>

It was Jorge Pereira, Astra Richardson-Pereira  vs Derek Allchurch and Tara Pipella of Pipella Law. The file
number is 2101-15892.

Thanks,

Have a blessed day! 

Thanks, 
Astra N. Richardson-Pereira

[Quoted text hidden]

ReviewOffice Edmonton <ReviewOffice.Edmonton@albertacourts.ca> Fri., May 6, 2022 at 2:07 p.m.
To: Astra N. Richardson <a.stra.n.r@gmail.com>

[Quoted text hidden]

Astra N. Richardson <a.stra.n.r@gmail.com> Fri., May 6, 2022 at 2:36 p.m.
To: ReviewOffice Edmonton <ReviewOffice.Edmonton@albertacourts.ca>

Good afternoon Marlene,

I need a written copy of the decision to place the matter over sine die until the conclusion of the case and then
the parties will come back at the end of the case and decide the division of costs. I need a written record of
that decision.  

I will also want a transcript of that as well. 

For clarity I will list this again;

1) the decision of the review officer to adjourn the matter sine die because both parties agreed to have the
disbursements decided at the conclusion of the cases and, (this must be an official court document)

2) a copy of the transcript from the day of the decision of the review officer that was mentioned in paragraph
1. ( if this comes from the transcript office this is fine)

Have a blessed day! 
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Thanks, 
Astra N. Richardson-Pereira
[Quoted text hidden]

ReviewOffice Edmonton <ReviewOffice.Edmonton@albertacourts.ca> Fri., May 6, 2022 at 2:53 p.m.
To: Astra N. Richardson <a.stra.n.r@gmail.com>

I have provided you with the certificate of review.  You can order a copy of the transcript from Transcript
Management. 

Transcript Management contact information can be found on the Alberta Courts website, under Review &
Assessment.

[Quoted text hidden]

Astra N. Richardson <a.stra.n.r@gmail.com> Fri., May 6, 2022 at 3:15 p.m.
To: ReviewOffice Edmonton <ReviewOffice.Edmonton@albertacourts.ca>

What I need is the record of the court action that was taken when I appeared before the review officer. The
certificate that you sent bears today's date. That is not when the matter was adjourned sine die. I want some
written record of what took place and the agreement that was made for both parties to come before the review
officer at the conclusion of the case. The certificate that you are trying to give me is worthless. I need
confirmation from the review officer as to what his decision was regarding the matter. I am aware that not all
of the hearing was recorded, as the review officer mentioned when he was recording Mr. allchurch. I want in
writing from the court a fiat of what happened each time I appeared before the review officer. there has to be a
court memo or some form of written documentation recording what has happened. I want a copy of the court
memo, fiat, notes or whatever it was because there was no certificate given.  

Again I am requesting some form of court record of the actions of the review officer and what transpired those
days. There must be court records of actions taken or they are meaningless. I want the records of what
happened for each time I appeared please and thank you. 
[Quoted text hidden]

ReviewOffice Edmonton <ReviewOffice.Edmonton@albertacourts.ca> Mon., May 9, 2022 at 8:21 a.m.
To: Astra N. Richardson <a.stra.n.r@gmail.com>

Hello.

 

I have provided you with a copy of the review officer’s certificate of review.  This is the only record we have
here at the courts except for the filed copy of Form 42 and confidential evidence.

 

If you require a copy of the transcript, please request it from Transcript Management.  Transcript Management
contact information is below.

 

If you have questions about ordering a courtroom transcript, or any TMS related inquires, please contact:
Transcript

Management Services

Calgary Courts Centre

Suite 1901-N, 601-5th Street S.W

Calgary, Alberta T2P 5P7
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Phone: 403-297-7392

Fax: 403-297-7034

Email: tms.calgary@gov.ab.ca

 

 

Thank you,

[Quoted text hidden]

ReviewOffice Edmonton <ReviewOffice.Edmonton@albertacourts.ca> Mon., May 9, 2022 at 8:46 a.m.
To: Astra N. Richardson <a.stra.n.r@gmail.com>

Hello Astra,

 

I apologize for the confusing regarding your previous email.  I have attached the Proceedings Log for the
hearing.  I hope this can assist you in your legal proceedings.  Please confirm receipt.

[Quoted text hidden]

Astra N. Richardson <a.stra.n.r@gmail.com> Tue., May 10, 2022 at 1:47 p.m.
To: Unity <unity@dsrkarisconsulting.com>

Have a blessed day! 

Thanks, 
Astra N. Richardson-Pereira

[Quoted text hidden]
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1

Unity

From: CalgaryResolution SupportCentre <CalgaryResolutionSupportCentre@just.gov.ab.ca>
Sent: March 23, 2022 9:26 AM
To: Unity
Subject: Filed order 2201 03422
Attachments: filed order 2201 03422

Hello,

Please find attached a courtesy copy of your filed court order.  Please note that this email does not
constitute service.

Please advise if you require a certified hard copy of your order.  If so, please provide your FULL
mailing address so it can be sent to you.

Regards,

Melissa

Resolution Support Centre staff are not lawyers and cannot give you legal advice nor predict the outcome of court
proceedings.  You may wish to speak with a lawyer about your legal issue.

This communication is intended for the use of the recipient to which it is addressed, and may contain confidential,
personal and or privileged information. Please contact us immediately if you are not the intended recipient of this
communication, and do not copy, distribute, or take action relying on it. Any communication received in error, or
subsequent reply, should be deleted or destroyed.

Resolution Support Centre
Suite 706-S, Calgary Courts Centre
601 - 5 Street SW
Calgary, AB   T2P 5P7
Phone: 403-476-4744
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1

Unity

From: Do_Not_Reply_FMSADM@gov.ab.ca
Sent: March 23, 2022 9:23 AM
To: CalgaryResolutionSupportCentre@just.gov.ab.ca
Subject: filed order 2201 03422
Attachments: filed order 2201 03422.pdf

Please open the attached document. It was sent to you using a Xerox multifunction printer.

Attachment File Type: pdf, Multi-Page

Multifunction Printer Location:
Multifunction Printer Name: Xerox AltaLink C8170 (9D:8E:A2)
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COURT FILE NUMBER 2201 03422 Clerks Stamp

COURT Court of Queen’s Bench of Alberta

JUDICIAL CENTRE Calgary - -J

APPLICANT DALE J. RICHARDSON ‘ MAR 2

RESPONDENTS KAREN HORNER JUSTICE,
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF
CANADA, KIMBERLEY
RICHARDSON

DOCUMENT ORDER

ORDER PREPARED BY Court Generated Orders Clerk —

Resolution Services

DATE ON WHICH ORDER WAS PRONOUNCED: 22nd DAY OF MARCH, 2022

LOCATION OF HEARING OR TRIAL: Calgary

NAME OF JUSTICE WHO MADE THIS ORDER:
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE CM. JONES

***These matters were conducted using a virtual courtroom, and all participants,
exclusive of the Justice and Clerk, appeared via WebEx***

THE COURT HAS REVIEWED THE APPLICATION PILED IN SUPPORT OF THIS
APPLICATION AND HAS BEEN ADVISED OF THE FOLLOWING:

DALE J. RICHARDSON, the Applicant, was present in Court;

KAREN HORNER JUSTICE, ATTORNEY GENERAL OF CANADA, and KIMBERLEY
RICHARDSON, the Respondents, were not served with notice of this application

IT IS ORDERED THAT:

1. The application without notice of DALE J. RICHARDSON for mandatory, prohibitory and
declarative relief as set out in the Applicant’s materials is dismissed.

2. The applicant is at liberty to re-apply on proper notice to the Respondents.

/

Justice of the Court of Queen’s Bench of Alberta
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Re: Pereira et al v. Westmere Properties Inc. et al / Our File: 83498.0069
2 messages

Nabeel Peermohamed <npeermohamed@brownleelaw.com> Tue., Aug. 16, 2022 at 12:01 p.m.
To: Astra N. Richardson <a.stra.n.r@gmail.com>

WITHOUT PREJUDICE

Ms. Richardson,

Please be advised we have received instructions to make the following settlement proposal
on a without costs basis subject to the conditions outlined below.

Our clients will pay you $25,000 (twenty five thousand dollars) in full settlement and
resolution of the claims listed in the pleadings filed in this action. We view this offer as more
than fair compensation for your alleged losses given the liability and damages evidence
obtained on the record.

In exchange for the above-noted payment, it is a condition of this offer that you will file a
discontinuance of claim and execute a release in favor of the Defendants in a form prepared
by our office.

This offer will remain open for your acceptance for two weeks after which it will be
automatically withdrawn without further notice and we will proceed to schedule the liability
trial.

I look forward to hearing from you.

Thanks,

NABEEL PEERMOHAMED | PARTNER | BROWNLEE LLP
LITIGATION  
m. 403-232-8300 | d. 403-260-5301 | f. 403-232-8408 |
npeermohamed@brownleelaw.com 
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SUITE 1500 | 530 - 8 AVENUE SW | CALGARY, AB T2P 3S8 
Toll-Free. 800-661-9069 | www.brownleelaw.com

Brownlee LLP would like the opportunity to send you invitations and legal news electronically. Please give us

your permission by clicking here.

This information transmitted is intended only for the addressee and may contain confidential, proprietary and/or privileged material. Any

unauthorized review, distribution or other use of or the taking of any action in reliance upon this information is prohibited. Attachment to this E-

mail may contain viruses that could damage your computer system. We do not accept liability for any damage which may result from software

viruses. If you received this in error, please contact the sender and delete or destroy this message and any copies.

Astra N. Richardson <a.stra.n.r@gmail.com> Wed., Aug. 17, 2022 at 7:24 p.m.
To: Unity <unity@dsrkarisconsulting.com>

Have a blessed day!

Thanks,
Astra N. Richardson-Pereira
[Quoted text hidden]
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CLERK OF THE COURT

FILED
Court of Queen's Bench of Alberta jjyg 2 3 2022

Citation: Richardson v MacDonald, 2022 ABQB 566 CALGARY ALBERTA

Date:

Dockets: 2201 02896, 2201 03422

Registry: Calgary

Between:

Docket 2101 02896

Dale J. Richardson

Applicant
and -

Cst. J MacDonald #5450 Calgary Police, Unknown Member 1 RCMP K Division, Unknown
Member 2, RCMP K Division, Cst. Burton Roy, RCMP F Division, Cst. Reid, RCMP F
Division, Cst. Parchewski, RCMP F Division, Cst. Reed, RCMP F Division, Cst. Rivest
RCMP F Division, Province of Saskatchewan, Court of Queen's Bench for Saskatchewan,

Justice R.W. Elson, Justice N.D. Crooks, Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan, the
Honourable Gordon Wyantt Attorney General of Saskatchewan, Kimberley Anne

Richardson

Respondents

And Between:

Docket 2201 03422

Dale J. Richardson

Applicant
- and -

Justice Karen Horner, the Attorney General of Canada for the RCMP and themselves, and
Kimberley Richardson

Respondents
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Memorandum of Decision

of the

Associate Chief Justice

J.D. Rooke

[1] Dale J. Richardson [Mr. Richardson] is an abusive litigant who is operating in Alberta,
Saskatchewan, and Federal Courts. Recently, this Court struck out two proceedings by Mr.
Richardson pursuant to Civil Practice Note No. 7 as hopeless and abusive proceedings:
Richardson v MacDonald, 2022 ABQB 317 [Richardson #^]. Brown J of the Federal Court has
recently designated Mr. Richardson as a "vexatious litigant", and imposed global and indefinite
Federal Courts Act, RSC 1985, c F-7 s 40 court access restrictions on Mr. Richardson in
Richardson v Seventh-Day Adventist Church, 2022 FC 848 [Richardson FC\,

[2] In Richardson #4 at para 25,1 concluded that Mr. Richardson's evolving pattern of
expanding, aggressive, and abusive litigation potentially warranted steps in this Court to better
manage Mr. Richardson's misconduct. I, therefore, invited the Respondents named in the above
styles of cause to initiate Judicature Act, RSA 2000, c J-2, ss 23-23.1 proceedings to impose
gatekeeping safeguards on Mr. Richardson's activities before the Alberta Court of Queen's
Bench. On May 25, 2022, Canada responded that it would file an application of that type. At
present, Mr. Richardson is subject to interim court access restrictions, pending completion of the
Judicature Act ss 23-23.1 process: Richardson U4.

[3] This Decision responds to a further additional issue that has emerged with Mr.
Richardson. Mr. Richardson has adopted the pattern of bulk emailing the Court and my Office
with voluminous but irrelevant attachments. Examples of this activity are described in previous
decisions in relation to Mr. Richardson, for example: Richardson v MacDonald, 2022 ABQB
274 at paras 2-9 [Richardson #J]. Docket records for Mr. Richardson's Federal Court activities,
and the Richardson FC Decision, indicate the same issue is occurring before that Court.

[4] What aggravates Mr. Richardson's activity even further are two more repeating patterns:

1. Mr. Richardson's materials are not merely voluminous, but contain allegations
and claims that Brown J (in Richardson FC) accurately characterized as
"egregious, intemperate, distasteful". What Mr. Richardson states in the
documents he sends to Court is nothing less than hate speech directed to religious
groups, government employees and officers, and court actors.

2. Mr. Richardson is using proxy actors to communicate and interact with the Court,
at least in part to evade litigation management and expand his actions:
Richardson FC', Richardson #i.

[5] What follows are several examples of Mr. Richardson's inappropriate email
communications. On July 12, 2022, Mr. Richardson, as "Chief Executive Officer of DSR Karis
Consulting Inc.", emailed Chief Justice Moreau of this Court, with that email and attachment
copied to over a hundred email addresses, including multiple addresses in this Court. The July
12, 2022 correspondence, titled, in a clearly defamatory manner, "For Greater Certainty to
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Report Crimes of "Rooke the Crook'"', is an obvious attempt to collaterally attack this Court's
decisions and interim steps to manage Mr. Richardson's problematic activity. Furthermore, Mr.
Richardson engaged in "judge shopping" by attempting to circumvent my authority, alleging
"fraud" and "unjust interference". This correspondence also (allegedly) unilaterally prohibits
transmission and sharing of the July 12, 2022 with myself. Mr. Richardson has previously
attempted much the same strategy on April 1, 2022, writing Chief Justice Moreau and
demanding I am removed from Mr. Richardson's litigation.

[6] A further example is an August 15,2022 email from Mr. Richardson to my Office and
many other email addresses. Though Mr. Richardson's documents are difficult to understand, it
appears he disagreed with the outcome of Richardson #J and Richardson #4, and now
demanded steps and answers on what are, at best, potential appeal grounds. He is obviously in
the wrong court for that. The language in the email and its attachments is, as Brown J of the
Federal Court of Canada observed, inflammatory and offensive. In this instance Mr. Richardson
has used a different email address: unity@dsrkarisconsulting.com.

[7] Mr. Richardson now has an established pattern of ignoring Court instructions. Court
Rules, and using irregular and improper documents in his attempts to bypass and disrupt Court
proceedings. One common thread in Mr. Richardson's improper litigation conduct is his repeated
and abusive use of email as the vector for his activities.

[8] This Court's inherent jurisdiction includes imposing limits and structures on
communications where a litigant is abusing the Court: e.g. Re Boisjoli, 2015 ABQB 690;
McKechnie (Re), 2018 ABQB 677; McClelland v Harrison, 2022 ABQB 554. This
communications management process is also used by the Alberta Court of Appeal: e.g. Feeney v
Her Majesty the Queen in the Right of Alberta, 2021 ABC A 255.1 conclude that Mr.
Richeirdson's repeated abuse of email to subvert and bypass court processes requires additional
interim litigant management steps.

[9] This step also complies with Wagner CJC's recent instruction in British Columbia
(Attorney General) v Council of Canadians with Disabilities, 2022 SCC 27 at para 1, where the
Chief Justice defined "access to justice" means courts shall take steps to efficiently respond to
problem litigation, so as to maintain access to timely remedies for those who deserve them:

Access to justice depends on the efficient and responsible use of court resources.
Frivolous lawsuits, endless procedural delays, and unnecessary appeals increase
the time and expense of litigation and waste these resources. To preserve
meaningful access, courts must ensure that their resources remain available to the
litigants who need them most — namely, those who advance meritorious and
justiciable claims that warrant judicial attention. [Emphasis added.]

[10] I order that Mr. Richardson is prohibited from communicating with the Alberta Court of
Queen's Bench by email, except where Mr. Richardson is represented by a member in good
standing of the Law Society of Alberta, or another person authorized to represent Mr.
Richardson, in the Alberta Court of Queen's Bench, pursuant to the Legal Professions Act, RSA
2000, c L-8. This prohibition applies to both Mr. Richardson, and his litigation proxies. This
communications protocol will continue on an interim basis until the impending Judicature Act ss
23-23.1 process is completed.
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[11] To be explicit, Mr. Richardson may submit documents by attending the Court, by mail,
courier, or a lawyer. However, no further email communications or electronic document
submissions will be accepted from Mr. Richardson or his proxies. I caution Mr. Richardson that
if he wishes to participate in, and respond to, the impending Judicature Act ss 23-23.1 process,
he must submit any written argument and/or affidavit evidence via a physical document. I also
caution Mr. Richardson that if he does not comply with this Court's instructions and continues to
abuse the Court's processes, then he may be subject to additional steps, including Rule 10.49(1)
penalties.

[12] I am aware that Mr. Richardson will likely disagree with this step. Mindful of my
obligations set in Pintea v Johns, 2017 SCC 23 to provide information to self-represented
litigants, such as Mr. Richardson, concerning their litigation options, if Mr. Richardson disagrees
with this outcome, his remedy is an appeal to the Alberta Court of Appeal.

[13] The Court will prepare the Order giving effect to this Decision. Mr. Richardson's
approval of that Order is dispensed with, pursuant to Rule 9.4(2)(c). This Decision and the
corresponding Order shall be served on Mr. Richardson to the email addresses he has used in his
communications with my Office: dale.richardson@dsrkarisconsulting.com, and
unity@dsrkarisconsuIting.com.

Dated at the City of Calgary, Alberta this 23'^'' day of August, 2022.

J.D. Rooke

A.C.J.CQ.B.A,

Appearances:

None
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COURT FILE NUMBER 2201 02896, 2201 03422

COURT

JUDICIAL CENTRE

APPLICANT

RESPONDENTS

filed

DOCUMENT

Court of Queen's Bench of Alberta

Calgary

Dale J. Richardson

Cst. J MacDonald #5450 Calgary Police, Unknown Member 1
RCMP K Division, Unknown Member 2, RCMP K Division, Cst.
Burton Roy, RCMP F Division, Cst. Reid, RCMP F Division, Cst.
Parchewski, RCMP F Division, Cst. Reed, RCMP F Division, Cst.
Rivest RCMP F Division, Province of Saskatchewan, Court of

Queen's Bench for Saskatchewan, Justice R.W. Elson, Justice N.D.
Crooks, Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan, the Honourable
Gordon Wyantt Attorney General of Saskatchewan, Kimberley
Anne Richardson; Justice Karen Homer, the Attorney General of
Canada for the RCMP and themselves.

INTERIM COMMUNICATIONS RESTRICTION ORDER

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE Associate Chief Justice J.D. Rooke, Alberta Court of Queen's
AND CONTACT Bench, Judicial District of Calgary I hereby certify this to be a true copy of
INFORMATION OF THE Calgary Courts Centre, 601 5 St S.W. ,he original

Calgary, Alberta T2P 5P7PARTY FILING THIS

DOCUMENT Dated this day nf

DATE ON WHICH ORDER WAS PRONOUNCED:

LOCATION WHERE ORDER WAS PRONOUNCED:

NAME OF THE JUDGE WHO MADE THIS ORDER:

foil Cjerkof the Court

August 23, 2022

Calgary, Alberta

Honourable Associate Chief Justice

J.D. Rooke

UPON this Court's receipt and review of email communications from Dale J.
Richardson;

AND UPON the Court's conclusion that Dale J. Richardson uses email to communicate

with the Court in an inappropriate, abusive manner;

AND PURSUANT to this Court's decision reported as Richardson v MacDonald, 2022
ABQB 566;
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AND UPON THE COURT'S OWN MOTION AND UNDER ITS INHERENT

JURISDICTION;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

1. Dale J. Richadson is prohibited from any communication with the Alberta Court of
Queen's Bench by email, except where Dale J. Richardson:

a) has received specific authorization by a Court order to use email communications, or

b) is represented by a member in good standing of the Law Society of Alberta, or another
person authorized to represent Dale J. Richardson, in the Alberta Court of Queen's
Bench, pursuant to the Legal Professions Act, RSA 2000, c L-8.

2. For clarity, this prohibition applies to all emails from Dale J. Richardson to any Court
staff, employees, officers, and justices, including Clerks of the Court, Court
Coordinators, and Judicial Assistants.

3. For further clarify, this prohibition applies to filing or submitting documents to the
Alberta Court of Queen's Bench, its justices, staff, officers, and employees.

4. Any email communication received from Dale J. Richardson, shall be immediately
deleted without any response or acknowledgment.

5. The approval of Dale J. Richardson, as to the form and content of this Order, is not
required per Rule 9.4(2)(c).

6. This Order and the Richardson v MacDonald, 2022 ABQB 566 Decision shall be served
on Dale J. Richardson to the email addresses: dale.richardson@dsrkarisconsulting.com,
and unity@dsrkarisconsulting.com.

J.D. Rooke t

ASSOCIAT^HIEF JUSTICE OF QUEEN'S
BENCH OfM.LBERTA
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EX PARTE MOTION FOR RELIEF

UNDER 18 U.S.C. § 3771(D)(3)

IN THE

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA

OCTOBER 12, 2022
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No. _________

In The
United States District Court District of South

Carolina

DALE J. RICHARDSON

Applicant,

v.

JULIE J. ARMSTRONG

CHARLESTON COUNTY

CLERK OF COURT, TRENCH

BRUNSON, AND JAYLN

MARKELL FRAZER;

Respondents.

[Proposed] Order Granting Applicant’s
Motion For Relief Under 18 U.S.C. § 3771(d)(3)

DALE J. RICHARDSON

1292 95th Street
North Battleford, SK S9A 0G2
Tel: 1 306 441 7010
Email: unity@dsrkarisconsulting.com

1
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[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING APPLICANT’S MOTION FOR RELIEF

This matter having come before the Court upon Applicant DALE J. 

RICHARDSON’s Motion For Relief Under 18 U.S.C. § 3771(d)(3) (the “Motion”); the 

Court having reviewed the motion and related papers; due and proper notice of the

Motion having been provided; and after due deliberation and sufficient cause 

appearing therefore, the Court finds that the motion should be GRANTED.

WHEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

1. the Applicant seeks an order for a representative of the US ATTORNEY 

GENERAL to investigate the deprivation of the Applicant’s right to protection 

under the color of law as it is his “right to be reasonably protected from the 

accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(1);

2. the Applicant seeks an order for the representative of the US ATTORNEY 

GENERAL responsible for investigating the Applicant’s deprivation of right to 

reasonable, accurate and timely notice under the color of law to be notified of 

the protection order hearing purportedly at the request of the Applicant as it 

is his “The right to reasonable, accurate, and timely notice of any public court

proceeding, or any parole proceeding, involving the crime or of any release or 

escape of the accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(2);

3. the Applicant seeks an order that the investigation by the representative of 

the US ATTORNEY GENERAL into the Applicant’s deprivation of right to 

emergency protection under the color of law be conducted within 24-48 hours 

3
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as it is the Applicant’s “right to proceedings free from unreasonable delay” 

pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(7) and the case is of such imperative public 

importance as to require immediate determination as it purports treason 

against the people of the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA;

4. the Applicant seeks an order for the representative of the US ATTORNEY 

GENERAL responsible for investigating the Applicant’s deprivation of right to 

petition under the color of law to inform the Applicant in a timely manner of 

any plea bargain or deferred prosecution agreements as it is his “right to be 

informed in a timely manner of any plea bargain or deferred prosecution 

agreement” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(9);

5. the Applicant seeks an order of protection against the agents responsible for 

overt acts of treason and to be brought to the United States and placed under 

its protection along with any family members as it is his “right to be 

reasonably protected from the accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(1);

6. the Applicant seeks an order that the Applicant be made an interested party 

to any prosecution of the Respondents that he may be given reasonable, 

accurate, and timely notice of any public court proceeding as it is his “right to

reasonable, accurate, and timely notice of any public court proceeding, or any 

parole proceeding, involving the crime or of any release or escape of the 

accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(2), his “right to be reasonably heard

at any public proceeding in the district court involving release, plea, 

sentencing, or any parole proceeding” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(4), and

4
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his “right not to be excluded from any such public court proceeding, unless 

the court, after receiving clear and convincing evidence, determines that 

testimony by the victim would be materially altered if the victim heard other 

testimony at that proceeding” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(3);

7. the Applicant seeks an order that the Applicant not be required by this court 

to enter the jurisdiction of the STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA or THE STATE OF 

GEORGIA as it is his “right to be reasonably protected from the accused” 

pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(1); and

8. the Applicant seeks an order of protection against U.S. Customs and Border 

Protection, the Department of Homeland Security and U.S. Immigration 

Control and Enforcement as they have hindered the Applicant from reporting

treason against the United States and are directly responsible for the 

commission of this crime and have demonstrated a pattern of hindering 

attempts to expose treason and the Applicant has a “right to be reasonably 

protected from the accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(1);

9. the Applicant seeks an order that the Applicant not be required by this court 

to enter the jurisdiction of NORTH CHARLESTON POLICE DEPARTMENT or its 

surrounding area which is THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA as it is his “right 

to be reasonably protected from the accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)

(1); and

5
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10. the Applicant seeks an order that the Applicant which is currently in the

PROVINCE OF ALBERTA be reasonably heard at the public court proceeding by 

way of video-conference as it is his “right to be reasonably heard at any public

proceeding in the district court involving release, plea, sentencing, or any 

parole proceeding” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(4) and his “right not to be 

excluded from any such public court proceeding, unless the court, after 

receiving clear and convincing evidence, determines that testimony by the 

victim would be materially altered if the victim heard other testimony at that

proceeding” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(3).

ENTERED: October ____ of 2022 _________________________________
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

6
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No. _________

In The
United States District Court District of South

Carolina

DALE J. RICHARDSON

Applicant,

v.

JULIE J. ARMSTRONG

CHARLESTON COUNTY

CLERK OF COURT;

Respondents.

Ex Parte Motion For Relief Under 18 U.S.C. § 3771(d)(3)

DALE J. RICHARDSON

1292 95th Street
North Battleford, SK S9A 0G2
Tel: 1 306 441 7010
Email: unity@dsrkarisconsulting.com

1
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NOTICE OF MOTION

TAKE NOTICE THAT DALE J. RICHARDSON will make a Motion For Relief Under 

18 U.S.C. § 3771(d)(3) (the “Motion”) to this Court in writing.

THE MOTION IS FOR:

11. the Applicant seeks an order for a representative of the US ATTORNEY 

GENERAL to investigate the deprivation of the Applicant’s right to protection 

under the color of law as it is his “right to be reasonably protected from the 

accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(1);

12. the Applicant seeks an order for the representative of the US ATTORNEY 

GENERAL responsible for investigating the Applicant’s deprivation of right to 

reasonable, accurate and timely notice under the color of law to be notified of 

the protection order hearing purportedly at the request of the Applicant as it 

is his “The right to reasonable, accurate, and timely notice of any public court

proceeding, or any parole proceeding, involving the crime or of any release or 

escape of the accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(2);

13. the Applicant seeks an order that the investigation by the representative of 

the US ATTORNEY GENERAL into the Applicant’s deprivation of right to 

emergency protection under the color of law be conducted within 24-48 hours 

as it is the Applicant’s “right to proceedings free from unreasonable delay” 

pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(7) and the case is of such imperative public 

2
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importance as to require immediate determination as it purports treason 

against the people of the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA;

14. the  Applicant seeks an order for the representative of the US ATTORNEY 

GENERAL responsible for investigating the Applicant’s obstruction of 

reporting treason under the color of law to inform the Applicant in a timely 

manner of any plea bargain or deferred prosecution agreements as it is his 

“right to be informed in a timely manner of any plea bargain or deferred 

prosecution agreement” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(9);

15. the Applicant seeks an order of protection against the agents responsible for 

overt acts of treason and to be brought to the United States and placed under 

its protection along with any family members as it is his “right to be 

reasonably protected from the accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(1);

16. the Applicant seeks an order that the Applicant be made an interested party 

to any prosecution of the Respondents that he may be given reasonable, 

accurate, and timely notice of any public court proceeding as it is his “right to

reasonable, accurate, and timely notice of any public court proceeding, or any 

parole proceeding, involving the crime or of any release or escape of the 

accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(2), his “right to be reasonably heard

at any public proceeding in the district court involving release, plea, 

sentencing, or any parole proceeding” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(4), and

his “right not to be excluded from any such public court proceeding, unless 

the court, after receiving clear and convincing evidence, determines that 

3
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testimony by the victim would be materially altered if the victim heard other 

testimony at that proceeding” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(3);

17. the Applicant seeks an order of protection against the agents responsible for 

overt acts of treason and to be brought to the United States and placed under 

its protection along with any family members as it is his “right to be 

reasonably protected from the accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(1);

18. the Applicant seeks an order of protection against U.S. Customs and Border 

Protection, the Department of Homeland Security and U.S. Immigration 

Control and Enforcement as they have hindered the Applicant from reporting

treason against the United States and are directly responsible for the 

commission of this crime and have demonstrated a pattern of hindering 

attempts to expose treason and the Applicant has a “right to be reasonably 

protected from the accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(1);

19. the Applicant seeks an order that the Applicant not be required by this court 

to enter the jurisdiction of NORTH CHARLESTON POLICE DEPARTMENT or its 

surrounding area which is THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA as it is his “right 

to be reasonably protected from the accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)

(1); and

20. the Applicant seeks an order that the Applicant which is currently in the

PROVINCE OF ALBERTA be reasonably heard at the public court proceeding by 

way of video-conference as it is his “right to be reasonably heard at any public

4
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proceeding in the district court involving release, plea, sentencing, or any 

parole proceeding” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(4) and his “right not to be 

excluded from any such public court proceeding, unless the court, after 

receiving clear and convincing evidence, determines that testimony by the 

victim would be materially altered if the victim heard other testimony at that

proceeding” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(3).

THE GROUNDS FOR THE MOTION ARE:

21. The Motion asserting the Applicant’s right as a crime victim is made under 

18 U.S.C. § 3771(d)(3) to the district court in the district in which the crime 

occurred and some prosecution is underway as the Applicant has not been 

informed under 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(2) of any other proceedings against any of

the Respondents which is his right;

22. The Motion asserting the Applicant’s right as a crime victim is requested Ex 

Parte based on the severity of the crime of treason and the national security 

threat surrounding the circumstances of parties assisting in the overthrow of 

the government of the United States, failing to hear the matter Ex Parte will 

give aid and comfort to the enemies of the United States and provide further 

opportunities for the treasonous actors to murder the Applicant and his 

family and the Applicant has the “right to be reasonably protected from the 

accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(1); and

5
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23. Department of Homeland Security is directly responsible for creating the 

conditions for the aggravated assault and the intimidation of witnesses to 

overt acts of treason against the United States by way of numerous overt acts

through the Department of Homeland Security and their subsidiary agencies 

and their agents which includes without limitation, U.S. Citizenship and 

Immigration Services, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, and U.S. 

Immigration Control and Enforcement, who have delayed the I-140 of

Kaysha, denied her entry as an American Indian, unlawfully arrested her on 

her ancestral homeland and removed her off her ancestral homeland to 

torture her, concealed and attempted to destroy her identity documents, and 

have continued her unlawful, arbitrary and unconstitutional detention, to 

hinder the reporting of treason and other crimes against the United States; 

and 

24. the Department of Homeland Security and their subsidiary agencies and 

their agents arbitrarily, unlawfully and unconstitutionally detained the

Applicant after torturing him to extract corporate information about DSR 

Karis North Consulting Inc. a Delaware corporation and DSR Karis 

Consulting Inc. a Canadian corporation and other information and hindered 

the Applicant from presenting evidence of treason and other crimes before a

United States judge thereby giving aid and comfort to the enemies of the

United States; and

6
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25. the Department of Homeland Security and their subsidiary agencies and 

their agents arbitrarily, unlawfully and unconstitutionally attempted to 

destroy the identity documents of the Applicant when he presented himself 

lawfully at the Sweetgrass MT point of entry on April 26, 2021; and 

26. Officer Peters refused the Applicant and his family entry into the United 

States on December 30, 2021 at the Sweetgrass MT point of entry when

United States citizen Robert A. Cannon requested his presence in the State of 

Texas to report treason against the United States on the basis of not being 

vaccinated for Covid 19, and the Applicant and several of his family members

were assaulted by Officer Peters and forcefully ejected from the United States

where the Applicant was tortured and an attempt was made to assassinate 

him; and

27. Jayln Markell Frazier committed an aggravated assault involving a firearm 

against Kaysha the daughter of the Applicant and Jayln Markell Frazier was

aware of the circumstances surrounding the presence of Kaysha in the 

United States; jeopardizing her safety and lawful presence in the United 

States has given aide and comfort to the enemies of the United States in 

violation of Article III Section 3 of the Constitution of the United States, 18 

U.S. Code § 2381 and the Executive Order on Imposing Certain Sanctions in 

the Event of Foreign Interference in a United States Election; and

28. TRENCH BRUNSON intimidated the Applicant to hinder the reporting of 

treason in violation of Article III Section 3 of the Constitution of the United 

7

Page 132 of 1536



States, 18 U.S. Code § 2381 and the Executive Order on Imposing Certain 

Sanctions in the Event of Foreign Interference in a United States Election by 

threatening the life of his daughter Kaysha after acknowledging that

Kaysha’s presence in the United States was due to the Applicant reporting 

treason against the United States;  and Trench Brunson gave aid and comfort

to the enemies of the United States in violation of Article III Section 3 of the 

Constitution of the United States, 18 U.S. Code § 2381, and the Executive 

Order on Imposing Certain Sanctions in the Event of Foreign Interference in a

United States Election; and

29. Julie J. Armstrong Charleston County Clerk of Court acted as agent of the 

ENEMIES of the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, giving them Aid and Comfort by 

hindering the presenting of evidence of treason against the United States 

before the South Carolina 9th Judicial Circuit Court and directing evidence of

treason to be directed into a family matter in the same manner as the 

ENEMIES of the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA placed evidence of levying war 

against the United States into a family matter in Saskatchewan Courts to 

conceal the overthrow of Canada and the United States; and

30. Agents of the North Charleston Police Department have hindered prosecution

and investigation into treason against the United States giving aid and 

comfort to the enemies thereof in violation of Article III Section 3 of the 
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Constitution of the United States, 18 U.S. Code § 2381, and the Executive 

Order on Imposing Certain Sanctions in the Event of Foreign Interference in a

United States Election; and

31. TRENCH BRUNSON, JULIE ARMSTRONG and other actors committed overt acts 

of treason by adhering to ENEMIES of the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, giving 

them Aid and Comfort, further demonstrating the Despotism described in the

petition which included evidence of a plot to overthrow the people of the 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA through the mismanagement of the Covid 

emergency by “those who hope to profit from the dissolution of the social 

order so as to build a world without freedom: Solve et Coagula, as the 

MASONIC adage teaches”1.

THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE will be used for the motion 
(each Exhibit will be numbered separately due to the large size of several exhibits):

Exhibit A:  Charleston South Carolina Events and Related U.S. Events.......59

Exhibit B:  Kaysha Richardson’s I-140 Documentation...................................60

Exhibit C:  Enemies of the United States Operating in Canada.....................61

Exhibit D:  THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD 

TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE 

(A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK)..............................62

1 The full quote from the ARCHBISHOP CARLO MARIA VIGANÒ in his open letter on 
June 7 of 2020 to PRESIDENT DONALD J. TRUMP is used in the context of protests.
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FROM: DALE J. RICHARDSON

1292 95th Street
North Battleford, SK S9A 0G2
Tel: 1 306 441 7010
Email: unity@dsrkarisconsulting.com

TO: THE REGISTRAR

U. S. District Courthouse
85 Broad Street
Charleston, SC 29401
Tel: 1 843-579-1401

AND TO: OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR OF NATIONAL INTELLIGENCE

The Honorable Avril Haines
Director of National Intelligence
Washington, DC 20511
Tel: 1 703 733-8600
Fax: 703-275-1225
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NOTICE TO THE RESPONDENTS: A respondent may serve and file a 

memorandum in response to this application for leave to appeal within 14 days of 

the date of service or at such other time as the Court may direct. If such a 

memorandum is not filed within that time, the Court may treat the motion as 

conceded pursuant to LCvR 7(b) of the Rules of the Court.
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

Introduction

This Motion For Relief Under 18 U.S.C. § 3771(d)(3) (the “Motion”) is filed by

DALE J. RICHARDSON (the “Applicant”) to the UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA against Jayln Markell Frazier, TRENCH BRUNSON, 

and JULIE ARMSTRONG (the “Respondents”) which (1) intimidated the Applicant by 

threatening the life of his daughter to hinder his reporting of treason against the

United States, the Respondents violating Article III Section 3 of the Constitution of 

the United States, 18 U.S. Code § 2381 and the Executive Order on Imposing Certain

Sanctions in the Event of Foreign Interference in a United States Election, and and 

continued overt acts by numerous parties in multiple jurisdictions in Canada and 

the United States, (2) committed an act of treason by adhering to ENEMIES of the 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA (the “USA”), giving them Aid and Comfort, further 

demonstrating the Despotism described in the petition which included evidence of a 

plot to overthrow the people of the USA through the mismanagement of the Covid 

emergency by “those who hope to profit from the dissolution of the social order so as 

to build a world without freedom.

This Motion asserting the Applicant’s right as a crime victim is made under 

18 U.S.C. § 3771(d)(3) to the district court in the district in which the crime 

occurred under the assumption that no prosecution is underway as the Applicant 

has not been informed under 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(2) of any proceedings against any 

of the Respondents which is his right.
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Questions Presented

1. Does the South Carolina 9th Judicial Circuit Court have the authority to 

conceal overt acts of treason against the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA by 

concealing evidence of the distribution of a biological weapon used to 

interfere with the 2020 UNITED STATES PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION?

2. Does Julie J. Armstrong Charleston County Clerk of Court have the 

authority to suppress evidence of overt acts of treason against the UNITED 

STATES OF AMERICA by concealing evidence of the distribution of a biological 

weapon used to interfere with the 2020 UNITED STATES PRESIDENTIAL 

ELECTION?

3. Does the Department of Homeland Security and its subsidiaries have the 

authority to use Immigration law to altogether prevent the enforcement of

Article III Section 3 of the Constitution of the United States, 18 U.S. Code § 

2381 and the Executive Order on Imposing Certain Sanctions in the Event of 

Foreign Interference in a United States Election? 

4. Are overt acts of treason against the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA by way of 

concealing evidence of the distribution of a biological weapon used to 

interfere with the 2020 UNITED STATES PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION a civil family

matter?

5. Does a person who is not an Engineer or an Engineering Technologist have 

the lawful capacity to disregard an engineering report that outlines the 
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distribution of a biological weapon that interfered with the territorial 

integrity of the UNTIED STATES OF AMERICA effecting its overthrow by way of 

interfering with the 2020 Presidential Election?

6. Does an American Indian born in Canada have rights in the United States? 

7. Is it constitutional to allow the sexual assault of American Indians born in

Canada and the trafficking of American Indians, children and other people 

for financial and sexual exploitation to suppress the reporting of treason if 

the suppression is taking place in Canada and the United States?

Parties

The Applicant DALE J. RICHARDSON was born in CANADA and has been a 

resident thereof since birth. On October 1 2020 Kaysha F.N. Richardson (“Kaysha”) 

entered the UNITED STATES at the Sweetgrass MT, point of entry in her ancestral 

homelands. Kaysha was arbitrarily, unconstitutionally and unlawfully detained, 

forcibly transferred from her ancestral homelands to the state of Nevada tortured 

and detained for six months before being release from custody but still under 

unconstitutional detention by immigration. Kaysha was present in the United 

States to present evidence of treason against the United States compiled by her 

father the 1st witness to overt acts of treason against the United States who was 

being persecuted in Canada to prevent his testimony before the UNITED STATES 

CONGRESS (the “CONGRESS”). Kaysha was deprived of her right to petition for a 

redress of grievances by the UNITED STATES IMMIGRATION CONTROL AND 

ENFORCEMENT (the “ICE”) arresting and detaining her and placing her in expedited 
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removal proceedings which prevented her from presenting evidence of treason and 

bioterrorism related to the presidential election before the CONGRESS before the 

ELECTION on November 3rd of 2020. ICE’s continued unlawful detention is directly 

responsible for the attack on her life by Jayln Markell Frazier and the subsequent 

threats made to intimidate a witness for reporting treason and a witness from 

presenting evidence of the distribution of a biological weapon on behalf of DSR 

Karis North Consulting Inc. a Delaware corporation whose business is the 

development of critical infrastructure in the United States by Trench Brunson. 

Statement of Facts

The Applicant first discovered the same treason in his country of birth 

CANADA, the PROVINCE TO THE NORTH.

A. Facts

A freedom of information request submitted by Dale J. Richardson (“Dale”) to

the Ministry of Health of Saskatchewan demonstrated that there was no risk 

assessment or engineering report for the representation of the Aerosol Generating 

Medical Procedures (“AGMP”) guidance issued by the Saskatchewan Health 

Authority (“SHA”), or was there any such risk assessment done or any justification 

of any kind provided the SHA. Justice Zuk ignored this evidence which formed a 

part of the defense of Dale and ignored the engineering report and passed judgment 

without having the expert explain its relation to the facts and killed innocent people

by his wilful exclusion of the information critical to the health and safety of the 

public without any expert evidence
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The SHA guidance is based on a table issued by the Center for Disease 

Control (“CDC”) in 2001, and it is used by the Public Health Agency of Canada and

Canada several other jurisdictions in Canada.

DSR KARIS, named after DALE’s infant daughter KARIS K.N. RICHARDSON 

(“KARIS”), with DALE acting as its Chief Executive Officer (“CEO”) sought to help 

local businesses with their Covid response by installing safe Heating, Ventilating, 

and Air Conditioning (“HVAC”) systems that mitigate the spread of contagions, an 

essential service, and build a future for his children.

On May 27, 2020 the Applicant in the course of his duties as CEO of DSR 

Karis Consulting Inc. (“DSR Karis”) signed a Non-Disclosure Agreement that 

created a contractual relationship with his employer, DSR Karis and ICU Bank

On June 9, 2020 Dale acting as the CEO of DSR Karis passed information to 

the business response team in Saskatchewan relating to the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA. No reasonable response 

was given to address the hazards involved with its representation.

On June 10, 2020 the Communications Department of the SHA refused to 

address the hazards identified by DSR Karis when communicating with the CEO of

DSR Karis by email. The SHA provided no information relating to any engineering 

report or risk assessment. The SHA did admit that it was potentially placing its 

employees at risk using a criminally negligent arbitrary settling time without 

having any justification for the 2 hour settling time.

17

Page 142 of 1536



On June 25 2020 a number of parties in the federal a Saskatchewan 

government were notified about criminally negligent implementation of engineering

controls used for the SARS-Cov-2 pandemic response by DSR Karis by an email sent

by its CEO on its behalf. The information provided demonstrated that the hazard 

was also present in the state of Washington.

On June 26, 2020 several financial institutions and regulatory agencies in 

the province of Saskatchewan and federally were notified of the risk of financial 

losses to the shareholders arising from the hazards directly tied to the criminally 

negligent representation of the AGMP provided by the SHA.

A rogue agent of the Ombudsman for Banking Services and Investments 

(“OBSI”) created, retained and transmitted a forged document based on a document 

sent to OBSI by DSR Karis on June 26, 2020. The forged document made it appear 

like the email was transmitted by the Applicant from his personal email address. 

This forgery has been reported to 5 divisions of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police.

During KAYSHA’s employment at SASK HOSPITAL, she made a complaint to 

the CANADIAN UNION OF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES (“CUPE UNION”) about workplace 

safety on July 8 of 2020, having prior knowledge of the criminal negligence being 

the CCO of DSR KARIS, and another complaint on July 10 of 2020 about 

discrimination against those of INDIGENOUS and MÉTIS descent in her workplace to 

which she belongs as she identifies as EUROPEAN, CARIBBEAN, and MÉTIS. Such 

discrimination based on race by employees of SASK HOSPITAL inflicts severe mental 

pain and suffering on such minorities in their care and is torture under section 
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269.1 of the Criminal Code as all permanent employees of SASK HOSPITAL are peace 

officers under the same.

In the interest of the general public, DSR KARIS remedy against the SHA for 

its criminal negligence under sections 219 and 220 of the Criminal Code with the 

rogue agents of ICU BANK including without limitation CHAD GARTNER, the RCMP, 

the COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH FOR SASKATCHEWAN (the “SUPERIOR COURT”), the 

ASSOCIATION OF PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS AND GEOSCIENTISTS OF SASKATCHEWAN 

(“APEGS”) in addition to others as joint respondents for conspiracy and accessory 

after the fact under sections 465(1) and 463 of the Criminal Code.

On July 23, 2020 at about 9:50 am, Dale and his daughter Kaysha were 

unlawfully arrested attempting to enter the Superior Court in Battleford SK, before

any of the two hearings tDale was scheduled to appear on DIV-70 of 2020 and QBG-

156. Both were first appearances presided over by Justice R.W. Elson. The RCMP 

substantiated this time in an affidavit in T-1404-20.

On July 23, 2020 Justice R.W. Elson, with the full knowledge that he directed

the RCMP to prevent Dale from entering the Court, made interim orders pursuant 

to no law and grossly exceeded his jurisdiction as a judge sitting in chambers on a 

first appearance. Justice R.W. Elson made no mention of having directed Dale’s 

obstruction that prevented Dale from appearing for the matter.

The second matter obstructed was the matter of QBG 156/20 DSR Karis 

Consulting Inc. v Superior Court et al dated July 23, 2020. Present in the court was 
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Cliff Holm appearing for the SDA Church, Lynn Sanya - SHA, Virgil Thomson – 

rogue agents of ICU Bank, Micheal Griffin – APEGS. Justice R.W. Elson made no 

mention directing the RCMP to obstruct the Applicant from representing DSR Karis

Consulting Inc. and the interests of the public. The documentation before the Court 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance 

issued by the SHA and the risk to the general public.

 Later that day, KIM with her family and in the presence of the RCMP came 

and took possession of DSR KARIS’s property except for its corporate phone from

ROBERT, a UNITED STATES citizen, through intimation and coercion by armed RCMP

officers.

Acquiring DSR KARIS’s corporate records and registered office by way of 

terrorism while DALE was being tortured did not permit share transfer to KIM 

because DSR KARIS as its shares could only be transferred upon consent by 

resolution by its sole director, DALE, pursuant to its articles of incorporation. DSR 

KARIS offers essential services and interfering with or causing a severe disruption to 

an essential service is terrorist activity under subsection 83.01(1)(b)(ii)(E) of the

Criminal Code and every person who knowingly participates in carrying out 

terrorist activity is guilty under 83.18(1) of the same. Since July 23 of 2020, DSR 

KARIS has been unable to conduct its essential services, and those responsible have 

sought to cover up their crime.

DALE and KAYSHA were both tortured by peace officers and public officials 

pursuant to section 269.1 of the Criminal Code and the UN Torture Convention 
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binding in CANADA during their detention. DALE was taken to BATTLEFORDS 

MENTAL HEALTH CENTRE (“BMHC”) and was strapped to a bed by RCMP while

SHA officials drugged him against his will. 

DALE was admitted to BMHC on July 23 of 2020 without any examination. 

During and after the time DALE was at the BMHC, DR. O. ALABI alleged that DALE 

had schizoaffective disorder without any medical examination to forcibly administer 

highly addictive psychoactive drugs designed to profoundly disrupt his senses for 

the purposes of extracting corporate information; DALE was released after fifteen 

(15) days of torture on August 7 of 2020.

DALE’s mother and next of kin AGATHA RICHARDSON, a retired nurse, 

regularly came from CALGARY ALBERTA to visit the facility where DALE was being 

tortured. She had concerns that he would choke on his tongue and die based on the 

forced medication. She testified that DALE did not have any mental disorders. The

RCMP were called to torture Dale on July 31, 2020, and AGATHA RICHARDSON said 

to CONSTABLE BURTON ROY “You should see his feet, I mean we don’t restrain 

people like that” to which he responded knowing she was a nurse in Manitoba 

“cause it’s a little different—Saskatchewan health care compared to Manitoba” and 

that he had been there for about 7 years.

After being interrogated at BATTLEFORDS UNION HOSPITAL (“BUH HOSPITAL”)

for hours following her arrest and detention on July 23 of 2020, KAYSHA was taken 

by RCMP to SASK HOSPITAL, where she was also an employee and had active 

complaints against through CUPE UNION regarding discrimination and 
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occupational health and safety issues with its HVAC systems. KAYSHA was detained

while her union meeting was outstanding and she has never had the opportunity to 

meet with the union since.

B. Habeas Corpus Ad Subjiciendum

ROBERT made repeated attempts to file an Application for a Writ of Habeas 

Corpus Ad Subjiciendum (“Canadian Habeas Corpus”) as a private citizen for

DALE and KAYSHA against the SHA and RCMP, first ex parte and after with notice 

with evidence that their detention was unconstitutional and unlawful which 

included ROBERT’s affidavit, the video of the arrest, audio conversations between 

AGATHA RICHARDSON and DALE or persons working in BMHC, and documentary 

evidence relating to the judicial interference and obstruction of justice by the 

respondents; the application was submitted to a different judicial center than 

BATTLEFORD, the SUPERIOR COURT in the judicial center of SASKATOON (“SASKATOON

SUPERIOR COURT”) in accordance with its court rules as it was closest to ROBERT’s 

residential address.

Under the order of JUSTICE G. CURRIE, ROBERT’s third amendment to the

Canadian Habeas Corpus was served to the SHA, but the RCMP refused service on 

July 28 of 2020. KAYSHA was released before the third amendment and DALE was 

released shortly after the third amendment was served to the SHA which is 

responsible for SASK HOSPITAL, BUH HOSPITAL, and BMHC.

ROBERT with DALE and KAYSHA proceeded to attend the hearing for the 

foregoing application supposedly docketed for Aug 18 of 2020 to request that an 
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investigation be conducted into their DALE’s and KAYSHA’s detainments. They were 

denied entry to the hearing as the registrar GLEN METIVIER (“GLEN”) claimed that 

the such application did not exist, after such was disproved then claimed that it was

never served, and after such was disproved then claimed that it was unfiled despite 

proof of the dependent notice of expedited procedure being filed. After these 

incoherent discussions with the registrar, ROBERT, DALE, and KAYSHA proceeded to 

flee the jurisdiction of SASKATCHEWAN without delay. It was later discovered that 

the RCMP were planning to issue a warrant for DALE’s arrest following his release 

purporting that he resisted arrest when he was taken for mental health.

ROBERT later filed by mail the fourth and fifth amendments to the Canadian 

Habeas Corpus which added DALE’s infant daughter KARIS and his affiliate CHRISTY

DAWN PENBRUM (“CHRISTY”), who alleged that she was an INDIGENOUS person and 

sexually assaulted prior to being detained at the same facility as DALE, to those 

applied for, many additional respondents including without limitation GLEN, and 

orders similar to those in the application by DSR KARIS for July 23 of 2020 for an 

investigation into ICU BANK that was judicially interfered with. MADAM JUSTICE 

N.D. CROOKS presided over this application on September 10 of 2020 and dismissed 

the matter in chambers on alleged technicalities and without hearing the evidence 

in court, despite purporting that she reviewed the evidence; MADAM JUSTICE N.D. 

CROOKS proceeded to order ROBERT to pay costs of $500. On September 22 of 2020,

ROBERT filed an appeal to MADAM JUSTICE N.D. CROOKS’s decision in the COURT OF 

APPEAL FOR SASKATCHEWAN (the “COURT OF APPEAL”). Given the corruption 
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demonstrated in the SUPERIOR COURT, the RCMP which is the national police force, 

and the SDA CHURCH which is a centrally governed international church, KAYSHA 

did not feel safe in CANADA anymore and decided to seek refuge in her ancestral 

homeland in the STATE OF MONTANA on October 1 of 2020.

On October 5 of 2020, MADAM JUSTICE J.A. SCHWANN of the COURT OF 

APPEAL ruled that ROBERT’s application for dispensing with service which was 

misinterpreted as ex parte would not be permitted despite the evidence of judicial 

interference and she ordered that ROBERT would need to serve the respondents 

appeal books to proceed with the hearing which would take multiple months; such 

order constitutes a suspension of the Privilege of Writ of Habeas Corpus which is 

permissible in CANADA as the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms permits 

human rights violations if they are to such reasonable limits prescribed by law as 

can be demonstrably justified in a free and democratic society.

On October 1 of 2020, ROBERT accompanied KAYSHA as she fled to the U.S.-

CANADA BORDER at the SWEET GRASS port of entry seeking refuge under the Jay 

Treaty and asylum in the USA from the persecution and torture she was subjected 

to in CANADA. KAYSHA brought her CANADIAN passport, MÉTIS citizenship card, 

marriage certificate, many other forms of identification, and hundreds of pages of 

documentation with her to the border as part of her plea. After KAYSHA was refused 

entry to the UNITED STATES on the basis of being MÉTIS, she subsequently filed an 

approximately 1214-page asylum application with over 5 gigabytes of media and 

video footage of the events discussed in the previous sections.
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Upon being provided the foregoing information and KAYSHA’s claim for 

asylum, the officials of the USA at the border began threatening KAYSHA with being

taken into custody for applying for asylum and attempted to coerce her into 

returning to CANADA without filing the same; KAYSHA was subsequently isolated as

ROBERT was escorted off of the premises under the threat that he would be 

interfering with an inspection if he did not comply. KAYSHA, fearing for her life in 

CANADA, did not yield to their threats or coercion and filed for asylum and was 

subsequently taken into custody under the guise of unsuitable travel documentation

and placed in an expedited removal despite being in possession of a MÉTIS 

citizenship card and valid CANADIAN passport. KAYSHA was first held in custody at 

the U.S.-CANADA BORDER in the STATE OF MONTANA, then transferred to the 

JEFFERSON COUNTY JAIL in the STATE OF IDAHO, then finally transferred to NEVADA

SOUTHERN DETENTION CENTER (“NSDC PRISON”) in the STATE OF NEVADA and was 

held in custody in the STATE OF UTAH during such transfer.

The asylum officer, SCOTT ROBINSON, ZCH 193, from the CHICAGO ASYLUM 

OFFICE in the STATE OF ILLINOIS, conducted KAYSHA’s credible fear of persecution 

interview and made his decision on October 15 of 2020 alleging that she was 

credible, but did not believe that she had credible fear of being persecuted again in 

CANADA. This was despite (1) her persecution being perpetrated by rogue agents of 

the SDA CHURCH, the SUPERIOR COURT, the COURT OF APPEAL, and the RCMP 

which is the national police force, (2) having filed for asylum from the same, (3) that

her infant sister is still detained by their authority, and (4) evidence that those of 
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MÉTIS descent are persecuted in CANADA. KAYSHA was not given her prompt review 

of determination by an immigration judge within seven (7) days which is required 

by the Immigration and Nationality Act.

On November 27 of 2020, ROBERT submitted by mail from CANADA an Ex 

Parte Petition for a Writ of Habeas Corpus (“First US Habeas Corpus”) on behalf 

of KAYSHA to the UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEVADA 

(the “US NEVADA DISTRICT COURT”) at 333 Las Vegas Blvd. South Las Vegas, NV 

89101; such mail was suspended by CANADA POST, the primary postal operator in

CANADA, under the guise of the Covid emergency and was not received until 

December 7 of 2020 at 11:38 AM MST; that very day in the afternoon, KAYSHA 

received word that she had been given an immigration hearing date for December 

10 of 2020 and that she would likely be deported. The petition was filed on 

December 8 of 2020 as a civil case with the case number of 

2:20−cv−02218−JAD−DJA and was misinterpreted as pro se legal representation by

KAYSHA instead of ROBERT and was suspended under the guise of the following: 

“Due to this court's extremely heavy case load this review process may take several 

weeks”.

On December 10 of 2020 which was two days after her First US Habeas 

Corpus was filed and fifty-six (56) days after KAYSHA’s credible fear of persecution 

interview, KAYSHA’s review of determination was conducted by the MADAM JUDGE 

LINDSAY ROBERT which sought to uphold SCOTT ROBINSON, ZCH 193’s credible fear 

findings and deport KAYSHA without reviewing the evidence, however, KAYSHA’s 
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lawyer LAWRENCE J. LITMAN (“JAY”) argued that KAYSHA needed a continuance for 

the evidence to be reviewed and MADAM JUDGE LINDSAY ROBERT granted such 

continuance and subsequently referred the case to JUDGE GLEN BAKER, a judge with

a better reputation. The following Tuesday on December 15 of 2020, JAY presented 

much of the information and evidence provided in this application to JUDGE GLEN 

BAKER articulating the persecution of KAYSHA based on political opinion with 

respect to the Covid emergency and she testified of the facts that pertained to her.

JUDGE GLEN BAKER was reluctant to give his decision in the court room and 

purported that he would review all the evidence and make his final decision later.

KAYSHA’s deportation was finalized on December 17 of 2020 a week after her 

immigration hearing, when JUDGE GLEN BAKER concluded that (1) she had not been

physically harmed during her arrest and thereby had not been tortured and did not 

qualify under the UN Torture Convention, and (2) she did not qualify under any of 

the five bases enumerated in section 101(a)(42) of the Immigration and Nationality 

Act which are race, religion, nationality, membership in a particular social group, or

political opinion.

Given the information and evidence provided in this application, much of 

which was provided to JUDGE GLEN BAKER, his conclusions appear unfounded as 

the evidence provided delineated the apartheid system in CANADA, the resulting 

genocide of those in KAYSHA’s racial group MÉTIS, Canadian justices exercising 

extreme prejudice including without limitation JUSTICE R.W. ELSON, and how

KAYSHA was primarily psychologically tortured but also physically tortured in such 
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system as she was taken to a maximum security prison for the criminally insane 

without cause by the national police force, the RCMP, and held there in isolation for

eight days as punishment for her father DALE seeking remedy in court on behalf of

DSR KARIS, a Canadian federal corporation. JUDGE GLEN BAKER’s primary 

argument for deporting KAYSHA was that she could seek remedy for unlawful arrest

in CANADA. JAY advised KAYSHA’s father DALE that her deportation would cause the

First US Habeas Corpus to be moot. The petition was fourteen hundred eighty two 

(1482) pages spread over seven (7) volumes, each titled: “Book of Torture”.

KAYSHA’s father DALE was released from BMHC on August 7 of 2020 fifteen 

(15) days after being arrested. The draft order granting custody of his infant 

daughter KARIS to his wife KIM was issued on July 23 of 2020 which meant that he 

had to appeal such draft order by August 22 of 2020 unless granted a motion to 

extend pursuant to the rules of the COURT OF APPEAL. When DALE was released he 

was still suffering side-effects of the drugs administered to him against his will in

BMHC.

On August 29 of 2020, DALE contacted COMMISSIONER LUCKI of the RCMP to 

complain about being tortured by the BATTLEFORD RCMP detachment and the 

judicial interference by the same and the SUPERIOR COURT; her office referred DALE 

back to the F-Division of the RCMP, the jurisdiction that tortured him.

On September 18 of 2020, DALE on behalf of DSR KARIS submitted a 

Statement of Claim and Motion under case number T-1115-20 to the FEDERAL 

COURT OF CANADA (the “FEDERAL COURT”) which purported with evidence that the
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SUPERIOR COURT, the RCMP, the SHA and others committed various crimes as part

of terrorist activity, and that DSR KARIS needed protection and remedy for such. 

The hearing for the motion to permit DALE to represent DSR KARIS under Rule 120 

of the court and grant interim relief was dismissed and struck without leave to 

amend on October 5 of 2020 by JUSTICE ROBERT L. BARNES on the basis that there 

was no special circumstance to permit DALE represent DSR KARIS.

On October 7 of 2020, DALE submitted a motion to extend and draft notice of 

appeal to the COURT OF APPEAL under case number CACV3717 for the draft order 

granted by JUSTICE R.W. ELSON on the basis that DALE was detained and 

recovering from drugs administered to him against his will during the appeal period

and KARIS was not given fair representation. JUSTICE J.A. CALDWELL presided over 

such motion on October 28 of 2020, and concluded with extreme prejudice that 

granting the motion to give KARIS fair representation in an appeal would be 

prejudice to KIM despite DALE’s extraordinary circumstances and the infant KARIS 

being taken away from her father without fair representation.

On November 13 of 2020 and following KAYSHA’s detainment in the USA,

DALE on behalf of DSR KARIS filed a Statement of Claim under the case number T-

1403-20 in the FEDERAL COURT with motion to allow him to represent under Rule 

120 of the court against the MASONIC GRAND LODGE OF SASKATCHEWAN, the SDA 

CHURCH, the SUPERIOR COURT, the PROVINCIAL COURT OF SASKATCHEWAN 

(“PROVINCIAL COURT”), and the ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES (the 

“US ATTORNEY GENERAL”) and his agents which delineated a conspiracy by MASONS
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and those who believe or support those who believe MASONIC dogma to cover up the 

mismanagement of the Covid emergency; the FEDERAL COURT refused to accept the 

affidavit of service which is proof of service and thereby declared the application to 

be abandoned on December 8 of 2020 under the guise that it lacked proof of service.

On November 26 of 2020, DALE attended a hearing to revisit custody of KARIS

in which JUSTICE J. ZUK presided in the BATTLEFORD SUPERIOR COURT. JUSTICE J. 

ZUK exercised extreme prejudice and was hostile towards DALE. JUSTICE J. ZUK 

accepted an affidavit by KIM which was demonstrated to be perjured by DALE as the

sole evidence upon which to uphold JUSTICE R.W. ELSON orders despite much 

evidence that demonstrated that KARIS should be in DALE’s care. JUSTICE J. ZUK 

attempted to construe DALE as mentally ill and refused to accept new evidence to 

the contrary which he was permitted to do. After suspending his decision, JUSTICE 

J. ZUK finally concluded that KARIS should be in KIM’s care on December 11 of 2020.

On November 17 of 2020, ROBERT served to the ATTORNEY GENERALS of the 

CANADA and its PROVINCES constitutional questions surrounding the criminally 

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

On November 20 of 2020 and December 1 of 2020, DALE included 

constitutional questions under the case number T-1229-20 and T-1367-20 in the

FEDERAL COURT, respectively, which included the same questions from ROBERT’s 

case above, in addition to questioning the constitutionality of requiring a lawyer to 

represent under the FEDERAL COURT RULES and using rules to hinder evidence of 

torture from entering court and violate the fundamental principles of justice.
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On December 13 of 2020, DALE submitted an appeal under case number 

CACV3745 to the final orders of JUSTICE J. ZUK denying DALE custody of his 

daughter KARIS and on December 25 of 2020, the constitutional questions above 

were submitted to the COURT OF APPEAL under case number CACV3745 in addition 

to questioning the political nature of his custody matter.

On February 2 of 2021 the REGISTRAR AMY GROOTHUIS of the COURT OF 

APPEAL attempted to remove the constitutional questions from the COURT OF 

APPEAL by refusing to allow DALE to perfect his appeal unless he agreed to remove 

the constitutional questions in contravention to the Court of Appeal Rules and The 

Constitutional Questions Act, 2012 and to remove evidence of torture in 

contravention to the UN Torture Convention.

On October 23 of 2020, ROBERT on behalf of WISEWORK, proceeded to the

STATE OF DELAWARE to assist DSR KARIS with filing a certificate of incorporation 

for DSR KARIS NORTH CONSULTING INC. (“DSR KARIS NORTH”) without providing 

legal advice. DSR KARIS planned to have KAYSHA handle the documentation and to 

sign the certificate of incorporation in the STATE OF DELAWARE, but was forced to 

have DALE sign them remotely as this process was delayed by her detainment.

On October 28 of 2020 and under the instruction of DSR KARIS, WISEWORK 

mailed the certificate of incorporation from the Post Office at 55 E Loockerman St 

in the City of Dover in the State of Delaware to the DELAWARE SECRETARY OF STATE

with an affidavit of extraordinary condition affirmed by ROBERT in accordance with 

Delaware General Corporations Law. On November 2 of 2020, the representative of 
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the DELAWARE SECRETARY OF STATE acting on behalf of the STATE OF DELAWARE 

called DSR KARIS, the incorporator, to notify it that the affidavit of extraordinary 

condition would not be reviewed.

The refusal of the STATE OF DELAWARE to make a conclusive decision as to 

whether the extraordinary condition existed and whether it hindered the filing for 

incorporation, and its failure to legislate a method to appeal the unlawful denial of 

its SECRETARY OF STATE, hindered DSR KARIS NORTH from seeking remedy from 

parties that violated its constitutional and statutory rights as its filing date could 

no longer be corrected under 8 Del. C. 1953, § 103(i) and thereby hindered DSR 

KARIS NORTH from developing critical infrastructure which is international 

terrorism.

KAYSHA on behalf of DSR KARIS NORTH, the newly founded Delaware 

corporation, submitted an Ex Parte & Pro Se Petition For Extraordinary Writ to the 

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES (the “US SUPREME COURT”) in the case of 

DSR KARIS NORTH CONSULTING INC. v. STATE OF DELAWARE under original 

jurisdiction; she did so while in custody at NSDC PRISON and her lawyer JAY 

witnessed her signature and mailed high priority such petition on her behalf from 

the City of Las Vegas in the STATE OF NEVADA on December 7 of 2020. The mail for 

such application was suspended for unknown reasons and received on December 10 

of 2020, however, ROBERT delivered the required 40 copies to the US SUPREME 

COURT in person on December 9 of 2020 under open filing on behalf of WISEWORK 

CONSULTING CORP., a Delaware corporation, on behalf of DSR KARIS NORTH. The 
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petition contained the respectful request for the following remedy in the form of an 

alternative writ:

to compel PRESIDENT DONALD J. TRUMP in his official capacity to

declare the mismanagement of the Covid emergency by 

MASONIC conspirators to be a national emergency, as the same 

extends to the STATE OF DELAWARE and The Biden Plan to 

Combat Coronavirus by the supposed presidential elect JOSEPH 

R. BIDEN, which threatens the legitimacy of this presidential 

election and by consequence threatens to deprive persons in the 

United States of America of CHRISTIAN RIGHTS AND FREEDOMS, 

among them the free exercise of RELIGION and the unalienable 

rights to LIFE, LIBERTY, and pursuit of HAPPINESS.

KAYSHA on behalf of DSR KARIS NORTH purported in the application that this

extraordinary writ was requested as the STATE OF DELAWARE lacked the executive 

power to fix the damage it caused to the people of the USA and DSR KARIS NORTH 

by hindering an investigation into and covering up the mismanagement of the Covid

emergency, which was crucial to the general public and the ELECTORAL COLLEGE 

making an informed decision in the 2020 presidential election.

CLARA HOUGHTELING (“CLARA”) on behalf of Clerk SCOTT S. HARRIS of the US

SUPREME COURT, processed the petition on December 15 of 2020 purporting that it 

was received on December 14 of 2020 and refused to docket the petition purporting 

that no remedy was specified and that individuals could not file pro se for a 
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corporation or business entity, but she cited no rules for the same as no relating 

rules exist. In rejecting the application that was in compliance with the rules, the 

Clerk exercised judicial authority which is beyond the scope of its office in an effort 

to cover up the mismanagement of the Covid emergency to build a world without 

freedom: “The Clerk receives documents for filing with the Court and has authority 

to reject any submitted filing that does not comply with these Rules” under Rule 

1(1) of the Rules of the Supreme Court of the United States, adopted April 18, 2019.

After sunset on Thursday December 24 of 2020, ROBERT submitted an Ex 

Parte & Pro Se Original Application for Writ of Habeas Corpus (the “Second US 

Habeas Corpus”) on behalf of KAYSHA to the US SUPREME COURT and personal 

delivery thereof was effected on Monday December 28 of 2020.

ROBERT was unable to get in contact with the case analyst responsible for his 

name in the alphabet, CLARA, as she had failed to reciprocate contact by phone.

ROBERT was able to contact case analyst SUSAN of the US SUPREME COURT 

(“SUSAN”) on January 6 of 2021 and received a letter from CLARA allegedly sent on 

December 31 of 2020 in which she refused to docket the original application for writ 

of habeas corpus under the guise of the following: (1) the original application for 

writ of habeas corpus was interpreted as an extraordinary writ instead of original 

jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 and § 2242, (2) the application was not 

formatted as an extraordinary writ, (3) the application would need a motion for 

forma pauperis which is wrong considering the $300 filing fee was provided as a 

check (4) only an attorney can file habeas corpus for a detainee which contravenes 
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the Constitution of the United States (the “US Constitution”) and 28 U.S.C. § 2241 

and § 2242, and (5) the ex parte application must be served on the Respondents; 

these statements in contravention to the fundamental principles of justice and all 

forms of law and subsequent return of documents and check by the court clerk 

constitute suspension and an attempt to keep evidence of treason and terrorism out 

of court as the same was purported in the application.

Such refusal and subsequent return of documents by CLARA constitute 

suspension by the US SUPREME COURT as CLARA is the only case analyst ROBERT 

can apply through as she was responsible for his name in the alphabet in 

accordance with the procedure of such Court according to SUSAN. 

On Monday January 4 of 2021, ROBERT, a UNITED STATES citizen living 

abroad in CANADA, attempted to exercise his First Amendment right to petition the

CONGRESS for a redress of grievance by delivering his petition to the visitor 

entrance of the CANNON HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING of the UNITED STATES HOUSE OF 

REPRESENTATIVES (the “US HOUSE”) guarded by the US CAPITOL POLICE. ROBERT 

was arbitrarily detained and his petition contained evidence of the criminally 

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

ROBERT was processed and held in custody for approximately 24 hours. On 

the afternoon of Tuesday January 5 of 2021 he was released purportedly as no 

papered. The means of release prevented him from placing evidence of various 

crimes which related to JOSEPH R. BIDEN and the 2020 presidential election before a

judge in a criminal context prior to January 6 of 2021.
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Despite the order to remove KAYSHA who is a MÉTIS card holding citizen, U.S.

IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT (“ICE”) were still unable to send

KAYSHA back to CANADA likely due to Covid regulations and MADAM JUDGE 

JENNIFER A. DORSEY of the US NEVADA DISTRICT COURT proceeded to hear the First

US Habeas Corpus on January 27 of 2021 and dismissed it. MADAM JUDGE 

JENNIFER A. DORSEY recognized that “Richardson alleges that the petition arises 

under the United States Constitution, the Immigration and Nationality Act (“INA”),

the United Nations Convention Against Torture, and the United Nations Refugee 

Convention. She claims that her detention is arbitrary, unlawful, and violates the 

Fourth, Fifth, and Eighth Amendments. In the prayer for relief, Richardson asks 

the court to assume jurisdiction over this matter, order respondents to release her 

on her own recognizance, and grant any other relief deemed proper”; however, the 

judge ignored her claim under the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of 

Indigenous Peoples (the “UN Rights of Indigenous Peoples”) as a MÉTIS card holding

citizen and her claim that she was not given her immigration hearing within seven 

days pursuant to 235(b)(1)(B)(iii)(III) of the Immigration and Nationality Act.

MADAM JUDGE JENNIFER A. DORSEY also ignored purports of UN Torture 

Convention violations relating to the credible fear of persecution interview process 

as an asylum officer is not a competent authority under the same.

MADAM JUDGE JENNIFER A. DORSEY claimed that KAYSHA was challenging 

the order of removal which is at no point was purported; KAYSHA received her final 

order for deportation from immigration court on December 17 of 2020 which is 
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reasonably demonstrable as a result of the First US Habeas Corpus. MADAM JUDGE 

JENNIFER A. DORSEY “took judicial notice of the status of the proceedings in 

Richardson’s immigration case before the Las Vegas Immigration Court”, a status 

that did not exist at the time of filing. MADAM JUDGE JENNIFER A. DORSEY 

proceeded to order KAYSHA to “sign and submit any future documents personally” 

claiming that ROBERT was involved in the “unauthorized practice of law” for filing 

for an application for a writ of habeas corpus on behalf of 

On February 9 of 2021, the CHIEF JUSTICE PAUL S. CRAMPTON of the

FEDERAL COURT ordered that DALE’s and DSR KARIS’s cases in the Court would all 

be case managed by the PROTHONOTARY MIREILLE TABIB, specifically case numbers 

T-1115-20, T-1229-20, T-1367-20, T-1404-20, the only case that was excluded was T-

1403-20 which proved that DALE was seeking remedy separately from DSR KARIS. 

On February 24 of 2021, appeared for two prerogative writs in chambers 

before Justice J. Kalmakoff. Justice J. Kalmakoff informed Dale that prerogative 

writs can only be granted before a panel of judges according to the court of appeal 

act. It was impossible for Dale to succeed, and Justice J. Kalmakoff did not 

determine if torture occurred. Justice J. Kalmakoff exercised jurisdiction he did not 

possess. The motions contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of

the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

On March 1, 2021 an appeal CACV3708 was heard at the Court of Appeal for 

Saskatchewan of a constitutional Writ of Habeas Corpus. Among those present as 

counsel for the defendants were, Clifford A. Holm, Cheryl Giesbrecht, Chantalle 
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Eisner, and Michael Griffin representing APEGS. Michael Griffin admitted it was 

the intention of defending counsel to punish Robert A. Cannon for actions taken by 

the Applicant and DSR Karis in the Federal Court. Michael Griffin committed fraud

on the record by stating without any evidence that Robert A. Cannon was counsel 

for the Applicant and DSR Karis. The documentation contained evidence of the

criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

On February 28 of 2021, KAYSHA submitted from federal prison to the 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT (the “US COURT OF 

APPEALS FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT”) a Writ of Certiorari to the United States Court of 

Appeals for the Ninth Circuit (the “First US Appeal”) for the decision by MADAM 

JUDGE JENNIFER A. DORSEY in the First US Habeas Corpus and a Petition for 

Extraordinary Writ and Original Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus (the “Third US

Habeas Corpus”) and relating motion to the US SUPREME COURT relating to 

whistling-blowing the invariable pursuit of the OBJECT perpetuated by the CANADA, 

a country known for torturing its citizens abroad. She was subsequently released 

from custody on an order of supervision.

On April 25 of 2021, KAYSHA, having not yet received a decision from the US 

COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT, submitted to the US SUPREME COURT a

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI AND REHEARING (the “Second US 

Appeal”) pursuant to Rule 11 of the same court “given the “imperative public 

importance” of the evidence of federal treason and the invariable pursuit of the 
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OBJECT, a conspiracy to restrict the liberty of the CHRISTIANS, CATHOLICS, and 

INDIGENOUS PEOPLES in the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.”

On June 16 of 2021, ROBERT submitted to the SUPREME COURT OF CANADA an

Application for Leave to Appeal the decision of the Panel in the Canadian Habeas 

Corpus; so far nothing has happened save the registrar complaining about service.

On March 26, 2021 Dale as the CEO of acting as agent of DSR Karis, 

appeared before Justice J. A. Schwann in the CASK for a motion for stay of 

execution relating to appeal CACV3798 in which mortgage fraud was committed.

Justice J. A. Schwann ruled in favour of the party who committed fraud and was 

not present. The motion contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the CDC.

On April 1 2021 Dale appeared before a three judge panel at the Court of 

Appeal for Saskatchewan to review orders of Justice J. Kalmakoff and provided over

6000 pages of evidence.  Superior Court and Kimberley A. Richardson were absent. 

The panel ruled in favour of the absent defendants. The documentation before the 

Court contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA and the CDC.

On April 26, 2021 Dale fled to the United States to file for protection under 

the Convention against Torture after being served an affidavit sworn in by an 

unknown member of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police that admitted the RCMP 

were instructed by the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan to prevent Dale 
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from entering into the Court on July 23, 2020. Dale was fearful of being tortured or 

killed if returned to Saskatchewan and subsequently fled to the United States for 

safety. The motion scheduled to be heard contained evidence of the criminally 

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the CDC.

On April 26, 2021 upon arrival to the Sweetgrass MT point of entry, Dale was

tortured in the presence of 5 witnesses, one of whom is an eight year old child. The 

CBP officers attempted to coerce Dale to return to Canada after he asked for 

protection under the Convention against Torture, and remove the 6 volumes of 

evidence of over 3300 pages. When Dale refused to remove evidence while fearful of 

his life, the U.S. Customs and Border Protection officers intimidated and coerced 

him to dispose of the evidence of him being the director of a Delaware corporation

DSR Karis North Consulting Inc. (“Karis North”). Dale refused to remove evidence. 

The documentation presented at the border contained evidence of the criminally 

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the CDC.

Officer Brian Scott and Officer Brian Biesemeyer were the CBP officers 

directly responsible for the torture of Dale. The statement used in the immigration 

proceedings by the Department of Homeland Security was a product of torture. 

Dale was subjected to torture and severe obstruction of justice in Canada and

the United States while being held in custody of ICE, a defendant in T-1404-20.

On June 10, 2021 a motion was heard before Justice W. Pentney. Fraud was 

used to schedule the motion. Dale informed Justice W. Pentney that he was denied 
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the motion materials by ICE a defendant in the underlying action, that he was 

being obstructed by the same and was being tortured by them. Justice W. Pentney 

proceeded with the motion with full knowledge of these conditions. Justice W. 

Pentney deceived Dale and committed fraud during the hearing. The documentation

provided by the Applicant contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the CDC.

On June 15, 2021 Justice W. Pentney dismissed the motion of Dale when he 

was seeking relief from torture. Justice W. Pentney stated “Furthermore, I agree 

with the comment of Justice Kalmakoff at the acts the Plaintiff terms as torture “are 

all things that arose from were inherent in, or were incidental to measures that are 

authorized by law”. Justice W. Pentney upheld child trafficking and terrorism.

Justice W. Pentney and Justice J. Kalmakoff are Prime Minister Justin Trudeau 

appointees.

On June 23, 2021 Dale served a motion titled On Petition for Writ of 

Certiorari in the Supreme Court of the United States to U.S. Magistrate Judge 

Gordon P. Gallagher and the District Court of Colorado. Rogue agents of the

District Court of Colorado committed fraud. The documentation contained evidence 

of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA 

and the CDC.

On June 29, 2021 Michael Duggan fraudulently rejected materials sent with 

the Writ of Certiorari and other letters. A motion critical to the safety of Dale was 

fraudulently rejected by Michael Duggan on July 2nd after the petition was filed on 
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June 29, 2021. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the CDC and the 

torture used to suppress its reporting.

On July 13, 2021 Dale appeared before Immigration Judge Caley for a review

of the credible fear determination by the Asylum officer. The Asylum officer was 

made aware that Dale was tortured by the agents of DHS in order to make the 

statement. The Asylum officer refused to consider that Dale was being tortured in 

custody. When Dale raised the subject of being tortured in ICE custody before the 

Immigration judge, the judges stated that he did not have jurisdiction and could 

only speak about what happened in Canada. The Immigration judge refused to 

accept Dale’s evidence and deprived him of due process. No representative from 

DHS was at the hearing. Over 3500 pages of evidence was presented to DHS. The 

documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the

AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the CDC and crimes used to suppress its 

reporting.

On July 19, 2021 Officer Blevins attempted to intimidate and coerce Dale to 

consent to destroy his passport. 

On July 20, 2021 Circuit Judges Holmes, Matheson, and Eid of the United 

States Court of Appeals for the 10th Circuit fraudulently denied Dale’s Writ of 

Mandamus. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the CDC and crimes 

used to suppress its reporting.
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Officer Blevins also brought a Canadian passport form for Dale to fill out on 

July 19, 2021 to get a travel document. Dale’s passport valid for 10 years was in the 

possession of ICE.

On July 26, 2021 Officer Blevins threatened Dale with federal prison for the 

purposes of unlawfully destroying his passport. When Dale refused to violate the 

law, Officer Blevins left and returned with the notice of non-compliance. 

On July 27, 2021 Dale sent a letter requesting that the consulate investigate

Dale’s treatment by ICE while unlawfully detained and Officer Blevins intimidation

and coercion. The letter contained evidence of the representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA and the CDC and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

On July 27, 2021 Prothonotary Mirelle Tabib of the Federal Court sent orders

to Dale’s email to direct him to have a response for the Case Management of T-

1367-20 when the Federal Court was aware that Dale was being obstructed and 

tortured by ICE a Defendant in T-1404-20. Dale had no access to email.

On July 28, 2021 before 6 am Officer in Charge Christopher Jones spoke with

Dale and refused to investigate Dale’s torture while in ICE custody.

On August 2, 2021 U.S. Magistrate Judge Kristin L. Mix of the District Court

of Colorado issued fraudulent orders in a matter filed by Dale. The documentation 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance 

issued by the SHA and the CDC and crimes used to suppress its reporting.
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On August 5, 2021 United States Judge Lewis T. Babcock of the District 

Court of Colorado dismissed the motion for relief on the basis of fraud. The 

documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the

AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the CDC and crimes used to suppress its 

reporting.

On August 6, 2021, Michael Duggan fraudulently tampered with an appendix

sent to the Supreme Court of the United States in which he re arranged the motion 

fraudulently calling it a petition to shut evidence out of court. The documentation 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance 

issued by the SHA and the CDC and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

August 13, 2021 Judge Lewis T. Babcock used fraud to dismiss the motion.

Judge Lewis T. Babcock ignored the numerous references to the convention against 

torture, allegations and evidence of treason. The documentation contained evidence 

of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA 

and the CDC and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

On August 16, 2021 Judge Lewis T. Babcock fraudulently dismissed 18 

U.S.C. § 3771 case No. 1:21-cv-02183-GPG without contemplating the public 

importance of reporting treason. The documentation contained evidence of the

criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and 

the CDC and crimes used to suppress its reporting.
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On August 16, 2021 Judge Christine M. Arguello fraudulently dismissed case

number 1:21-cv-02208-GPG. The verbiage of her order was almost identical to the 

order made by Judge Lewis T. Babcock. The documentation contained evidence of 

the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA 

and the CDC and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

On August 25, 2021 a Deputy Clerk known as A. K. From the United States 

District Court for the District of Columbia used fraud to reject the complaint of

Dale. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the CDC and crimes 

used to suppress its reporting.

On September 21, 2021 Chief Judge Phillip A. Brimmer of the District Court 

of Colorado fraudulently dismissed an action that presented compelling evidence 

and supporting case law for treason, torture and Crimes against Humanity. The 

documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the

AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the CDC and crimes used to suppress its 

reporting.

On September 28, 2021 J. Babcock was exposed in a Wall Street Journal 

Investigation for breaking the law by hearing cases where he had a financial 

interest and did not recuse himself.

On October 15, 2021 Acting Registrar of the SCC, David Power sent a letter 

to Dale. He attempted to dissuade Dale from appealing the unlawful orders from 
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the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan. The documentation contained evidence of the

criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and 

the CDC and crimes used to suppress its reporting.. 

On October 13, 2021 Dale appeared before Justice Vanessa Rochester in the

FCC to appeal orders of P. Tabib obtained by fraud. Justice Vanessa Rochester 

ruled in favour of the parties who committed fraud. The documentation contained 

evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA and the CDC and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

On October 25, 2021 P. Tabib presided over a case management hearing in 

the FCC. The judge intimidated and coerced Dale during the hearing to give up his 

right of defense. Chantalle Eisner attacked the petitioner verbally during the 

hearing when Dale mentioned intent to punish innocent parties by the SHA.

On October 28, 2021 the SCC denied Texas citizen Robert A. Cannon’s leave 

to appeal a habeas corpus denied by fraud. He was punished with costs for an 

application that presented evidence of the following crimes without limitation, 

fraud, torture, child trafficking for the purposes of sexual and financial exploitation,

criminal negligence, treason in Canada and the United States. The documentation 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance 

issued by the SHA and the CDC and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

On December 30, 2021 Dale attempted to enter the United States at

Sweetgrass MT at the request of United States citizen Robert A. Cannon. The
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Applicant presented a letter Robert A. Cannon and proof of his United States 

citizenship and documentation that contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the CDC and crimes 

used to suppress its reporting. Dale and his family were assaulted, intimidated and 

coerced into returning to Canada after Robert A. Cannon warned of the risk of 

torture and death of the first witness to treason against the United States. Dale was

tortured and threatened with return to Saskatchewan where he was tortured upon 

arrival to Coutts AB. The fraudulent warrant issued by rogue members of the 

Battlefords RCMP was the reason given for Dale’s unlawful torture.

On January 4, 2022, the director of the Ministry of Justice for Saskatchewan,

P. Mitch McAdam sent a letter to DSR Karis about constitutional questions for 

CACV3798. The letter fraudulently stated that Dale raised constitutional questions 

in the habeas corpus filed by Robert A. Cannon. The constitutional questions were 

tied to documentation that contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the CDC and crimes 

used to suppress its reporting.

On January 31, 2022 the registrars of the (“CASK”) created a fraudulent 

document from information provided to them by DSR Karis. This prevented the 

filing of CACV3798 which contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the CDC and crimes 

used to suppress its reporting.
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On February 15, 2022 the Federal Court created a fraudulent court record 

that claimed Dale acknowledged service that he did not receive. The direction 

deprived him of the motion record already filed to the Federal Court which was his 

defense for a vexatious litigant hearing brought by the SHA against him set for 

March 1 2022. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the CDC and crimes 

used to suppress its reporting. Emily Price provided Dale the msg file purportedly 

sent with an acknowledgment. It is possible the msg file was forged. The Federal 

Court was forced to change the date.

On March 15, 2022 Patricia served documents to Dale for the purposes of 

using court rules to remove the right of defense in DIV 70 of 2020, and to dismiss 

CACV3745 an appeal by Dale of Justice J. Zuk’s orders appealed December 13, 

2020. Documentation for both matters contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the CDC and crimes 

used to suppress its reporting. 

On April 14, 2022 Justice J. Zuk admitted in his orders that the court was 

recording Dale, but the Superior Court have denied any chambers recordings exists.

On April 26 2022 Justice J. Zuk attempted to coerce Dale into participating 

in the Court hearing against the advice of Dale’s family doctor without lawful cause.

Justice J. Zuk determined that evidence that demonstrated Dale obtained custody 

of his eldest daughter after being a permanent ward of Winnipeg Child and Family 
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Services was part of an “adjournment” application that was never made and 

assessed costs against Dale.

On May 5, 2022 Justice J. Zuk created fraudulent orders and stated that the 

applications and its over 5600 pages of evidence was tied to a recusal application 

made by an unnamed nephew of Dale on May 5, 2022. Justice J. Zuk made a 

decision based on fraud to state that none of the materials submitted by Dale would 

be on the court record “Accordingly, the documents shall not form part of the court 

record nor shall they form any part of any decision arising from the matters before 

me today”. Documentation for the matters contained evidence of the criminally 

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used 

to suppress its reporting. 

On July 20, 2022 Justice J. Zuk received a fax from DSR Karis alerting

Justice J. Zuk that he was reported for crime. Justice J. Zuk received certified 

corporate records from the director of DSR Karis of its complaint and supporting 

materials. Jennifer Fabian committed fraud and stated in writing that Dale sent 

the materials to Justice J. Zuk for his personal complaint and stated that they 

would be sealed in an envelope on the court record. Documentation contained 

evidence of complaints made to law enforcement of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress

its reporting. 

On July 22, 2022 Justice J. Zuk issued orders relating to the matters that he 

was reported for crimes to five divisions of the RCMP and to the Federal Bureau of 
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Investigation. Justice J. Zuk contradicted his previous orders and included all of the

evidence and used fraud to issue orders for financial gain. Documentation before

Justice J. Zuk contained evidence of complaints made to law enforcement of the

criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and 

crimes used to suppress its reporting. 

On July 25 2022 unknown agents of the Superior Court fraudulently applied 

court rules to prevent evidence or criminal activity from being placed before the 

court. It is possible one of the agents reported used their position to shield 

themselves from being exposed for crime.

On August 24, 2022 an Unknown Registrar of the CASK attempted to place 

the motion for Mandamus in chambers where it was impossible for Dale to get relief

after doing so for two motions for prerogative relief place before Justice J. 

Kalmakoff and then a subsequent time after that. This is an observed pattern of 

deliberate intent to prejudice.

Numerous steps have been taken by actors in Canada to commit overt acts of 

fraud in numerous Courts Federally and provincially to supress evidence of the 

distribution of a biological weapon that has interfered with the territorial integrity 

of Canada and the United States, and attempt to seal the evidence of the 

interference in a family matter as outlined in the attached appendices, and 

Saskatchewan is the staging grounds; the most deliberate steps are being taken by 

agents of the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan and registrar Amy Groothius to 
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suppress evidence of the biological weapon used to interfere with the territorial 

integrity of the United States from being reported and exposed to the public;

On September 15, 2022 at approximately 12:00 AM EST an incident occurred

in reference to an aggravated assault involving a firearm. Police were called and an 

incident report was made. Kaysha was the victim. A 3rd party made the call to the

North Charleston Police Department (“N.C.P.D.”). Jayln Markell Frazier was the 

perpetrator in the aggravated assault involving the firearm. Jayln Markell Frazier 

pointed the firearm at Kaysha, cocked the firearm and threatened to kill Kaysha. 

Some time later that day Jayln Markell Frazier was arrested.

On September 15, 2022 at 12:45 PM MST, Trench Brunson called Agatha 

Richardson regarding the incident involving Jayln Markell Frazier. Shortly after 

the call Dale came on the call and spoke to Trench Brunson. Dale explained the 

political nature of why Kaysha was in the United States, to protect her from 

repercussions of Dale’s reporting of the distribution of a biological weapon used to 

attack the United States and Canada, overt acts of treason against both countries.

Trench Brunson intimidated and coerced Dale with threats of returning Kaysha to

Canada after stating that he was an electrical engineer and understood the 

distribution of the biological weapon and knowing that Kaysha would be in severe 

danger if returned. Trench Brunson continued to make repeated threats against

Kaysha to Dale after acknowledging the treason against the United States. 

 On September 15, 2022 at 2:51 PM EST Kaysha informed Trench Brunson to

“Please cease all communication with me.” Trench Brunson replied “Thought that 
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would get ur attention. Now u will experience the excellence of how I move”. Trench 

Brunson intimidated Kaysha after the threats made to Agatha and Dale in Canada.

On Monday, September 19, 2022 2:38:46 PM and audio of the threats made 

by Trench Brunson were forwarded to the N.C.P.D. by Kaysha. 

On September 20, 2022 2:03 PM the CEO of DSR Karis North Consulting 

Inc., a Delaware Corporation, whose business is the development of critical 

infrastructure in the United States provided the following documents to the

N.C.P.D.: The Engineering of Bioterrorism, Child Trafficking, Treason and the 

Crime of Aggression Update”, the Credentials of the CEO and a Letter to Alberta 

Members of Legislature. The documentation outlined the distribution of a biological 

weapon that was used to interfere in the United States presidential elections 2020. 

The documents supplied to the N.C.P.D. were submitted pursuant to the to the 

Executive Order on Imposing Certain Sanctions in the Event of Foreign 

Interference in a United States Election issued September 12, 2018, by President 

Donald J. Trump and recently extended by President Joseph R. Biden. Similar 

materials to the attached documentation have been submitted to the Federal 

Bureau of Investigation’s field office in Austin Texas by Robert. The documentation 

was also submitted to the Office of the Director of National Intelligence pursuant to 

the aforementioned executive order.

On October 11, 2022 Dale and Kaysha appeared in Courts in separate 

jurisdictions, one in South Carolina 9th Judicial Circuit Court and the other in the

Court of King’s Bench for Alberta. Both matters were using civil courts to hinder 
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investigations into treason, and disregard evidence of a biological used to interfere 

with the territorial integrity of Canada and the United States. The same ideology 

has been displayed in both cases, to use civil courts to suppress and engineering 

report that outline how a biological weapon was distributed by overriding the expert

testimony without any competent person to examine it.

Conclusion

For the foregoing reasons and in consideration of the evidence herein, the

Applicant respectfully requests this Court grant his asserted rights as a crime 

victim under 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a) which are as follows:

(i) the Applicant seeks an order for the representative of the US ATTORNEY 

GENERAL, to investigate the deprivation of the Applicant’s right to protection 

under the color of law as it is his “right to be reasonably protected from the  

accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(1);

(ii) the Applicant seeks an order for the representative of the US ATTORNEY 

GENERAL responsible for investigating the Applicant’s deprivation of right to 

reasonable, accurate and timely notice under the color of law to be notified of 

the protection order hearing purportedly at the request of the Applicant as it 

is his “The right to reasonable, accurate, and timely notice of any public court

proceeding, or any parole proceeding, involving the crime or of any release or 

escape of the accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(2); 
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(iii) the Applicant seeks an order that the investigation by the representative of 

the US ATTORNEY GENERAL into the Applicant’S deprivation of right to 

emergency protection under the color of law be conducted within 24-48 hours 

as it is the Applicant’s “right to proceedings free from unreasonable delay” 

pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(7) and the case is of such imperative public 

importance as to require immediate determination as it purports treason 

against the people of THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA;

(iv) the Applicant seeks an order for the representative of the US ATTORNEY 

GENERAL responsible for investigating the Applicant’s obstruction of 

reporting treason under the color of law to inform the Applicant in a timely 

manner of any plea bargain or deferred prosecution agreements as it is his 

“right to be informed in a timely manner of any plea bargain or deferred 

prosecution agreement” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(9);

(v) the Applicant seeks a restraining order against the Respondents JAYLN 

MARKELL FRAZIER and TRENCH BRUNSON to stay away from the Applicant 

and have no contact with the Applicant or by any of their agents affiliates or 

associates as it is his “right to be reasonably protected from the accused” 

pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(1);

(vi) the Applicant seeks an order that the Applicant be made an interested party 

to any prosecution of the Respondents that he may be given reasonable, 

accurate, and timely notice of any public court proceeding as it is his “right to

reasonable, accurate, and timely notice of any public court proceeding, or any 
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parole proceeding, involving the crime or of any release or escape of the 

accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(2), his “right to be reasonably heard

at any public proceeding in the district court involving release, plea, 

sentencing, or any parole proceeding” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(4), and

his “right not to be excluded from any such public court proceeding, unless 

the court, after receiving clear and convincing evidence, determines that 

testimony by the victim would be materially altered if the victim heard other 

testimony at that proceeding” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(3);

(vii) the Applicant seeks an order of protection against the agents responsible for 

overt acts of treason and to be brought to the United States and placed under 

its protection along with any family members as it is his “right to be 

reasonably protected from the accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(1);

(viii) the Applicant seeks an order of protection against U.S. Customs and Border 

Protection, the Department of Homeland Security and U.S. Immigration 

Control and Enforcement as they have hindered the Applicant from reporting

treason against the United States and are directly responsible for the 

commission of this crime and have demonstrated a pattern of hindering 

attempts to expose treason and the Applicant has a “right to be reasonably 

protected from the accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(1);

(ix) the Applicant seeks an order that the Applicant be made an interested party 

to any prosecution of the Respondents that he may be given reasonable, 

accurate, and timely notice of any public court proceeding as it is his “right to
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reasonable, accurate, and timely notice of any public court proceeding, or any 

parole proceeding, involving the crime or of any release or escape of the 

accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(2), his “right to be reasonably heard

at any public proceeding in the district court involving release, plea, 

sentencing, or any parole proceeding” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(4), and

his “right not to be excluded from any such public court proceeding, unless 

the court, after receiving clear and convincing evidence, determines that 

testimony by the victim would be materially altered if the victim heard other 

testimony at that proceeding” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(3);

(x) the Applicant seeks an order that the Applicant not be required by this court 

to enter the jurisdiction of NORTH CHARLESTON POLICE DEPARTMENT or its 

surrounding area which is THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA as it is his “right 

to be reasonably protected from the accused” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)

(1); and

(xi) the Applicant seeks an order that the Applicant which is currently in the

PROVINCE OF ALBERTA be reasonably heard at the public court proceeding by 

way of video-conference as it is his “right to be reasonably heard at any public

proceeding in the district court involving release, plea, sentencing, or any 

parole proceeding” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3771(a)(4) and his “right not to be 

excluded from any such public court proceeding, unless the court, after 

receiving clear and convincing evidence, determines that testimony by the 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This page exists solely for the convenience of the registrar, No certificate of service

will be issued due to the national security interests and to protect the witnesses to

treason against the United States.
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1

Dale Richardson

From: Dale Richardson
Sent: September 26, 2022 2:32 PM
To: Kaysha Richardson
Subject: Letter and evidence for the South Carolina Circuit Court
Attachments: Letter to Kaysha Richardson and South Carolina 9th Judicial Circuit Court Sept 26

2022.pdf; THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON
AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE.pdf; i-140-application.pdf; Audio of
Officer.ogg; CertFCA Direction Sept 23 2022.pdf; DSR Karis Appeals.pdf

Importance: High

Good afternoon Kaysha,

Attached is documentation and evidence for the matters in the circuit court mentioned in the attached documentation.
You have authorization to present the materials to any such law enforcement, court, judge or any such person, agency
entity that you deem necessary for the reporting of criminal activity contained within the attached documentation or
any other matters that you deem necessary. You are authorized to distribute the attached materials as you see fit for
the aforementioned reasons.

 Chief Justice of Saskatchewan Shielding crim.MP4
 Federal Court Vannessa Rochester Hearing.MP4
 SchwannMarch 26 2022.mp4
 TrimmedChambers AB March 18 2022.mp4
 Torture investigation on behalf of my 18 month old daughter.mp4
 Court QB Nov 26 2020.m4a

 Innovation meeting July 7, 2020 313 pm.m4a
 RCMP Member caught in a lie.MOV
 The attempt to return evidence.mp4
 Torture investigation on behalf of my 18 month old daughter.mp4
 Criste statement by phone August 17th 2020 404 pm.m4a
 Personal Appeals.pdf

Kind regards,

Dale Richardson, B.TECH, MET, TT (AB), Associate, (SK)
Chief Executive Officer
DSR Karis North Consulting Inc.
Dover, DE
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NOTICE OF APPEAL

ACTION

_______________

FEDERAL COURT OF APPEAL

BETWEEN:

DSR Karis Consulting Inc.

hereinafter the "Appellant"

AND:

The ASSOCIATION OF PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS AND
GEOSCIENTISTS OF SASKATCHEWAN, VIRGIL THOMSON,

OWZW LAWYERS LLP, CHANTELLE THOMPSON, JENNIFER
SCHMIDT, MARK CLEMENTS, CHAD GARTNER, BRAD

APPEL, IAN MCARTHUR, BRYCE BOHUN, KATHY IRWIN,
JASON PANCHYSHYN, CARY RANSOME, SGI AND JORDAN

OTTENBREIT.
hereinafter each a "Defendant", and collectively, the "Defendants"
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NOTICE OF APPEAL

TO THE RESPONDENT:

A LEGAL PROCEEDING HAS BEEN COMMENCED AGAINST YOU by the 

Appellant. The relief claimed by the Appellant appears on the following page. 

THIS APPEAL will be heard by the Court at a time and place to be fixed by the 

Judicial Administrator. Unless the Court directs otherwise, the place of hearing 

will be requested by the Appellant. 

IF YOU WISH TO OPPOSE THIS APPEAL, to receive notice of any step in the 

appeal or to be served with any documents in the appeal, you or a solicitor acting 

for you must prepare a notice of appearance in form 341 prescribed by the Federal

Court Rules and serve it on the Appellant’s solicitor, or when the Appellant is 

self-represented, on the Appellant, WITHIN 10 DAYS of being served with this 

notice of appeal. 

IF YOU INTEND TO SEEK A DIFFERENT DISPOSITION of the order 

appealed from, you must serve and file a notice of cross-appeal in form 341 

prescribed by the Federal Court Rules instead of serving and filing a notice of 

appearance. 

Copies of the Federal Court Rules information concerning the local offices of the 

Court and other necessary information may be obtained on request to the 

Administrator of this Court at Ottawa (telephone 613-992-4238) or at any local 

office. 

IF YOU FAIL TO OPPOSE THIS APPEAL, JUDGEMENT MAY BE GIVEN 

IN YOUR ABSENCE AND WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE TO YOU. 

1 of 18

Page 65 of 257

Page 252 of 1536



September ______, 2022

Issued by: ____________________________

(Registry Officer)

Address of local office: 90 Sparks Street, 5th floor, Ottawa, Ontario, K1A 0H9
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To: Olive Waller Zinkhan & Waller LLP

1000-2002 Victoria Ave

Regina, SK, CA S4P 0R7

Virgil A Thomson (Barrister #4857)

Tel: 306-359-1888

Fax: 306-352-0771

Email: vthomson@owzw.com

Lawyers for the Defendants Virgil A. Thomson, Olive Waller Zinkhan & 

Waller LLP, Chantelle Thompson, Jennifer Schmidt, Mark Clements, 

Chad Gartner, Brad Appel, Ian McArthur, Bryce Bohun, Kathy Irwin, 

Jason Panchyshyn and Cary Ransome. 

Griffin Toews Maddigan

1530 Angus Street,

Regina, SK S4T 1Z1

Michael B. Griffin

Tel: 1 306 525-6125

Fax: 1 306 525-5226

Email: mikegriffin@sasktel.net 

Lawyers for the Defendant the Association of Professional Engineers and 

Geoscientists of Saskatchewan.
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Brownlee LLP

1500-530 8th Avenue SW,

Calgary, AB, CA T2P 3S8

Nabeel Peermohamed

Tel: 403-260-5302

Fax: 403-232-8408

Email: vburgess@brownleelaw.com 

Lawyers for the Defendants SGI and Jordan Ottenbreit

Office of the Director of National Intelligence

Washington, DC 20511

Agency responsible for overseeing investigations for the election fraud in 

the United States.  
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APPEAL

THE APPELLANT APPEALS to the Federal Court of Appeal from the order of

BARNES R. Dated OCT 7, 2020 by which an order was issued in T-1115-20 to 

uphold overt acts of treason and the mechanism by which terrorism was 

perpetrated against the people of Canada and the United States. In spite of 

evidence presented demonstrating the RCMP committed a crime and the

Defendants demonstrated intent to used the vexatious litigant hearing to silence, 

and destroy the Appellant, and that Defendants in the action were attempting to 

murder the Appellant and members of the public during the course of the 

litigation. The order was obtained by numerous acts of fraud and other crimes 

against the people and ignored the public importance of the health and safety of 

the public, and assisted in the overthrow of the government of the United States, 

harboured, concealed and facilitated terrorism and are directly responsible for 

every death arising from the criminally negligent guidelines. This appeal is an 

amendment to the appeal properly submitted October 16, 2020 and left unfiled by 

the court for almost two years.

THE APPELLANT ASKS that:

1. The Entire Order be appealed and reviewed; and 
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2. Order to investigate treason, terrorism and other related crimes supported 

by evidence presented in all of the matters;

3. That T-1115-20 be resumed in the Courts.

4. Order that evidence of actions arising by the crimes caused by the crimes 

of Justice R. L. Barnes be submitted as evidence to the appeal and T-

1115-20.

THE GROUNDS OF THE APPEAL are as follows:

5. The learned trial judge erred when he knowingly engaged in the 

profession of engineering and engineering technology and made a 

determination on an engineering report and determined that there is no 

special circumstances to permit Dale J. Richardson to represent the

Appellant when it is impossible for a judge to make a determination 

outside of the scope of his practice as a judge; 

6. The learned trial judge erred when he engaged in the business of 

engineering and engineering technology contrary to section 55 of the

Judges Act;

7. The learned trial judge erred when he engaged in Criminal negligence and

causing death by criminal negligence in violation of section 219(1)(2) and

220 of the Criminal Code when he dismissed an engineering report 
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without any expert testimony to refute the claims and made a 

determination that was impossible for him to make, making the judge 

personally responsible for every death arising as a result of his crime from

the date of his unlawful practice in engineering and/or engineering 

technology and dismissed a report he was wholly incompetent to dismiss;

8. The learned trial judge erred when he committed a gross dereliction of 

duty and ignored the national security interests of the engineering report 

that outlined a critical weakness that was exploited by bioterrorists and 

engaged in and facilitated terrorism contrary to section 83.01(b) of the

Criminal Code;

9. The learned trial judge erred when he abused his position as a judge in the

Federal Court of Canada to shield the financing of terrorist activity and 

harboured terrorists contrary to section 83.01(b) of the Criminal Code;

10. The learned trial judge erred when he facilitated the crime of fraud in 

violation of section 380(1) of the Criminal Code when allowing the 

parties opposing the motion and/or supporting it to commit fraud for 

financial gain using the Federal Court of Canada;

11. The learned trial judge erred when he engaged in the trafficking in 

persons contrary to section 279.01(1) of the criminal code;

12. The learned trial judge erred when he became an accessory after the fact 

to the rogue agents of the Department of Homeland Security engaging in 
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the trafficking in persons by concealing the trafficking of the Chief 

Communications Officer of the Appellant and DSR Karis North 

Consulting Inc. a Delaware Corporation, and the Chief Communications 

Officer is an American Indian being trafficked with the consent of the 

judge;

13. The learned trial judge erred when he engaged in the trafficking of a 

person under the age of eighteen years in violation of section 279.011(1) 

of the Criminal Code;

14. The learned trial judge erred when he received and facilitated material 

benefit for the opposing parties in his orders through the trafficking of a 

person under the age of eighteen years and material benefit from the 

aforementioned trafficking in violation of section 279.011(1) and 

279.02(1) of the Criminal Code; 

15. The learned trial judge erred when he engaged in the trafficking of a 

person under the age of eighteen years for the purposes of financial and 

sexual exploitation in violation of section 279.011(1) and 279.04(1) of the

Criminal Code;

16. The learned trial judge erred when he participated in terrorist activity 

abusing his position to suppress evidence and allow harm to be done to 

the public in a manner that was intended to cause harm in clauses (A)-(C) 
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in 83.01(b)(ii) by the serious interference with and serious disruption of 

an essential service not authorized in clause (E) of the same;

17. The learned trial judge erred when he exploited procedure in the Federal 

Court of Canada for a political, religious and an ideological purpose and 

in whole or in part with the intention of intimidating the public or a 

segment of the public with regards to its security, including its economic 

security, and compelling persons to do or refrain from doing any act that 

intentionally caused harm in clauses (A)-(C) of 83.01(b)(ii) of the

Criminal Code and caused a serious interference with and a serious 

disruption of and essential service of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. in a 

manner not authorized by section (E) of the same or any other law;

18. The learned trial judge erred when he facilitated the Defendants to 

continue their attempts to torture and kill the Chief Executive Officer of 

the Appellant to cause a disruption of an essential service that is designed 

to cause the harm in clauses (A)-(C) of 83.01(b)(ii) to a segment of the 

public; 

19. The learned trial judge erred when he protected the Manitoba-

Saskatchewan Conference of the Seventh-Day Adventist church an entity 

structured like a terrorist cell and designed for concealing the trafficking 

of children and terrorist activity; and a gross violation of religious 

liberties of the members of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church and has 
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allowed the Crown to strip Seventh-Day Adventists of all religious 

liberties in the process in gross violation of the Charter and international 

treaties;

20. The learned trial judge erred when he proceeded to make a determination 

of and engineering report when the Association of Professional Engineers

and Geoscientists of Saskatchewan were obligated by law to examine an 

engineering report that outlined the delivery of a biological weapon that 

was used to murder the citizens of Canada and the United States and 

permitted them to deliberately and willfully murder citizens of Canada 

and the United States by his gross abuse of his position as a judge of the

Federal Court of Canada;

21. The learned trial judge erred when he used the motion hearing to prevent 

the Appellant from lawfully using the Federal Court of Canada to stop the

terrorist activity the judge is a participant in; 

22. The learned trial judge erred when he facilitated the continuation of 

treason;

23. The learned trial judge erred when he acted as a foreign agent directly 

interfering in the 2020 election in the United States and acted to interfere 

in the 2022 elections in the same; and a high probability of interference in

the elections in the jurisdiction of Canada as well;
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24. The learned trial judge erred when he lied about the Federal Court of 

Canada not having jurisdiction to deal with matters pertaining to the 

servants of the Crown and permitted the continued torture of the officers 

of the Appellant in violation of the Convention against Torture for the 

purposes of causing harm described in clauses (A)-(C) of section 83.01(b)

(ii) of the Criminal Code;

25. The learned trial judge erred when he declared himself a terrorist when he

called an engineering report submitted to prevent terrorism “an abuse of 

the Court’s process”;

26. The learned trial judge erred when he abused his his official capacity 

granted by an act of parliament on behalf of the Crown to exploit an 

infant child for the purposes of facilitating terrorist activity contrary to 

83.01(b) when he called an engineering report submitted to stop the 

trafficking of children for the purposes if sexual and financial exploitation

“an abuse of the Court’s process”;

27. The learned trial judge erred when he demonstrated that the purpose of 

the Federal Court of Canada was to exploit children by their explicit 

trafficking for sexual and financial purposes and that the American 

Indians, Christians, Catholics, Blacks and other minorities and religious 

groups are the primary targets of the children being exploited; 
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28. The learned trial judge erred when he dismissed a motion that presented 

compelling evidence of torture by the servants of the crown and the 

defendants beyond a reasonable doubt without determining the torture on 

its merits in violation of the Convention against Torture and instigating 

torture of the same parties seeking relief of torture;

29. The learned trial judge erred when he participated in torture in violation 

of the Convention against Torture deliberately to cause the harm 

described in clauses (A)-(C) of section 83.01(b)(ii) of the criminal code;

30. The learned trial judge erred when he dismissed an application that had 

allegations of torture without determining whether or not torture occurred 

in violation of article 13 of the Convention against Torture;

31. The learned trial judge erred when when he used the abused the powers of

the court to murder the innocent people in Canada, and the United States 

against the public interest, demonstrating a gross flaw in the legal system 

in Canada; 

32. The learned trial judge erred when when he ignored the evidence that 

demonstrated that the pleadings were not vexatious and that every line of 

the pleadings were based on the facts presented to him, and Justice R. L. 

Barnes a terrorist and a traitor to Canada and extraditable to the United 

States;
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33. The learned trial judge erred when he ignored the systematic attack that 

includes without limitation, deportation and forced population transfer, 

imprisonment or other severe deprivation of physical liberty, torture, 

other inhumane acts, persecution of any identifiable group or 

collectively on political, racial, ethnic, cultural, religious or other 

grounds that are universally impermissible under international law; 

facilitating crimes against humanity by gross abuse of his position;

34. The learned trial judge erred when he set precedent that treason, 

terrorism, child trafficking for the financial and sexual exploitation 

torture, persecution, forced population transfer is sanctioned by the

Federal Court of Canada, and that the court will punish any person who 

complain of the same, and the aforementioned actions can be continued 

with impunity with the protection of the court;

35. The learned trial judge erred by issuing orders that directly resulted in the 

overthrow of the government of the United States;

36. The learned trial judge erred when he issued orders that aided the 

transnational organization that is committing crimes against humanity and

actively engaging in treasonous actions in the Canada and the United 

States, making him an enemy of the United States and a traitor to Canada;

37. The learned trial judge erred when he deliberately used his position to 

shield terrorist and other gross criminal activity and his actions facilitated 
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deliberate attempts to torture and murder the whistle-blower of the 

transnational organization instituting totalitarian rule in Canada and the 

United States;

38. The learned trial judge erred when he engaged in criminal activity when 

becoming complicit to torture, violation the convention against torture 

and grossly exceeded his jurisdiction in issuing orders demonstrating the 

imposition of absolute tyranny;

39. The denial of the torture complaint under the Convention against Torture 

does allow for the prosecution of 18 U.S.C. § 241. Treaty with foreign 

power was supreme law of land; Congress could provide punishment for 

its infraction on deprivation of or injury to right secured by it, as in case 

of ordinary law.  In re Grand Jury (1886, DC Or) 11 Sawy 522, 26 F 749.

When taken with this next case,  Conspiracy to altogether prevent 

enforcement of statute of United States is conspiracy to commit treason 

by levying war against the United States. Bryant v. United States, 257 F. 

378, 1919 U.S. App LEXIS 2212(5th Cir. 1919) This denial of the

Convention against Torture permits any such conspirators to be punished 

in the United States for treason based on these grand jury rulings, making 

every conspirator involved in these proceedings extraditable to the United

States to be tried for treason and to face the death penalty;
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40. Furthermore, force is not required if the conspiracy is detected early. The 

Government contends that, but for the timely interruption of the 

conspiracy by the apprehension of its leaders actual resistance would 

have come about. United States. Bryant v. United States, 257 F. 378, 

1919 U.S. App LEXIS 2212(5th Cir. 1919) There is overwhelming 

evidence of conspiracy, collusion, and complicity to torture, terrorism, 

crimes against humanity and numerous other crimes, and judicial 

interference;

41. The learned trial judge erred when he issued orders that are prejudicial to 

the appellant after he engaged in criminal activity with the defendants 

becoming an active participant in their crimes, making him extraditable to

the United States; 

42. The learned trial judge erred when he saw evidence that the Saskatchewan

Health Authority had no justification for its faulty guidelines and abused 

his position in the Court and procedure to exterminate human life in the 

millions; making Justice R. L. Barnes personally responsible for genocide

based on the engineering report presented by DSR Karis Consulting Inc.;

43. The learned trial judge erred when he violated the no defense clause of 

the CAT and 269.1 of the criminal code;

15 of 18

Page 79 of 257

Page 266 of 1536



44. The learned trial judge erred when he issued orders that violated article 2 

of the convention against torture, an international treaty that is binding in

Canada and the United States;

45.  The learned trial judge erred when he owing the United States basic 

allegiance to not support persons committing treason in the United States 

by virtue of his position of a judge in a country that is a close ally of the 

United States, as Canada would not initiate treasonous conduct in the 

United States it’s NATO ally as that would violate its fundamental 

principles of the treaty;

46. The learned trial judge erred when he used his capacity of a judge of the

Federal Court of Canada to further the interests of the Defendants in 

securing Canada as the staging grounds to effect the overthrow the 

government of the United States and obstructed the whisleblower from 

reporting the overthrow;

47. The learned trial judge erred when he knowingly participated in 

treasonous conduct, abusing his position to facilitate and instigate torture 

and severe persecution of the Appellant and his affiliates;

48. The learned trial judge erred when he became complicit to the trafficking 

of a child in violation of the criminal code and treaties;

49. The learned trial judge erred when he issued totalitarian orders, 

unlawfully striking down the constitution in the process; 
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50. The learned trial judge erred when he acted overtly to advance treason 

with full knowledge of evidence that demonstrates actions consistent with

the overthrow of democracy in Canada and the United States of America 

by a transnational organization seeking to build a world without freedom; 

51. The learned trial judge erred when he used the Federal Court of Canada to

shield and facilitate criminal activity in the courts in Saskatchewan that 

used chambers hearings to hide their totalitarian, treasonous and child 

trafficking for the purposes of raping and exterminating children from 

scrutiny.

52. The learned trial judge erred when he declared with his judicial actions 

that Black Canadians have less rights than Black Americans did during 

the slave trade;

53. The learned trial judge erred when he declared with his judicial actions 

that Black Canadians do not have a right to their children and that 

Caucasians have a right to torture and kill them to steal their children with

the protection of the state;
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THOMSON, PROVINCIAL COURT OF SASKATCHEWAN, HONOURABLE JUDGE PELLETIER,
EMI HOLM, CHAR BLAIR, AND KIMBERLEY RICHARDSON.

Defendants

NOTICE OF MOTION

TAKE NOTICE THAT DSR KARIS CONSULTING INC. proposes to make a motion orally to the 

Court on Wednesday October 5th, 2022 at 9:30 in the forenoon or as soon thereafter as the motion can be

heard with an estimated duration of 7 hours, at 90 Sparks St., Ottawa, Ontario pursuant to Rule 34, 

55,120, 359 and 361 of the Federal Courts Rules, article 13 of the Convention against Torture and Other 

Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment, section 83.01(b) of the Criminal Code, section 7, 

12, 15(1) of the Charter.

THIS MOTION IS FOR:

a) An Order for Writ of Mandamus pursuant to section 44 of the Federal Courts Act;

1. An order to compel the RCMP and/or any of its agents operating in the 
jurisdiction of Canada 
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to issue arrest warrants for every person involved in the torture, criminal 
negligence, child trafficking and other related complaints in Canada and 
the United States;

to seize the registered office located at 1292 95th, Street North 
Battleford, Saskatchewan, S9A 0G2 and arrest all parties involved in the 
mortgage fraud and terrorist activity;

to deliver direct contact information for Cst. Malissa Sekela, which 
includes without limitation, cell phone number and email;

Enter every court, private entity, organization or any such person or place
known to have received and retained evidence of crimes contained in the
documentation herein or listed hereunder to determine if eveidence of 
crimes were destroyed;

2. Compel the Director of Corporations Canada and or their agents to 

deliver all new corporate keys in the manner that was requested by
Dale J. Richardson of the Applicant, in a manner consistent with 
effective corporate records that are satisfactory to Dale J. 
Richardson;

demand all records of transactions of changes of the Applicant, 
made in the corporate registry of Saskatchewan and provide copies 
to the Applicant;

3. An order to compel Justice H. Brown 

to place the materials submitted by the Applicant by email and fax 
and received by the Federal Court of Canada May 26, and 27, 2022 
on the official court record;

place all materials removed by Justice H. Brown from the court 
record by way of order, direction or any other means;

place all materials excluded by way of order, direction, rule 
contravention or any other means that any other justice, 
prothonotary, registrar of other agent officer or other judicial 
participant has removed/excluded from the court record;

to provide the evidence of the shareholder information of the
Applicant placed before him or the court;

recuse himself entirely from any matter relating to the Applicant or its
agents or affiliates;

4. An order to compel the Director of the Canada Revenue Agency to;
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Initiate an investigation into tax fraud against the defendants in T-
1404-20;

To turn over information relating to its investigation of the terrorist 
activity it was notified of in 2020;

5. On order for the Public Health Agency of Canada and the Ministry of Health 
to;

End all covid related mandates in Canada effective immediately;

6. An order to compel the Attorney General of Canada;

to provide the Applicant with all the information requested in all of its 
access to information requests at no cost to the Applicant without 
any redaction;

Remove Cheryl Giesbrecht and Jessica Karam from any matters 
pertaining to the Applicant its agents and affiliates;

turn over shareholder information of the Applicant used by the
Attorney General of Canada to commit fraud in T-1404-20;

Withdraw its consent for naming the Applicant on the section 40 
document resulting from fraudulent shareholder information being 
used in its authorization;

Initiate an investigation into terrorism;

to pay for the maintenance, insurance and any other cost of the 
registered office at 1292 95th, Street North Battleford forthwith until 
the resolution of the Appeal and any incidental costs related to the 
property as a result of the matters subject to the mandamus and/or 
the appeal in the amount of $2,000,000 and future increments of 
$1,000,000;

To pay the legal costs of Applicant incurred from the Attorney 
General of Canada failure to do the public duty required by the office 
of the Attorney General of Canada;

To pay the legal costs forthwith of the Applicant for any actions 
relating to this mandamus in the amount of $20,000,000 and future 
increments of $10,000,000.

To pay the costs forthwith of a full report regarding the criminally 
negligent guidelines to the Applicant and/or other person that the
Applicant shall decide with the initial payment in the amount of 
$70,000,000 and further payments in increments of $20,000,000.
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b) An Order pursuant to rule 120 for the Chief Executive Officer Dale J. Richardson to represent

DSR Karis Consulting Inc. in the appeal given the special and extraordinary circumstances in 

these matters;

c) An Order for electronic service for all documents relating to to A-158-22.

THE GROUNDS FOR THIS MOTION ARE:

a) it is impossible for this motion to be determined in writing as it involves making decisions in 

the area of engineering which is beyond the scope of practice and capacity of a judge and 

must have a competent person speak to the matters contained herein or the judge will be 

engaging in the unlicensed/unauthorized practice of engineering/ engineering technology 

which is prohibited for a judge to do;

b) Engineering reports are beyond the capability of any judge or lawyer to make any decision on

without being advised by a qualified person to explain and interpret them, and since the

Applicant and its CEO are responsible in large part for the pioneering of the research 

contained in the report, they are the only parties qualified to speak on the matter and must be

allowed to speak to the matter to prevent any further loss of life arising from the distribution of

a biological weapon as outlined in the engineering report set before the court in the motion;

c) It is impossible for another person to speak and properly represent the interests of the

Applicant to explain and articulate the ramifications of the research pioneered by the

Applicant and its CEO, and the Defendants have demonstrated a pattern of committing 

crimes to suppress the reporting of the results of the engineering report by the use of the 

following acts without limitation, fraud, torture, child trafficking for the purposes of sexual and 

financial exploitation, criminal negligence, treason, bio-terrorism and mortgage fraud;

d) The Applicant has identified a critical weakness that has allowed a foreign organization to 

interfere with the territorial integrity of Canada and by extension the United States based in its

proximity and open relationship with Canada and the same, and must be allowed to speak to 

the matters that affects the national security interests relating to the field of engineering; 

e) It is impossible for the Applicant to litigate without the cessation of the aforementioned 

criminal activity mentioned herein and the attached documentation listed hereunder, as the 

sustained crimes are effectively a continuation of terrorist activity being used to disrupt the 

essential services of the Applicant and to extinguish the lives of the public and to interfere 

with the territorial integrity of Canada and its closest ally the United States;

f) The public has a right to not be subjected to mandates that are a product of criminally 

negligent risk assessment and pandemic infection control protocols, that are not based on 
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science when a critical failure was identified on a federal level when implementing the SARS-

Cov-2 response and when the failure was presented to the federal government the repose 

was to create, retain, and transmit forged corporate documents and conspiring to destroy the

Applicant to ensure death to a segment of the public in a widespread geographical area on a 

massive scale; and the loss of life of this magnitude is not permitted by any action of any 

court in Canada, the United States or worldwide;

g) Any rejection of this motion by any means places every person at full responsibility for the 

murder of millions as outlined in the engineering report;

h) every Defendant in T-1404-20 is responsible for every death that arose from the critical 

weakness reported by the Applicant and its CEO from July 3, 2020 and have engaged in 

criminal activity in the civil courts to extinguish human life on a massive scale in a manner 

that would horrify and outrage the general public, such a gross extermination of life and 

destruction of the livelihoods of the public is vile, tyrannical, horrific, criminal, disgusting, 

sickening and reprehensible;

i) The public must be protected from such egregious injustices perpetrated with the assistance 

of parties in positions of trust and power tasked to protect the innocent; 

j) The Applicant and its CEO are the only persons in the area of engineering/ engineering 

technology that have demonstrated the ability to be impartial and operate with integrity 

regardless of the external political pressure and are the only parties capable of effectively 

dealing with these matters;

k) An order for substituted or dispensed service is reasonable in the circumstances, would result

in no prejudice to the defendants, has merit, will facilitate the progress of litigation, protect the

life, liberty, pursuit of happiness, and security of person and keep the public from being 

subjected to torture or other forms of cruel and unusual punishment, discrimination based 

prohibited grounds and preserve the integrity of the judicial process; 

l) An order for varying rules and dispensing with compliance is reasonable in the 

circumstances, would result in no prejudice to the defendants, has merit, will facilitate the 

progress of litigation, protect the life, liberty, pursuit of happiness, and security of person and 

keep the public from being subjected to torture or other forms of cruel and unusual 

punishment, discrimination based prohibited grounds and preserve the integrity of the judicial 

process; 

m) The Mandamus is necessary given the Defendants are using the civil courts to interfere with 

the lawful operation of the Applicant and should not use the Federal Court of Canada,

Federal Court of Appeal or any other Court to commit crimes to interfere with the operation of 

the essential services of the Applicant is reasonable in the circumstances, would result in no 
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prejudice to the defendants, has merit, will facilitate the progress of litigation, protect the life, 

liberty, pursuit of happiness of the public, and security of person of the public and keep the 

officers agents and affiliates of the Applicant from being subjected to torture or other forms of 

cruel and unusual punishment, discrimination based on prohibited grounds, uphold the

Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment

and preserve the integrity of the judicial process; 

n) The Mandamus is necessary to prevent the rules of the court from being used to murder the 

innocent citizens of Canada, and to stop the abuse of the court’s process from being used to 

murder citizens of Canada by hindering the exposure of deliberate distribution of a biological 

weapon as outlined in the engineering report attached to the documentation is reasonable in 

the circumstances, would result in no prejudice to the defendants, has merit, will facilitate the 

progress of litigation, protect the life, liberty, pursuit of happiness of the public, and security of

person of the public and keep the officers agents and affiliates of the Applicant from being 

subjected to torture or other forms of cruel and unusual punishment, discrimination based on 

prohibited grounds, uphold the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or 

Degrading Treatment or Punishment and preserve the integrity of the judicial process; 

o) Fraud was used to obtain orders against the Applicant in the Federal Court of Canada and it 

must not be permitted to continue.

p) The agents of the Attorney General of Canada have engaged in criminal fraud and other 

crimes against the Applicant to prejudice it and to facilitate the murder of the public and the 

federal courts are not to be used to facilitate murder or any other criminal activity;

q) The bill of rights for crime victims gives the officers, agents and affiliates of the Applicant the 

right to be protected from retaliation and intimidation for making complaints and no party who 

is associated with the multiple complaints made can be party to this motion as the Federal 

Court of Appeal has no jurisdiction to disregard the law or interfere with the administration of 

the criminal justice system.

THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE will be used at the hearing of the motion:

a) Statement of Claim T-1404-20, filed November 18, 2020;

b) The contents of this motion;

c) The contents of the Court File in this action;

d) Such further and other material as counsel may advise and this Honourable Court 

permits.
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ATTORNEY GENERAL OF CANADA ET AL.

Defendants

WRITTEN REPRESENTATIONS

INTRODUCTION

1. This Motion Record for Mandamus and Rule 120 is filed by DSR KARIS CONSULTING INC. (the 

“Applicant”). The Mandamus is against the, Royal Canadian Mounted Police, Attorney General 

of Canada, and who are using their authority, position and numbers to unlawfully interfere with 

justice for the Applicant, and to torture and terrorize its officers, in a manner that is affecting the 

public in a negative manner. The dereliction of duty has prevented the Applicant from bringing 

evidence to expose their crimes. The Motion for Mandamus is in the public interest to hear, based

on the effect cause by the failure of the aforementioned parties to act in accordance with their 

duties. Justice Brown and several rogue agents of the Federal Court of Canada have deprived 

the Applicant of its right of defence and have placed the life of its CEO and CCO and 

coincidentally the lives of the public at risk for the reasons listed herein and the attached affidavit 

and documentation listed hereunder. These circumstances outline the special circumstances to 

warrant a motion pursuant to rule 120 of the federal court rules, based on the imperative public 

interest and the fact that the Applicant is only person capable of accurate representing its 

research, and its Chief Executive Officer is the only competent person as he is the individual who 

pioneered the Applicant’s research which forms the basis of this motion and appeal.
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FACTS

2. A freedom of information request submitted by DALE J. RICHARDSON (“DALE”) to the Ministry of 

Health of Saskatchewan demonstrated that there was no risk assessment or engineering report 

for the representation of the Aerosol Generating Medical Procedures (“AGMP”) guidance issued 

by the Saskatchewan Health Authority (“SHA”), or was there any such risk assessment done or 

any justification of any kind provided by Pamela Heinrichs for punishing DSR KARIS CONSULTING 

INC. (“DSR KARIS”) and its officer DALE as vexatious litigants when the basis of its litigation 

against the SHA was the representation of the AGMP guidance and without treating DSR Karis 

as a distinct natural person.

3. The SHA guidance is based on a table issued by the Center for Disease Control (“CDC”) in 2001,

and it is used by the Public Health Agency of Canada and Canada several other jurisdictions in

Canada.

4. The representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA was the basis of the litigation by

DSR Karis, which is obligated by law to operate within the framework of the law. 

5. Kimberley A. Richardson has been able to pay legal fees in estimated to be over $1,000,000 in 

two years on a reported income of less than $90,000. 

6. Rule 10-46(1),(2) and 10-47 of the Queen’s Bench Rules are used for the sale of homes being 

foreclosed.

7. On May 27, 2020, DSR KARIS signed an Non-Disclosure Agreement through its duly authorized 

representative and CEO DALE, that created a contractual relationship between DSR Karis and

Innovation Credit Union. 

8. On May 27, 2020, Kimberley A. Richardson attended the 1292 95th St, North Battleford, SK S9A 

0G2 with Raymond Hebert and Linda Hebert and removed the vehicle that was in the possession 

of DALE after learning that KARIS K.N. RICHARDSON was left in the care of her sister KAYSHA F.N.

DERY while the DALE was signing the Non-Disclosure Agreement on behalf of DSR KARIS. 
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9. On June 9, 2020, DALE acting as the Chief Executive Officer of DSR KARIS passed information to

the business response team in Saskatchewan relating to the criminally negligent representation 

of the Aerosol Generating Medical Procedures guidance issued by the SHA. No reasonable 

response was given to address the hazards involved with its representation.

10. On June 10, 2020 the Communications Department of the SHA refused to address the hazards 

identified by DSR Karis when communicating with the CEO of DSR Karis by email. The SHA 

provided no information relating to any engineering report or risk assessment. The SHA did admit

that it was potentially placing its employees at risk using a criminally negligent arbitrary settling 

time without having any justification for the 2 hour settling time.

11. On June 25 2020 a number of parties in the federal a Saskatchewan government were notified 

about criminally negligent implementation of engineering controls used for the SARS-Cov-2 

pandemic response by DSR Karis by an email sent by its CEO on its behalf. The information 

provided demonstrated that the hazard was also present in the state of Washington.

12. On June 26, 2020 a number of parties in North Battleford were warned about the hazards arising 

from the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP provided by the SHA. 

13. On June 26, 2020 several financial institutions and regulatory agencies in the province of

Saskatchewan and federally were notified of the risk of financial losses to the shareholders 

arising from the hazards directly tied to the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

provided by the SHA. The fiduciary duty to the shareholders and the public was mentioned.

14. A rogue agent of the Ombudsman for Banking Services and Investments (“OBSI”) created, 

retained and transmitted a forged document based on a document sent to OBSI by DSR Karis on 

June 26, 2020. The forged document made it appear like the email was transmitted by DALE from

his personal email address. This forgery has been reported to 5 divisions of the Royal Canadian 

Mounted Police. 

15. On June 29, 2020, DALE was served with a divorce petition from Kimberley A. Richardson with

Patricia J. Meiklejohn as her counsel. The document contained contradictions, perjury and intent 
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to defraud and was filed to the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan when it was in violation

of the law. Included in the documents served was an application to traffick a child and defraud

DSR Karis of its registered office.

16. On June 29, 2020 DALE gained knowledge of a letter addressed to the CEO of DSR Karis from 

the Association of Professional Engineers and Geoscientists of Saskatchewan after receiving 

documentation that contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA resulting from poor engineering practice. The letter from APEGS did 

not address the severe threat to the pubic interest, but rather attempted to threaten DSR Karis 

based on Facebook posts and YouTube videos. DSR Karis responded by way of letter directing

APEGS of its legislated responsibility to the public interest with respect to engineering. No 

response was ever given by APEGS.

17. On July 3, and July 7, 2020 DALE attended the Battlefords RCMP detachment and made 

complaints on both days. TThe complaints on July 3, 2020 were torture pursuant to 269.1 of the

Criminal Code (2020-898119) and two counts of criminal negligence. One count of torture and on 

count of criminal negligence was initiated by the Applicant (2020-898911), and the other 

complaint (2020-898907) was on behalf of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. (“DSR Karis”). The SHA 

were the focus of the criminal negligence complaints and their agents were tied to the torture. The

complaint on July 7, 2020 was a complaint of torture with Karis K.N. Richardson as the victim 

(2020-922562). 

18. On July 7, 2020, DALE had a meeting with Chad Gartner of Innovation Credit Union (“ICU”) in 

which the information discussed was the property of his employer DSR Karis. Chad Gartner was 

informed of his fiduciary duty to inform the members of ICU of the risk of financial losses arising 

from the occupational health and safety hazard arising from poor engineering practice tied to the 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

19. On July 7, 2020 DALE attended the Battlefords Mental Health Centre (“BMHC”) to ask for his 

missing medical records from his access to records. DALE asked a manager to have the 

engineering department get back to him on the hazards arising from the criminally negligent 
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representation of the AGMP provided by the SHA. A doctor who signed a certificate to admit him 

to the BMHC was present for the conversation. Cora Swerid was informed of the criminal 

negligence and the torture investigations that involved the SHA. No response was given by the

SHA to address the hazards arising from the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP.  

20. On July 8, 2020 an email chain was sent by carbon copy to DALE that outlined a breach of 

contract between the rogue agents of Innovation Credit Union and his employer DSR Karis 

Consulting Inc.. The email outlined a conspiracy to restrict the liberty of DALE, his employer and 

by proxy Karis K.N. Richardson.

21. The RCMP did not allow DALE to bring any further evidence as he indicated that he would, and 

was barred entry from the detachment.  

22. On July 22, 2020 Patricia J. Meiklejohn sent two emails to DALE of draft orders, one purportedly 

to correct a typographical error. The first email stated that Justice R.W. Elson requested the 

interim order through the agents of the court who contacted her. The interim orders were dated 

for July 22, 2022.

23. From a sworn affidavit submitted to the Federal Court of Canada by the RCMP through Cheryl 

Giesbrecht exercising the capacity of the Attorney General of Canada in T-1404-20 testified that 

on July 22, 2020 Justice R.W. Elson directed them to prevent DALE from entering the Court of 

Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan. The unknown member of the RCMP responded with “we have 

a mental health warrant”.

24. On July 22, 2020 members of the PACT team showed up at the residence of DALE with two 

members of the Battlefords RCMP. The persons in attendance were as follows, Tonya Browarny,

Ken Startup, Cst. Rivest and Cst. Reid. No direction was ever given to DALE to submit to any 

medical examination as required by the Mental Health Services Act. The RCMP were served for 

QBG-156 after repeated attempts to gain access to the detachment by DALE to serve them were 

frustrated. Medical records from the BMHC state that DALE was brought to the BMHC at the time 

of this incident.
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25. On July 22, 2020 Tonya Browarny knowing that she did not comply with the Mental Health 

Services Act spoke with J. Engleke and proceeded with going to the Provincial Court of 

Saskatchewan to obtain a mental health warrant based on fraudulent information. The information

had to be sworn in and was perjured to obtain a warrant to torture DALE. Tonya Browarny’s notes 

confirm that she did not comply with the Mental Health Services Act and could not lawfully obtain 

a warrant.

26. The agents of the SHA stated that DALE’s religious beliefs are delusions. No agent of the SHA 

knew what the specific religious beliefs of DALE was outside of knowing that he is a Seventh-Day 

Adventist. Only members of the Battlefords Seventh-Day Adventist church would possess any 

knowledge of his specific beliefs. Agents of the SHA attends the Battlefords Seventh-Day 

Adventist church.

27. On July 23, 2020 at about 9:50 am, DALE and his daughter Kaysha F.N. Richardson were 

unlawfully arrested attempting to enter the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan in 

Battleford SK, before any of the two hearings DALE was scheduled to appear on DIV-70 of 2020 

and QBG-156. Both were first appearances presided over by Justice R.W. Elson. The RCMP 

substantiated this time in an affidavit in T-1404-20.

28. On July 23, 2020 Justice R.W. Elson, with the full knowledge that he directed the RCMP to 

prevent DALE from entering the Court, made interim orders pursuant to no law and grossly 

exceeded his jurisdiction as a judge sitting in chambers on a first appearance. Justice R.W. Elson

made no mention of having directed DALE’s obstruction that prevented DALE from appearing for 

the matter, as can be observed in the wording of Justice R.W. Elson’s fiat shown below:

[1] Counsel for the petitioner has provided the court with her client’s informal 
estimate of the equity in the family home, roughly between $8,000 and 
$12,000. With this information, I am satisfied that the interim draft order 
should issue. This order includes authorization for the petitioner to list and 
sell the house, followed by an accounting for the proceeds. The only thing 
that should be included in the interim order is for the issue of the parenting to 
be revisited in one month’s time. This should occur on August 27, 2020. 
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29. The second matter obstructed was the matter of QBG 156/20 DSR Karis Consulting Inc. v Court 

of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan et al dated July 23, 2020. Present in the court was Cliff Holm

appearing for the Seventh-Day Adventist Church, Lynn Sanya - SHA, Virgil Thomson – rogue 

agents of Innovation Credit Union, Micheal Griffin – APEGS. Justice R.W. Elson made no 

mention directing the RCMP to obstruct DALE from representing DSR Karis Consulting Inc. and 

the interests of the public. The documentation before the Court contained evidence of the

criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the risk to the 

general public.

30. On July 23, 2020, Robert A. Cannon was contact traced at the court, and had to provide his name

to sheriff who participated in the obstruction of DALE. 

31. When DALE was brought to the BMHC he questioned the doctor’s and physicians why he was 

prevented from entering the Court by the defendants in QBG-156 when he was to represent DSR 

Karis as the plaintiff. DALE demanded to see the mental health warrant. When persisting to ask 

these questions, the doctors directed the RCMP and attending health personnel to strip him, strap

him to a bed, and forcefully medicate him. DALE was never examined. No expert report of the 

examination was ever provided to DALE. The sworn affidavit of the RCMP submitted to the

Federal Court of Canada confirms that the Applicant was not examined.

32. While DALE was being tortured, Robert A. Cannon filed a habeas corpus several times. One 

instance the habeas corpus was filed and then it was unfiled. The other documents submitted 

with the habeas corpus were not unfiled. After the third filing of the habeas corpus DALE was 

released from the BMHC.

33. In QBG 921 of 2020 Justice N.D. Crooks on September 10, 2020 purported to state that there 

was no deprivation of liberty for any of the persons named in the Habeas Corpus proceeding, 

which includes without limitation, DALE, Kaysha F.N. Dery, and Karis K.N. Richardson. Crooks 

stated that the deprivation was “theoretical” and that Karis was the subject of a family law dispute.

Justice N.D. Crooks denied Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson the right of Habeas Corpus contrary 

to section 10(c) of the Charter. The Habeas Corpus was filed by Robert A. Cannon to stop the 
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agents of the Saskatchewan Health Authority from torturing DALE who was strapped to a bed and 

administered mind altering drugs that are designed to profoundly disrupt the senses. The torture 

upheld the trafficking of Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson. The documentation contained evidence 

of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

34. On October 28, 2020 DALE appeared before Justice J.A. Caldwell of the Court of Appeal for 

Saskatchewan for a motion to extend for the unlawful orders issued by Justice R.W. Elson. No 

one appeared for Kimberley A. Richardson, and audio, video and document evidence was 

presented. Justice J.A. Caldwell ruled in the favour of the party that was not present. The Court of

Appeal for Saskatchewan sent back all of the evidence filed to the court. The documentation 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA.

35. When presented with the fact that the testimony of Kimberley A. Richardson was perjured on 

November 26, 2020, Justice J. Zuk made excuses for the perjury and took the proven perjured 

testimony over the overwhelming evidence of DALE. Justice J. Zuk ignored evidence that DALE 

was subjected to escalating family violence by his estranged wife Kimberley A. Richardson.

Justice J. Zuk ruled in favour of the party that presented perjured evidence and demonstrated a 

pattern of violence towards DALE and the child of the marriage Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson. 

The documentation supplied by the Applicant contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

36. Patricia J. Meiklejohn presented to Justice J. Zuk in the chambers hearing the statement of claim 

of DALE in the Federal Court of Canada and complained that DALE was bringing a matter before a

federal court. The application in the Federal Court of Canada contained evidence of the criminally

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the risk to the public.

37. Cheryl Giesbrecht, agent of the Attorney General of Canada submitted motions to the Federal 

Court of Canada that contained fraudulent shareholder information in regards to DSR Karis, and 

conspired with the defendant’s counsel in T-1404-20.  The Federal Court of Canada ruled in 
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favour of fraud. The shareholder information of DSR Karis is available on the public record in 

Alberta.

38. Virgil Thomson submitted forged Federal Court documents to DALE. 

39. Rogue agents of the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan have demonstrated extreme bias

in denying DALE to speak and bring evidence to defend himself in Court. This evidence includes 

without limitation, evidence that outlined the unlawful arrest, that Justice R.W. Elson directed the 

obstruction of justice, that an officer of the court prevented him from entering the court, the 

actions of the agents of the SHA being questionable when DALE was representing DSR Karis 

Consulting Inc. in matters against them arising from the mismanagement of the COVID 

emergency and that Justice J. Zuk was under criminal investigation based on a complaint by DSR

Karis and complaints by DALE before he made any decision on the matters on May 5, 2022 and 

July 22, 2022.

40. On February 19, 2021 Patricia J. Meiklejohn appeared before Justice B.R. Hildebrandt for an 

application without notice to transfer the title of the property of DALE pursuant to the Land Titles 

Act. Fraudulent documents were submitted to the court signed by Clifford A. Holm. Justice B.R. 

Hildebrandt exceeded her jurisdiction and approved the fraudulent transfer of title using the Land 

Titles Act instead of the Family Property Act.

41. On February 19, 2021 DALE appeared for two prerogative writs in a single chambers hearing 

before Justice J. Kalmakoff. Justice J. Kalmakoff informed DALE that prerogative writs can only be

granted before a panel of judges according to the court of appeal act. Justice J. Kalmakoff heard 

the motion for two prerogative writs in a setting where it was impossible for DALE to succeed, and 

did not determine if torture occurred. Justice J. Kalmakoff exceeded his jurisdiction as a single 

judge in chambers when entertaining the prerogative writs. The motions contained evidence of 

the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

42. On March 1, 2021 an appeal CACV3708 was heard at the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan of a

constitutional Writ of Habeas Corpus. Among those present as counsel for the defendants were,
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Clifford A. Holm, Cheryl Giesbrecht, Chantalle Eisner, and Michael Griffin who was representing 

the APEGS. Michael Griffin admitted that counsel present intended to punish Robert A. Cannon 

for the actions taken by DALE and DSR Karis’s in the Federal Court of Canada. Michael Griffin 

also committed fraud on the record when he stated that Robert A. Cannon was counsel for both

DALE and DSR Karis. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

43. Every statement of claim or motion in the Federal Court of Canada for DSR Karis is signed by its

CEO.

44. DALE is self represented in the Federal Court of Canada and every statement of claim or motion 

bears his signature.

45. On March 26, 2021 DALE as the CEO of DSR Karis and acting on behalf of the same, appeared 

before Justice J. A. Schwann in the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan for a motion for stay of 

execution relating to appeal CACV3798 in which mortgage fraud was committed.   Justice J. A. 

Schwann ruled in favour of the party who was not present. The motion contained evidence of the

criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

46. On April 1 2021 Dale appeared before a panel of three judges Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan 

to review the orders of Justice J. Kalmakoff with over 6000 pages of evidence. No counsel was 

present for the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan or Kimberley A. Richardson. The 

review went in favour of the defendants. The documentation before the Court contained evidence

of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

47. On April 26, 2021 DALE fled to the United States to file for protection under the Convention 

against Torture after being served an affidavit sworn in by an unknown member of the Royal 

Canadian Mounted Police that made admissions that the RCMP were instructed by the Court of 

Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan to prevent DALE from entering into the Court on July 23, 2020.

DALE was fearful of being tortured or killed if returned to Saskatchewan and subsequently fled to 
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the United States for safety. The motion scheduled to be heard contained evidence of the

criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

48. On April 26, 2021 upon arrival to the Sweetgrass Montana point of entry, DALE was tortured in the

presence of 5 witnesses, one of whom is an eight year old child. The CBP officers attempted to 

compel DALE to return to Canada after asking for protection under the Convention against 

Torture, and to remove the 6 volumes of evidence consisting of over 3300 pages of evidence. 

When DALE refused to remove the evidence even though fearful of his life, the U.S. Customs and 

Border Protection officers intimidated and coerced him in an attempt to dispose of the evidence 

that demonstrated that he is a director of a Delaware corporation DSR Karis North Consulting Inc.

(“Karis North”). The documentation presented at the border contained evidence of the criminally 

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

49. Officer Brian Scott and the officer who is now known to be Officer Brian Biesemeyer were the two 

CBP Officers responsible for the torture of DALE. The statement taken from DALE by Officer Brian 

Biesemeyer was a product of torture and was used in the immigration proceedings by the

Department of Homeland Security. 

50. DALE was subjected to severe obstruction of justice in Canada and the United States while being 

held in custody of a defendant in T-1404-20.

51. On June 10, 2021 a motion was heard before Justice W. Pentney. Fraud was used to schedule 

the motion. DALE informed Justice W. Pentney that he was denied the motion materials by ICE a 

defendant in the underlying action, that he was being obstructed by the same and was being 

tortured by them. Justice W. Pentney proceeded with the motion with full knowledge of these 

conditions. Justice W. Pentney deceived DALE and committed fraud during the hearing. The 

documentation provided by DALE contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of

the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

52. On June 15, 2021 Justice W. Pentney dismissed the motion of DALE when he was seeking relief 

from torture. Justice W. Pentney stated “Furthermore, I agree with the comment of Justice 
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Kalmakoff at the acts the Plaintiff terms as torture “are all things that arose from were inherent in, 

or were incidental to measures that are authorized by law”. Justice J. Kalmakoff exceeded his 

jurisdiction in making the order quoted by Justice W. Pentney. Justice W. Pentney and Justice J. 

Kalmakoff were appointed by Prime Minister Justin Trudeau.

53. On June 23, 2021 DALE served a motion titled On Petition for Writ of Certiorari in the Supreme 

Court of the United States to U.S. Magistrate Judge Gordon P. Gallagher and the District Court of 

Colorado. Rogue agents of the District Court of Colorado committed fraud. The documentation 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA.

54. On June 29, 2021 Michael Duggan fraudulently rejected materials sent with the Writ of Certiorari 

and other letters. A motion critical to the safety of DALE was fraudulently rejected by Michael 

Duggan on July 2nd after the petition was filed on June 29, 2021. The documentation contained 

evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and

the torture used to suppress its reporting.

55. On July 13, 2021 DALE appeared before Immigration Judge Caley for a review of the credible fear

determination by the Asylum officer. The Asylum officer was made aware that DALE was tortured 

by the agents of DHS in order to make the statement. The Asylum officer refused to consider that 

testimony. When Dale raised this argument before the Immigration judge, he stated that he did 

not have the jurisdiction and that he could only speak about what happened in Canada. The 

Immigration judge refused to accept evidence from DALE. DALE was not given any due process. 

No representative from DHS was at the hearing. Over 3500 pages of evidence was presented to 

DHS. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the

AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

56. On July 19, 2021 Officer Blevins attempted to intimidate and coerce the Applicant to consent to 

destroy his passport. 
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57. On July 20, 2021 Circuit Judges Holmes, Matheson, and Eid of the United States Court of 

Appeals for the 10th Circuit used fraud to deny DALE’s Writ of Mandamus. The documentation 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

58. Officer Blevins also brought a Canadian passport form for DALE to fill out on July 19, 2021 to get 

a travel document. DALE’s passport valid for 10 years was in the possession of ICE.

59. On July 26, 2021 Officer Blevins threatened DALE with federal prison for the purposes of 

unlawfully destroying his passport. When DALE refused to violate the law, Officer Blevins left and 

returned with the notice of non-compliance. 

60. On July 27, 2021 DALE sent a letter requesting that the consulate investigate the treatment of

DALE and Officer Blevins intimidation and coercion. The letter contained evidence of the

criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to 

suppress its reporting.

61. On July 27, 2021 Prothonotary Mirelle Tabib of the Federal Court of Canada sent orders to the 

email of  DALE to direct him to have a response for the Case Management of T-1367-20 when the

Federal Court of Canada was aware that DALE was being obstructed and tortured by ICE a 

Defendant in T-1404-20 with no access to email.

62. On July 28, 2021 before 6 am Officer in Charge Christopher Jones spoke with DALE and refused 

to investigate the torture of DALE.

63. On August 2, 2021 U.S. Magistrate Judge Kristin L. Mix of the District Court of Colorado 

committed fraud to issue orders in a matter filed by DALE. The documentation contained evidence

of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes 

used to suppress its reporting.

64. On August 5, 2021 United States Judge Lewis T. Babcock of the District Court of Colorado 

dismissed the motion for relief based on fraudulent information. The documentation contained 
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evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and

crimes used to suppress its reporting.

65. On August 6, 2021, Michael Duggan fraudulently tampered with an appendix sent to the Supreme

Court of the United States in which he re arranged the motion fraudulently calling it a petition to 

shut the evidence out of court. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its 

reporting.

66. August 13, 2021 Judge Lewis T. Babcock dismissed the motion by fraudulently representing it.

Judge Lewis T. Babcock ignored the numerous references to the convention against torture, 

allegations and evidence of treason. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally 

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress 

its reporting.

67. On August 16, 2021 Judge Lewis T. Babcock fraudulently dismissed 18 U.S.C. § 3771 case No. 

1:21-cv-02183-GPG without contemplating the public importance of persons attempting to report 

treason. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the

AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

68. On August 16, 2021 Judge Christine M. Arguello fraudulently dismissed case number 1:21-cv-

02208-GPG. The verbiage of her order was almost identical to the order made by Judge Lewis T. 

Babcock. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the

AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

69. On August 25, 2021 a Deputy Clerk known as A. K. From the United States District Court for the 

District of Columbia used fraud to reject the complaint of DALE. The documentation contained 

evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and

crimes used to suppress its reporting.

70. On September 21, 2021 Chief Judge Phillip A. Brimmer of the District Court of Colorado 

fraudulently dismissed an action that presented compelling evidence and supporting case law for 
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treason, torture and Crimes against Humanity. The documentation contained evidence of the

criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to 

suppress its reporting.

71. On September 28, 2021 J. Babcock was exposed in a Wall Street Journal Investigation for 

breaking the law by hearing cases where he had a financial interest and did not recuse himself.

72. On October 15, 2021 Acting Registrar of the SCC, David Power sent a letter to DALE. He 

attempted to dissuade DALE from appealing the unlawful orders from the Court of Appeal for 

Saskatchewan. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation 

of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.. 

73. On October 13, 2021 DALE appeared before Justice Vanessa Rochester in the FCC to appeal 

orders of P. Tabib obtained by fraud. Justice Vanessa Rochester ruled in favour of the parties who

committed fraud. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its 

reporting.

74. On October 25, 2021 P. Tabib presided over a case management hearing in the FCC. The judge 

intimidated and coerced DALE during the hearing to give up his right of defense. Chantalle Eisner 

attacked the petitioner verbally during the hearing when DALE mentioned intent to punish 

innocent parties by the SHA.

75. On October 28, 2021 the SCC denied Texas citizen Robert A. Cannon’s leave to appeal a habeas

corpus denied by fraud. He was punished with costs for an application that presented evidence of

the following crimes without limitation, fraud, torture, child trafficking for the purposes of sexual 

and financial exploitation, criminal negligence, treason in Canada and the United States. The 

documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

76. On November 16, 2021, Pastor David Baker of the Living Hope SDA Church (“LHSDAC”) 

contracted Robert A. Cannon for the first time and requested an apology in writing to present to 
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the LHSDAC Church Board. The Board was considering disciplinary action against Robert A. 

Cannon for the Manitoba-Saskatchewan Conference of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church being 

named as defendants in an Application for Habeas Corpus filed by Robert A. Cannon, which 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

77. On December 12, 2021, Pastor David Baker invited Robert A. Cannon to speak with the church 

board who wanted to punish him for filing the Application for Writ of Habeas Corpus. The Board 

made MOTION 21-139:  to recommend to the church at a special business meeting on January 

22, 2022 at 6:30pm in person at LHSDAC, for Robert A. Cannon to be placed under 

disciplinary action by censorship until October 31, 2022. The motion was carried.

78. On December 30, 2021 DALE attempted to enter the United States at the request of United States

citizen Robert A. Cannon. DALE presented a letter Robert A. Cannon and proof of his United 

States citizenship and documentation that contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its 

reporting. DALE and his family were assaulted, intimidated and coerced into returning to Canada 

after United States citizen Robert A. Cannon warned of the risk of torture and death of the first 

witness to treason against the United States. DALE was tortured and threatened with return to

Saskatchewan where he was tortured upon arrival to Coutts AB. The fraudulent warrant issued by

rogue members of the Battlefords RCMP was the reason given for the unlawful torture of DALE.

79. On January 4, 2022, the director of the Ministry of Justice for Saskatchewan, P. Mitch McAdam 

sent a letter to DSR Karis about the notice of constitutional questions for CACV3798. The letter 

contained fraudulent information that DALE raised constitutional questions in the habeas corpus 

filed by Robert A. Cannon. The constitutional questions were tied to documentation that 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.
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80. Pastor David Baker and the Board did not provide any information explaining the Reasons for 

Discipline for the scheduled censorship meeting until January 18 of 2022, five days before the 

hearing.

81. On January 21 of 2022, Clint Wahl emailed procedures for the disciplinary hearing that restricted 

the ability of Robert A. Cannon or his witnesses to provide any reasonable defense. Robert A. 

Cannon stated that the hearing was prejudicial in his open letter to the church on January 22 of 

2022. Robert A. Cannon and his witnesses declined to attend the prejudicial hearing. The 

evidence for Robert A. Cannon’s defense contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its 

reporting.

82. On January 22 of 2022 the church membership voted to approve motion 21-139 at the special

business meeting held January 22, 2022 done in Robert A. Cannon’s absence. 

83. On January 31, 2022 the registrars of the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan created a fraudulent 

document from information provided to them by DSR Karis. This prevented the filing of 

CACV3798 which contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

84. On February 15, 2022 the Federal Court of Canada fraudulently claimed that the Applicant 

acknowledged service that he did not receive. The direction would have deprived him of the 

motion record already filed to the Federal Court of Canada as his defense for a vexatious litigant 

hearing brought by the SHA against him on March 1 2022. The documentation contained 

evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and

crimes used to suppress its reporting. Emily Price provided DALE the msg file purportedly sent 

with an acknowledgment. It is possible the msg file was forged. The Federal Court of Canada was

forced to change the date.

85. On March 15, 2022 Patricia J. Meiklejohn served documents to DALE for the purposes of using 

court rules to remove the right of defense in DIV 70 of 2020, and to dismiss CACV3745 an appeal

of DALE of Justice J. Zuk’s orders appealed December 13, 2020. Documentation for both matters 
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contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting. 

86. On April 26 2022 Justice J. Zuk attempted to coerce DALE into participating in the Court hearing 

against the advice of the family doctor of DALE without lawful cause. 

87. On May 5, 2022 Justice J. Zuk created fraudulent orders and stated that the applications and its 

over 5600 pages of evidence was tied to a recusal application made by an unnamed nephew of

DALE on May 5, 2022. Justice J. Zuk made a decision based on fraud to state that none of the 

materials submitted by DALE would be on the court record “Accordingly, the documents shall not 

form part of the court record nor shall they form any part of any decision arising from the matters 

before me today”. Documentation for the matters contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its 

reporting. 

88. On June 10, 2022 Justice Brown issued orders based on fraudulent shareholder information.

Dale J. Richardson was stated to be the owner of DSR Karis when the corporate registry in 

Alberta and the securities register of DSR Karis list another person as the owner. The identity of 

the owner is available to the public. 

89. On July 20, 2022 Justice J. Zuk received a fax from DSR Karis alerting Justice J. Zuk that he was

reported for crime. Justice J. Zuk received certified corporate records from the director of DSR 

Karis of its complaint and supporting materials. Jennifer Fabian committed fraud and stated in 

writing that the Applicant sent the materials to Justice J. Zuk for his personal complaint and stated

that they would be sealed in an envelope on the court record. Documentation contained evidence

of complaints made to law enforcement of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting. 

90. On July 22, 2022 Justice J. Zuk issued orders relating to the matters that he was reported for 

crimes to five divisions of the RCMP and to the Federal Bureau of Investigation. Justice J. Zuk 

contradicted his previous orders and included all of the evidence and used fraud to issue orders 
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for financial gain. Documentation before Justice J. Zuk contained evidence of complaints made to

law enforcement of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the

SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting. 

91. Corporations Canada was notified of the terrorist attacks against the Applicant and have failed to 

deliver corporate keys in a secure manner that leaves a legitimate record of their issuance.

ARGUMENTS

I. REASONS FOR MANDAMUS

92. For a Writ of Mandamus to be enforced, the Applicant must demonstrate that he has a legal right 

to compel the Defendant to do or to refrain from doing the specific act. The duty enforced must 

have two qualities:

1. It must be a duty of a public nature: and 

2. The duty must be imperative and not discretionary.

II. THE DUTY IS OF A PUBLIC NATURE

93. The duty to arrest the progression of torture which was used to disrupt the essential services of 

the Applicant putting the public at risk is of a public nature. On July 3, and 7, 2020 the Battlefords

RCMP issued file numbers for torture for the CEO of the Applicant, Dale, and the CEO’s daughter

Karis K.N. Richardson. Torture is prohibited by section 12 of the Charter, and section 7 is violated

as torture is a gross deprivation of liberty. The Convention against Torture having universal 

jurisdiction in Canada, expressly prohibits torture and demands that perpetrators of torture be 

arrested. The Convention against Torture demands that all measures be employed by the state 

party to prevent acts of torture. No reasonable limits can ever exist to subject the public to crime. 

Bio-Terrorism exposed by the research of the Applicant is of a public nature. 

94. Fraud is not permitted to be used in a court to obtain any order. Numerous instances of fraud 

have been used to deprive the Applicant, its CEO Dale, and Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson of 

rights.
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95. The Registrar of Land Titles cannot lawfully transfer title of a property being the subject of a 

divorce subject to the Family Property Act with an order pursuant to the Land Titles Act, nor can 

the act be used to transfer titled without notice to the interested parties being the Applicant 

holding a lease to such property, and Registrar of Land Titles is obligated to uphold the law and 

not participate in crime.

96. Exposing criminally negligent guidelines relating to the SARS-Cov-2 pandemic are in the utmost 

public interest. The public has a right not to be subjected to criminal negligence causing death.

III. THE DUTY MUST BE IMPERATIVE AND SHOULD NOT BE DISCRETIONARY

97. The prohibition on torture is an imperative duty. The Convention against Torture demands that the

perpetrators of torture be arrested. There is an obligation to investigate the torture as it has 

continued because of the failure on the part of the RCMP to arrest the persons involved in the 

initial torture complaint, and further instigated torture with the parties implicated in the initial 

complaints. The torture of the CEO of the Applicant continued even after he fled to the United 

States, in the presence of witnesses who have supplied affidavit evidence that is a part of this 

motion. 

98. There is no right of any person to commit acts of terrorism or any crime, nor is there any 

discretion permitted anywhere for organized crime to be perpetrated in the government or any 

other organization in Canada. This makes the duty imperative.

99. The right to life of the public is imperative. The state has no right to murder the public. 

100. No person should be deprived of liberty and torture to shield crimes of other parties.

IV. CLEAR RIGHT TO THE PERFORMANCE OF THAT DUTY: 

101. The issuance of the file numbers for the complaints of torture on July 3, 2020 and July 7, 2020 by 

the RCMP has placed the obligations of the Convention against Torture on the state party. 

102. The issuance of file numbers for criminal negligence complaints on July 3, 2020 by the RCMP 

places the right of the public to be protected from criminal negligence and every act that arose as 

a result of the criminal negligence. This includes every SARS-Cov-2 measure instituted after July 
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3, 2020 as it arose as a result of multiple crimes. This includes without limitation, lockdowns, 

vaccination mandates and travel mandates.

103. Children are persons under the Charter and have a right to not be weaponized to disrupt an 

essential service. Parental consent does not give the state the right to weaponize a child. The 

tests of section 7 and 12 for cruel and unusual treatment will be applied to the treatment of a child

used to shield criminal activity. 

(ii) Right to liberty

The liberty interest protected under section 7 has at least two aspects. The first aspect is 
directed to the protection of persons in a physical sense and is engaged when there is 
physical restraint such as imprisonment or the threat of imprisonment (R. v. Vaillancourt, 
[1987] 2 S.C.R. 636 at 652), arrest (Fleming v. Ontario, 2019 SCC 45 at paragraph 65), 
custodial or non-custodial detention (R. v. Swain, [1991] 1 S.C.R. 933; Winko v. British 
Columbia (Forensic Psychiatric Institute), [1999] 2 S.C.R. 625 at paragraph 64; R. v. 
Demers, [2004] 2 S.C.R. 489 at paragraph 30)......state compulsions or prohibitions 
affecting one's ability to move freely (R. v. Heywood, [1994] 3 S.C.R. 761 at 789). The 
physical restraint can be quite minor to engage the liberty component, such that 
compelling a person to give oral testimony constitutes a deprivation of liberty (Thomson 
Newspapers Ltd. v. Canada, [1990] 1 S.C.R. 425 at 536; R. v. S.(R.J.), [1995] 1 S.C.R. 
451 at 479; Branch, supra at 26; Re: Application under section 83.28 of the Criminal 
Code, [2004] 2 S.C.R. 248 at paragraph 67)

This aspect of liberty includes the right to refuse medical treatment (A.C., supra, at 
paragraphs 100-102, 136) and the right to make “reasonable medical choices” without 
threat of criminal prosecution: R. v. Smith, [2015] 2 S.C.R. 602 at paragraph 18. It may 
also include the ability to choose where one intends to live (Godbout, supra), as well as a
protected sphere of parental decision-making for parents to ensure their children's well-
being, e.g., a right to make decisions concerning a child's education and health (B.(R.), 
supra, at paragraph 80)

(iii) Right to security of the person

Security of the person is generally given a broad interpretation and has both a physical 
and psychological aspect. The right encompasses freedom from the threat of physical 
punishment or suffering (e.g., deportation to a substantial risk of torture) as well as 
freedom from such punishment itself (Singh, supra at 207; Suresh, supra, at paragraphs 
53-55). It is also engaged where police use force to effect an arrest (Fleming, supra, at 
paragraph 65).......Security of the person includes a person’s right to control his/her own 
bodily integrity. It will be engaged where the state interferes with personal autonomy and 
a person's ability to control his or her own physical or psychological integrity, for example
by........ imposing unwanted medical treatment (R. v. Morgentaler, [1988] 1 S.C.R. 30 at 
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56; Carter, supra; Rodriguez, supra; Blencoe, supra at paragraph 55; A.C., supra, at 
paragraphs 100-102)......Security of the person will be engaged where state action has 
the likely effect of seriously impairing a person’s physical or mental health (R. v. Monney, 
[1999] 1 S.C.R. 652 at paragraph 55; Chaoulli, supra at paragraphs 111-124 and 200; R. 
v. Parker, 49 O.R. (3d) 481 (C.A.)). State action that prevents people engaged in risky 
but legal activity from taking steps to protect themselves from the risks can also implicate
security of the person (Bedford, supra, at paragraphs 59-60, 64, 67, 71).

In addition, the right is engaged when state action causes severe psychological harm to 
the individual (G.(J.), supra at paragraph 59; Blencoe, supra at paragraph 58; K.L.W., 
supra, at paragraphs 85-87). To constitute a breach of one's psychological security of the
person, the impugned action must have a serious and profound effect on the person’s 
psychological integrity and the harm must result from the state action (Blencoe, supra at 
paragraphs 60-61; G.(J.), supra; K.L.W., supra. The psychological harm need not 
necessarily rise to the level of nervous shock or psychiatric illness, but it must be greater 
than ordinary stress or anxiety. The effects of the state interference must be assessed 
objectively, with a view to their impact on the psychological integrity of a person of 
reasonable sensibility (G.(J.), supra). Although not all state interference with the parent-
child relationship will engage the parent’s security of the person, the state removal of a 
child from parental custody constitutes a serious interference with the psychological 
integrity of the parent qua parent and engages s.7 protection (G.(J.), supra, at 
paragraphs 63-64; K.L.W., supra, at paragraphs 85-87)...... The Court has signaled the 
possibility that victims of torture and their next of kin have an interest in finding closure 
that may, if impeded, be sufficient to cause such serious psychological harm so as to 
engage the security of the person (Kazemi Estate v. Islamic Republic of Iran, [2014] 3 
S.C.R. 176 at paragraphs 130, 133-34).

Principles of fundamental justice

General

The principles of fundamental justice are not limited to procedural matters but also 
include substantive principles of fundamental justice (Re B.C. Motor Vehicle Act, [1985] 2
S.C.R. 486 at paragraphs 62-67). The principles of fundamental justice are to be found in
the basic tenets of our legal system, including the rights set out in sections 8-14 of the 
Charter (Re B.C. Motor Vehicle Act, supra, at paragraphs 29-30) and the basic principles 
of penal policy that have animated legislative and judicial practice in Canada and other 
common law jurisdictions (R. v. Lyons, [1987] 2 S.C.R. 309 at 327; R. v. Pearson, [1992] 
3 S.C.R. 665 at 683).

The principles of fundamental justice include the principles against arbitrariness, 
overbreadth and gross disproportionality. A deprivation of a right will be arbitrary and thus
unjustifiably limit section 7 if it “bears no connection to” the law’s purpose (Bedford, 
supra, at paragraph 111; Rodriguez, supra at 594-95; Malmo-Levine, supra at paragraph 
135; Chaoulli, supra at paragraphs 129-30 and 232; A.C., supra, at paragraph 103).
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Overbreadth deals with laws that are rational in part but that overreach and capture 
some conduct that bears no relation to the legislative objective (Bedford, supra, at 
paragraphs 112-113; Heywood, supra, at 792-93; R. v. Clay, [2003] 3 S.C.R. 735 at 
paragraphs 37-40; Demers, supra, at paragraphs 39-43). An appropriate statement of the
legislative objective is critical to proper overbreadth analysis. The objective must be 
taken at face value — there is no evaluation of the appropriateness of the objective.

Gross disproportionality targets laws that may be rationally connected to the objective 
but whose effects are so disproportionate that they cannot be supported. Gross 
disproportionality applies only in extreme cases where “the seriousness of the 
deprivation is totally out of sync with the objective of the measure” (Bedford, supra, at 
paragraph 120; Canada (Attorney General) v. PHS Community Services Society, [2011] 3
S.C.R. 134 at paragraph 133; Malmo-Levine, supra, at paragraph 169; Burns, supra at 
paragraph 78; Suresh, supra, at paragraph 47; Malmo-Levine, supra, at paragraphs 159-
160).

The issue of disproportionate punishment (if it will be imposed by Canadian government 
action) should generally be approached in light of section 12 of the Charter (protecting 
against punishments that are grossly disproportionate, and thus “cruel and unusual”), not
section 7 (Malmo-Levine, supra, at paragraph 160; R. v. Lloyd, [2016] 1 S.C.R. 130 at 
paragraph 43; R. v. Safarzadeh-Markhali, [2016] 1 S.C.R. 180 at paragraph 73)

Vagueness offends the principles of fundamental justice [1992] 2 S.C.R. 606 at 626-627 
and 643; Ontario v. Canadian Pacific Ltd., [1995] 2 S.C.R. 1028 at 1070-72; R. v. 
Levkovic, [2013] 2 S.C.R. 204 at paragraphs 47-48)

(ii) Procedural fundamental justice

The principles of fundamental justice incorporate at least the requirements of the 
common law duty of procedural fairness (Singh, supra, at 212-13; Lyons, supra, at 361; 
Suresh, supra at paragraph 113; Ruby, supra at paragraph 39). They also incorporate 
many of the principles set out in sections 8-14 of the Charter (Re B.C. Motor Vehicle Act, 
supra, at paragraphs 29-30)......Context is particularly important with respect to 
procedural fundamental justice — the more serious the infringement of life, liberty and 
security of the person, the more rigorous the procedural requirements (Suresh, supra, 
paragraph 118; Charkaoui (2007), supra, paragraph 25; Charkaoui v. Canada 
(Citizenship and Immigration, [2008] 2 S.C.R. 326, at paragraphs 53-58)....However, the 
guiding question is always the severity of the impact on protected interests rather than a 
formal distinction between the different areas of law (Charkaoui (2008), supra at 
paragraph 53).

While some types of abuse of process (e.g., delay) may be better considered in relation 
to other Charter protections, abuse of process captures at least two residual aspects of 
trial fairness: (1) prosecutorial conduct affecting the fairness of the trial; and (2) 
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prosecutorial conduct that “contravenes fundamental notions of justice and thus 
undermines the integrity of the judicial process” (O’Connor, supra, at paragraph 73).

The following are procedural principles of fundamental justice that have been found to 
apply outside the criminal context: the right to a hearing before an independent and 
impartial tribunal (Ruffo v. Conseil de la magistrature, [1995] 4 S.C.R. 267 at paragraph 
38; Pearlman v. Manitoba Law Society Judicial Committee, [1991] 2 S.C.R. 869, at 883; 
Charkaoui (2007), supra, at paragraphs 29, 32); the right to a fair hearing, including the 
right to State-funded counsel where circumstances require it to ensure an effective 
opportunity to present one’s case (G.(J.), supra at paragraphs 72-75 and 119; Ruby, 
supra, at paragraph 40); the opportunity to know the case one has to meet (Chiarelli, 
supra, at 745-46; Suresh, supra at paragraph 122; May v. Ferndale Institution, supra, at 
paragraph 92; Charkaoui (2007), supra, at paragraph 53), including, where the 
proceeding may have severe consequences, the disclosure of evidence (Charkaoui 
(2008) at paragraphs 56, 58; Harkat, supra at paragraphs 43, 57, 60); the opportunity to 
present evidence to challenge the validity of the state’s evidence (Suresh, supra at 
paragraph 123; Harkat, supra, at paragraph 67); the right to a decision on the facts and 
the law (Charkaoui (2007), supra, paragraphs 29, 48); the right to written reasons that 
articulate and rationally sustain an administrative decision (Suresh, supra, at paragraph 
126); and the right to protection against abuse of process (Cobb, supra, at paragraphs 
52-53). The application of these principles is highly contextual, but it may be assumed 
that if they apply outside the criminal context, they apply with greater force in the criminal
context.

Treatment or punishment by Canadian state actor

Detention for non-punitive reasons is a treatment — including the detention of permanent
residents and foreign nationals for immigration-related reasons, as authorized under the 
Immigration and Refugee Protection Act (Charkaoui v. Canada (Citizenship and 
Immigration), [2007] 1 S.C.R. 350 at paragraphs 95-98).

Cruel and unusual?

This is a high threshold. To be cruel and unusual the treatment or punishment must be 
“grossly disproportionate”: in other words, “so excessive as to outrage standards of 
decency”, and be “abhorrent or intolerable to society”. The threshold is not met by 
treatment or punishment that is “merely excessive” or disproportionate (Smith, supra, at 
1072; Morrisey, supra, at paragraph 26; Malmo-Levine, supra, at paragraph 159; R. v. 
Ferguson, [2008] 1 S.C.R. 96, at paragraph 14; Nur, supra, at paragraph 39; R. v. Lloyd, 
[2016] 1 S.C.R. 130 at paragraph 24; R. v. Boutilier, [2017] 2 S.C.R. 936, at paragraph 
52; Boudreault, supra at paragraph 45).

Extreme or irreversible treatments or punishments

Torture is “blatantly contrary to section 12” (Kazemi Estate v. Islamic Republic of Iran, 
[2014] 3 S.C.R. 176, at paragraph 52; Suresh v. Canada (Minister of Citizenship and 
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Immigration), [2002] 1 S.C.R. 3, at paragraph 51). For the generally agreed-upon 
definition of “torture”, see section 269.1 of the Criminal Code and Article 1 of the 
Convention against Torture.

104. From the previous sections quoted from charterpedia it is clear that the very mention of torture 

complaints for a child and the clear deprivation of liberty, the section 7 violations, denial of 

principles of fundamental justice to prolong torture of the child and the parent to cover criminal 

negligence that affects the public as a whole gives a clear right to duty. The excessive treatment 

the child and parent is so extremely offensive given it was done to prevent the exposure of 

criminal negligence tied to the implementation of SARS-Cov-2 measures from July 3, 2020 to the 

present. 

105. Using crime to enforce mandates against the pubic is “so excessive as to out rage the standards 

of decency”; this is further amplified when death to the public has resulted from the crimes.

106. There is no right present anywhere for any person, organization or entity in Canada that has a 

right to commit crime or benefit from crime in any capacity.

A. There Was a Conspiracy to Defraud and Torture the Applicant by State and Private 
Actors.

107. Since Rule 10-46(1),(2) and 10-47 were used for homes that are in foreclosure, it could not be 

lawfully used by Justice R.W. Elson in the family matter. This demonstrates intent to defraud. 

108. No law permits a judge to order the sale of the home on a first appearance, or give possession of 

a home that a person is living in without consideration of where the person is going to live 

especially when there is a child involved. 

109. Armed RCMP officers seized the registered office of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. and all its 

property therein without any lawful order of the court. The treasonous orders of Justice R.W. 

Elson were not issued until 4:03 pm on July 23, 2020 and the RCMP unlawfully breached the 

property at about 2 pm on July 23, 2020 clearly using force to take possession of the registered 

office to dispose of evidence of their criminal activity.
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110. Justice R.W. Elson did not consider section 7 of the Family Property Act (SK) and in doing so, he 

violated the law expressly as there is no consideration made with any of these things in any order

given by Justice R.W. Elson. What Justice R.W. Elson exercised was tyranny and a complete 

disregard for the law and since force was used by members of the RCMP to accomplish this end 

and to overthrow the rule of law it is explicitly treason against Canada.

B. The Parties On July 23, 2020 are Conspirators to Treason and those who Worked to 
Conceal the Overt Acts of that Day

111. The actions taken by the defendants in this action and others affiliated with them mirror the 

actions taken by actors in the United States that have established case law that demonstrates 

that they are conspiring to commit treason. Conspiracy to altogether prevent enforcement of 

statute of United States is conspiracy to commit treason by levying war against the United States.

Bryant v. United States, 257 F. 378, 1919 U.S. App LEXIS 2212(5th Cir. 1919). The principle of 

comity demands that Canada respect the judicial decisions of the United States especially when it

comes to what constitutes treasonable conduct.  United States criminal case law does provide for

punishment of a treaty as in the case of a normal law. Treaty with foreign power was supreme law

of land; Congress could provide punishment for its infraction on deprivation of or injury to right 

secured by it, as in case of ordinary law.  In re Grand Jury (1886, DC Or) 11 Sawy 522, 26 F 749. 

An overt show of force is not required if the conspiracy is exposed early. The Government 

contends that, but for the timely interruption of the conspiracy by the apprehension of its 

leaders actual resistance would have come about. The greater part of the evidence relied 

upon by the government to establish the conspiracy related to facts which occurred before the 

passage of the selective Draft Act. United States. Bryant v. United States, 257 F. 378, 1919 U.S. 

App LEXIS 2212 (5th Cir. 1919). Treason is a crime that it is impossible to commit without a 

conspiracy. 
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C. The Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan or any Other Associated Party Has 
Failed to Comply with the UN Torture Convention and shielded criminally negligent 
guidelines that have resulted in death

112. Dale, the CEO of DSR Karis, raised the question of unlawful, arbitrary and unconstitutional 

detention with this court in a motion to extend with Justice J.A. Caldwell in chambers on October 

28, 2020, and in the orders denying the motion to extend, no mention is made of the arbitrary 

arrest as it played a factor into the issuing of the interim orders by Justice R.W. Elson, and the 

subsequent torture at the Battlefords Mental Health Centre at the hands of the RCMP and the

SHA. This motion incidental address the deprivation of liberty of officers of the Applicant and the 

its deprivation thereby. Justice N.D. Crooks did not consider these circumstances when taking 

into account the deprivation of liberty for Karis K.N. Richardson and determined that it was 

theoretical. No application of the law to determine the validity of the detention, nor the deprivation 

of liberty. 

113. No lawful sanction was ever used to forcibly medicate Dale while he was acting on behalf of DSR 

Karis for the express purpose of hindering him from performing his duties; such medication 

included highly psychoactive drugs designed to profoundly disrupt his senses while he was 

subjected to inhumane, cruel, and degrading treatment being stripped, and strapped to a bed and

drugged in a manner that placed him at severe risk of injury and death.

114.  APEGS failed to act in the public interest and allowed the crimes to be executed against the 

people of Saskatchewan with full knowledge that the AGMP guidance were not compliant with 

numerous laws including without limitation, Criminal Code, APEGS act and labour laws. 

115. Every judge in Saskatchewan presented with this evidence committed fraud and/or other crimes 

to prevent evidence of the criminal negligence relating to the implementation of SARS-Cov-2 from

ever being placed on the court record. 

116. The actions that affected the absence of the Applicant by way of its CEO are criminal based on 

the sworn affidavit submitted to the Federal Court of Canada by Cheryl Giesbrecht on behalf of 

the RCMP. The sworn affidavit of Astra Richardson-Pereirra retired public servant of the RCMP 

who worked in both the Major Crimes Unit and GIS has testified that the warrant does not follow

Motion Record by DSR Karis Consulting Inc.              Page 39 of 52

Page 128 of 257

Page 315 of 1536



RCMP protocol and that there is a second copy of every keystroke taken on any computer in 

Ottawa and the RCMP failed to provide this. 

D. The Conspirators in the United States Courts and Other Agencies Have Demonstrated 
Actions That are Consistent With Treason Against the United States

117. The unlawful rejection of the Supreme Court motion was necessary as the motion clearly 

demonstrated that the conditions of the Writ of Mandamus before the 10th Circuit were being met.

With the motion on the Court record, it would be problematic for the 10th Circuit especially since it

predicted punishment from the 10th Circuit. It also gave the corrupt agents in the 10th Circuit 

reason not to give Dale oral arguments as requested for the Mandamus, as he would have made 

those arguments in the hearing and referenced the 3300 page appendices leaving the judges 

virtually no room to deny the Mandamus. The panel officially violated the Convention against 

Torture and kept any mention of treason and the Invariable Pursuit of the Object from being on 

the court record which hindered the essential services of DSR Karis. 

118. On July 20, 2021 Circuit Judges Holmes, Matheson, and Eid of the United States Court of 

Appeals for the 10th Circuit abused their position as circuit court judges to use fraud to conceal 

evidence of complaints made to law enforcement of the criminally negligent representation of the

AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting to deny the Writ of 

Mandamus. 

119. Article III, Section 3, Clause 1 of the UNITED STATES Constitution defines treason because it 

threatens the very foundation of the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, the Inalienable Rights to Life, 

Liberty and the Pursuit of Happiness. This definition can and should be used for Canada as well.

120. The right to not be tortured is an inalienable right under the United Nations Convention against 

Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment. Any statement 

determined that was obtained of torture cannot be used in any proceeding other than to prove the

person was tortured. There is compelling evidence that numerous statements were obtained by 

torture.
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121. 18 U.S.C. § 3771 provides rights of the crime victim to be protected from the accused and since 

Dale was held by persons who have continually tortured and obstructed him, he has a right to be 

protected from them. Dale was not protected to conceal evidence of complaints made to law 

enforcement of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA 

and crimes used to suppress its reporting. 

122. As a United States Judge Lewis T. Babcock had an obligation to overlook any purported 

deficiency and examine forthwith the documents that purported federal treason. The judge used 

his position to obstruct justice and committed an overt act of treason. In addition to this he 

deprived Dale of rights pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 242 and the overt acts were party to 18 U.S.C. § 

241. J. Babcock fraudulently stated that the motion “does not include any claims, factual 

allegations or request for relief.” The denial of the torture complaint under the Convention against 

Torture does allow for the prosecution of 18 U.S.C. § 241. Treaty with foreign power was supreme

law of land; Congress could provide punishment for its infraction on deprivation of or injury to 

right secured by it, as in case of ordinary law.  In re Grand Jury (1886, DC Or) 11 Sawy 522, 26 F 

749. J. Babcock was exposed for corruption in a newspaper article, and admitted his corrupt 

actions.

123. The overt actions of Michael Duggan delineates a determined effort to deprive Dale of rights who 

is both an Alien and Black. Michael Duggan demonstrates that he is acting as a part of a 

conspiracy to prevent the enforcement of a United States Statute. It is reasonable that there is a 

criminal civil rights violation pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 241. 18 USCS § 241 does not require that 

any overt act be shown.  United States v Morado (1972, CA5 Tex) 454 F.2d 167, cert den (1972) 

406 US 917, 32 L Ed 2d 116, 92 S Ct 1767.

124. All the foregoing hindrances disrupted the essential services of DSR Karis and furthered the 

threat to the safety of the general public by way of criminally negligent guidelines that facilitate the

spread of Covid-19.

125. Officer C. Jones covered for the crimes of Officer Blevins and the CBP officers and suggested 

that policy was resposible for the actions of Officer Blevins. 
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126. On August 2, 2021 U.S. Magistrate Judge Kristin L. Mix demonstrated that she was a conspirator 

to preventing the enforcement of a United States statute, when acting like she could not clearly 

read the statutes listed in the document before her. The actions of Magistrate Judge Mix and 

Gallagher in concert with the person in the Clerk’s office demonstrates a conspiracy to prevent 

the enforcement of a United States statute. 

127.  There is overwhelming evidence of conspiracy, collusion, and complicity to torture, terrorism, 

crimes against humanity and numerous other crimes, and judicial interference.

E. The Trans-National Invariable Pursuit of the Object

128. It is indisputably clear that there has been a pattern of punishment towards Dale and his 

daughters in the judicial system in Canada and the United States. Including a severe level of 

judicial interference in the Supreme Court of the United States by rogue elements which includes 

without limitation Clara Houghtelling, Michael Duggan and Redmond K. Barnes. The foregoing 

treason by way of conspiracy which includes terrorism and shielding the rogue agents of ICU 

located in Saskatchewan, Canada who are co-opting a legitimate financial institution to fund the

Invariable Pursuit of the Object. This conspiracy includes judges in the Court of Queen’s Bench 

for Saskatchewan, and the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan participating in and shielding 

mortgage fraud. The Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan has openly declared that the Constitution 

of Canada has no validity for children or those persons whose political views oppose the 

government in direct opposition to the Charter.

129. The Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan declared that children are not persons and should not be 

afforded the right of habeas corpus. 

130. The Invariable Pursuit of the Object can be traced through multiple courts in Canada and the

United States. This includes the following actors without imitation, Justice R.W. Elson, Justice 

Barnes of the Federal Court of Canada, OWZW, Virgil Thomson, and Michael Griffin counsel for

APEGS,  Registrar Amy Groothius and her assistants, Justice J. A. Schwann, Kimberley A. 

Richardson, Clifford A. Holm, Lisa Silvester, Patricia J. Meiklejohn and Justice B.R. Hildebrandt, 

district court of Nevada Judge Jennifer Dorsey, Immigration Judge Glenn Baker.  
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131. U.S. Magistrate Judge Gordon P. Gallagher used fraud in order dated June 15, 2021 to conceal 

documentation that contained evidence of complaints made to law enforcement of the criminally 

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the CDC and SHA; and crimes used to

suppress its reporting. 

132. Immigration Judge Caley used fraud to conceal documentation that contained evidence of 

complaints made to law enforcement of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the CDC and SHA; and crimes used to suppress its reporting. 

133. On September 21, 2021 Chief Judge Phillip A. Brimmer of the District Court of Colorado 

dismissed an action that presented evidence and supporting case law of treason. His overt 

actions are consistent with a conspiracy to prevent the enforcement of a United States statute. 

Treason can not be treated as a civil matter.  Chief Judge Phillip A. Brimmer states “Applicant 

does not allege that any arrests have been made or that the grand jury has returned an 

indictment.” Included in the evidence is that there are open torture investigations in Canada, and 

that the evidence presented demonstrates that the actors in Canada and the United States are 

acting in concert. There is an obligation contained in article 5 of the Convention against Torture to 

prevent acts of torture and to “take such measures as may be necessary to establish its 

jurisdiction over such cases where the alleged offender is present in any territory under its 

jurisdiction”. The Convention against Torture does not require arrests to be made for an 

investigation to commence. The Convention against Torture permits the person who alleges 

torture to present their evidence for the purposes of conducting an investigation.

134. Chief Judge Phillip A. Brimmer called compelling evidence of torture, and treason “frivolous”, 

“groundless and vexatious” and threatened to punish Dale for complaining of the torture and 

attempting to report treason. Chief Judge Phillip A. Brimmer is a traitor to the United States, and 

an enemy of the Crown as he is supporting the treasonous actors in Canada. 

135. Dale was obstructed from reporting torture, conspiracy to commit treason, terrorism, and from 

presenting evidence of treason with United States citizen Robert A. Cannon which related to the 

business operations of DSR Karis and further hindered its Covid-19 research.
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136. Compelling evidence in 20-1815 in the Supreme Court of the United States demonstrates that the

actions of all of these actors are deliberately working in concert. The obstruction of the motion 

allowed for the furtherance of the torture of Dale and allowed the mismanagement of the COVID 

emergency to continue unreported.  Redmond K. Barnes, case analyst at the Supreme Court 

tampered with evidence from the Supreme Court of the United States by Dale and sent them to

Jaime Naranjo-Hererra.  The five affidavits of the torture at the Sweetgrass MT point of entry, 

gives compelling evidence based on the testimony of Dale and the witnesses of the events.

137. These events demonstrate that there has been a prior demand for the duty both to the RCMP and

the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan, Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan, the Federal 

Court of Canada, the Department of Homeland Security, District Court of Colorado, United States

Court of Appeals for the 10th Circuit, and the Supreme Court of the United States. The sheer 

number of complaints and evidence supplied proves that there has been prior demands and 

unreasonable delay. 

The delay in question was been far longer than the process required. There 
was an obligation to protect the complainants from any ill treatment from the 
complaint of torture, and neither the Dale nor his daughter Karis have had 
any protection from the ill treatment arising from the complaint, and left Karis 
in the care of persons complicit to the torture. The public has had an 
unreasonable delay from the hindrance of criminal negligence complaints.

The Dale is not responsible for being tortured by the persons he complained 
to of being tortured and persecuted by. And he is not responsible for the 
courts and other parties committing mortgage fraud in the courts to further 
punish him and Karis. Karis is not responsible for the punishment that she 
has received because of the political opinion of her father the Dale. The 
public is not responsible for being victimized by criminal negligence. 

The Attorney General of Canada has not provided any satisfactory 
justification for the delay by the RCMP, or for the Federal Court of Canada. 
The Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan has provided no satisfactory 
justification, nor has the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan. There has been 
no investigation of the torture, and all evidence supplied by Dale has been 
ignored by all of the aforementioned parties. Evidence has been provided by 
the Attorney General of Canada that incriminates the RCMP, SHA and the
Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan in the torture of the Applicant and 
his daughter Karis. There is no reasonable justification for delaying the 
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investigation of criminal neglegence complaints that have caused deaths of 
the public.

V. NO OTHER ADEQUATE REMEDY IS AVAILABLE TO THE APPLICANT

138. It is indisputably clear that the corrupt agents in the courts have denied lawful requests not to be 

tortured and persecuted, and the RCMP have perpetrated a gross dereliction of duty that directly 

resulted in the vast majority of the suffering and the losses incurred by DSR Karis. The RCMP are

the means by which Karis has been used to torture the officers of DSR Karis, Dale and Kaysha, 

and the means by which mortgage fraud and the treasonous, totalitarian orders of Justice R.W. 

Elson were issued to deprive DSR Karis of its registered office and critical business 

documentation without notice. No other Court has examined the evidence and make a decision 

based on the facts and the law. The Applicant cannot be forced to be responsible for crimes it 

tried to report, and no adequate remedy is available to prevent that outside of the writ.

VI. THE ORDER SOUGHT WILL BE OF SOME PRACTICAL VALUE OF EFFECT

139. The obvious nature of the obligation of the RCMP to stop the torture and to not be engaged in 

torture, mortgage fraud, terrorism, treason and numerous other crimes is blatantly obvious. The

Registrar of Land Titles, nor rogue agents of the Courts not engaging in fraud is of practical value.

The public not being subjected to criminal negligence is a clear example of practical value. 

VII. IN THE EXERCISE OF DISCRETION THERE IS NO EQUITABLE BAR TO THE RELIEF 
SOUGHT

140. DSR Karis has done nothing but attempt to assert its lawful right not to be free from criminal 

actions directed at it, and its officers and their families, including the torture and other crimes of 

Dale and his daughters and the public by multiple state and private actors in Canada and the

United States, and to conduct its business within the framework of the law. To not have its 

essential services disrupted by way of torture, fraud, mortgage fraud, terrorism, child trafficking 

and other gross crimes. In spite of the gross systematic criminal actions taken against it, neither 

DSR Karis nor its officers have ever responded in any like fashion towards any of the state or 

private actors. DSR Karis has only used legal means to avail itself and its officers of the torture, 

mortgage fraud, crimes against humanity and other grievous crimes which have also victimized 
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the general public. The torture of a child to suppress the reporting of crime that affects the public 

is not justifiable by any means. No equitable bar exists to the relief sought.

VIII. BALANCE OF CONVENIENCE

141. Torture is an extreme prejudice that must be remedied, irreparable harm has been done to Dale, 

and most importantly the child Karis, who has had irreparable harm done to her because of gross 

criminal activity which has directly impacted the financial viability of DSR Karis by the torture of its

CEO who is the only person capable of implementing its business plan based on the pioneered 

research. An infant child who was trafficked to use as an instrument of torture to facilitate 

murdering the public is sick, inhumane, disgusting, reprehensible, vile, tyrannical and disgustingly

criminal. There is no other reasonable consideration, other than to immediately remove all of the 

criminal effects of the torture which includes removing the unscientific mandates that were a 

product of that torture used to suppress criminal negligence causing death. The balance of 

convenience is more than satisfied.

CONCLUSION

142. Without this Motion for Writ of Mandamus granted, it will allow the extreme prejudice 

demonstrated by state actors in Canada and the United States to effectively use the Canadian 

courts to commit crimes and silence DSR Karis and its officer, Dale, to violate the constitution, 

commit treason, and torture Dale and an innocent child. Without permitting the CEO to represent 

the Applicant pursuant to Rule 120, the members of the public will continue to be murdered from 

negligent guidelines and other measures that are products of that initial crime; and pursuant to 

rule 55 of the Federal Courts Rules any defects must be overlooked and substituted service must 

be ordered for this motion and all other action relating to the appeal as rule contravention is not 

justified to sanction murdering the public and allowing the Courts to be used to facilitate bio-

terrorism, torture, crimes against humanity, child trafficking for the purpose of financial and sexual

exploitation, fraud and mortgage fraud to interfere with the territorial integrity of Canada and the

United States.

Relief Sought
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143. An Order for Writ of Mandamus pursuant to section 44 of the Federal Courts Act;

1. An order to compel the RCMP and/or any of its agents operating in the 
jurisdiction of Canada 

to issue arrest warrants for every person involved in the torture, 
criminal negligence, child trafficking and other related complaints in
Canada and the United States;

to seize the registered office located at 1292 95th, Street North 
Battleford, Saskatchewan, S9A 0G2 and arrest all parties involved 
in the mortgage fraud and terrorist activity;

to deliver direct contact information for Cst. Malissa Sekela, which 
includes without limitation, cell phone number and email;

Enter every court, private entity, organization or any such person 
or place known to have received and retained evidence of crimes 
contained in the documentation herein or listed hereunder to 
determine if evidence of crimes were destroyed;

2. Compel the Director of Corporations Canada and or their agents to 

deliver all new corporate keys in the manner that was requested by
Dale J. Richardson of the Applicant, in a manner consistent with 
effective corporate records that are satisfactory to Dale J. 
Richardson;

demand all records of transactions of changes of the Applicant, 
made in the corporate registry of Saskatchewan and provide 
copies to the Applicant;

3. An order to compel Justice H. Brown 

to place the materials submitted by the Applicant by email and fax 
and received by the Federal Court of Canada May 26, and 27, 
2022 on the official court record;

place all materials removed by Justice H. Brown from the court 
record by way of order, direction or any other means;

place all materials excluded by way of order, direction, rule 
contravention or any other means that any other justice, 
prothonotary, registrar of other agent officer or other judicial 
participant has removed/excluded from the court record;

to provide the evidence of the shareholder information of the
Applicant placed before him or the court;
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recuse himself entirely from any matter relating to the Applicant or 
its agents or affiliates;

4. An order to compel the Director of the Canada Revenue Agency to;

Initiate an investigation into tax fraud against the defendants in T-
1404-20;

To turn over information relating to its investigation of the terrorist 
activity it was notified of in 2020;

5. On order for the Public Health Agency of Canada and the Ministry of Health to;

End all covid related mandates in Canada effective immediately;

6. An order to compel the Attorney General of Canada;

to provide the Applicant with all the information requested in all of 
its access to information requests at no cost to the Applicant 
without any redaction;

Remove Cheryl Giesbrecht and Jessica Karam from any matters 
pertaining to the Applicant its agents and affiliates;

turn over shareholder information of the Applicant used by the
Attorney General of Canada to commit fraud in T-1404-20;

Withdraw its consent for naming the Applicant on the section 40 
document resulting from fraudulent shareholder information being 
used in its authorization;

Initiate an investigation into terrorism;

to pay for the maintenance, insurance and any other cost of the 
registered office at 1292 95th, Street North Battleford forthwith until
the resolution of the Appeal and any incidental costs related to the 
property as a result of the matters subject to the mandamus and/or
the appeal in the amount of $2,000,000 and future increments of 
$1,000,000;

To pay the legal costs of Applicant incurred from the Attorney 
General of Canada failure to do the public duty required by the 
office of the Attorney General of Canada;

To pay the legal costs forthwith of the Applicant for any actions 
relating to this mandamus in the amount of $20,000,000 and future
increments of $10,000,000.
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NOTICE OF APPEAL

ACTION

_______________

FEDERAL COURT OF APPEAL

BETWEEN:

1. Dale J. Richardson

hereinafter the "Appellant"

AND:

2. Attorney General of 

Canada et al;

hereinafter each a "Defendant", and collectively, the "Defendants"
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NOTICE OF APPEAL

TO THE RESPONDENT:

A LEGAL PROCEEDING HAS BEEN COMMENCED AGAINST YOU by the 

Appellant. The relief claimed by the Appellant appears on the following page. 

THIS APPEAL will be heard by the Court at a time and place to be fixed by the 

Judicial Administrator. Unless the Court directs otherwise, the place of hearing 

will be requested by the Appellant. 

IF YOU WISH TO OPPOSE THIS APPEAL, to receive notice of any step in the 

appeal or to be served with any documents in the appeal, you or a solicitor acting 

for you must prepare a notice of appearance in form 341 prescribed by the Federal

Court Rules and serve it on the Appellant’s solicitor, or when the Appellant is 

self-represented, on the Appellant, WITHIN 10 DAYS of being served with this 

notice of appeal. 

IF YOU INTEND TO SEEK A DIFFERENT DISPOSITION of the order 

appealed from, you must serve and file a notice of cross-appeal in form 341 

prescribed by the Federal Court Rules instead of serving and filing a notice of 

appearance. 

Copies of the Federal Court Rules information concerning the local offices of the 

Court and other necessary information may be obtained on request to the 

Administrator of this Court at Ottawa (telephone 613-992-4238) or at any local 

office. 

IF YOU FAIL TO OPPOSE THIS APPEAL, JUDGMENT MAY BE GIVEN IN 

YOUR ABSENCE AND WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE TO YOU. 
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Ministry of Justice and Attorney General

Government of Saskatchewan

1874 Scarth Street

Regina, SK, S4P 4B3

Justin Stevenson

Tel: 1 306 787-5224

Fax: 1 403-787-0581
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APPEAL

THE APPELLANT APPEALS to the Federal Court of Appeal from the order of

ROCHESTER V. Dated Nov 30, 2021 by which an order was issued in T-1404-

20 to uphold the orders of Prothonotary Mirelle Tabib dated October 26, 2021. In 

spite of evidence presented demonstrating the RCMP committed a crime and the

Defendants demonstrated intent to used the vexatious litigant hearing to torture 

the Appellant, and that Defendants in the action tortured the Appellant during the 

course of the litigation. The justice also ignored compelling evidence of actors in

Canada supporting treason against the United States.

THE APPELLANT ASKS that:

1. The Entire Order be appealed and reviewed; and 

2. Order to investigate the torture of the Appellant pursuant to the U.N. 

Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading 

Treatment or Punishment; and

3. That the case management hearing be suspended.

THE GROUNDS OF THE APPEAL are as follows:
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4. The learned trial judge erred by demonstrating her bias by pointing out 

that the Appellant sued the Grand Lodge of Saskatchewan when she 

stated “[6] …a declaration that the Grand Lodge of Saskatchewan, 

referred to as the Masons, “are responsible for the actions of all its 

agents, specifically those working as agents or servants of the Crown 

in” a number of listed entities including public health authorities, a 

provincial legislature, the RCMP, the Saskatchewan provincial Courts, 

the Federal Court and Federal Court of Appeal, the Canada Revenue 

Agency and the Department of Justice Canada. The Plaintiff also seeks a

declaration that said Mason agents are working as agents or servants of

the United States in its various listed governmental entities, “rogue 

agents of the Christian churches” “rogue agents of the banks”, and 

others.”  and goes on to say that “[7] The Plaintiff further seeks a 

numbers of declarations that the various listed entities and individuals, 

which he defines as “Canadian Masonic Terrorists”, have, among other

things, (i) “participated, concealed or otherwise instructed others in 

Canadian terrorist activity”, (ii) “engaged in the crime of apartheid”; 

(iii) “have engaged in genocide”; and (iv) “sanctioned torture 

committing crimes against humanity”. The Plaintiff seeks similar 

declarations with respect to entities he defines as “U.S. Masonic 

Conspirators” and “Transnational Masonic Terrorists”.” and finally the 
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last paragraph “[8] The Plaintiff seeks numerous declarations that he 

was coerced, sanctioned, punished, tortured, and affected by systemic 

oppression. Numerous allegations are also made in relation to alleged 

crimes by “the Deep State and the Deep Church”. Among the relief

Appellantclaimed by the Plaintiff is a declaration “that the Defendants 

are liable to the Plaintiff for the damages caused by its breach of 

constitutional, statutory, treaties, and common law duties, and that the 

Attorney General shall be responsible for forfeiting the Deep State and 

Deep Church's’ property and thereby compensating the Plaintiff…” 

and pecuniary damages in the amount of $1,000,000.”  The judge 

demonstrates that she is personally vested in the masons for continually 

mentioning the masons at the beginning of the orders when no mention of

the masons was mentioned by the Appellant during the appeal hearing, 

this demonstrates that the is bringing in a subject that was not raised 

verbally by the Appellant to demonstrate that she is publicly punishing 

the Appellant for taking the masons to court when the masons would not

even show up to court against a single Appellant, this action demonstrates

that she is an agent of the deep state, the same deep state mentioned by 

Fox News   a major news network in the United States  ;

5. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored that the Appellant proved 

the allegations of terrorism, torture, crimes against humanity, genocide, 
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and added proof o treason by the persons named in the quotes below 

paragraph 6 in her orders, making it clear why she did not allow the

Appellant his full time to speak;

6. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored that Prothonotary Mirelle 

Tabib restricted the Appellant from filing any document until the 

vexatious litigant hearing, circumventing his ability to complain against 

torture in complete violation of the Convention against Torture and 

demonstrating a systematic attack on the rights of the Appellant and a 

conspiracy to prevent the enforcement of the Convention against Torture;

7. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored the compelling arguments 

that condemned her and the actions of the Defendants as guilty of all of 

the allegations substantiated by facts, and continued her fallacious 

representation of the materials of the Appellant, delineating her actions 

calculated to cause the physical destruction of the   Appellant  ;

8. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored the argument that “Rule 

10-46(1),(2) and 10-47 of the Queen’s Bench Rules are used for the sale 

of homes being foreclosed.” and that is a clear indication of corruption in 

all of the courts in Saskatchewan and she was obligated to ensure that the 

constitutional rights of the Appellant was preserved especially when 

evidence was presented that the RCMP prevented the Appellant from 
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entering the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan at the request of 

the same in clear violation of the convention against torture;

9. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored arguments that the

Appellant “has been subject to a religious controversy with the apostate 

members of the Battlefords Seventh-Day Adventist church, in particular

Clifford A. Holm.” If Clifford A. Holm is apostate, then the Seventh-Day 

Adventist Church could not be effectively represented in T-1404-20 

because they do not have similar ideology and it would result in the

Seventh-Day Adventist Church church being associated with actions that 

are diametrically opposed to the doctrine of the church; 

10. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored arguments that the “On 

July 7, 2020 the Plaintiff attended the Battlefords Mental Health Centre 

to ask for his medical records that were missing from the files that he 

ordered. During that incident he spoke to staff and asked a manager to 

have the engineering department get back to him on the issues arising 

from the misrepresentation of the mixing factor. A doctor who signed off 

on the certificate to admit him was present for that conversation. Cora 

Swerid was also informed of the criminal negligence investigations and 

the torture investigations that implicated some of the agents of the 

Saskatchewan Health Authority. No engineer or technologist has 

responded to the mixing factor issue put forth to the SHA by the Plaintiff 
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even though he gave his professional opinion on the negligent nature of 

the representation of the mixing factor in the Aerosol Generating Medical

Procedures (“AGMP”) guidance document issued by the SHA based on a

table issued by the Center for Disease Control (“CDC”) in 2001” with 

the absence of any other professional opinion, the judge placed the lives 

of Canadians at risk when she deliberately ignored the report of a 

professional, and she lacks the professional capacity to make any 

assertion on the report provided by the Appellant regarding the SARS-

Cov-2 guidelines with respect to engineering controls in a healthcare 

setting;

11. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored “Cora Swerid was also 

informed of the criminal negligence investigations and the torture 

investigations that implicated some of the agents of the Saskatchewan 

Health Authority” when this same Cora Swerid was one of the persons 

who went to obtain a mental health warrant to prevent the Appellant from 

entering the court on July 23, 2020 against the following parties without 

limitation, the RCMP, SHA, Clifford A. Holm, Matrix Law LLP, and the

rogue agents of Innovation Credit Union;

12. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored evidence of two torture 

complaints that were issued file numbers 2020-898119 and 2020-922562 

by the RCMP on July 3, and 7, 2020 with the Appellant and his infant 
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daughter Karis Richardson as the victims, and rogue agents of the SHA 

and some members of the Battlefords SDA church including Kimberley 

Richardson were implicated in the foregoing torture complaint;

13. The learned trial judge erred when no law permits the sale of a home on a 

first appearance, and especially when a clear conspiracy has been outlined

to defraud the Appellant by torturing him and this is substantiated by 

compelling evidence;

14. The learned trial judge erred when she used her position to cover her 

participation in criminal activity;

15. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored compelling evidence that 

the RCMP are being used to forcefully detain Karis Richardson in the 

province of Saskatchewan, when the threat of torture prevents Appellant 

from seeing his child; 

16. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored evidence that the Federal 

Court of Canada removed the Appellant right to defense and ordered him 

into the case management hearings contrary to the Charter and the 

doctrines of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church;

17. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored that Justice J. Kalmakoff 

placed the Appellant in a position where it was impossible to succeed and 

punished him with cost, clearly making it an unlawful sanction with the 
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judge being a peace officer violation both 269.1 of the criminal code and 

the Convention against Torture;

18. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored evidence that “Michael 

Griffin admitted that counsel present wanted to punish Robert A. Cannon 

for the actions taken by the Plaintiff and DSR Karis Consulting Inc.’s 

actions in the Federal Court of Canada” in an action in the Court of 

Appeal for Saskatchewan in CACV3708 and counsel present were

Clifford A. Holm, Chantalle Eisner, Cheryl Giesbrecht and Justin 

Stevenson, demonstrating a deliberate intent to punish Robert A. Cannon 

for something that the Appellant did in the Federal Court of Canada, and 

an element of the crime of genocide;

19. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored clear evidence that

Clifford A. Holm, Kimberley Richardson, and Patricia Meiklejohn were 

engaging in mortgage fraud after the hearing had commenced, and 

continued criminal activity against the Appellant, the Appellant provided 

documents that were submitted in an affidavit to the Court of Queen’s 

Bench for Saskatchewan that had Kimberley Richardson unlawfully 

signing in place of the Appellant, and Clifford A. Holm submitting 

documents to the Innovation Credit Union stating that he was 

representing the Appellant in the sale of his home when the Appellant 
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was currently suing him and Virgil Thomson was counsel for the rogue 

agents of the credit union;

20. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored five sworn affidavits of 

testimony to the crimes committed at the Sweetgrass, MT border by the

U.S. Border officers when the tortured the Appellant in the presence of 

his family when he fled to the United States to be free from the 

persecution he endured in Canada after the Attorney General of Canada 

submitted a copy of a warrant that was placed for an alleged resisting 

arrest on July 23, 2020 that was issued by the RCMP on July 22, 2020 a 

day before the alleged offense took place; 

21. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored evidence that 

demonstrated ICE Officer Blevins intimidated, coerced and threatened the

Appellant with federal prison to get rid of his passport valid for 10 years 

to get a travel document when he had the necessary documents to return 

to Canada, but the U.S. Border agents allegedly detained him for having 

improper travel documents when a Canadian only needs a valid Canadian 

passport to enter the United States;

22. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored the Convention against 

Torture and its applicability to the Appellant, setting precedent that 

Blacks can be tortured indiscriminately in direct violation of the Charter 
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and the Convention against Torture, demonstrating that apartheid exists to

some extent in Canada;

23. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored clear evidence of the 

systematic torture of the Appellant that started when he stood up for the 

doctrinal beliefs of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church and he was 

persecuted by the following without limitation, Clifford A. Holm, James 

Kwon, Michael Collins, and Ciprian Bolah finally culminating with the 

disfellowshipping of the Appellant after the action T-1404-20 was already

commenced, because of the refusal of the aforementioned parties to 

discuss any of the issues with the Appellant including without limitation 

the mediation at the Battlefords SDA church that was described as “the 

worst psychological torture” and the unauthorized resignation brought to 

the church board by James Kwon where clear instruction was presented 

forbidding James Kwon to take any resignation to the church board;

24. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored the correlation between 

the persecution and taking the Saskatchewan Health Authority to 

Canadians for negligent guidelines for the Aerosol Generating Medical 

Procedures guidance document, and ignoring that the Appellant’s 

Bachelor’s thesis is related to the same in Engineering Technology and 

has done numerous studies on the same and is pioneering a field of 

research that can help reduce the spread of COVID and other dangerous 
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pathogens in a cost effective manner and is very knowledgeable on the 

subject;

25. The learned trial judge erred when she interrupted the Appellant to 

prevent him from stating United States case law that demonstrates that 

actors in the United States are supporting the masons committing actions 

in Canada that they know are treasonable conduct in the United States and

punishable by death;

26. The learned trial judge erred when she made a defense for the Defendants 

an engaged in the unauthorized practice of law; 

27. The learned trial judge erred when she made a ruling on a document that 

named her in conjunction with serious crimes and no reasonable person 

would conclude that she was not biased;

28. The learned trial judge erred when she presided over a hearing with the

Appellant when the Appellant has a motion for a Writ of Mandamus 

asking the RCMP to arrest all parties involved in the torture of the

Appellant, and she would be arrested for complicity in the same and it is 

impossible for the judge to be unbiased;

29. The learned trial judge erred when she reviewed evidence of indisputable 

mortgage fraud, and that every counsel present was a participant in 

covering up the same, and Prothonotary Mirelle Tabib was aware of this 
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fact and still scheduled the vexatious litigant proceeding when she knew it

was being used to cover up crimes;

30. The learned trial judge erred when she dismissed the appeal when the 

vexatious litigant proceeding against the Appellant goes against the 

doctrinal position of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church and is grossly 

violating the religious rights of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church when 

tying them into torture, terrorism, treason against the United States, 

genocide and crimes against humanity;

31. The learned trial judge erred when she dismissed the appeal knowing that 

the Prothonotary Mirelle Tabib was aware that Robert A. Cannon was 

being ambushed in a proceeding that he was never a part of without 

having any defense in a manner that is criminal and a complete violation 

of his rights and demonstrating hostilities towards a citizen of the United 

States, who is a resident of Texas;

32. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored testimony from the

Appellant that Robert A. Cannon fled to the United States for the same 

reasons that the Appellant stated that he left Canada, and will not return to

Canada because of what the Federal Court of Canada, the RCMP,

Saskatchewan Health Authority and other involved parties are doing;
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33. The learned trial judge erred when failed to mention the Appellant stated 

that he made a complaint about her to the Canadian Judicial Council and 

that complaint is on the court record;

34. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored that the Appellant said that

his family is fearful of what she was going to do, as they were tortured 

watching the severe persecution in the courts of the Appellant;

35. The learned trial judge erred when when she ignored the Appellant stating

that he is fearful of her, and that a reasonable person would not conclude 

that she is unbiased;

36. The learned trial judge erred when she dismissed the appeal when the 

rights of the entire Seventh-Day Adventist Church were violated when 

they were not given representation that is consistent with their doctrinal 

values at any stage of T-1404-20;

37. The learned trial judge erred when she dismissed the appeal to implicate 

the Seventh-Day Adventist Church in genocide, torture, crimes against 

humanity, when the General Conference of the Seventh-Day Adventist 

Church would never sanction any such action as those are contrary to 

the BIBLE;

38. The learned trial judge erred when she did not think that knowledge of 

using the court to cover crimes was not a “palpable and overriding error 

in regard to the facts”;
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39. The learned trial judge erred when she did not think that the Appellant 

being tortured and obstructed by U.S. Immigration Control and 

Enforcement while in their custody that affected the outcome of all 

hearings was more important to determine than the scheduling of the 

vexatious litigant hearing;

40. The learned trial judge erred when she denied sworn testimony of a 

retired public servant of the RCMP who worked in GIS and MCU that the

warrant put forth by the Attorney General of Canada, by Cheryl 

Giesbrecht was a crime when they placed out a warrant for allegedly 

resisting an arrest that took place on July 23, 2020, out on July 22, 2020 a 

day before the crime allegedly happened;

41. The learned trial judge erred when she deprived the Appellant of his 

defense and continually told him what he meant when her interpretation 

was completely different from the plain words that the Appellant was 

speaking;

42. The learned trial judge erred when she said “As to the past events that are 

alleged to have taken place, these allegations against the Defendants 

relate to the merits of the underlying action and it is not appropriate for 

me to make a determination on them in the context of an appeal from 

Prothonotary Tabib’s Order. In other words, they are outside the scope of 

this motion under Rule 51, which is an appeal of what is effectively a 
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scheduling order by the case management judge.” She set precedent that 

violates both the Charter and U.N. Convention against Torture and Other 

Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment, when allowing

Defendants to torture the Appellant to affect the outcome of the court 

hearings while he was in the United States and have the Canadian

Defendants profit from his torture;

43. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored the chain of events that 

demonstrate the criminal intent of the opposing counsel and Prothonotary 

Mirelle Tabib, any reasonable person would conclude that the court is 

being used to commit crimes when presented with that evidence;

44. The learned trial judge erred when she created a narrative that does not 

agree with the evidence provided to her, creating a straw man argument in

the process and continuing a line of perjury to shield criminal activity 

inThe learned trial judge erred when the Courts;

45. The learned trial judge erred when when she did not make a decision 

based on the facts and the law, as the only facts presented were those 

provided by the Appellant;

46. The learned trial judge erred when committed perjury when she said that 

the “The allegations of torture and other crimes relate to events that are 

alleged in the statement of claim in these proceedings” when the

Appellant clearly argued that the torture never stopped after the 
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proceeding was filed, and that he was tortured on April 26, 2021 in the 

presence of witnesses at the Sweetgrass MT point of entry and tortured 

continuously in the custody of U.S. ICE until his forced deportation on 

September 1, 2021, that demonstrates that he was being tortured and 

under the duress of torture during every hearing between April 26, 2021 

and September 1, 2021 and it was a violation of the Convention against 

Torture for any action to be taken while the Appellant was being tortured;

47. The learned trial judge erred when she abused her position as a judge c=to

commit crimes against humanity, when it is clear that the Appellant was 

tortured during the entire time during the United States, no one has 

provided any evidence to the contrary and he is not given his right to 

complain pursuant to article 13 of the Convention against Torture;

48. The learned trial judge erred when she lied in paragraph 24 and said “It is

clear that the Plaintiff disagrees with the Order rendered by the 

Prothonotary Tabib, however it does not follow that she acted with bias 

or in a criminal manner because she rendered an Order that does not 

favour the Plaintiff.” The Appellant said that he objected to the criminal 

intent and the judge dismissed the facts that he was using to establish a 

clear pattern of events delineating a conspiracy to prevent the 

enforcement of the Convention against Torture in Canada and the United 

States;
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49. The learned trial judge erred when she disregarded the United States case 

law cited by the Appellant that states “Conspiracy to altogether prevent 

enforcement of statute of United States is conspiracy to commit treason 

by levying war against the United States. Bryant v. United States, 257 F. 

378, 1919 U.S. App LEXIS 2212(5th Cir. 1919)”  and “Treaty with 

foreign power was supreme law of land; Congress could provide 

punishment for its infraction on deprivation of or injury to right secured 

by it, as in case of ordinary law.  In re Grand Jury (1886, DC Or) 11 

Sawy 522, 26 F 749” the Appellant demonstrated through the facts a 

conspiracy to prevent the enforcement of the Convention against Torture 

in Canada and the United States when case law states those actions are 

treason in the United States and she shielded the same actions, declaring 

by her actions that she is an enemy of the United States and placing

Canada at risk from action by the United States;

50. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored United States case law that

demonstrates that force is not required in treason “The Government 

contends that, but for the timely interruption of the conspiracy by the 

apprehension of its leaders actual resistance would have come about. The

greater part of the evidence relied upon by the government to establish 

the conspiracy related to facts which occurred before the passage of the 
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selective Draft Act. United States. Bryant v. United States, 257 F. 378, 

1919 U.S. App LEXIS 2212(5th Cir. 1919)”

51. The learned trial judge erred when she omitted that the Appellant filed for

asylum in the United States to flee the persecution of the Defendants, and 

that when Cheryl Giesbrecht presented an affidavit that the RCMP issued 

a warrant on July 22, 2020 for resisting arrest for an arrest that took place 

on July 23, 2020, that the Appellant had reason to fear that the RCMP 

would torture him again when Cheryl Giesbrecht would present evidence 

to prove the RCMP tortured the Appellant as the reason he should not get 

protection from torture;

52. The learned trial judge erred when when she stated “I find there was no 

palpable and overriding error in the Order and, consequently, no basis 

upon which for this Court to intervene. Prothonotary Tabib, as the case 

management judge, managed the proceedings and exercised her 

discretion in accordance with Rule 385(1)(a) of the Rules:” After being 

provided evidence that the Appellant was tortured in Canada by the

Defendants, that he was tortured upon arrival to the United States and had

affidavit evidence read of the torture from witnesses to the torture, 

evidence of torture by the Department of Homeland Security while 

detaining the Appellant, and that Prothonotary Mirelle Tabib had 
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knowledge of this and ordered the scheduling for the vexatious litigant 

proceeding in clear violation of the Convention against Torture;

53.  The learned trial judge erred when she purported that punishing a person 

who was complaining of torture, who has complaints of torture that were 

never investigated is within the discretion of the Case Management Judge 

in direct contravention to article 13 of the Convention against Torture;

54. The learned trial judge erred when she overlooked the intent to declare

Robert A. Cannon a vexatious litigant in the Federal Court of Canada 

when he has never engaged in any litigation in the Federal Court of 

Canada, he was never notified, demonstrating "intent to destroy, in whole 

or in part, a national, ethnical, racial or religious group, as such"  with the 

intent  to Cause “serious bodily or mental harm to members of the group;”

with Robert A. Cannon and the Appellant sharing religious beliefs held by an 

extremely small segment of persons even within the persons who identify as 

Seventh-Day Adventists;

55. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored the systematic attack 

directed at the population consisting of the Appellant and those 

associating with him including without limitation, his daughters, family 

and, Robert A. Cannon, the attack includes without limitation, 

deportation and forced population transfer, imprisonment or other 

severe deprivation of physical liberty, torture, other inhumane acts, 
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persecution of any identifiable group or collectively on political, racial, 

ethnic, cultural, religious or other grounds that are universally 

impermissible under international law; facilitating crimes against 

humanity by gross abuse of her position;

56. The learned trial judge erred when she stated “The Plaintiff’s objections 

to the Order are rooted in the fact that steps have been scheduled that will 

ultimately lead to the hearing of the s. 40 Motion.” when the Appellant 

main argument was that Prothonotary Mirelle Tabib knew that the

Defendants were guilty of torture and actions that are clear crimes against

humanity, and scheduled the vexatious litigant hearing with full 

knowledge that the hearing is to conduct crimes against humanity, and 

punish the Appellant and other parties not involved in the litigation and 

proceeded to allow the scheduling knowing the criminal intent;

57. The learned trial judge erred when she set precedent that the torture, 

persecution, forced population transfer of Black Canadians is sanctioned 

by the Federal Court of Canada, and that the court will punish any Blacks 

who complain of the same, demonstrating an apartheid system operated 

by rogue agents within the courts in Canada in direct violation of the 

charter;

58. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored evidence based on 

established case law in the United States that the American defendants are
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engaged in actions consistent with treason against the United States by 

using force in a conspiracy to prevent the enforcement of the Convention 

against Torture, and the rogue American agents are supporting conduct 

that they know to be treasonous, by supporting the rogue agents in

Canada preventing the enforcement of the same;

59. The learned trial judge erred when she demonstrated by her actions is a 

rogue agent in the Federal Court of Canada, engaged in a conspiracy to 

prevent the enforcement of the Convention against Torture, when 

presented file numbers for torture issued by the RCMP, who tortured the

Appellant, to prevent the enforcement of the Convention against Torture;

60. The learned trial judge erred by allowing the vexatious litigant motion to 

proceed for the second time when she had full knowledge that a 

defendant in the action tortured the appellant during the course of the 

litigation. It is impossible for it to be a vexatious claim when a defendant 

took the very action that was being alleged in the statement of claim;

61. The learned trial judge erred by having knowledge for a second time of 

compelling evidence of the torture of the Appellant by a defendant in T-

1404-20 which hindered him from properly representing himself, and the 

judge is the case management judge in the same, and issued orders to 

facilitate the torture of the Appellant;
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62. The learned trial judge erred when for a second time making an order that

facilitated torture, rendering her the instigator of the torture by her 

permission of it through her orders of the court, thereby grossly exceeding

her jurisdiction, she also erred by participating in crimes against humanity

when being a conspirator and accessory to a systematic attack on a 

civilian population;

63. The learned trial judge erred when she for a second time issued orders 

that aided the transnational organization that is committing crimes against

humanity and actively engaging in treasonous actions in the Canada and 

the United States, making her an enemy of the United States and a traitor 

to Canada;

64. The learned trial judge erred when she for a second time deliberately 

used her position to shield criminal activity and silence the whistle-

blower of the transnational organization instituting totalitarian rule in 

Canada and the United States;

65. The learned trial judge erred by for a second time considering compelling

evidence of the torture of the Appellant by a defendant in T-1404-20 

which hindered him from properly representing himself; minimizing the 

appellants flight from the torture and persecution, when she had evidence 

and admission from the RCMP that they took actions that were consistent 

with torturing the appellant demonstrating her complicity in the same; 
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66. The learned trial judge erred when for a second time she engaged in 

criminal activity when becoming complicit to torture, violation the 

convention against torture and grossly exceeded her jurisdiction in issuing

orders demonstrating the imposition of absolute tyranny;

67. The learned trial judge erred when she for a second time violated the 

appellant’s article 13 right pursuant to the U.N. Convention against 

Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment

to complain of the torture when she denied his right to complain and have

the torture investigated, exceeding the scope of her position to violate the 

convention against torture, thereby grossly exceeding her jurisdiction, 

demonstrating a gross patter of human rights abuses and intent to punish 

the Appellant;

68. The learned trial judge erred when she issued orders for a second time in 

a second appeal that are prejudicial to the appellant after she engaged in 

criminal activity with the defendants becoming an active participant in 

their crimes, making her extraditable to the United States; 

69. The learned trial judge erred when she for the second time violated the no

defense clause of the CAT and 269.1 of the criminal code;

70. The learned trial judge erred when she for the second time issued orders 

that violated article 2 of the convention against torture, an international 

instrument that is binding in Canada;
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71.  The learned trial judge erred when she owing the United States basic 

allegiance to not support persons committing treason in the United States 

by virtue of her position of a judge in a country that is a close ally of the 

United States, as Canada would not support treasonous conduct in the 

United States it’s NATO ally as that would violate its fundamental 

principles of the agreement, breached that trust for the second time;

72. The learned trial judge erred when she used the Federal Court of Canada 

for the second time to replicate the secret trials used in the inquisition to 

torture persons and subject them to gross violations of rights 

demonstrating a clear pattern and intent to see the life of the Appellant 

extinguished;

73. The learned trial judge erred when when she deprived the appellant of due

process by virtue of allowing the defendants to torture the appellant with 

impunity for the second time; 

74. The learned trial judge erred when she became a participant for the 

second time in the torture of the appellant when she made preparations 

for the vexatious litigation to proceed knowing that the appellant was 

being tortured by the defendants at the time of the case management 

hearing on August 31, 2021 committing an extraditable offense in the 

United States punishable by 20 years in prison and aggravated because 

the torture committed in front of an 8 year old child torturing the child in 
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the process, setting precedent that black children should be tortured 

without punishment in Canada;

75. The learned trial judge erred when she set precedent that black children 

can be tortured with impunity when proceeding with the vexatious litigant

motion with the full knowledge that a child was tortured by witnessing his

uncle the Appellant tortured by defendants in the action of the same; 

76. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored evidence that Justice R.W.

Elson issued orders that violated numerous laws, when he ordered the sale

of the home of the Appellant, upheld the kidnapping of Karis Richardson,

gave possession of his home to Kimberley Richardson, with full 

knowledge Patricia Meiklejohn broke the law to defraud the Appellant; 

and the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan requested the RCMP 

to prevent the Appellant from entering the court to prevent the 

enforcement of numerous Canadian statutes including the Convention 

against Torture, and tortured the Appellant instead of protecting the

Appellant flagrantly disregarding the Convention against Torture and 

sending a clear message that blacks have no rights in Canada and that the

Federal Court of Canada will protect you if you do the same;

77. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored compelling evidence of 

grievous crimes being committed by the Defendants, knowing that the 

intention is to use the court to cover their crimes and to commit further 
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crimes in direct violation of Convention against Torture, that commands 

the judiciary to take all measures to prevent acts of torture;

78. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored that the evidence strongly 

suggests that the   Appellant   will be murdered if the parties committing   

these crimes are not stopped;

79. The learned trial judge erred when she for the second time knowingly 

participated in treasonous conduct, abusing her position to facilitate and 

instigate torture and severe persecution of the Appellant and his affiliates;

80. The learned trial judge erred when she for the second time became 

complicit to the torture of a child;

81. The learned trial judge erred when she for the second time issued 

totalitarian orders, striking down the constitution in the process; 

82. The learned trial judge erred when she gave orders to prevent the

Appellant from complaining of torture in a blatant violation of article 13 

of the Convention against Torture, attempting to use her position to 

circumvent the same;

83. The learned trial judge erred when when she ignored evidence that 

defendants U.S. Homeland Security and U.S. ICE in T-1404-20 

obstructed and tortured the Appellant and failed to make mention of it in 

her orders;
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84. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored evidence on an action 

where established case law is being used to demonstrate that rogue agents

of U.S. Immigration Control and Enforcement and the Department of 

Homeland Security were engaged in activities consistent with conspiracy 

to commit treason against the United States of America, and taking 

actions that made her any enemy of the same;

85. The learned trial judge erred when she permitted treason to advance with 

impunity with full knowledge of evidence that demonstrates actions 

consistent with the overthrow of democracy in Canada and the United 

States of America by a transnational organization seeking to build a world

without freedom;

86. The learned trial judge erred when she ordered the motion for the 

vexatious litigant with knowledge that the Royal Canadian Mounted 

Police seized the property located at 1292 95th Street North Battleford 

without an order of the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan, in the 

process causing a severe disruption of an essential service for a political, 

ideological and religious purpose, that intimidated a segment of the public

with regard to its security and economic security to compel a person to do

or to refrain from doing any act, that caused serious interference with or 

serious disruption of an essential service, becoming an accessory and 

conspirator after the fact to the foregoing terrorist activity that victimized 
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Applicant

CONTACT INFORMATION AND ADDRESS FOR SERVICE

Dale Richardson: 1292 95th Street, North Battleford SK S9A 0G2; Telephone 

number: (306) 441-7010; Email address: unity@dsrkarisconsulting.com 
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No. CV-21-58-H-SEH
United States District Court, District of Montana

Richardson v. Garland
Decided Sep 7, 2021

CV-21-58-H-SEH

09-07-2021

DALE RICHARDSON, Petitioner, v. MERRICK
GARLAND, ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE
UNITED STATES; OFFICER BRAIN SCOTT;
OFFICER BRIAN BEISEMEYER, Respondents.

Sam E. Haddon United States District Judge

ORDER

Sam E. Haddon United States District Judge

Plaintiff Dale Richardson (“Richardson”),
appearing pro se, filed a proposed Complaint on
August 3, 2021.  The mandatory filing fee was not
paid and no Motion for Leave to Proceed in Forma
Pauperis was filed.

1

1 Doc. 1.

I. Background

The Complaint is captioned for the District of
Montana. The text appears to be identical to a
document previously filed in the District of
Colorado. Jurisdiction under 18 U.S.C. § 3771;
Arts. 1, 2, 3, 12, and 13 of the United Nations
Convention Against Torture and Other Cruel,
Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment;
Art. Ill. Sec. 3, Clause 1 of the United States
Constitution; *1  Amendments IV, V, and VIII of
the United States Constitution, and the Declaration
of Independence is alleged.

2

1

3

2 Compare Doc. 1 at 1, with Doc. 1 at 2.

3 Doc. 1 at 2.

Richardson is a Canadian citizen/immigration
detainee currently held by Immigration Control
and Enforcement (“ICE”) at the Aurora, Colorado
ICE Processing Center.  He alleges, inter alia, he
is being subjected to mental pain and suffering;
ICE officers have obstructed justice by denying
him materials for court; that he seeks relief for his
daughter who, he asserts, is being tortured because
of his political opinions;  and that he is being
prevented from reporting treason and the
mismanagement of the COVID-19 emergency.

4

5

6

7

4 Doc. 1 at 2.

5 Doc. 1 at 2.

6 Doc. 1 at 2.

7 Doc. 1 at 3.

Richardson previously petitioned the United States
Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit for a writ of
mandamus, which was denied On July 20, 2021.
He then petitioned the United States Supreme
Court for a writ of certiorari which was rejected.

8

9

8 Doc. 1 at 3; see also In re: Dale J.

Richardson, Cause No. CV-21-1239, Or.

(10th Cir. July 20, 2021).

9 Doc. 1 at 3-4.

The Complaint alleges vast conspiracy against
him, in which the United States District Court of
Colorado, the Tenth Circuit, the Immigration
Judge, ICE officers, the Federal Court of Canada,
and the United States Supreme Court are *2

involved.  Richardson also alludes to the
possibility that he will be murdered when he
returns to Canada.  He claims Defendants Brian

2
10

11

1
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Scott (“Scott”) and Brian Beisemeyer
(“Beisemeyer”) are the two officers responsible
for torturing him to obtain an incriminating, albeit
falsified, statement.12

10 Doc. 1 at 5-8; 12-15.

11 Doc. 1 at 8.

12 Doc. 1 at 8-9.

Richardson asks this Court to release him from
ICE custody on his own recognizance; order the
Attorney General to authorize an investigation into
the alleged treason, torture, and obstruction of
justice; and enter an order restraining any ICE
agent until a determination concerning the
investigation of Richardson's claims is complete.13

13 Doc. 1 at 15.

II. Failure to Pay Filing Fee or Request IFP
Status

Richardson has failed to pay the required filing fee
or file a proper Motion to Proceed IFP. Immediate
dismissal under to 28 U.S.C. § 1914(a) is
warranted.14

14 See also Andrews v. Cervantes, 493 F.3d

1047, 1051 (9th Cir. 2007).

III. Discussion

The Court will construe the Complaint liberally.
Existing pleading deficiencies, however, cannot
“'be cured by the allegation of other facts.'”  *3

Amendment of the Complaint would be futile.
Further proceedings are unwarranted.

15

163

15 Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 519, 520

(1972); see also Neitzke v. Williams, 490

U.S. 319, 330 n. 9(1989).

16 Lopez v. Smith, 203 F.3d 1122, 1127 (9th

Cir. 2000) (quoting Doe v. United States,

58 F.3d 494, 497 (9th Cir. 1995)).

A. Personal Jurisdiction

An IFP complaint that alleges no set of facts that
would support personal jurisdiction may be
deemed frivolous and dismissed sua sponte.
Richardson has the burden of establishing that the
Court has jurisdiction,  but alleges no facts to
support exercise of personal jurisdiction over the
Defendants.

17

18

17 Sanders v. U.S., 760 F.2d 869, 871 (11th

Cir. 1985); see also Martin-Trigona v.

Smith, 712 F.2d 1421, 1424 (D.C. Cir.

1983).

18 Davis v. Am. Family Mut. Ins. Co., 861

F.2d 1159, 1161 (9th Cir. 1988).

It is unclear from Richardson's filings who
Defendants Scott and Beisemeyer work for and
where they reside. Apart from an alleged
interaction at the Sweetgrass-Coutts Border
Crossing,  all events forming the claimed basis
to the action appear to have occurred either in
Canada or in Colorado. Alleged contacts with
Montana have not been shown.

19

19 It is also unclear which side of the United

States/Canadian border this alleged

interaction occurred.

No facts that would establish or even suggest any
minimal contacts for the Defendants within the
forum of Montana have been pleaded. Minimal
contacts are necessary to support this Court's
exercise of jurisdiction . Defendants are not
alleged to be citizens or residents of Montana. No
constitutional basis upon which *4  the Court could
exercise personal jurisdiction has been pleaded.

20

4

20 Data Disc, Inc. v. Sys. Tech. Assocs., Inc.,

557 F.2d 1280, 1287 (9th Cir. 1977) (citing

Inti. Shoe Co. v. Wash., 326 U.S. 310, 316

(1945)).

B. Collateral Estoppel

Richardson filed an Ex Parte Petition for Writ of
Habeas Corpus and an Ex Parte Motion for Relief
in the United States District Court of Colorado.
The Colorado district court then identified

21

2
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deficiencies in both filings and provided an
opportunity to cure. Richardson instead elected to
petition the Tenth Circuit for a writ of mandamus
in which he argued the district court's orders
constituted an unconstitutional suspension of the
writ of habeas corpus and that ICE officials were
torturing him by depriving him “of proper
nutrition and refusing him access to his court
materials and evidence of federal crimes to
prevent him from further conducting further
litigation against them.”  The Tenth Circuit held
that Richardson had failed to satisfy the conditions
for a writ of mandamus and denied his request.

22

23

24

21 See In re: Dale J. Richardson, Cause No.

CV-21-1239, Or. at 1 (10th Cir. July 20,

2021).

22 In re: Dale J. Richardson, Cause No. CV-

21-1239, Or. at 1 (10th Cir. July 20, 2021).

23 In re: Dale J. Richardson, Cause No. CV-

21-1239, Or. at 1 (10th Cir. July 20, 2021)

(citing Richardson's petition).

24 In re: Dale J. Richardson, Cause No. CV-

21-1239, Or. at 2 (10th Cir. July 20, 2021).

Richardson attempts to raise claims before this
Court essentially identical to those previously
presented in the Colorado district court and the

Tenth Circuit. All such claims are barred by the
doctrine of collateral estoppel.25

25 Allen v. McCurry, 449 U.S. 90, 94 (1980)

(holding that “once a court has decided an

issue of fact of law necessary to its

judgment, that decision may preclude

relitigation of the issue in a suit on a

different cause of action involving a party

to the first case.”).

*5  ORDERED:5

1. The matter is DISMISSED for failure to pay the
civil filing fee required by 28 U.S.C. § 1914(a).

2. The Clerk of Court shall remove the word
“LODGED” from the Complaint's docket entry.
The Complaint is deemed filed on August 3, 2021.

26

26 Doc. 1.

3. The Clerk of Court is directed to close the file
and enter judgment under Fed.R.Civ.P. 58.

4. The docket shall reflect that the Court certifies
under Fed. R. App. P. 24(a)(3)(A) that any appeal
of this decision would not be taken in good faith.

5. The Clerk of Court is directed to return to
Richardson the materials that accompanied the
Complaint. *66

3
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Dale Richardson

From: Dale Richardson
Sent: September 20, 2022 2:03 PM
To: jrwalley@northcharleston.org; chrisross@northcharleston.org
Cc: Kaysha Richardson
Subject: RE: Threats from Father Audio/txt
Attachments: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE

CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE.pdf; Credentials.pdf; Letter to Alberta Members of
Legislature.pdf

Importance: High

Good afternoon,

Attached is a copy of the full report mentioned by Ms. Richardson complete with appendices. This report was supplied
to the Office of the Director of National Intelligence by DSR Karis North Consulting Inc. (“Karis North”) a Delaware
corporation whose business is in essential services pursuant to the Executive Order on Imposing Certain Sanctions in the
Event of Foreign Interference in a United States Election issued September 12, 2018, by President Donald J. Trump and
recently extended by President Joseph R. Biden. Similar materials to the attached documentation have been submitted
to the Federal Bureau of Investigation.

The materials contained in the attached documentation outline the grave nature of the circumstances surrounding the
presence of Ms. Kaysha Richardson in the United States. Attached is a letter sent to government officials in the province
of Alberta by the director of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. (“DSR Karis”). Of note in the letter is an illustration that outlines
the technical delivery of biological formulations. This outlines a critical weakness that was exploited to interfere with
the territorial integrity of the United States.

The Department of Homeland Security has much of this information in their possession as well.

The attached documentation demonstrates the severity of the matters relating to the report. The CEO has advised Karis
North that this was the subject matter relating to the individual who threatened CEO and his daughter Ms. Richardson.

For any questions or concerns, feel free to reach out to this email address or by phone at 587-575-5045.

Kind regards,

Dale Richardson, B.TECH, MET, TT (AB), Associate, (SK)
Chief Executive Officer
DSR Karis North Consulting Inc.
Dover, DE

From: Kaysha Richardson <kaysha.richardson@hotmail.com>
Sent: September 19, 2022 3:27 PM
To: jrwalley@northcharleston.org
Cc: Dale Richardson <dale.richardson@dsrkarisconsulting.com>; chrisross@northcharleston.org
Subject: Re: Threats from Father Audio/txt
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Here is a smaller file.

Regards,

Kaysha Richardson

From: Kaysha Richardson <kaysha.richardson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 19, 2022 4:49:18 PM
To: jrwalley@northcharleston.org <jrwalley@northcharleston.org>
Cc: Dale Richardson <dale.richardson@dsrkarisconsulting.com>; chrisross@northcharleston.org
<chrisross@northcharleston.org>
Subject: Fwd: Threats from Father Audio/txt

Hello Detective Walley, I tried to call you back earlier. It was mentioned that you wanted to speak with me about the
intimidation report. I spoke to detective Ross this morning.

I am forwarding the following emails/information previously sent to Detective Ross. I will cc him to this email as well as
my father (Dale Richardson: Mechanical Engineer who mentions treason report in Audio with Trench Brunson).

Trench Brunson called my father about Jayln's arrest due to the domestic charge and Dale mentioned the treason report
he made about a biological weapon being used for treason against the United States Government. This report was sent
to the FBI (& personally by an American citizen) and the office of the director of national intelligence. Dale mentioned
this being the reason I could not return to Canada and Trench Brunson continued to threatened my life. "Trench
mentions having a lot of connections and power" in the audio & "they are not to be messed with". There is
correspondence from Jayln's family and friends as well. I will reattach the audio below as well.

If you need further clarification my father can be reached at the cc'd email.
Dale cell: 587-575-5045
Kaysha cell: 737-309-9560

Regards,

Kaysha Richardson

From: Kaysha Richardson <kaysha.richardson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 19, 2022 2:38:46 PM
To: chrisross@northcharleston.org <chrisross@northcharleston.org>
Subject: Re: Threats from Father Audio/txt

Hello Detective Ross,

Audio recording: I want to clarify that this call was made by Jayln’s Father [Trench Brunson] to my family members in
Canada. I did mention to the judge at the bond hearing that Trench is aware of the sensitive nature of my immigration
here due to my father [Dale Richardson] reporting treason against the United States government. It was via biological
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weapon. My father reiterated that to Trench Brunson during their conversation about Jayln pointing and cocking a
firearm at me and my inability to return to Canada. Trench Brunson continued to threaten my life. Jayln has told me
that he mentioned having conversations with his father about previously aiming a firearm at me.

I know you all have rules in regards to threats between various states. Since the Judge requested for them to have no
contact with me and my family. How does the law apply in this circumstance?

I will attach the specified audio again for reference.

Regards,

Kaysha Richardson

From: Kaysha Richardson <Kaysha.Richardson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, September 19, 2022 10:52:57 AM
To: chrisross@northcharleston.org <chrisross@northcharleston.org>
Subject: Threats from Father Audio/txt
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Documents Contained in Flash Drive Mailed with Petition From Canada by Dale J. 

Richardson

Exhibit A Charleston South Carolina Events and Related US Events – 255 pages

Exhibit B Kaysha Richardson's I-140 Documentation – 531 pages

Exhibit C Enemies of the United States Operating in Canada – 686 pages

Exhibit D THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, 

TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE -2975 pages

Ex Parte Motion for Relief District Court of South Carolina October 12 2022

Pictures of Electronic Exhibits in Flash Drive on Next Page

Paper Copies of Exhibits A-D will arrive in a separate package.
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September 29, 2022       Our file: 
A-2022-150148 
 

Dale Richardson 
1292 95th St North Battleford 

North Battleford SK  S9A 0G2 
 
 
Dear Dale Richardson: 
 
On August 31, 2022, the Access to Information and Privacy Directorate (ATIPD) at the Canada 
Revenue Agency received your request under the Access to Information Act (the Act) for 
information about:  
 
“Requesting information relating to Lead Number 687 531. Substantial information was 

submitted to the CRA relating to obvious tax fraud and the fraud has continued. I am 

requesting to know who was provided the information and what decisions were made 

regarding the information provided to the CRA. Requesting to know who viewed the 

information that is protected by copyright. All information relating to who handled the 

information attached to Lead Number 687 531 and what decisions were made, where the 

information was transmitted to and results of any investigative steps, and to determine if 

information was provided to RCMP or any other related law enforcement.” 

or 
See attached appendix 

 
Your request is now official and is deemed to have been received on 2022-08-31. 
 
An extension of 30 more days is required beyond the 30-day statutory limit to respond to this 
request. 
 

• Paragraph 9(1)(a) of the Act allows us an extension when the request [is for a large 
number of records OR requires searching through a large number of records] and 
meeting the original deadline would unreasonably interfere with the operations of the 
Canada Revenue Agency. 

 
For details on the provisions cited, go to laws-lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/acts/a-1. 
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If you are dissatisfied with how we processed your request, you can file a complaint with the 
Information Commissioner within 60 days of receiving this notice. You can submit your 
complaint online at oic-ci.gc.ca/en or download a form to print and submit it by mail to: 
 

Office of the Information Commissioner of Canada 
30 Victoria Street 

Gatineau QC  K1A 1H3 
 
If you have any questions, please quote file number A-2022-150148 and contact EÉric Morel at 
819-247-8309, or send a fax to 418-556-1828, or write to 555 MacKenzie Avenue 5th floor, 
Ottawa, ON, K1A 0L5.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 

 
 
 
Jan Wendrich 
Manager 
Access to Information and Privacy Directorate 
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TO : Judicial Administrator 
 
FROM : Stratas J.A. 
 
DATE : September 23, 2022 
 
RE : Dale J. Richardson v. Seventh-Day Adventist Church et al. (A-221-21) 
 Dale J. Richardson v. Attorney General of Canada et al. (A-277-21) 
 Dale J. Richardson v. Attorney General of Canada et al. (A-337-21) 

Dale J. Richardson v. Attorney General of Canada et al. (A-347-21) 
DSR Karis Consulting Inc. v. Attorney General of Canada et al. (A-158-22) 
Dale J. Richardson v. Attorney General of Canada et al. (A-183-22) 
DSR Karis Consulting Inc. v. The Association of Professional Engineers and 

Geoscientists of Saskatchewan et al. (22-A-16) 
_______________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

DIRECTION 

 
(1) Files A-158-22 and A-183-22 

 

The Court has reviewed these files.  

The Court has jurisdiction at the outset of appeals to dismiss appeals that are doomed to fail: 
see, e.g., Dugré v. Canada (Attorney General), 2021 FCA 8 and cases cited therein.  

At first glance, the notices of appeal do not appear to state any arguable grounds for 
overturning the order of the Federal Court in file T-1404-20 and this Court would appear to lack 
jurisdiction over most, if not all, of the respondents to the appeal. The Court asks the appellant to 
provide written submissions concerning whether the appeals should be summarily dismissed for 
these reasons.  

If this Court dismisses the appeals, the order declaring the appellant and others a vexatious 
litigant will remain in force. If that happens, should this Court order any measures regulating the 
access of the vexatious litigants to this Court? The Court invites submissions from the appellant on 
that question.  

The appellant in both of these files must file written submissions by October 6, 2022. If 
written submissions are not filed by that time, the Court will go ahead and make such orders and 
directions it considers necessary and warranted. 
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The Court will carefully consider the written submissions and, if necessary, will direct the 
respondents to respond. Until the Court directs the respondents to respond, they should not make 
any submissions. 

 
(2) Files A-221-21, A-277-21, A-337-21, and A-347-21 

 

Status reviews have been issued in all of these files. Submissions from Mr. Richardson on 
these files are due September 28, 2022. Failure to respond by that time will result in the dismissal of 
these files without further notice to him. 

If submissions on these files are filed, the respondents should not prepare or file submissions 
in response until further direction of the Court. 

 
(3) File 22-A-16 

 

On September 11, 2022, DSR Karis Consulting Inc. presented to the Registry a notice of 
appeal of an order of the Federal Court dated October 7, 2020 (T-1115-20). The notice of appeal is 
out of time. In order for the file to continue, an extension of time is required.  

DSR Karis Consulting is invited to file submissions by October 6, 2022 concerning whether 
an extension of time should be granted. If an extension of time is not granted or if DSR Karis 
Consulting Inc. fails to file submissions by October 6, 2022, the file will be closed. 

The respondents should not prepare or file submissions in response until further direction of 
the Court. 

 
(4) Mr. Richardson’s conduct 
 

 The Registry reports that Mr. Richardson has been rude and abusive to it. The Court asks 
Mr. Richardson to provide submissions by October 6, 2022 on whether this is so and whether his 
contact with the Registry should be restricted or regulated.  

Further, if the appeals from the Federal Court’s vexatious litigant order are dismissed, 
should the vexatious litigants’ contact with the Registry of the Federal Court of Appeal be restricted 
or regulated for that reason alone? 

 
“DS” 
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NOTICE OF APPEAL

ACTION

_______________

FEDERAL COURT OF APPEAL

BETWEEN:

DSR Karis Consulting Inc.

hereinafter the "Appellant"

AND:

The ASSOCIATION OF PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS AND

GEOSCIENTISTS OF SASKATCHEWAN, VIRGIL THOMSON,

OWZW LAWYERS LLP, CHANTELLE THOMPSON, JENNIFER

SCHMIDT, MARK CLEMENTS, CHAD GARTNER, BRAD

APPEL, IAN MCARTHUR, BRYCE BOHUN, KATHY IRWIN,

JASON PANCHYSHYN, CARY RANSOME, SGI AND JORDAN

OTTENBREIT.

hereinafter each a "Defendant", and collectively, the "Defendants"
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NOTICE OF APPEAL

TO THE RESPONDENT:

A LEGAL PROCEEDING HAS BEEN COMMENCED AGAINST YOU by the 

Appellant. The relief claimed by the Appellant appears on the following page. 

THIS APPEAL will be heard by the Court at a time and place to be fixed by the 

Judicial Administrator. Unless the Court directs otherwise, the place of hearing 

will be requested by the Appellant. 

IF YOU WISH TO OPPOSE THIS APPEAL, to receive notice of any step in the 

appeal or to be served with any documents in the appeal, you or a solicitor acting 

for you must prepare a notice of appearance in form 341 prescribed by the Federal

Court Rules and serve it on the Appellant’s solicitor, or when the Appellant is 

self-represented, on the Appellant, WITHIN 10 DAYS of being served with this 

notice of appeal. 

IF YOU INTEND TO SEEK A DIFFERENT DISPOSITION of the order 

appealed from, you must serve and file a notice of cross-appeal in form 341 

prescribed by the Federal Court Rules instead of serving and filing a notice of 

appearance. 

Copies of the Federal Court Rules information concerning the local offices of the 

Court and other necessary information may be obtained on request to the 

Administrator of this Court at Ottawa (telephone 613-992-4238) or at any local 

office. 

IF YOU FAIL TO OPPOSE THIS APPEAL, JUDGEMENT MAY BE GIVEN 

IN YOUR ABSENCE AND WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE TO YOU. 

1 of 18
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September ______, 2022

Issued by: ____________________________

(Registry Officer)

Address of local office: 90 Sparks Street, 5th floor, Ottawa, Ontario, K1A 0H9

2 of 18
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To: Olive Waller Zinkhan & Waller LLP

1000-2002 Victoria Ave

Regina, SK, CA S4P 0R7

Virgil A Thomson (Barrister #4857)

Tel: 306-359-1888

Fax: 306-352-0771

Email: vthomson@owzw.com

Lawyers for the Defendants Virgil A. Thomson, Olive Waller Zinkhan & 

Waller LLP, Chantelle Thompson, Jennifer Schmidt, Mark Clements, 

Chad Gartner, Brad Appel, Ian McArthur, Bryce Bohun, Kathy Irwin, 

Jason Panchyshyn and Cary Ransome. 

Griffin Toews Maddigan

1530 Angus Street,

Regina, SK S4T 1Z1

Michael B. Griffin

Tel: 1 306 525-6125

Fax: 1 306 525-5226

Email: mikegriffin@sasktel.net 

Lawyers for the Defendant the Association of Professional Engineers and 

Geoscientists of Saskatchewan.

3 of 18
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Brownlee LLP

1500-530 8th Avenue SW,

Calgary, AB, CA T2P 3S8

Nabeel Peermohamed

Tel: 403-260-5302

Fax: 403-232-8408

Email: vburgess@brownleelaw.com 

Lawyers for the Defendants SGI and Jordan Ottenbreit

Office of the Director of National Intelligence

Washington, DC 20511

Agency responsible for overseeing investigations for the election fraud in 

the United States.  

4 of 18
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APPEAL

THE APPELLANT APPEALS to the Federal Court of Appeal from the order of

BARNES R. Dated OCT 7, 2020 by which an order was issued in T-1115-20 to 

uphold overt acts of treason and the mechanism by which terrorism was 

perpetrated against the people of Canada and the United States. In spite of 

evidence presented demonstrating the RCMP committed a crime and the

Defendants demonstrated intent to used the vexatious litigant hearing to silence, 

and destroy the Appellant, and that Defendants in the action were attempting to 

murder the Appellant and members of the public during the course of the 

litigation. The order was obtained by numerous acts of fraud and other crimes 

against the people and ignored the public importance of the health and safety of 

the public, and assisted in the overthrow of the government of the United States, 

harboured, concealed and facilitated terrorism and are directly responsible for 

every death arising from the criminally negligent guidelines. This appeal is an 

amendment to the appeal properly submitted October 16, 2020 and left unfiled by 

the court for almost two years.

THE APPELLANT ASKS that:

1. The Entire Order be appealed and reviewed; and 

5 of 18
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2. Order to investigate treason, terrorism and other related crimes supported 

by evidence presented in all of the matters;

3. That T-1115-20 be resumed in the Courts.

4. Order that evidence of actions arising by the crimes caused by the crimes 

of Justice R. L. Barnes be submitted as evidence to the appeal and T-

1115-20.

THE GROUNDS OF THE APPEAL are as follows:

5. The learned trial judge erred when he knowingly engaged in the 

profession of engineering and engineering technology and made a 

determination on an engineering report and determined that there is no 

special circumstances to permit Dale J. Richardson to represent the

Appellant when it is impossible for a judge to make a determination 

outside of the scope of his practice as a judge; 

6. The learned trial judge erred when he engaged in the business of 

engineering and engineering technology contrary to section 55 of the

Judges Act;

7. The learned trial judge erred when he engaged in Criminal negligence and

causing death by criminal negligence in violation of section 219(1)(2) and

220 of the Criminal Code when he dismissed an engineering report 

6 of 18
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without any expert testimony to refute the claims and made a 

determination that was impossible for him to make, making the judge 

personally responsible for every death arising as a result of his crime from

the date of his unlawful practice in engineering and/or engineering 

technology and dismissed a report he was wholly incompetent to dismiss;

8. The learned trial judge erred when he committed a gross dereliction of 

duty and ignored the national security interests of the engineering report 

that outlined a critical weakness that was exploited by bioterrorists and 

engaged in and facilitated terrorism contrary to section 83.01(b) of the

Criminal Code;

9. The learned trial judge erred when he abused his position as a judge in the

Federal Court of Canada to shield the financing of terrorist activity and 

harboured terrorists contrary to section 83.01(b) of the Criminal Code;

10. The learned trial judge erred when he facilitated the crime of fraud in 

violation of section 380(1) of the Criminal Code when allowing the 

parties opposing the motion and/or supporting it to commit fraud for 

financial gain using the Federal Court of Canada;

11. The learned trial judge erred when he engaged in the trafficking in 

persons contrary to section 279.01(1) of the criminal code;

12. The learned trial judge erred when he became an accessory after the fact 

to the rogue agents of the Department of Homeland Security engaging in 

7 of 18
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the trafficking in persons by concealing the trafficking of the Chief 

Communications Officer of the Appellant and DSR Karis North 

Consulting Inc. a Delaware Corporation, and the Chief Communications 

Officer is an American Indian being trafficked with the consent of the 

judge;

13. The learned trial judge erred when he engaged in the trafficking of a 

person under the age of eighteen years in violation of section 279.011(1) 

of the Criminal Code;

14. The learned trial judge erred when he received and facilitated material 

benefit for the opposing parties in his orders through the trafficking of a 

person under the age of eighteen years and material benefit from the 

aforementioned trafficking in violation of section 279.011(1) and 

279.02(1) of the Criminal Code; 

15. The learned trial judge erred when he engaged in the trafficking of a 

person under the age of eighteen years for the purposes of financial and 

sexual exploitation in violation of section 279.011(1) and 279.04(1) of the

Criminal Code;

16. The learned trial judge erred when he participated in terrorist activity 

abusing his position to suppress evidence and allow harm to be done to 

the public in a manner that was intended to cause harm in clauses (A)-(C) 

8 of 18
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in 83.01(b)(ii) by the serious interference with and serious disruption of 

an essential service not authorized in clause (E) of the same;

17. The learned trial judge erred when he exploited procedure in the Federal 

Court of Canada for a political, religious and an ideological purpose and 

in whole or in part with the intention of intimidating the public or a 

segment of the public with regards to its security, including its economic 

security, and compelling persons to do or refrain from doing any act that 

intentionally caused harm in clauses (A)-(C) of 83.01(b)(ii) of the

Criminal Code and caused a serious interference with and a serious 

disruption of and essential service of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. in a 

manner not authorized by section (E) of the same or any other law;

18. The learned trial judge erred when he facilitated the Defendants to 

continue their attempts to torture and kill the Chief Executive Officer of 

the Appellant to cause a disruption of an essential service that is designed 

to cause the harm in clauses (A)-(C) of 83.01(b)(ii) to a segment of the 

public; 

19. The learned trial judge erred when he protected the Manitoba-

Saskatchewan Conference of the Seventh-Day Adventist church an entity 

structured like a terrorist cell and designed for concealing the trafficking 

of children and terrorist activity; and a gross violation of religious 

liberties of the members of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church and has 

9 of 18
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allowed the Crown to strip Seventh-Day Adventists of all religious 

liberties in the process in gross violation of the Charter and international 

treaties;

20. The learned trial judge erred when he proceeded to make a determination 

of and engineering report when the Association of Professional Engineers

and Geoscientists of Saskatchewan were obligated by law to examine an 

engineering report that outlined the delivery of a biological weapon that 

was used to murder the citizens of Canada and the United States and 

permitted them to deliberately and willfully murder citizens of Canada 

and the United States by his gross abuse of his position as a judge of the

Federal Court of Canada;

21. The learned trial judge erred when he used the motion hearing to prevent 

the Appellant from lawfully using the Federal Court of Canada to stop the

terrorist activity the judge is a participant in; 

22. The learned trial judge erred when he facilitated the continuation of 

treason;

23. The learned trial judge erred when he acted as a foreign agent directly 

interfering in the 2020 election in the United States and acted to interfere 

in the 2022 elections in the same; and a high probability of interference in

the elections in the jurisdiction of Canada as well;

10 of 18
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24. The learned trial judge erred when he lied about the Federal Court of 

Canada not having jurisdiction to deal with matters pertaining to the 

servants of the Crown and permitted the continued torture of the officers 

of the Appellant in violation of the Convention against Torture for the 

purposes of causing harm described in clauses (A)-(C) of section 83.01(b)

(ii) of the Criminal Code;

25. The learned trial judge erred when he declared himself a terrorist when he

called an engineering report submitted to prevent terrorism “an abuse of 

the Court’s process”;

26. The learned trial judge erred when he abused his his official capacity 

granted by an act of parliament on behalf of the Crown to exploit an 

infant child for the purposes of facilitating terrorist activity contrary to 

83.01(b) when he called an engineering report submitted to stop the 

trafficking of children for the purposes if sexual and financial exploitation

“an abuse of the Court’s process”;

27. The learned trial judge erred when he demonstrated that the purpose of 

the Federal Court of Canada was to exploit children by their explicit 

trafficking for sexual and financial purposes and that the American 

Indians, Christians, Catholics, Blacks and other minorities and religious 

groups are the primary targets of the children being exploited; 

11 of 18
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28. The learned trial judge erred when he dismissed a motion that presented 

compelling evidence of torture by the servants of the crown and the 

defendants beyond a reasonable doubt without determining the torture on 

its merits in violation of the Convention against Torture and instigating 

torture of the same parties seeking relief of torture;

29. The learned trial judge erred when he participated in torture in violation 

of the Convention against Torture deliberately to cause the harm 

described in clauses (A)-(C) of section 83.01(b)(ii) of the criminal code;

30. The learned trial judge erred when he dismissed an application that had 

allegations of torture without determining whether or not torture occurred 

in violation of article 13 of the Convention against Torture;

31. The learned trial judge erred when when he used the abused the powers of

the court to murder the innocent people in Canada, and the United States 

against the public interest, demonstrating a gross flaw in the legal system 

in Canada; 

32. The learned trial judge erred when when he ignored the evidence that 

demonstrated that the pleadings were not vexatious and that every line of 

the pleadings were based on the facts presented to him, and Justice R. L. 

Barnes a terrorist and a traitor to Canada and extraditable to the United 

States;

12 of 18
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33. The learned trial judge erred when he ignored the systematic attack that 

includes without limitation, deportation and forced population transfer, 

imprisonment or other severe deprivation of physical liberty, torture, 

other inhumane acts, persecution of any identifiable group or 

collectively on political, racial, ethnic, cultural, religious or other 

grounds that are universally impermissible under international law; 

facilitating crimes against humanity by gross abuse of his position;

34. The learned trial judge erred when he set precedent that treason, 

terrorism, child trafficking for the financial and sexual exploitation 

torture, persecution, forced population transfer is sanctioned by the

Federal Court of Canada, and that the court will punish any person who 

complain of the same, and the aforementioned actions can be continued 

with impunity with the protection of the court;

35. The learned trial judge erred by issuing orders that directly resulted in the 

overthrow of the government of the United States;

36. The learned trial judge erred when he issued orders that aided the 

transnational organization that is committing crimes against humanity and

actively engaging in treasonous actions in the Canada and the United 

States, making him an enemy of the United States and a traitor to Canada;

37. The learned trial judge erred when he deliberately used his position to 

shield terrorist and other gross criminal activity and his actions facilitated 
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deliberate attempts to torture and murder the whistle-blower of the 

transnational organization instituting totalitarian rule in Canada and the 

United States;

38. The learned trial judge erred when he engaged in criminal activity when 

becoming complicit to torture, violation the convention against torture 

and grossly exceeded his jurisdiction in issuing orders demonstrating the 

imposition of absolute tyranny;

39. The denial of the torture complaint under the Convention against Torture 

does allow for the prosecution of 18 U.S.C. § 241. Treaty with foreign 

power was supreme law of land; Congress could provide punishment for 

its infraction on deprivation of or injury to right secured by it, as in case 

of ordinary law.  In re Grand Jury (1886, DC Or) 11 Sawy 522, 26 F 749.

When taken with this next case,  Conspiracy to altogether prevent 

enforcement of statute of United States is conspiracy to commit treason 

by levying war against the United States. Bryant v. United States, 257 F. 

378, 1919 U.S. App LEXIS 2212(5th Cir. 1919) This denial of the

Convention against Torture permits any such conspirators to be punished 

in the United States for treason based on these grand jury rulings, making 

every conspirator involved in these proceedings extraditable to the United

States to be tried for treason and to face the death penalty;
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40. Furthermore, force is not required if the conspiracy is detected early. The 

Government contends that, but for the timely interruption of the 

conspiracy by the apprehension of its leaders actual resistance would 

have come about. United States. Bryant v. United States, 257 F. 378, 

1919 U.S. App LEXIS 2212(5th Cir. 1919) There is overwhelming 

evidence of conspiracy, collusion, and complicity to torture, terrorism, 

crimes against humanity and numerous other crimes, and judicial 

interference;

41. The learned trial judge erred when he issued orders that are prejudicial to 

the appellant after he engaged in criminal activity with the defendants 

becoming an active participant in their crimes, making him extraditable to

the United States; 

42. The learned trial judge erred when he saw evidence that the Saskatchewan

Health Authority had no justification for its faulty guidelines and abused 

his position in the Court and procedure to exterminate human life in the 

millions; making Justice R. L. Barnes personally responsible for genocide

based on the engineering report presented by DSR Karis Consulting Inc.;

43. The learned trial judge erred when he violated the no defense clause of 

the CAT and 269.1 of the criminal code;
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44. The learned trial judge erred when he issued orders that violated article 2 

of the convention against torture, an international treaty that is binding in

Canada and the United States;

45.  The learned trial judge erred when he owing the United States basic 

allegiance to not support persons committing treason in the United States 

by virtue of his position of a judge in a country that is a close ally of the 

United States, as Canada would not initiate treasonous conduct in the 

United States it’s NATO ally as that would violate its fundamental 

principles of the treaty;

46. The learned trial judge erred when he used his capacity of a judge of the

Federal Court of Canada to further the interests of the Defendants in 

securing Canada as the staging grounds to effect the overthrow the 

government of the United States and obstructed the whisleblower from 

reporting the overthrow;

47. The learned trial judge erred when he knowingly participated in 

treasonous conduct, abusing his position to facilitate and instigate torture 

and severe persecution of the Appellant and his affiliates;

48. The learned trial judge erred when he became complicit to the trafficking 

of a child in violation of the criminal code and treaties;

49. The learned trial judge erred when he issued totalitarian orders, 

unlawfully striking down the constitution in the process; 
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50. The learned trial judge erred when he acted overtly to advance treason 

with full knowledge of evidence that demonstrates actions consistent with

the overthrow of democracy in Canada and the United States of America 

by a transnational organization seeking to build a world without freedom; 

51. The learned trial judge erred when he used the Federal Court of Canada to

shield and facilitate criminal activity in the courts in Saskatchewan that 

used chambers hearings to hide their totalitarian, treasonous and child 

trafficking for the purposes of raping and exterminating children from 

scrutiny.

52. The learned trial judge erred when he declared with his judicial actions 

that Black Canadians have less rights than Black Americans did during 

the slave trade;

53. The learned trial judge erred when he declared with his judicial actions 

that Black Canadians do not have a right to their children and that 

Caucasians have a right to torture and kill them to steal their children with

the protection of the state;
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NOTICE OF APPEAL

ACTION

_______________

FEDERAL COURT OF APPEAL

BETWEEN:

1. Dale J. Richardson

hereinafter the "Appellant"

AND:

2. Attorney General of 

Canada et al;

hereinafter each a "Defendant", and collectively, the "Defendants"
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NOTICE OF APPEAL

TO THE RESPONDENT:

A LEGAL PROCEEDING HAS BEEN COMMENCED AGAINST YOU by the 

Appellant. The relief claimed by the Appellant appears on the following page. 

THIS APPEAL will be heard by the Court at a time and place to be fixed by the 

Judicial Administrator. Unless the Court directs otherwise, the place of hearing 

will be requested by the Appellant. 

IF YOU WISH TO OPPOSE THIS APPEAL, to receive notice of any step in the 

appeal or to be served with any documents in the appeal, you or a solicitor acting 

for you must prepare a notice of appearance in form 341 prescribed by the Federal

Court Rules and serve it on the Appellant’s solicitor, or when the Appellant is 

self-represented, on the Appellant, WITHIN 10 DAYS of being served with this 

notice of appeal. 

IF YOU INTEND TO SEEK A DIFFERENT DISPOSITION of the order 

appealed from, you must serve and file a notice of cross-appeal in form 341 

prescribed by the Federal Court Rules instead of serving and filing a notice of 

appearance. 

Copies of the Federal Court Rules information concerning the local offices of the 

Court and other necessary information may be obtained on request to the 

Administrator of this Court at Ottawa (telephone 613-992-4238) or at any local 

office. 

IF YOU FAIL TO OPPOSE THIS APPEAL, JUDGMENT MAY BE GIVEN IN 

YOUR ABSENCE AND WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE TO YOU. 
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November ______, 2021

Issued by: ____________________________

(Registry Officer)

Address of local office: 90 Sparks Street, 5th floor, Ottawa, Ontario, K1A 0H9
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_________________

Digitally signed by
Kang, Jagwinder
Date: 2021.12.01
11:35:15 -08'00'
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To: Olive Waller Zinkhan & Waller LLP

1000-2002 Victoria Ave

Regina, SK, CA S4P 0R7

Virgil A Thomson (Barrister #4857)

Tel: 306-359-1888

Fax: 306-352-0771

Email: vthomson@owzw.com

Lawyers for the Defendants Virgil A. Thomson, Olive Waller Zinkhan & 

Waller LLP, Chantelle Thompson, Jennifer Schmidt, Mark Clements, 

Chad Gartner, Brad Appel, Ian McArthur, Bryce Bohun, Kathy Irwin, 

Jason Panchyshyn and Cary Ransome. 

Attorney General of Canada

Department of Justice Canada

410 22nd Street East, Suite 410

Saskatoon, SK S7K 5T6

Cheryl Giesbrecht (Barrister #5883)

Tel: 1 306 518-0800

Fax: 1 306 975-4030

Email: Chery.Giesbrecht@Justice.gc.ca

Lawyers for the Defendants Attorney General of Canada; and likely 

lawyers of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police (Cheryl is likely the 

“RCMP” making arguments in the fiat)
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McDougall Gauley LLP

500-616 Main St

Saskatoon, SK, CA S7H 0J6

Chantelle C. Eisner (Barrister #4518)

Tel: 306-653-1212

Fax: 306-652-1323

Email: ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com 

Heather J. Laing, Q.C. (Barrister #3704)

Tel: 306-653-1212

Fax: 306-652-1323

Email: hlaing@mcdougallgauley.com 

Lawyers for the Defendants Saskatchewan Health Authority

Miller Thomson LLP

3000, 700-9th Ave SW

Calgary, AB, T2P 3V4

Annie M. Alport

Tel: 1 403 298-2418

Fax: 1 403-262-0007

Email: aalport@millerthomson.com 

Lawyers for the Defendants Matrix Law Group, Patricia J. Meiklejohn, 

Cliff A. Holm, Kimberley Richardson and purportedly the Seventh-Day 

Adventist Church. 

Emery Jamieson LLP

2400, 10235-101 Street
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Edmonton, AB, T5J 3G1

Bruce M. Comba

Tel: 1 780 936-8562

Fax: 1 780-420-6277

Email: BComba@emeryjamieson.com 

Lawyers for the Defendant Derek Allchurch. 

McKercher LLP

374, 3rd Avenue South

Saskatoon, SK, S7K 1M5

Marie K. Stack

Tel: 1 306 664-1349

Fax: 1 403-653-2669

Email: mstack@mckercher.ca 

Lawyers for the Defendant Justice R.W. Elson.

McKercher LLP

374, 3rd Avenue South

Saskatoon, SK, S7K 1M5

Elizabeth J. Ulmer

Tel: 1 306 664-1377

Fax: 1 403-653-2669

Email: e.ulmer@mckercher.ca 

Lawyers for the Defendant Justice R.W. Elson.
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Ministry of Justice and Attorney General

Government of Saskatchewan

1874 Scarth Street

Regina, SK, S4P 4B3

Justin Stevenson

Tel: 1 306 787-5224

Fax: 1 403-787-0581

Email: justin.stevensont@gov.sk.ca 

Lawyers for the Defendants Jill Cook, Glen Metivier, The Honourable 

Judge M. Pelletier, Emi Holm, and Char Blais.. 
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APPEAL

THE APPELLANT APPEALS to the Federal Court of Appeal from the order of

ROCHESTER V. Dated Nov 30, 2021 by which an order was issued in T-1404-

20 to uphold the orders of Prothonotary Mirelle Tabib dated October 26, 2021. In 

spite of evidence presented demonstrating the RCMP committed a crime and the

Defendants demonstrated intent to used the vexatious litigant hearing to torture 

the Appellant, and that Defendants in the action tortured the Appellant during the 

course of the litigation. The justice also ignored compelling evidence of actors in

Canada supporting treason against the United States.

THE APPELLANT ASKS that:

1. The Entire Order be appealed and reviewed; and 

2. Order to investigate the torture of the Appellant pursuant to the U.N. 

Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading 

Treatment or Punishment; and

3. That the case management hearing be suspended.

THE GROUNDS OF THE APPEAL are as follows:
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4. The learned trial judge erred by demonstrating her bias by pointing out 

that the Appellant sued the Grand Lodge of Saskatchewan when she 

stated “[6] …a declaration that the Grand Lodge of Saskatchewan, 

referred to as the Masons, “are responsible for the actions of all its 

agents, specifically those working as agents or servants of the Crown 

in” a number of listed entities including public health authorities, a 

provincial legislature, the RCMP, the Saskatchewan provincial Courts, 

the Federal Court and Federal Court of Appeal, the Canada Revenue 

Agency and the Department of Justice Canada. The Plaintiff also seeks a

declaration that said Mason agents are working as agents or servants of

the United States in its various listed governmental entities, “rogue 

agents of the Christian churches” “rogue agents of the banks”, and 

others.”  and goes on to say that “[7] The Plaintiff further seeks a 

numbers of declarations that the various listed entities and individuals, 

which he defines as “Canadian Masonic Terrorists”, have, among other

things, (i) “participated, concealed or otherwise instructed others in 

Canadian terrorist activity”, (ii) “engaged in the crime of apartheid”; 

(iii) “have engaged in genocide”; and (iv) “sanctioned torture 

committing crimes against humanity”. The Plaintiff seeks similar 

declarations with respect to entities he defines as “U.S. Masonic 

Conspirators” and “Transnational Masonic Terrorists”.” and finally the 
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last paragraph “[8] The Plaintiff seeks numerous declarations that he 

was coerced, sanctioned, punished, tortured, and affected by systemic 

oppression. Numerous allegations are also made in relation to alleged 

crimes by “the Deep State and the Deep Church”. Among the relief

Appellantclaimed by the Plaintiff is a declaration “that the Defendants 

are liable to the Plaintiff for the damages caused by its breach of 

constitutional, statutory, treaties, and common law duties, and that the 

Attorney General shall be responsible for forfeiting the Deep State and 

Deep Church's’ property and thereby compensating the Plaintiff…” 

and pecuniary damages in the amount of $1,000,000.”  The judge 

demonstrates that she is personally vested in the masons for continually 

mentioning the masons at the beginning of the orders when no mention of

the masons was mentioned by the Appellant during the appeal hearing, 

this demonstrates that the is bringing in a subject that was not raised 

verbally by the Appellant to demonstrate that she is publicly punishing 

the Appellant for taking the masons to court when the masons would not

even show up to court against a single Appellant, this action demonstrates

that she is an agent of the deep state, the same deep state mentioned by 

Fox News   a major news network in the United States  ;

5. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored that the Appellant proved 

the allegations of terrorism, torture, crimes against humanity, genocide, 
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and added proof o treason by the persons named in the quotes below 

paragraph 6 in her orders, making it clear why she did not allow the

Appellant his full time to speak;

6. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored that Prothonotary Mirelle 

Tabib restricted the Appellant from filing any document until the 

vexatious litigant hearing, circumventing his ability to complain against 

torture in complete violation of the Convention against Torture and 

demonstrating a systematic attack on the rights of the Appellant and a 

conspiracy to prevent the enforcement of the Convention against Torture;

7. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored the compelling arguments 

that condemned her and the actions of the Defendants as guilty of all of 

the allegations substantiated by facts, and continued her fallacious 

representation of the materials of the Appellant, delineating her actions 

calculated to cause the physical destruction of the   Appellant  ;

8. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored the argument that “Rule 

10-46(1),(2) and 10-47 of the Queen’s Bench Rules are used for the sale 

of homes being foreclosed.” and that is a clear indication of corruption in 

all of the courts in Saskatchewan and she was obligated to ensure that the 

constitutional rights of the Appellant was preserved especially when 

evidence was presented that the RCMP prevented the Appellant from 
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entering the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan at the request of 

the same in clear violation of the convention against torture;

9. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored arguments that the

Appellant “has been subject to a religious controversy with the apostate 

members of the Battlefords Seventh-Day Adventist church, in particular

Clifford A. Holm.” If Clifford A. Holm is apostate, then the Seventh-Day 

Adventist Church could not be effectively represented in T-1404-20 

because they do not have similar ideology and it would result in the

Seventh-Day Adventist Church church being associated with actions that 

are diametrically opposed to the doctrine of the church; 

10. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored arguments that the “On 

July 7, 2020 the Plaintiff attended the Battlefords Mental Health Centre 

to ask for his medical records that were missing from the files that he 

ordered. During that incident he spoke to staff and asked a manager to 

have the engineering department get back to him on the issues arising 

from the misrepresentation of the mixing factor. A doctor who signed off 

on the certificate to admit him was present for that conversation. Cora 

Swerid was also informed of the criminal negligence investigations and 

the torture investigations that implicated some of the agents of the 

Saskatchewan Health Authority. No engineer or technologist has 

responded to the mixing factor issue put forth to the SHA by the Plaintiff 
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even though he gave his professional opinion on the negligent nature of 

the representation of the mixing factor in the Aerosol Generating Medical

Procedures (“AGMP”) guidance document issued by the SHA based on a

table issued by the Center for Disease Control (“CDC”) in 2001” with 

the absence of any other professional opinion, the judge placed the lives 

of Canadians at risk when she deliberately ignored the report of a 

professional, and she lacks the professional capacity to make any 

assertion on the report provided by the Appellant regarding the SARS-

Cov-2 guidelines with respect to engineering controls in a healthcare 

setting;

11. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored “Cora Swerid was also 

informed of the criminal negligence investigations and the torture 

investigations that implicated some of the agents of the Saskatchewan 

Health Authority” when this same Cora Swerid was one of the persons 

who went to obtain a mental health warrant to prevent the Appellant from 

entering the court on July 23, 2020 against the following parties without 

limitation, the RCMP, SHA, Clifford A. Holm, Matrix Law LLP, and the

rogue agents of Innovation Credit Union;

12. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored evidence of two torture 

complaints that were issued file numbers 2020-898119 and 2020-922562 

by the RCMP on July 3, and 7, 2020 with the Appellant and his infant 
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daughter Karis Richardson as the victims, and rogue agents of the SHA 

and some members of the Battlefords SDA church including Kimberley 

Richardson were implicated in the foregoing torture complaint;

13. The learned trial judge erred when no law permits the sale of a home on a 

first appearance, and especially when a clear conspiracy has been outlined

to defraud the Appellant by torturing him and this is substantiated by 

compelling evidence;

14. The learned trial judge erred when she used her position to cover her 

participation in criminal activity;

15. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored compelling evidence that 

the RCMP are being used to forcefully detain Karis Richardson in the 

province of Saskatchewan, when the threat of torture prevents Appellant 

from seeing his child; 

16. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored evidence that the Federal 

Court of Canada removed the Appellant right to defense and ordered him 

into the case management hearings contrary to the Charter and the 

doctrines of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church;

17. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored that Justice J. Kalmakoff 

placed the Appellant in a position where it was impossible to succeed and 

punished him with cost, clearly making it an unlawful sanction with the 
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judge being a peace officer violation both 269.1 of the criminal code and 

the Convention against Torture;

18. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored evidence that “Michael 

Griffin admitted that counsel present wanted to punish Robert A. Cannon 

for the actions taken by the Plaintiff and DSR Karis Consulting Inc.’s 

actions in the Federal Court of Canada” in an action in the Court of 

Appeal for Saskatchewan in CACV3708 and counsel present were

Clifford A. Holm, Chantalle Eisner, Cheryl Giesbrecht and Justin 

Stevenson, demonstrating a deliberate intent to punish Robert A. Cannon 

for something that the Appellant did in the Federal Court of Canada, and 

an element of the crime of genocide;

19. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored clear evidence that

Clifford A. Holm, Kimberley Richardson, and Patricia Meiklejohn were 

engaging in mortgage fraud after the hearing had commenced, and 

continued criminal activity against the Appellant, the Appellant provided 

documents that were submitted in an affidavit to the Court of Queen’s 

Bench for Saskatchewan that had Kimberley Richardson unlawfully 

signing in place of the Appellant, and Clifford A. Holm submitting 

documents to the Innovation Credit Union stating that he was 

representing the Appellant in the sale of his home when the Appellant 
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was currently suing him and Virgil Thomson was counsel for the rogue 

agents of the credit union;

20. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored five sworn affidavits of 

testimony to the crimes committed at the Sweetgrass, MT border by the

U.S. Border officers when the tortured the Appellant in the presence of 

his family when he fled to the United States to be free from the 

persecution he endured in Canada after the Attorney General of Canada 

submitted a copy of a warrant that was placed for an alleged resisting 

arrest on July 23, 2020 that was issued by the RCMP on July 22, 2020 a 

day before the alleged offense took place; 

21. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored evidence that 

demonstrated ICE Officer Blevins intimidated, coerced and threatened the

Appellant with federal prison to get rid of his passport valid for 10 years 

to get a travel document when he had the necessary documents to return 

to Canada, but the U.S. Border agents allegedly detained him for having 

improper travel documents when a Canadian only needs a valid Canadian 

passport to enter the United States;

22. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored the Convention against 

Torture and its applicability to the Appellant, setting precedent that 

Blacks can be tortured indiscriminately in direct violation of the Charter 
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and the Convention against Torture, demonstrating that apartheid exists to

some extent in Canada;

23. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored clear evidence of the 

systematic torture of the Appellant that started when he stood up for the 

doctrinal beliefs of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church and he was 

persecuted by the following without limitation, Clifford A. Holm, James 

Kwon, Michael Collins, and Ciprian Bolah finally culminating with the 

disfellowshipping of the Appellant after the action T-1404-20 was already

commenced, because of the refusal of the aforementioned parties to 

discuss any of the issues with the Appellant including without limitation 

the mediation at the Battlefords SDA church that was described as “the 

worst psychological torture” and the unauthorized resignation brought to 

the church board by James Kwon where clear instruction was presented 

forbidding James Kwon to take any resignation to the church board;

24. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored the correlation between 

the persecution and taking the Saskatchewan Health Authority to 

Canadians for negligent guidelines for the Aerosol Generating Medical 

Procedures guidance document, and ignoring that the Appellant’s 

Bachelor’s thesis is related to the same in Engineering Technology and 

has done numerous studies on the same and is pioneering a field of 

research that can help reduce the spread of COVID and other dangerous 
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pathogens in a cost effective manner and is very knowledgeable on the 

subject;

25. The learned trial judge erred when she interrupted the Appellant to 

prevent him from stating United States case law that demonstrates that 

actors in the United States are supporting the masons committing actions 

in Canada that they know are treasonable conduct in the United States and

punishable by death;

26. The learned trial judge erred when she made a defense for the Defendants 

an engaged in the unauthorized practice of law; 

27. The learned trial judge erred when she made a ruling on a document that 

named her in conjunction with serious crimes and no reasonable person 

would conclude that she was not biased;

28. The learned trial judge erred when she presided over a hearing with the

Appellant when the Appellant has a motion for a Writ of Mandamus 

asking the RCMP to arrest all parties involved in the torture of the

Appellant, and she would be arrested for complicity in the same and it is 

impossible for the judge to be unbiased;

29. The learned trial judge erred when she reviewed evidence of indisputable 

mortgage fraud, and that every counsel present was a participant in 

covering up the same, and Prothonotary Mirelle Tabib was aware of this 
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fact and still scheduled the vexatious litigant proceeding when she knew it

was being used to cover up crimes;

30. The learned trial judge erred when she dismissed the appeal when the 

vexatious litigant proceeding against the Appellant goes against the 

doctrinal position of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church and is grossly 

violating the religious rights of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church when 

tying them into torture, terrorism, treason against the United States, 

genocide and crimes against humanity;

31. The learned trial judge erred when she dismissed the appeal knowing that 

the Prothonotary Mirelle Tabib was aware that Robert A. Cannon was 

being ambushed in a proceeding that he was never a part of without 

having any defense in a manner that is criminal and a complete violation 

of his rights and demonstrating hostilities towards a citizen of the United 

States, who is a resident of Texas;

32. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored testimony from the

Appellant that Robert A. Cannon fled to the United States for the same 

reasons that the Appellant stated that he left Canada, and will not return to

Canada because of what the Federal Court of Canada, the RCMP,

Saskatchewan Health Authority and other involved parties are doing;
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33. The learned trial judge erred when failed to mention the Appellant stated 

that he made a complaint about her to the Canadian Judicial Council and 

that complaint is on the court record;

34. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored that the Appellant said that

his family is fearful of what she was going to do, as they were tortured 

watching the severe persecution in the courts of the Appellant;

35. The learned trial judge erred when when she ignored the Appellant stating

that he is fearful of her, and that a reasonable person would not conclude 

that she is unbiased;

36. The learned trial judge erred when she dismissed the appeal when the 

rights of the entire Seventh-Day Adventist Church were violated when 

they were not given representation that is consistent with their doctrinal 

values at any stage of T-1404-20;

37. The learned trial judge erred when she dismissed the appeal to implicate 

the Seventh-Day Adventist Church in genocide, torture, crimes against 

humanity, when the General Conference of the Seventh-Day Adventist 

Church would never sanction any such action as those are contrary to 

the BIBLE;

38. The learned trial judge erred when she did not think that knowledge of 

using the court to cover crimes was not a “palpable and overriding error 

in regard to the facts”;
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39. The learned trial judge erred when she did not think that the Appellant 

being tortured and obstructed by U.S. Immigration Control and 

Enforcement while in their custody that affected the outcome of all 

hearings was more important to determine than the scheduling of the 

vexatious litigant hearing;

40. The learned trial judge erred when she denied sworn testimony of a 

retired public servant of the RCMP who worked in GIS and MCU that the

warrant put forth by the Attorney General of Canada, by Cheryl 

Giesbrecht was a crime when they placed out a warrant for allegedly 

resisting an arrest that took place on July 23, 2020, out on July 22, 2020 a 

day before the crime allegedly happened;

41. The learned trial judge erred when she deprived the Appellant of his 

defense and continually told him what he meant when her interpretation 

was completely different from the plain words that the Appellant was 

speaking;

42. The learned trial judge erred when she said “As to the past events that are 

alleged to have taken place, these allegations against the Defendants 

relate to the merits of the underlying action and it is not appropriate for 

me to make a determination on them in the context of an appeal from 

Prothonotary Tabib’s Order. In other words, they are outside the scope of 

this motion under Rule 51, which is an appeal of what is effectively a 
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scheduling order by the case management judge.” She set precedent that 

violates both the Charter and U.N. Convention against Torture and Other 

Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment, when allowing

Defendants to torture the Appellant to affect the outcome of the court 

hearings while he was in the United States and have the Canadian

Defendants profit from his torture;

43. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored the chain of events that 

demonstrate the criminal intent of the opposing counsel and Prothonotary 

Mirelle Tabib, any reasonable person would conclude that the court is 

being used to commit crimes when presented with that evidence;

44. The learned trial judge erred when she created a narrative that does not 

agree with the evidence provided to her, creating a straw man argument in

the process and continuing a line of perjury to shield criminal activity 

inThe learned trial judge erred when the Courts;

45. The learned trial judge erred when when she did not make a decision 

based on the facts and the law, as the only facts presented were those 

provided by the Appellant;

46. The learned trial judge erred when committed perjury when she said that 

the “The allegations of torture and other crimes relate to events that are 

alleged in the statement of claim in these proceedings” when the

Appellant clearly argued that the torture never stopped after the 
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proceeding was filed, and that he was tortured on April 26, 2021 in the 

presence of witnesses at the Sweetgrass MT point of entry and tortured 

continuously in the custody of U.S. ICE until his forced deportation on 

September 1, 2021, that demonstrates that he was being tortured and 

under the duress of torture during every hearing between April 26, 2021 

and September 1, 2021 and it was a violation of the Convention against 

Torture for any action to be taken while the Appellant was being tortured;

47. The learned trial judge erred when she abused her position as a judge c=to

commit crimes against humanity, when it is clear that the Appellant was 

tortured during the entire time during the United States, no one has 

provided any evidence to the contrary and he is not given his right to 

complain pursuant to article 13 of the Convention against Torture;

48. The learned trial judge erred when she lied in paragraph 24 and said “It is

clear that the Plaintiff disagrees with the Order rendered by the 

Prothonotary Tabib, however it does not follow that she acted with bias 

or in a criminal manner because she rendered an Order that does not 

favour the Plaintiff.” The Appellant said that he objected to the criminal 

intent and the judge dismissed the facts that he was using to establish a 

clear pattern of events delineating a conspiracy to prevent the 

enforcement of the Convention against Torture in Canada and the United 

States;
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49. The learned trial judge erred when she disregarded the United States case 

law cited by the Appellant that states “Conspiracy to altogether prevent 

enforcement of statute of United States is conspiracy to commit treason 

by levying war against the United States. Bryant v. United States, 257 F. 

378, 1919 U.S. App LEXIS 2212(5th Cir. 1919)”  and “Treaty with 

foreign power was supreme law of land; Congress could provide 

punishment for its infraction on deprivation of or injury to right secured 

by it, as in case of ordinary law.  In re Grand Jury (1886, DC Or) 11 

Sawy 522, 26 F 749” the Appellant demonstrated through the facts a 

conspiracy to prevent the enforcement of the Convention against Torture 

in Canada and the United States when case law states those actions are 

treason in the United States and she shielded the same actions, declaring 

by her actions that she is an enemy of the United States and placing

Canada at risk from action by the United States;

50. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored United States case law that

demonstrates that force is not required in treason “The Government 

contends that, but for the timely interruption of the conspiracy by the 

apprehension of its leaders actual resistance would have come about. The

greater part of the evidence relied upon by the government to establish 

the conspiracy related to facts which occurred before the passage of the 
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selective Draft Act. United States. Bryant v. United States, 257 F. 378, 

1919 U.S. App LEXIS 2212(5th Cir. 1919)”

51. The learned trial judge erred when she omitted that the Appellant filed for

asylum in the United States to flee the persecution of the Defendants, and 

that when Cheryl Giesbrecht presented an affidavit that the RCMP issued 

a warrant on July 22, 2020 for resisting arrest for an arrest that took place 

on July 23, 2020, that the Appellant had reason to fear that the RCMP 

would torture him again when Cheryl Giesbrecht would present evidence 

to prove the RCMP tortured the Appellant as the reason he should not get 

protection from torture;

52. The learned trial judge erred when when she stated “I find there was no 

palpable and overriding error in the Order and, consequently, no basis 

upon which for this Court to intervene. Prothonotary Tabib, as the case 

management judge, managed the proceedings and exercised her 

discretion in accordance with Rule 385(1)(a) of the Rules:” After being 

provided evidence that the Appellant was tortured in Canada by the

Defendants, that he was tortured upon arrival to the United States and had

affidavit evidence read of the torture from witnesses to the torture, 

evidence of torture by the Department of Homeland Security while 

detaining the Appellant, and that Prothonotary Mirelle Tabib had 
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knowledge of this and ordered the scheduling for the vexatious litigant 

proceeding in clear violation of the Convention against Torture;

53.  The learned trial judge erred when she purported that punishing a person 

who was complaining of torture, who has complaints of torture that were 

never investigated is within the discretion of the Case Management Judge 

in direct contravention to article 13 of the Convention against Torture;

54. The learned trial judge erred when she overlooked the intent to declare

Robert A. Cannon a vexatious litigant in the Federal Court of Canada 

when he has never engaged in any litigation in the Federal Court of 

Canada, he was never notified, demonstrating "intent to destroy, in whole 

or in part, a national, ethnical, racial or religious group, as such"  with the 

intent  to Cause “serious bodily or mental harm to members of the group;”

with Robert A. Cannon and the Appellant sharing religious beliefs held by an 

extremely small segment of persons even within the persons who identify as 

Seventh-Day Adventists;

55. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored the systematic attack 

directed at the population consisting of the Appellant and those 

associating with him including without limitation, his daughters, family 

and, Robert A. Cannon, the attack includes without limitation, 

deportation and forced population transfer, imprisonment or other 

severe deprivation of physical liberty, torture, other inhumane acts, 
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persecution of any identifiable group or collectively on political, racial, 

ethnic, cultural, religious or other grounds that are universally 

impermissible under international law; facilitating crimes against 

humanity by gross abuse of her position;

56. The learned trial judge erred when she stated “The Plaintiff’s objections 

to the Order are rooted in the fact that steps have been scheduled that will 

ultimately lead to the hearing of the s. 40 Motion.” when the Appellant 

main argument was that Prothonotary Mirelle Tabib knew that the

Defendants were guilty of torture and actions that are clear crimes against

humanity, and scheduled the vexatious litigant hearing with full 

knowledge that the hearing is to conduct crimes against humanity, and 

punish the Appellant and other parties not involved in the litigation and 

proceeded to allow the scheduling knowing the criminal intent;

57. The learned trial judge erred when she set precedent that the torture, 

persecution, forced population transfer of Black Canadians is sanctioned 

by the Federal Court of Canada, and that the court will punish any Blacks 

who complain of the same, demonstrating an apartheid system operated 

by rogue agents within the courts in Canada in direct violation of the 

charter;

58. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored evidence based on 

established case law in the United States that the American defendants are
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engaged in actions consistent with treason against the United States by 

using force in a conspiracy to prevent the enforcement of the Convention 

against Torture, and the rogue American agents are supporting conduct 

that they know to be treasonous, by supporting the rogue agents in

Canada preventing the enforcement of the same;

59. The learned trial judge erred when she demonstrated by her actions is a 

rogue agent in the Federal Court of Canada, engaged in a conspiracy to 

prevent the enforcement of the Convention against Torture, when 

presented file numbers for torture issued by the RCMP, who tortured the

Appellant, to prevent the enforcement of the Convention against Torture;

60. The learned trial judge erred by allowing the vexatious litigant motion to 

proceed for the second time when she had full knowledge that a 

defendant in the action tortured the appellant during the course of the 

litigation. It is impossible for it to be a vexatious claim when a defendant 

took the very action that was being alleged in the statement of claim;

61. The learned trial judge erred by having knowledge for a second time of 

compelling evidence of the torture of the Appellant by a defendant in T-

1404-20 which hindered him from properly representing himself, and the 

judge is the case management judge in the same, and issued orders to 

facilitate the torture of the Appellant;
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62. The learned trial judge erred when for a second time making an order that

facilitated torture, rendering her the instigator of the torture by her 

permission of it through her orders of the court, thereby grossly exceeding

her jurisdiction, she also erred by participating in crimes against humanity

when being a conspirator and accessory to a systematic attack on a 

civilian population;

63. The learned trial judge erred when she for a second time issued orders 

that aided the transnational organization that is committing crimes against

humanity and actively engaging in treasonous actions in the Canada and 

the United States, making her an enemy of the United States and a traitor 

to Canada;

64. The learned trial judge erred when she for a second time deliberately 

used her position to shield criminal activity and silence the whistle-

blower of the transnational organization instituting totalitarian rule in 

Canada and the United States;

65. The learned trial judge erred by for a second time considering compelling

evidence of the torture of the Appellant by a defendant in T-1404-20 

which hindered him from properly representing himself; minimizing the 

appellants flight from the torture and persecution, when she had evidence 

and admission from the RCMP that they took actions that were consistent 

with torturing the appellant demonstrating her complicity in the same; 

28 of 37

Page 1100 of 1536



66. The learned trial judge erred when for a second time she engaged in 

criminal activity when becoming complicit to torture, violation the 

convention against torture and grossly exceeded her jurisdiction in issuing

orders demonstrating the imposition of absolute tyranny;

67. The learned trial judge erred when she for a second time violated the 

appellant’s article 13 right pursuant to the U.N. Convention against 

Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment

to complain of the torture when she denied his right to complain and have

the torture investigated, exceeding the scope of her position to violate the 

convention against torture, thereby grossly exceeding her jurisdiction, 

demonstrating a gross patter of human rights abuses and intent to punish 

the Appellant;

68. The learned trial judge erred when she issued orders for a second time in 

a second appeal that are prejudicial to the appellant after she engaged in 

criminal activity with the defendants becoming an active participant in 

their crimes, making her extraditable to the United States; 

69. The learned trial judge erred when she for the second time violated the no

defense clause of the CAT and 269.1 of the criminal code;

70. The learned trial judge erred when she for the second time issued orders 

that violated article 2 of the convention against torture, an international 

instrument that is binding in Canada;
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71.  The learned trial judge erred when she owing the United States basic 

allegiance to not support persons committing treason in the United States 

by virtue of her position of a judge in a country that is a close ally of the 

United States, as Canada would not support treasonous conduct in the 

United States it’s NATO ally as that would violate its fundamental 

principles of the agreement, breached that trust for the second time;

72. The learned trial judge erred when she used the Federal Court of Canada 

for the second time to replicate the secret trials used in the inquisition to 

torture persons and subject them to gross violations of rights 

demonstrating a clear pattern and intent to see the life of the Appellant 

extinguished;

73. The learned trial judge erred when when she deprived the appellant of due

process by virtue of allowing the defendants to torture the appellant with 

impunity for the second time; 

74. The learned trial judge erred when she became a participant for the 

second time in the torture of the appellant when she made preparations 

for the vexatious litigation to proceed knowing that the appellant was 

being tortured by the defendants at the time of the case management 

hearing on August 31, 2021 committing an extraditable offense in the 

United States punishable by 20 years in prison and aggravated because 

the torture committed in front of an 8 year old child torturing the child in 
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the process, setting precedent that black children should be tortured 

without punishment in Canada;

75. The learned trial judge erred when she set precedent that black children 

can be tortured with impunity when proceeding with the vexatious litigant

motion with the full knowledge that a child was tortured by witnessing his

uncle the Appellant tortured by defendants in the action of the same; 

76. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored evidence that Justice R.W.

Elson issued orders that violated numerous laws, when he ordered the sale

of the home of the Appellant, upheld the kidnapping of Karis Richardson,

gave possession of his home to Kimberley Richardson, with full 

knowledge Patricia Meiklejohn broke the law to defraud the Appellant; 

and the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan requested the RCMP 

to prevent the Appellant from entering the court to prevent the 

enforcement of numerous Canadian statutes including the Convention 

against Torture, and tortured the Appellant instead of protecting the

Appellant flagrantly disregarding the Convention against Torture and 

sending a clear message that blacks have no rights in Canada and that the

Federal Court of Canada will protect you if you do the same;

77. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored compelling evidence of 

grievous crimes being committed by the Defendants, knowing that the 

intention is to use the court to cover their crimes and to commit further 
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crimes in direct violation of Convention against Torture, that commands 

the judiciary to take all measures to prevent acts of torture;

78. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored that the evidence strongly 

suggests that the   Appellant   will be murdered if the parties committing   

these crimes are not stopped;

79. The learned trial judge erred when she for the second time knowingly 

participated in treasonous conduct, abusing her position to facilitate and 

instigate torture and severe persecution of the Appellant and his affiliates;

80. The learned trial judge erred when she for the second time became 

complicit to the torture of a child;

81. The learned trial judge erred when she for the second time issued 

totalitarian orders, striking down the constitution in the process; 

82. The learned trial judge erred when she gave orders to prevent the

Appellant from complaining of torture in a blatant violation of article 13 

of the Convention against Torture, attempting to use her position to 

circumvent the same;

83. The learned trial judge erred when when she ignored evidence that 

defendants U.S. Homeland Security and U.S. ICE in T-1404-20 

obstructed and tortured the Appellant and failed to make mention of it in 

her orders;
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84. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored evidence on an action 

where established case law is being used to demonstrate that rogue agents

of U.S. Immigration Control and Enforcement and the Department of 

Homeland Security were engaged in activities consistent with conspiracy 

to commit treason against the United States of America, and taking 

actions that made her any enemy of the same;

85. The learned trial judge erred when she permitted treason to advance with 

impunity with full knowledge of evidence that demonstrates actions 

consistent with the overthrow of democracy in Canada and the United 

States of America by a transnational organization seeking to build a world

without freedom;

86. The learned trial judge erred when she ordered the motion for the 

vexatious litigant with knowledge that the Royal Canadian Mounted 

Police seized the property located at 1292 95th Street North Battleford 

without an order of the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan, in the 

process causing a severe disruption of an essential service for a political, 

ideological and religious purpose, that intimidated a segment of the public

with regard to its security and economic security to compel a person to do

or to refrain from doing any act, that caused serious interference with or 

serious disruption of an essential service, becoming an accessory and 

conspirator after the fact to the foregoing terrorist activity that victimized 
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Applicant

CONTACT INFORMATION AND ADDRESS FOR SERVICE

Dale Richardson: 1292 95th Street, North Battleford SK S9A 0G2; Telephone 

number: (306) 441-7010; Email address: unity@dsrkarisconsulting.com 
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NOTICE OF APPEAL

ACTION

_______________

FEDERAL COURT OF APPEAL

BETWEEN:

1. Dale J. Richardson

hereinafter the "Appellant"

AND:

2. Attorney General of 

Canada et al;

hereinafter each a "Defendant", and collectively, the "Defendants"
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NOTICE OF APPEAL

TO THE RESPONDENT:

A LEGAL PROCEEDING HAS BEEN COMMENCED AGAINST YOU by the 

Appellant. The relief claimed by the Appellant appears on the following page. 

THIS APPEAL will be heard by the Court at a time and place to be fixed by the 

Judicial Administrator. Unless the Court directs otherwise, the place of hearing 

will be requested by the Appellant. 

IF YOU WISH TO OPPOSE THIS APPEAL, to receive notice of any step in the 

appeal or to be served with any documents in the appeal, you or a solicitor acting 

for you must prepare a notice of appearance in form 341 prescribed by the Federal

Court Rules and serve it on the Appellant’s solicitor, or when the Appellant is 

self-represented, on the Appellant, WITHIN 10 DAYS of being served with this 

notice of appeal. 

IF YOU INTEND TO SEEK A DIFFERENT DISPOSITION of the order 

appealed from, you must serve and file a notice of cross-appeal in form 341 

prescribed by the Federal Court Rules instead of serving and filing a notice of 

appearance. 

Copies of the Federal Court Rules information concerning the local offices of the 

Court and other necessary information may be obtained on request to the 

Administrator of this Court at Ottawa (telephone 613-992-4238) or at any local 

office. 

IF YOU FAIL TO OPPOSE THIS APPEAL, JUDGEMENT MAY BE GIVEN 

IN YOUR ABSENCE AND WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE TO YOU. 
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October ______, 2021

Issued by: ____________________________

(Registry Officer)

Address of local office: 90 Sparks Street, 5th floor, Ottawa, Ontario, K1A 0H9
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To: Olive Waller Zinkhan & Waller LLP

1000-2002 Victoria Ave

Regina, SK, CA S4P 0R7

Virgil A Thomson (Barrister #4857)

Tel: 306-359-1888

Fax: 306-352-0771

Email: vthomson@owzw.com

Lawyers for the Defendants Virgil A. Thomson, Olive Waller Zinkhan & 

Waller LLP, Chantelle Thompson, Jennifer Schmidt, Mark Clements, 

Chad Gartner, Brad Appel, Ian McArthur, Bryce Bohun, Kathy Irwin, 

Jason Panchyshyn and Cary Ransome. 

Attorney General of Canada

Department of Justice Canada

410 22nd Street East, Suite 410

Saskatoon, SK S7K 5T6

Cheryl Giesbrecht (Barrister #5883)

Tel: 1 306 518-0800

Fax: 1 306 975-4030

Email: Chery.Giesbrecht@Justice.gc.ca

Lawyers for the Defendants Attorney General of Canada; and likely 

lawyers of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police (Cheryl is likely the 

“RCMP” making arguments in the fiat)
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McDougall Gauley LLP

500-616 Main St

Saskatoon, SK, CA S7H 0J6

Chantelle C. Eisner (Barrister #4518)

Tel: 306-653-1212

Fax: 306-652-1323

Email: ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com 

Heather J. Laing, Q.C. (Barrister #3704)

Tel: 306-653-1212

Fax: 306-652-1323

Email: hlaing@mcdougallgauley.com 

Lawyers for the Defendants Saskatchewan Health Authority

Miller Thomson LLP

3000, 700-9th Ave SW

Calgary, AB, T2P 3V4

Annie M. Alport

Tel: 1 403 298-2418

Fax: 1 403-262-0007

Email: aalport@millerthomson.com 

Lawyers for the Defendants Matrix Law Group, Patricia J. Meiklejohn, 

Cliff A. Holm, and Kimberley Richardson. 

Emery Jamieson LLP

2400, 10235-101 Street

Edmonton, AB, T5J 3G1
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Bruce M. Comba

Tel: 1 780 936-8562

Fax: 1 780-420-6277

Email: BComba@emeryjamieson.com 

Lawyers for the Defendant Derek Allchurch. 

McKercher LLP

374, 3rd Avenue South

Saskatoon, SK, S7K 1M5

Marie K. Stack

Tel: 1 306 664-1349

Fax: 1 403-653-2669

Email: mstack@mckercher.ca 

Lawyers for the Defendant Justice R.W. Elson.

McKercher LLP

374, 3rd Avenue South

Saskatoon, SK, S7K 1M5

Elizabeth J. Ulmer

Tel: 1 306 664-1377

Fax: 1 403-653-2669

Email: e.ulmer@mckercher.ca 

Lawyers for the Defendant Justice R.W. Elson.
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Ministry of Justice and Attorney General

Government of Saskatchewan

1874 Scarth Street

Regina, SK, S4P 4B3

Annie M. Alport

Tel: 1 306 787-5224

Fax: 1 403-787-0581

Email: justin.stevensont@gov.sk.ca 

Lawyers for the Defendants Jill Cook, Glen Metivier, The Honourable 

Judge M. Pelletier, Emi Holm, and Char Blais.. 
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APPEAL

THE APPELLANT APPEALS to the Federal Court of Appeal from the order of

ROCHESTER V. Dated OCT 20, 2021 by which an order was issued in T-1404-

20 to uphold the orders of Prothonotary Mirelle Tabib dated August 31, 2021. In 

spite of evidence presented demonstrating the RCMP committed a crime and the

Defendants demonstrated intent to used the vexatious litigant hearing to torture 

the Appellant, and that Defendants in the action tortured the Appellant during the 

course of the litigation.

THE APPELLANT ASKS that:

1. The Entire Order be appealed and reviewed; and 

2. Order to investigate the torture of the Appellant pursuant to the U.N. 

Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading 

Treatment or Punishment; and

3. That the case management hearing be suspended.

THE GROUNDS OF THE APPEAL are as follows:

4. The learned trial judge erred when she allowed the Defendants an 

opportunity to speak when they did not provide a defense to the Court;
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5. The learned trial judge erred when she shielded Cheryl Giesbrecht from 

answering questions of criminal activity by the RCMP. The testimony of 

a retired public servant of the RCMP who worked in GIS and MCU 

supported that the warrant was not following protocol;

6. The learned trial judge erred when she created a narrative that does not 

agree with the evidence provided to her, creating a straw man argument in

the process and continuing a line of perjury to shield criminal activity in 

the Courts;

7. The learned trial judge erred when when she did not make a decision 

based on the facts and the law, as the only facts presented were those 

provided by the Appellant;

8. The learned trial judge erred when she omitted that the Appellant filed for

asylum in the United States to flee the persecution of the Defendants, and 

that when Cheryl Giesbrecht presented an affidavit that the RCMP issued 

a warrant on July 22, 2020 for resisting arrest for an arrest that took place 

on July 23, 2020, that the Appellant had reason to fear that the RCMP 

would torture him again when Cheryl Giesbrecht would present evidence 

to prove the RCMP tortured the Appellant as the reason he should not get 

protection from torture;

9. The learned trial judge erred when when she stated “I find there was no 

palpable and overriding error in the Order and, consequently, no basis 
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upon which for this Court to intervene. Prothonotary Tabib, as the case 

management judge, managed the proceedings and exercised her 

discretion in accordance with Rule 385(1)(a) of the Rules:” After being 

provided evidence that the Appellant was tortured in Canada by the

Defendants, that he was tortured upon arrival to the United States and had

affidavit evidence read of the torture from witnesses to the torture, 

evidence of torture by the Department of Homeland Security while 

detaining the Appellant, and that Prothonotary Mirelle Tabib had 

knowledge of this and ordered the scheduling for the vexatious litigant 

proceeding in clear violation of the Convention against Torture;

10.  The learned trial judge erred when she purported that punishing a person 

who was complaining of torture, who has complaints of torture that were 

never investigated is within the discretion of the Case Management Judge 

in direct contravention to article 13 of the Convention against Torture;

11. The learned trial judge erred when she overlooked the intent to declare

Robert A. Cannon a vexatious litigant in the Federal Court of Canada 

when he has never engaged in any litigation in the Federal Court of 

Canada, he was never notified, demonstrating "intent to destroy, in whole 

or in part, a national, ethnical, racial or religious group, as such"  with the 

intent  to Cause “serious bodily or mental harm to members of the group;”

with Robert A. Cannon and the Appellant sharing religious beliefs held by an 
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extremely small segment of persons even within the persons who identify as 

Seventh-Day Adventists;

12. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored the systematic attack 

directed at the population consisting of the Appellant and those 

associating with him including without limitation, his daughters, family 

and, Robert A. Cannon, the attack includes without limitation, 

deportation and forced population transfer, imprisonment or other 

severe deprivation of physical liberty, torture, other inhumane acts, 

persecution of any identifiable group or collectively on political, racial, 

ethnic, cultural, religious or other grounds that are universally 

impermissible under international law; facilitating crimes against 

humanity by gross abuse of her position;

13. The learned trial judge erred when she stated “The Plaintiff’s objections 

to the Order are rooted in the fact that steps have been scheduled that will 

ultimately lead to the hearing of the s. 40 Motion.” when the Appellant 

main argument was that Prothonotary Mirelle Tabib knew that the

Defendants were guilty of torture and actions that are clear crimes against

humanity, and scheduled the vexatious litigant hearing with full 

knowledge that the hearing is to conduct crimes against humanity, and 

punish the Appellant and other parties not involved in the litigation and 

proceeded to allow the scheduling knowing the criminal intent;
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14. The learned trial judge erred when she set precident that the torture, 

persecution, forced population transfer of Black Canadians is sanctioned 

by the Federal Court of Canada, and that the court will punish any Blacks 

who complain of the same, demonstrating an apartheid system operated 

by rogue agents within the courts in Canada in direct violation of the 

charter;

15. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored evidence based on 

established case law in the United States that the American defendants are

engaged in actions consistent with treason against the United States by 

using force in a conspiracy to prevent the enforcement of the Convention 

against Torture, and the rogue American agents are supporting conduct 

that they know to be treasonous, by supporting the rogue agents in

Canada preventing the enforcement of the same;

16. The learned trial judge erred when she demonstrated by her actions is a 

rogue agent in the Federal Court of Canada, engaged in a conspiracy to 

prevent the enforcement of the Convention against Torture, when 

presented file numbers for torture issued by the RCMP, who tortured the

Appellant, to prevent the enforcement of the Convention against Torture;

17. The learned trial judge erred by allowing the vexatious litigant motion to 

proceed when she had full knowledge that a defendant in the action 

tortured the appellant during the course of the litigation. It is impossible 
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for it to be a vexatious claim when a defendant took the very action that 

was being alleged in the statement of claim;

18. The learned trial judge erred by having knowledge of compelling 

evidence of the torture of the Appellant by a defendant in T-1404-20 

which hindered him from properly representing himself, and the judge is 

the case management judge in the same, and issued orders to facilitate the

torture of the Appellant;

19. The learned trial judge erred when making an order that facilitated 

torture, rendering her the instigator of the torture by her permission of it 

through her orders of the court, thereby grossly exceeding her 

jurisdiction, she also erred by participating in crimes against humanity 

when being a conspirator and accessory to a systematic attack on a 

civilian population;

20. The learned trial judge erred when she issued orders that aided the 

transnational organization that is committing crimes against humanity and

actively engaging in treasonous actions in the Canada and the United 

States, making her an enemy of the United States and a traitor to Canada;

21. The learned trial judge erred when she deliberately used her position to 

shield criminal activity and silence the whistle-blower of the transnational

organization instituting totalitarian rule in Canada and the United States;
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22. The learned trial judge erred by considering compelling evidence of the 

torture of the Appellant by a defendant in T-1404-20 which hindered him 

from properly representing himself; minimizing the appellants flight from

the torture and persecution, when she had evidence and admission from 

the RCMP that they took actions that were consistent with torturing the 

appellant demonstrating her complicity in the same; 

23. The learned trial judge erred when she engaged in criminal activity when 

becoming complicit to torture, violation the convention against torture 

and grossly exceeded her jurisdiction in issuing orders demonstrating the 

imposition of absolute tyranny;

24. The learned trial judge erred when she violated the appellant’s article 13 

right pursuant to the U.N. Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, 

Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment to complain of the 

torture when she denied his right to complain and have the torture 

investigated, exceeding the scope of her position to violate the convention

against torture, thereby grossly exceeding her jurisdiction;

25. The learned trial judge erred when she issued orders that are prejudicial to

the appellant after she engaged in criminal activity with the defendants 

becoming an active participant in their crimes, making her extraditable to 

the United States; 
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26. The learned trial judge erred when she violated the no defense clause of 

the CAT and 269.1 of the criminal code;

27. The learned trial judge erred when she issued orders that violated article 2

of the convention against torture, an international instrument that is 

binding in Canada;

28.  The learned trial judge erred when she owing the United States basic 

allegiance to not support persons committing treason in the United States 

by virtue of her position of a judge in a country that is a close ally of the 

United States, as Canada would not support treasonous conduct in the 

United States it’s NATO ally as that would violate its fundamental 

principles of the agreement;

29. The learned trial judge erred when she used the Federal Court of Canada 

to replicate the secret trials used in the inquisition to torture persons and 

subject them to gross violations of rights;

30. The learned trial judge erred when when she deprived the appellant of due

process by virtue of allowing the defendants to torture the appellant with 

impunity; 

31. The learned trial judge erred when she became a participant in the torture 

of the appellant when she made preparations for the vexatious litigation to

proceed knowing that the appellant was being tortured by the defendants 

at the time of the case management hearing on August 31, 2021 
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committing an extraditable offence in the United States punishable by 20 

years in prison and aggravated because the torture committed in front of 

an 8 year old child torturing the child in the process;

32. The learned trial judge erred when she set precedent that black children 

can be tortured with impunity when proceeding with the vexatious litigant

motion with the full knowledge that a child was tortured by witnessing his

uncle the Appellant tortured by defendants in the action of the same; 

33. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored evidence that Justice R.W.

Elson issued orders that violated numerous laws, when he ordered the sale

of the home of the Appellant, upheld the kidnapping of Karis Richardson,

gave possession of his home to Kimberley Richardson, with full 

knowledge Patricia Meiklejohn broke the law to defraud the Appellant; 

and the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan requested the RCMP 

to prevent the Appellant from entering the court to prevent the 

enforcement of numerous Canadian statutes including the Convention 

against Torture;

34. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored compelling evidence of 

grievous crimes being committed by the Defendants, knowing that the 

intention is to use the court to cover their crimes and to commit further 

crimes in direct violation of Convention against Torture, that commands 

the judiciary to take all measures to prevent acts of torture;
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35. The learned trial judge erred when she knowingly participated in 

treasonous conduct, abusing her position to facilitate and instigate torture 

and severe persecution of the Appellant and his affiliates;

36. The learned trial judge erred when she became complicit to the torture of 

a child;

37. The learned trial judge erred when she issued totalitarian orders, striking 

down the constitution in the process; 

38. The learned trial judge erred when she gave orders to prevent the

Appellant from complaining of torture in a blatant violation of article 13 

of the Convention against Torture, attempting to use her position to 

circumvent the same;

39. The learned trial judge erred when when she ignored evidence that 

defendants U.S. Homeland Security and U.S. ICE in T-1404-20 

obstructed and tortured the Appellant and failed to make mention of it in 

her orders;

40. The learned trial judge erred when she ignored evidence on an action 

where established case law is being used to demonstrate that rogue agents

of U.S. Immigration Control and Enforcement and the Department of 

Homeland Security were engaged in activities consistent with conspiracy 

to commit treason against the United States of America, and taking 

actions that made her any enemy of the same;
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41. The learned trial judge erred when she permitted treason to advance with 

impunity with full knowledge of evidence that demonstrates actions 

consistent with the overthrow of democracy in Canada and the United 

States of America by a transnational organization seeking to build a world

without freedom;

42. The learned trial judge erred when she ordered the motion for the 

vexatious litigant with knowledge that the Royal Canadian Mounted 

Police seized the property located at 1292 95th Street North Battleford 

without an order of the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan, in the 

process causing a severe disruption of an essential service for a political, 

ideological and religious purpose, that intimidated a segment of the public

with regard to its security and economic security to compel a person to do

or to refrain from doing any act, that caused serious interference with or 

serious disruption of an essential service, becoming an accessory and 

conspirator after the fact to the foregoing terrorist activity that victimized 

Texas resident Robert A. Cannon, making the transnational organization 

the enemy of the United States of America and extraditable to the same;

43. The learned trial judge erred when she made prejudiced orders after 

learning that the Appellant named the Federal Court of Canada and other 

parties in the actions as terrorists and conspirators to treason against the
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GROUNDS

6. The Intervenor is presenting the evidence before the Court of King's Bench for 

Alberta in good faith based on scientific inquiry and because of the urgent, 

imperative, nature of its findings that are of an extreme interest to the public and 

can have catastrophic consequences to the lives, health and safety of the public, 

especially impacting children by killing them by criminal negligence and 

spreading a biological weapon if ignored, thereby engaging in terrorism and 

treason by giving aid and comfort to the traitors and terrorist named herein and 

listed in the attached affidavit and documentation hereunder.

7. The Intervenor was defrauded by Derek Allchurch and all the other defendants in 

T-1404-20 by using fraudulent shareholder information of a federal corporation,

DSR Karis Consulting Inc. for financial and personal gain and rogue agents of

Federal Court of Canada and the Defendants including Derek Allchurch have 

established a consistent pattern of fraudulent actions; 

8. The Intervenor is a Canadian citizen who has and is conducting research in the 

area of infection controls regarding SARS-Cov-2 threat that is in the public 

interest to continue without him being the subject of torture and persecution, with 

one of the primary ways in which he is being punished is through the torture and 

persecution of his two daughters and other family members, one of whom is

Kaysha Richardson who is a part of this litigation; as the research is related to 

mitigating the spread of the emerging contagion;

9. The Intervenor’s research suggests that the actions of Derek Allchurch and those

associated with him are consistent with participation in Bioterrorism;

10. Evidence presented by the Intervenor demonstrates that Derek Allchurch, Tara D.

Pipella and Pipella Law LLP have documents originating from the Intervenor in 

the file of Astra Richardson-Pereira including a statement of claim for T-1403-20 

where the Intervenor submitted an action of behalf of DSR Karis Consulting Inc., 

a federal corporation registered to operate in the jurisdiction of Alberta and 

Saskatchewan and is the same corporation that Derek Allchurch defrauded in the
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Federal Court of Canada and presents evidence of criminal fraud in violation of 

section 380(1) of the Criminal Code by using the litigation case of Astra 

Richardson-Pereira to process documents relating to the Intervenor;

11. Derek Allchurch has used fraud to obtain charging liens in the Supreme Court of 

British Columbia further demonstrating a pattern of using the civil courts to 

commit fraud;

12. Derek Allchurch, Tara D. Pipella and Pipella Law LLP have a vested interest in 

the suppression of the Intervenor’s research and is benefiting financially from the 

murder of people of Canada and the United States;

13. Derek Allchurch, Tara D. Pipella and Pipella Law LLP have demonstrated a 

propensity to commit fraud using the civil courts and every matter must be 

examined and every party connected to these matters must be investigated;

14. Associate Chief Justice Rooke has demonstrated a propensity for fraud and 

abusing his position as a justice of the Court of King's Bench of Alberta in 

violation of section 380(1) of the Criminal Code;

15. Associate Chief Justice Rooke has abused his position to retaliate and punish 

the Intervenor for complaints of torture in violation of the Convention against 

Torture and 269.1 of the Criminal Code; 

16. It is in the public interest for the Applicant’s matter to be set aside because no 

health authority has no scientific basis for their issuance of Table S-31 for

Aerosol Generating Medical Procedures guidance and evidence suggests that 

the guidance issued by Public Health Agency of Canada has furthered the 

spread of SARS-Cov-2 and will potentially do the same with the emerging

Monkeypox contagion;

17. The Intervenor has a right to be heard under article 13 of the Convention against 

Torture and has been continually denied his rights to the same in the Federal 

Court of Canada and the Applicant has financially and materially benefited from 

the denial of said rights, and is seeking to further such financial gains by way of 

fraudulent means;
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18. The Intervenor is the only person equipped to effectively consult on implementing

his research that was pioneered by him, and hindering him will result in 

substantial loss of life to members of the public as a result of the spread of a 

biological weapon, which will be the sure result from denying him the ability to 

speak; 

19. The Intervenor is not Kaysha Richardson and has a right to speak on his own 

behalf;

20. The Intervenor has identified that the actions of state and private actors are 

consistent with participants engaged in Bioterrorism through his research;

II. FACTS

21. The Dale J. Richardson has conducted research into SARS-Cov-2 infection 

controls on behalf of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. which is a Canadian corporation 

pursuant to Canada Business Corporations Act whose business is in essential 

services in Heating, Ventilating, and Air Conditioning. Dale J. Richardson has 

also conducted research on behalf of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. into SARS-Cov-

2 and the emerging Monkeypox contagion and has identified a number of risks 

associated with the misrepresentation of Aerosol Generating Medical Procedures

guidance issued by the Saskatchewan Health Authority that can have “an 

extremely deleterious negative impact on the population of Saskatchewan” from 

allowing the spread of a biological weapon designed to kill the innocent citizens 

of Canada and the United States. The report produced by the DSR Karis 

Consulting Inc. out lines serious threats to the public and national security issues 

that agree with declassified Canadian Security Intelligence Service documents 

relating to Bioterrorism. This guidance is also in use by the Public Health Agency 

of Canada and the deleterious effects from the spreading of a biological weapon 

will be the same in its jurisdiction. 

22. The engineering report demonstrates that SARS-Cov-2 was used a biological 

weapon that was used to interfere with the 2020 elections in the United States 

and used as a mechanism to effect its overthrow.
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23. The engineering report demonstrates that actors in Canada have acted to hinder 

the reporting of the interference bioterrorism that was used to interfere in the

United States presidential elections in 2020 which is an act of aggression against

the United States and constitutes foreign interference in an election in the United 

States;

24. Associate Chief Justice Rooke

25. Kaysha Richardson is a citizen of the Metis Nation of Saskatchewan.

26. The Attorney General of Canada has demonstrated an observable pattern of 

attacking the Intervenor and any person who agrees with or is in line with his 

political opinion. Derek Allchurch, Tara D. Pipella and Pipella Law LLP have 

financially and materially benefited from these attacks.

27. The research of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. agrees with the political opinion of the

Dale J. Richardson.

28. Derek Allchurch made an agreement with Nabeel Peermohamed in the slip and 

fall matter for Astra Richardson-Pereira which is related to the MVA which is the 

underlying action this application is attached to and the agreement was dated 

March 24, 2021.

29. Kaysha Richardson is the Chief Communication Officer of DSR Karis Consulting 

Inc. and she has filed for asylum in the United States under the Convention 

against Torture. Derek Allchurch, Tara Pipella, SGI and Jordan Ottenbreit (without

limitation) are persons who are complicit to her torture and reason for her asylum

claim. 

30. The registered office of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. for Alberta is located at 116 

West Creek Meadow Chestermere AB, which is also the residence of Astra 

Richardson-Pereira. 

31. Astra Richardson-Pereira is the person listed for service of documents for DSR 

Karis Consulting Inc. in Alberta. 
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32. Derek Allchurch made an agreement with Nabeel Peermohamed in the slip and 

fall matter for Astra Richardson-Pereira which is related to the MVA and the 

agreement was dated March 24, 2021. The agreement was for Astra Richardson-

Pereira to assume 75% liability for the slip and fall.

33. The letter by James A. Richards of Slater Veccio LLP stated that it was not in

Astra Richardson-Pereira’s best interests to have the matters litigated for a 

number of reasons, and a notable one is that the MVA could be reduced by the %

of the deal put forth by Nabeel Peermohamed to Derek Allchurch. SGI is involved

in the MVA litigation in the Supreme Court of British Columbia. 

34. The letter by James A. Richards said it was in the best interests of Astra 

Richardson-Pereira to have the MVA and the slip and fall litigated together and 

declined to take the case in British Columbia because he said it was not in her 

best interests.

35. Dale J. Richardson witnessed Derek Allchurch and Tara D. Pipella pressure Astra

Richardson-Pereira to take the offer that Nabeel Peermohamed gave. Astra 

Richardson-Pereira declined to take the offer.

36. Associate Chief Justice Rooke of the Court of King's Bench of Alberta was the 

judge presiding over the matter between Astra Richardson-Pereira and Nabeel 

Peermohamed, where Derek Allchurch withdrew as her counsel the day before 

the trial when she refused to take the deal with Nabeel Peermohamed.

37. Associate Chief Justice Rooke punished Astra Richardson-Pereira and Kaysha 

Richardson for an Application for Access to the Child under the central authority, 

which is not the jurisdiction of the Court of King's Bench of Alberta and Kaysha 

Richardson nor Astra Richardson-Pereira has filed any document in the Court of 

King's Bench of Alberta called application 3 in his orders dated August 23, 2022 

and previously.

38. Associate Chief Justice Rooke is the justice in charge of the trial that Derek 

Allchurch abandoned his client Astra Richardson-Pereira on March 26, 2021 the 
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day before the trial and Nabeel Peermohamed was counsel for the Defendants in

that action;

39. The Cullen Commission report demonstrated that lawyers and law societies were

involved in criminal activity.

40. On July 23, 2020 a terrorist attack was initiated against DSR Karis Consulting 

Inc. by kidnapping Dale J. Richardson and Kaysha Richardson and torturing 

them at separate facilities controlled and or operated by the Saskatchewan 

Health Authority to propagate the distribution of a biological agent, namely

SARS-Cov-2; 

41. On July 23, 2020 a second terrorist attack was initiated against DSR Karis 

Consulting Inc. when its registered office was seized and corporate records were 

stolen and or duplicated for the purposes of destroying DSR Karis Consulting 

Inc..

42. Nabeel Peermohamed was retained by  Saskatchewan Government Insurance 

(“SGI”) and Jordan Ottenbreit and Nabeel Peermohamed sent an email to DSR 

Karis Consulting Inc. on October 5, 2020 to advise that he was retained as 

counsel in the matter of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. v. Court of Queen's Bench for 

Saskatchewan et al., the research, torture, criminal negligence and involvement 

of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police were the subject of that matter.

43. SGI financially and materially benefited from fraud when the orders to dismiss T-

1115-20 stated that there was no jurisdiction for the Federal Court of Canada to 

deal with matters relating to servants of the crown, when the crown liabilities act 

states otherwise.

44. Dale J. Richardson has attempted to seek remedy against parties based on a 

similar set of events in T-1404-20 based on what happened to him as a person 

and the interest in the events relevant to him.

45. Dale J. Richardson has been targeted by the overt actions of the Defendants in 

T-1404-20 of whom Derek Allchurch is a named defendant. Any persons who 

share the same ideological, political, and religious position of Dale J. Richardson 
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or is affiliated with him in any way has been subject to these attacks. The overt 

actions include without limitation the torture of Kaysha Richardson and seizure of

property and hindrance of essential services of DSR Karis Consulting Inc..

46. The foregoing vexatious Order was made against Dale J. Richardson pursuant to

the authority and under the direction of the Attorney General of Canada as 

required by section 40 of the Federal Courts Act, demonstrated the intent of the 

Attorney General of Canada to defraud Dale J. Richardson of his rights, namely:

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF CANADA, acting through the 

Assistant Deputy Attorney General, Litigation, being a person 

appointed to serve in a capacity appropriate for granting a consent 

of this nature, hereby consents to the bringing of an application for 

an order against Dale Richardson, DSR Karis Consulting Inc., and 

Robert Cannon, pursuant to section 40 of the Federal Courts Act.

47. Fraudulent shareholder information of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. was used by 

the Defendants in T-1404-20 in the Federal Court of Canada to secure a 

favourable outcome and obtain financial and material benefit by unlawful 

punishment of Dale J. Richardson, and Derek Allchurch was among the

Defendants.

48. The fraudulent shareholder information was easily proved false as it could be 

obtained from the Alberta corporate registry and is on public record.

49. The certified security register of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. and the shareholder 

information on the Alberta corporate registry agree. 

50. DSR Karis Consulting Inc. has filled all annual returns in Alberta in 2021 and 

2022. 

51. Derek Allchurch financially and materially benefited from fraud in a civil court and 

is proposing that the Supreme Court of British Columbia exploit Kaysha 

Richardson financially.
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52. No qualified party has ever been able to refute to claims of Dale J. Richardson 

including the Association of Professional Engineers and Geoscientists of 

Saskatchewan.

53. The Defendants in T-1404-20 demonstrated intent to seek remedy against Dale 

J. Richardson, DSR Karis Consulting Inc., and Robert Cannon because Robert 

A. Cannon filed a habeas corpus to stop the agents of the Saskatchewan Health 

Authority from torturing Dale J. Richardson, Kaysha Richardson and by extension

Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson. This intent to punish because the torture was 

interrupted by the habeas corpus can be observed by the fixation of Pamela 

Heinrichs mentioning a habeas corpus as the main reason for the vexatious 

litigant proceeding which financially and materially benefited Derek Allchurch by 

the financial and sexual exploitation of Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson. The 

fixation of Pamela Heinrichs is observed in the foregoing grounds that were the 

focus of her Affidavit, sworn September 13, 2021, namely:

5. In addition to these Federal Court matters, the Plaintiff and/or his

agents have initiated the following court actions in Saskatchewan:

a. QBG 921 of 2020 (SKQB). A copy of the Application for 

Writ of Habeas Corpus and the corresponding September 

10, 2020 Fiat of Justice Crooks are attached hereto and 

marked as Exhibit “A”.

b. CACV3708 of 2020 (SKCA). A copy of the Notice of 

Appeal and the Appellant’s Factum are attached hereto and 

marked as Exhibit “B”.

...

8. I make this Affidavit in support the Motion to have the Plaintiff, 

Dale Richardson, and his agents, DSR Karis Consulting Inc. and 

Robert Cannon, declared vexatious litigants.

54. The Affidavit of Pamela Heinrichs, sworn September 13, 2021 cites and 

exclusively includes documents from Saskatchewan actions QBG 921 of 2020 

(SKQB) and CACV3708 of 2020 (SKCA), these actions were not brought by Dale
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J. Richardson, all were Applications for Writ of Habeas or related appeals 

including constitutional questions challenging forced medical treatment as 

legalized torture that restrained the Saskatchewan Health Authority from torturing

Dale J. Richardson and Kaysha Richardson; and to request an audit of Covid 

emergency legislation as it relates to bio-terrorism based on research and the 

interference to the essential services of DSR Karis Consulting Inc., the habeas 

corpus interfered with the financial and sexual exploitation of Karis Kenna Nicole 

Richardson, and revenge was taken for the interruption of the foregoing 

exploitation. 

55. The Attorney General of Canada vexatiously attacked a doctor’s note submitted 

to the court by Dale J. Richardson stating that he needed an expert report tobe 

absent from court, the attack was to further the financial and sexual exploitation 

of Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson, however even with the applicable rules for 

expert reports, no such report would be need as stated in the rules, namely:

Exception for certain medical professionals 

52.3 The rules governing expert witnesses do not apply to a 

medical professional who has given or is giving medical treatment 

or advice to a person if the evidence in relation to the person is 

limited to one or more of the following subjects:

(a) the results of an examination;

(b) a description of the treatment or advice;

(c) the reason the treatment or advice was or is being given; 

and

(d) the results of the treatment or advice.

56. The Attorney General of Canada used fraud in order to ensure that the date for 

the vexatious litigant hearing was kept to May 30, 2022, to further the financial 

and sexual exploitation of Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson, by using the Federal 

Court of Canada to usurp every other jurisdictional matter in which Karis Kenna 
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Nicole Richardson was named and the research which exposed the promulgation

of a biological weapon by terrorists acting with Canada and the United States. 

57. A report is submitted as an exhibit in the affidavit attached to this motion that is 

the culmination of 2 years of research pioneered by Dale J. Richardson, DSR 

Karis Consulting Inc., and DSR Karis North Consulting Inc., and the evidence 

contained based on peer reviewed research is of the greatest public interest as it 

pertains to the emerging public health threat, and how to implement engineering 

controls to reduce harm to the public that will be hindered if the proceeding will 

continue without intervention.

LEGAL BASIS

OVERVIEW

This Intervention is brought by DALE RICHARDSON to be granted leave to 

intervene without limitation, pursuant to 15(1) of the Canadian Charter of Rights 

and Freedoms, Convention against Torture, and 83.01(b) of the Criminal Code.

III. POINTS IN ISSUE

58. The issue raised on the application is whether leave should be granted for DALE 

RICHARDSON to intervene, allowing him standing to file an intervention and 

materials in opposition to an application that is alleged to further the following 

crimes without limitation, torture, terrorism, child trafficking for the purposes of 

financial and sexual exploitation, fraud, mortgage fraud, treason using the civil 

courts as a shield to permit the foregoing crimes to continue and to facilitate the 

progression of the same?

59. Do the circumstances warrant dispensing with any rules to warrant bringing the 

Intervention and prevent the civil courts from promulgating crime? 

60. Do the circumstances warrant intervention when evidence of widespread fraud 

has been presented to the courts in matters connected to the Intervenor, Derek 

Allchurch, Tara D. Pipella and Pipella Law LLP?
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61. Do the circumstances warrant dispensing with any other rules that would 

otherwise hinder bringing the intervention?

62. Should the Intervenor be permitted to intervene to restrain the criminal activity 

being facilitated by the Court of King's Bench of Alberta which includes without 

limitation, torture, terrorism, child trafficking for the purposes of financial and 

sexual exploitation, fraud, mortgage fraud, treason and the crime of aggression?

63. Should the Intervenor be permitted to intervene to remove the damage from 

terrorism and prevent the execution of further terrorist activity to destroy the 

public?

64. Should the Court of King's Bench of Alberta be used as a means to exploit

Kaysha Richardson financially to further the financial and sexual exploitation of 

her three year old sister and permit the indiscriminate murder of the public by 

way of bio-terrorist activity?

65. Derek Allchurch, Tara D. Pipella and their co-conspirators systematically used 

mechanisms designed to traffic large volumes of children and calculated to 

destroy any opposition to the trafficking of the children; should the Court of King's

Bench of Alberta give preference to the Applicant who has used advanced 

systems to traffick children and facilitate terrorist activity?

66. Do special circumstances exist for the Intervenor to be represented in the 

matter?

IV. SUBMISSIONS

67. The Intervenor, DALE RICHARDSON of 1292 95th Street, North Battleford, SK 

S9A 0G2, requests leave to intervene and have standing to appear in opposition, 

which was structured in a manner to deprive the Intervenor of rights by continual 

steps taken by the Applicant to persecute and torture him by attacking and 

financially exploiting the Plaintiff Kaysha Richardson his daughter. The

Convention against Torture in article 13 gives the inalienable right to complain, 

and this intervention is a mechanism of complaint, and article 2 demands that all 

judicial measures be granted to prevent acts of torture. The intervention must be 
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heard based on the imperative public interest of halting human trafficking and 

Bio-terrorism which are inexorably linked in this case, pursuant to the following 

treaties, constitutions, and statutes:

Subsection 7, 12, and 15(1) of the Canadian Charter of Rights and 

Freedoms; 

Subsections 92(14) and (16) of the Constitution Act, 1867;

Section 83 of the Criminal Code;

The Convention against Torture;

68. Article 2 of the Convention against Torture demands that each state party take 

effective judicial measures to prevent acts of torture, as can be seen below:

Article 2

1. Each State Party shall take effective legislative, administrative, 

judicial or other measures to prevent acts of torture in any territory 

under its jurisdiction. 

2. No exceptional circumstances whatsoever, whether a state of 

war or a threat of war, internal political instability or any other public

emergency, may be invoked as a justification of torture. 

3. An order from a superior officer or a public authority may not be 

invoked as a justification of torture.

69. Article 4 places prohibitions on any act deemed as complicity or participation in 

torture, and preventing the reporting of torture is only prolonging its effects, and 

punishing a person or any witnesses is a violation of article 13 of the same. 

Trafficking a persons children with their knowledge while using civil courts to 

restrain them from stopping it is torture of the worst form and is gross 

participation in the same. For greater certainty, they are linked below:

Article 4 

1. Each State Party shall ensure that all acts of torture are offences 

under its criminal law. The same shall apply to an attempt to commit
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torture and to an act by any person which constitutes complicity or 

participation in torture. 2. Each State Party shall make these 

offences punishable by appropriate penalties which take into 

account their grave nature.

Article 13 

Each State Party shall ensure that any individual who alleges he 

has been subjected to torture in any territory under its jurisdiction 

has the right to complain to, and to have his case promptly and 

impartially examined by, its competent authorities. Steps shall be 

taken to ensure that the complainant and witnesses are protected 

against all ill-treatment or intimidation as a consequence of his 

complaint or any evidence given. 

70. Other acts that are not torture, but fall under other acts of cruel, inhuman or 

degrading treatment or punishment are prohibited. Child trafficking falls under 

both torture and cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment, and evidence in the 

documentation provided demonstrates that Derek Allchurch and the Applicant are

complicit to child trafficking for the purposes of financial and sexual exploitation.

71. The financial exploitation is clearly demonstrated by the attacks against Dale J. 

Richardson to obtain financial penalties and prevent him from seeking remedies 

from the crimes levied against him.

72. The sexual exploitation is when crimes are being used to leave a young child in 

the care of a person who believes that a 4 year old child attempting to insert his 

penis into the mouth of another four year old child in secret is normal behaviour 

and going to extremely unreasonable lengths to suppress an investigation into 

child molestation that they should have no legitimate reason to attempt to 

suppress. 

73. Derek Allchurch, has financially and materially benefited when the Attorney 

General of Canada, and others interfered with and usurped provincial jurisdiction 

by entertaining vexatious litigation against the Intervenor for Saskatchewan 

actions taken by another person as follows without limitation, QBG 921 of 2020 

(SKQB) and CACV3708 of 2020 (SKCA) when vexatious ligation is already 
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established by or under a law of the province in violation of subsection 17(6) of 

the Federal Court Acts, namely: 

17(6) If an Act of Parliament confers jurisdiction in respect of a 

matter on a court constituted or established by or under a law of a 

province, the Federal Court has no jurisdiction to entertain any 

proceeding in respect of the same matter unless the Act expressly 

confers that jurisdiction on that court.

74. The habeas corpus is the strongest mechanism that can be used to prevent the 

trafficking of children both sexually and financially and severe punishments were 

directed at the Intervenor because another person disagreed with torturing two 

people to traffick an infant child for the purposes of sexual and financial 

exploitation and not wanting people to be indiscriminately killed by terrorist 

activity originating from the people who traffick children. 

75. Derek Allchurch has benefited financially and materially from fraudulent 

representations of shareholder information of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. in T-

1404-20 of the Federal Court of Canada to punish the Intervenor using fraud and 

other crimes, which includes without limitation, torture, bioterrorism, child 

trafficking for the purposes of financial and sexual exploitation, fraud, mortgage 

fraud, treason and criminal negligence causing death, for the purposes of 

retraining him from protecting his daughters from human trafficking for the 

purposes of sexual and financial exploitation;

76. Torture complaints from July 3, and 7, 2020 were issued by the Battlefords Royal 

Canadian Mounted Police 2020-898119, and 2020-922562 with the Intervenor 

and his at the time infant daughter Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson as the victims,

and Derek Allchurch, Tara D. Pipella, Pipella Law LLP, Nabeel Peermohamed, 

and Associate Chief Justice Rooke were instrumental in suppressing 

investigation into torture for their financial and material benefit, and to further the 

exploitation and trafficking of Kaysha Richardson and Karis Kenna Nicole 

Richardson for sexual and financial purposes; and Derek Allchurch proposes to 

use the Court of King's Bench of Alberta to continue the foregoing trafficking and 

exploitation;
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77. Criminal negligence complaints tied to the research pioneered by the Intervenor 

relating to SARS-Cov-2 were made by the Intervenor, Dale J. Richardson, and

DSR Karis Consulting Inc.. The file numbers are as follows: 2020-898911 and 

2020-898907 the Saskatchewan Health Authority were the subject of the 

complaint and table S-31 that was issued by the Center for Disease Control and 

Prevention, used by the Public Health Agency of Canada and many other health 

authorities in Canada.

78. Derek Allchurch, Tara D. Pipella, Nabeel Peermohamed, Jessica Karam,

Associate Chief Justice Rooke and those associated with them financially and 

materially benefited from suppression of the criminal negligence complaints 

made by the Intervenor and DSR Karis Consulting Inc., at the expense of human 

life, and trafficked children for financial and sexual exploitation.

79. Every action that has arose as a result of the criminally negligent guidelines in 

place for the SARS-Cov-2 response is a product of the criminally negligent 

guidelines and those who have suppressed its investigation are directly 

responsible for every death of every measure that arose because of its 

suppression in Canada and the United States, as crimes have been used by

Derek Allchurch Tara D. Pipella, Nabeel Peermohamed, Jessica Karam,

Associate Chief Justice Rooke and those associated with them to suppress its 

investigation to financially and materially benefit from the murder of the innocent 

by means of terrorist activity, and trafficking of children for financial and sexual 

exploitation;

80. Derek Allchurch Tara D. Pipella, Nabeel Peermohamed, Jessica Karam,

Associate Chief Justice Rooke are directly responsible for the trafficking of the 

daughter of the Intervenor, Kaysha Richardson who is currently in the United 

States after filing for asylum under the Convention against Torture and other 

protected grounds;

81. The Intervenor is a person and has “the right to the equal protection and equal 

benefit of the law without discrimination” pursuant to subsection 15(1) of the 

Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms (the “Charter”).
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82. The Defendants require time to examine the evidence presented by the

Intervenor, and has an obligation to the people of Alberta to implement the 

recommendations of the Intervenor to protect the public from the emerging threat

of Monkeypox and other contagions, which peer review research quoted in the 

research report titled “THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD 

TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A 

PRELIMINARY REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF RISK)”. Some of the peer reviewed

research cited in the aforementioned report states that some strains of

Monkeypox have a far higher mortality rate than SARS-Cov-2.

83. In Canada (Public Safety and Emergency Preparedness) v. Lopez Gaytan, 2020 

FCA 133 the Federal Court reviewed the criterion to be applied on a motion to 

intervene under Rule 109 as set out in Rothmans, Benson & Hedges Inc. v. 

Canada (Attorney General), [1989] F.C.J. No. 446, at para. 12, [1990] 1 F.C. 74, 

aff’d [1989] F.C.J. No. 707, [1990] 1 F.C. 90:

a) Is the proposed intervener directly affected by the outcome?

b) Does there exist a justiciable issue and a veritable public 

interest?

c) Is there an apparent lack of any other reasonable or efficient 

means to submit the question to the Court?

d) Is the position of the proposed intervener adequately defended 

by one of the parties to the case?

e) Are the interest of justice better served by the intervention of the 

proposed third party?

f) Can the Court hear and decide the cause on its merits without the

proposed intervener?

84. The foregoing test applicable to a motion to intervene is applied as follows:

(i) Is the proposed intervener directly affected by the outcome? The 

charging Order seeks remedy against “the Plaintiff, Kaysha Richardson

while she is in the United States without legal representation, being 
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ambushed after she fled from torture in Canada and is being forced to 

litigate against the persons that she fled from in an attempt to further 

fraudulent interests to destroy the daughter, sister, employer and other 

family members of the Intervenor, destroy his research and prevent 

him from alerting the public to its danger, it is unreasonable to think 

that the Intervenor is not directly affected by the outcome, especially 

when the Applicant is actively involved in trafficking and sexual and 

financial exploitation of his daughters Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson 

and Kaysha Richardson who is the Plaintiff in this application; 

Furthermore Nabeel Peermohamed has been involved in litigation tied 

to the research on behalf of SGI when the Intervenor acted as agent 

for DSR Karis Consulting Inc. against them, and Derek Allchurch 

benefited from fraud against the Intervenor on litigation arising from the

research and Derek Allchurch made a deal with Nabeel Peermohamed

that was not in the interests of his client relating to this case that would 

favour SGI and adversely affect every person tied to those matters 

including the Intervenor”

(ii) Does there exist a justiciable issue and a veritable public interest? The

Intervenor is a person with rights under the Charter, and the 

psychological duress of watching the continual suffering of his 

daughters who are being trafficked for sexually and financially 

exploiting them, and unrestrained steps being used to destroy him and 

his research demonstrates standing as the COVID pandemic gives 

unprecedented opportunity to traffick children both financially and 

sexually. This satisfies the locus standi element of justiciable in 

conjunction with the fact that the Intervenor is whistle-blowing 

bioterrorism, child trafficking for the purposes of financial and sexual 

exploitation and other serious crimes. The ripe element is met due the 

facts of the case having matured into an existing controversy 

warranting judicial intervention, as the report that out lines the threat of

Bioterrorism for the purpose of child trafficking of a sexual and financial

nature and other objects and actions of Derek Allchurch, Tara D. 

Pipella, Nabeel Peermohamed Associate Chief Justice Rooke and 

others associated are consistent with participation/facilitation of the 

same, exceeds this element. Since the matter has not yet been 

resolved, the issues cannot be considered moot. The question that 

must be settled is the political question, of whether this is too politically 

charged for the court to try this issue, however if it is deemed as such, 
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then the entire matter is not a triable issued by the court and must be 

referred to Parliament for a remedy to such matters of an urgent nature

as Bioterrorism tied to child trafficking for the purposes of sexual and 

financial exploitation and other political, religious and ideological 

objectives, since actions of agents of many of the Courts have 

demonstrated complicity to the same. The mere mention of a report 

that provides evidence that suggests Bioterrorism connected to the 

trafficking of children for sexual and financial exploitation and the 

inability of public health authorities far exceeds the threshold of 

veritable public interest. This is not even considering many other 

constitutional violations that were required for this proceeding to get to 

this stage; the Applicant are seeking the consent of the Court of King's 

Bench of Alberta to take premeditated steps to ambush the Intervenor 

by continuing an easily observable pattern of fraud, for the purposes of

advancing bioterrorism connected to child trafficking that would set the 

precedent that those who share the same political, position of the

Intervenor are not persons by Canadian law or Individuals under the

Charter, nor do children have any rights and can be trafficked using the

civil courts in violation of the Charter and against the will of the 

people;

(iii) Is there an apparent lack of any other reasonable or efficient means to 

submit the question to the Court? The application was structured in a 

manner in which to disadvantage and exploit the Plaintiff and her sister

Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson by proxy the Intervenor and ambush 

him and the other parties who are associated with him, and fraud was 

used by agents of the Court to accomplish these ends, and thereby 

has no other judicial means to oppose the order that will be used to 

continue the attack against those who threaten to expose the criminal 

activities of Derek Allchurch, Jessica Karam, Tara D. Pipella and

Associate Chief Justice Rooke which includes without limitation bio-

terrorism, child trafficking for the purposes of sexual and financial 

exploitation and the authorities in the United States have been alerted 

to the attempts of the aforementioned parties and their conspirators 

attempts to kill the Intervenor;

(iv) Is the position of the proposed intervener adequately defended by one 

of the parties to the case? The Intervenor has no representation in the

Court of King's Bench of Alberta as he is a separate person from the
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Plaintiff, and the Plaintiff is not authorized to represent or speak on 

behalf of the Intervenor, the Intervenor must represent his interests as 

the research report by the Intervenor, the national security threat and 

the torture and other crimes used to suppress it is the sole basis as the

reason for his intervention and its position is impossible to defend 

because it is not before the court in any capacity, nor is anyone 

capable of or qualified to defend his position, and no child trafficker is 

in any position to defend the interests of the children of the Intervenor, 

as the civil courts are being used as the primary means to facilitate 

terrorist activity which promulgates trafficking of children for sexual and

financial purposes whose very existence is treasonous in nature, 

furthermore, it has been demonstrate that a pattern of fraud has been 

used against him especially the actions of Associate Chief Justice 

Rooke;

(v) Are the interest of justice better served by the intervention of the 

proposed third party? Evidence of Bioterrorism has been presented by 

the Intervenor and it is in the public interest for the intervention, in fact 

it would facilitate terrorism that promulgates child trafficking for the 

purposes of sexual and financial exploitation if the intervention is 

refused, the Intervenor lacks representation in an application which will

further criminal activity against him exploit his daughters while he is 

forced to watch and be tortured by that fact and those associated with 

him, and in accordance with the fundamental principles of justice and 

the Charter, shall be given the right to defend himself, in the public 

interest the public must be protected from Bioterrorism, and the 

widespread trafficking of children for the purposes of sexual and 

financial exploitation, Derek Allchurch, Jessica Karam, Tara D. Pipella 

and Associate Chief Justice Rooke and their conspirators must be 

exposed for their crimes and no other party has demonstrated the 

courage of the Intervenor to stand up against the judicial system to 

expose the outright criminal activity; and

(vi)Can the Court hear and decide the cause on its merits without the 

proposed Intervenor? The Court is not authorized to represent or 

speak on behalf of the Intervenor and shall never be authorized to do 

so, nor is it qualified to speak on matters in engineering especially 

research that was produced by the Intervenor, based on research 

pioneered by him for himself, DSR Karis Consulting Inc., and DSR 
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Karis North Consulting Inc. a Delaware corporation, making the 

intervention necessary for the security of the public in Canada and the

United States and the Court would be responsible for any deaths 

resulting from the emerging threat, and every court hearing that the

Intervenor has been a part of have been set up to give favour to those 

who sexually and financially exploit children and have increased ease 

of trafficking the children from the bioterrorism exposed by the 

research of the Intervenor, the actions of Associate Chief Justice 

Rooke demonstrate that the corruption present in the Court makes it 

impossible for the Court to hear and decide the cause on its merits 

especially since the court is incompetent inf the area of engineering.

85. The Intervenor possesses rights to research that demonstrates that many health 

authorities are not prepared to implement proper engineering controls for the 

emerging threat and the public safety must come before issuing the orders 

requested by the Applicant, and the public would be outraged if a person who 

was protecting the public interest was prevented from representing their interests

which is tied to his own. There is an obligation for this matter to be set aside and 

the threat to the public be addressed, as the threat to the public is of a far greater

value to the public than issuing a charging lien for a case not yet decided or not 

near conclusion, nor should any such charging lien be given for the express 

purposes of financially exploiting Kaysha Richardson and her continuing the 

trafficking of Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson both sexually and financially while 

retraining the Intervenor from helping his daughters and torturing him in the 

process, and the legal profession act is a mechanism to facilitate human 

trafficking;

86. Refusal of the intervention will result in unnecessary deaths to the public, and 

any financial costs are far outweighed by the massive loss of life that has the 

potential to be numbered in the millions in Canada in a worst case scenario, and 

allow for widespread human trafficking for sexual and financial exploitation to be 

shielded by the Court of King's Bench of Alberta, and that precedent will be sent 

that the civil courts in Canada will openly punish anyone who attempt to expose 

bio-terrorism or stop the trafficking of their children, and if a lawyer will not help 
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you then you must accept the torture of watch your children being trafficked for 

sexual and financial exploitation;

87. It is impossible for the Court to refuse the intervention based on the research 

provided by the Intervenor without sacrificing large numbers of human lives and 

the Court does not have the right to kill the citizens of Canada to satisfy any 

claim as this is clear criminal actions that no person, institution, government, 

court or any such entity in Canada possesses the right to do;

88. Any opposition by the Applicant is asking the Court to murder the citizens of 

Canada, and to traffick children for the purposes of sexual and financial 

exploitation and indigenous women for the same and must be refused by the 

Court. 

89. The Intervenor is an Individual with “the right to the equal protection and equal 

benefit of the law without discrimination” pursuant to subsection 15(1) of the 

Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms (the “Charter”), Part I of the 

Constitution Act, 1982, being Schedule B to the Canada Act 1982 (U.K.), 1982, 

chapter 11, namely:

15.(1) Every individual is equal before and under the law and has 

the right to the equal protection and equal benefit of the law without

discrimination and, in particular, without discrimination based on 

race, national or ethnic origin, colour, religion, sex, age or mental or

physical disability.

90. The Attorney General of Canada, has interfered with the administration of justice 

and procedure in civil matters that have benefited the Applicant by entertaining 

vexatious litigation against the Intervenor which is the exclusive jurisdiction of 

Saskatchewan and thereby usurping provincial jurisdiction as outlined in the 

subsection 92(14) and (16) of the Constitution Act, 1867, for the purposes of 

trafficking American Indian women and children for the purposes of financial and 

sexual exploitation:
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92 In each Province the Legislature may exclusively make Laws in 

relation to Matters coming within the Classes of Subjects next 

hereinafter enumerated; that is to say,

...

14. The Administration of Justice in the Province, including the 

Constitution, Maintenance, and Organization of Provincial Courts, 

both of Civil and of Criminal Jurisdiction, and including Procedure in

Civil Matters in those Courts.

...

16. Generally all Matters of a merely local or private Nature in the 

Province.

91. The Criminal Code defines terrorism in 83.01(1)(b) as:

terrorist activity means

(b) an act or omission, in or outside Canada,

    (i) that is committed

(A) in whole or in part for a political, religious or ideological 

purpose, objective or cause, and

(B) in whole or in part with the intention of intimidating the 

public, or a segment of the public, with regard to its security, 

including its economic security, or compelling a person, a 

government or a domestic or an international organization to 

do or to refrain from doing any act, whether the public or the 

person, government or organization is inside or outside 

Canada, and

   (ii) that intentionally

(A) causes death or serious bodily harm to a person by the 

use of violence,

(B) endangers a person’s life,
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(C) causes a serious risk to the health or safety of the public 

or any segment of the public,

(D) causes substantial property damage, whether to public 

or private property, if causing such damage is likely to result 

in the conduct or harm referred to in any of clauses (A) to 

(C), or

(E) causes serious interference with or serious disruption of 

an essential service, facility or system, whether public or 

private, other than as a result of advocacy, protest, dissent or

stoppage of work that is not intended to result in the conduct 

or harm referred to in any of clauses (A) to (C),

and includes a conspiracy, attempt or threat to commit any such act

or omission, or being an accessory after the fact or counselling in 

relation to any such act or omission, but, for greater certainty, does 

not include an act or omission that is committed during an armed 

conflict and that, at the time and in the place of its commission, is in

accordance with customary international law or conventional 

international law applicable to the conflict, or the activities 

undertaken by military forces of a state in the exercise of their 

official duties, to the extent that those activities are governed by 

other rules of international law. (activité terroriste)

92. A political purpose, and objective has been established, torture by way of forced 

medical treatment endangers life and is a serious risk to a person’s safety and 

the distribution of a biological weapon will include clauses (A)(B)(C) of (ii), and 

the torture of the officers of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. and the seizure of is 

registered office by way of torture, attempted murder, persecution and other 

unlawful activities directly and/or indirectly by the Applicant and his conspirators, 

establishes more than a prima facia case for permitting any disregard of Rules 

and permitting intervention. This evidence demands that the Court grant the

Intervenor the orders it seeks. 

93. Associate Chief Justice Rooke punishing Kaysha Richardson, Astra Richardson-

Pereira, Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson and the Intervenor for filing a document 

to the central authority of Alberta was a gross crime and intimidation and 
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obstruction of a complaint of torture and he directly abused the power of the

Court of King's Bench of Alberta for an application that was in no manner under 

the jurisdiction of the Court of King's Bench of Alberta.

94. The Court of King's Bench of Alberta should not be used to punish people who 

are reporting crime and this intervention will be a small step in reversing the 

criminal activity facilitated and instigated by rogue elements of the Court.

95. Failure to allow the intervention would likely result in armed intervention by the

United States to deal with the foreign interference in its elections and effecting 

the over throw of the lawful government of the United States supported by rogue

Canadian actors.

96. The Court of King's Bench of Alberta will be liable for the non-pecuniary general, 

pecuniary, special, aggravated, exemplary and punitive damages and damages 

caused by its breach of constitutional, statutory, treaties, and common law duties 

to the Intervenor defined in this Intervenor for permitting the Applicant to continue

criminal activity which includes without limitation bio-terrorism that facilitates the 

trafficking of American Indians and children for the purposes of sexual and 

financial exploitation without investigation and allowing the unsuspecting 

members of the public to be killed deliberately by the Applicant and those 

associated with them in violation the subsection 15(1) of the Charter and 83.01 of

the Criminal Code;

V. CONCLUSION

97. For the foregoing reasons, the Court has no reasonable course to take other than

to grant the request of the Intervenor, or it will destroy innocent human life 

especially those of American Indians which includes the Metis in Canada, the

United States and children and aid what facts and research demonstrates is 

consistent with terrorist activity and suggests that Bioterrorism is a factor in the 

pandemic responses. 
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THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE WILL BE USED IN SUPPORT 

OF THE MOTION:

98. Affidavit of Dale J. Richardson, affirmed September 14, 2022;

99. Affidavit of Dale J. Richardson affirmed September 20, 2022;

100. Pleadings and documents referred to in this proceeding and in the Federal Court 

File No. T-1404-20, T-1403-20; and

101. Such further and other material as counsel may advise and this Honourable 

Court may allow.

APPLICABLE RULES

102. Rule 2.10 

APPLICABLE ACTS AND REGULATIONS

103. Convention against Torture, Canadian Victims Bill of Rights, Section 83.01(b), 

279.01(1), 279.011(1), 279.02(1)(2), 279.04(1) and 380(1) of the Criminal Code

ANY IRREGULARITY COMPLAINED OF OR OBJECTION RELIED ON:

104. 279.01(1), 279.011(1), 279.02(1)(2), 279.04(1) and 380(1) of the Criminal Code, 

HOW THE APPLICATION IS PROPOSED TO BE HEARD OR CONSIDERED

The Intervenor proposes the matter to be heard by teams

This matter is NOT within the jurisdiction of a master

WARNING 

You are named as a respondent because you have made or are expected to make an 
adverse claim in respect of this originating application. If you do not come to Court 
either in person or by your lawyer, the Court may make an order declaring you and all 
persons claiming under you to be barred from taking any further proceedings against 
the applicant(s) and against all persons claiming under the applicant(s). You will be 
bound by any order the Court makes, or another order might be given or other 
proceedings taken which the applicant(s) is/are entitled to make without any further 
notice to you. If you want to take part in the application, you or your lawyer must attend
in Court on the date and the time shown at the beginning of this form. If you intend to 
give evidence in response to the application, you must reply by filing an affidavit or 
other evidence with the Court and serving a copy of that affidavit or other evidence on 
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the applicant(s) a reasonable time before the application is to be heard or 
considered. 
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Date: 20200818 

Docket: A-392-19 

Citation: 2020 FCA 133

Present: LOCKE J.A. 

BETWEEN: 

THE MINISTER OF PUBLIC SAFETY AND 

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS 

Appellant 

and 

EDGAR ALBERTO LOPEZ GAYTAN 

Respondent 

Dealt with in writing without appearance of parties. 

Order delivered at Ottawa, Ontario, on August 18, 2020. 

REASONS FOR ORDER BY: LOCKE J.A. 
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Date: 20200818 

Docket: A-392-19 

Citation: 2020 FCA 133 

Present: LOCKE J.A. 

BETWEEN: 

THE MINISTER OF PUBLIC SAFETY AND 

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS 

Appellant 

and 

EDGAR ALBERTO LOPEZ GAYTAN 

Respondent 

REASONS FOR ORDER 

LOCKE J.A. 

[1] These reasons concern a motion by the Canadian Association of Refugee Lawyers 

(CARL) for leave to intervene in the present appeal. 

[2] The present appeal seeks to reverse a decision of the Federal Court (2019 FC 1152) 

which dismissed an application for judicial review of a decision of the Immigration Appeal 

Division (IAD) of the Immigration and Refugee Board of Canada. The IAD decision found that 
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the appellant had failed to establish that the respondent was inadmissible under paragraph 

37(1)(a) of the Immigration and Refugee Protection Act, S.C. 2001, c. 27 (IRPA). The IAD 

accepted a defence of duress. The appellant was entitled to commence the present appeal because 

the Federal Court certified a question under paragraph 74(d) of IRPA. The certified question is as 

follows: 

In determining whether an individual is inadmissible under paragraph 37(1)(a) of 
the Immigration and Refugee Protection Act, SC 2001, c 27, are the Immigration 
Division and Immigration Appeal Division of the Immigration and Refugee Board 
entitled to consider the defence of duress? 

[3] In addition to the certified question, the appellant puts in issue the reasonableness of the 

IAD’s conclusion on the facts. 

[4] CARL seeks to intervene in order to provide submissions to the Court on the broader 

implications of the position taken by the appellant, particularly in regard to grounds of 

inadmissibility beyond paragraph 37(1)(a), grounds for exclusion, and defences beyond duress. 

CARL argues that, as a well-established organization devoted to advocating on legal issues 

related to refugees, asylum seekers and the rights of immigrants, it is uniquely qualified to make 

these submissions. 

[5] The appellant opposes CARL’s motion. The respondent does not. 

[6] The appellant and CARL agree substantially on the test applicable to a motion to 

intervene. They agree on the criteria set out in Rothmans, Benson & Hedges Inc. v. Canada 
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(Attorney General), [1989] F.C.J. No. 446, at para. 12, [1990] 1 F.C. 74, aff’d [1989] F.C.J. No. 

707, [1990] 1 F.C. 90: 

a) Is the proposed intervener directly affected by the outcome? 

b) Does there exist a justiciable issue and a veritable public interest? 

c) Is there an apparent lack of any other reasonable or efficient means to submit the question 

to the Court? 

d) Is the position of the proposed intervener adequately defended by one of the parties to the 

case? 

e) Are the interest of justice better served by the intervention of the proposed third party? 

f) Can the Court hear and decide the cause on its merits without the proposed intervener? 

[7] The appellant and CARL also agree that these criteria are not exhaustive, and that the 

Court’s focus should be in the fourth and fifth criteria. Both sides cite the following passage 

from Prophet River First Nation v. Canada (Attorney General), 2016 FCA 120 at para. 6, in this 

regard: 

•  Is the position of the proposed intervener adequately defended by one of the 

parties to the case? This is relevant and important. It raises the key question 
under Rule 109(2), namely whether the intervener will bring further, different and 
valuable insights and perspectives to the Court that will assist it in determining 
the matter. Among other things, this can acquaint the Court with the implications 
of approaches it might take in its reasons. 

•  Are the interests of justice better served by the intervention of the proposed 

third party? In my view, this factor includes all of the factors discussed in Pictou 

Landing First Nation plus any others that might arise on the facts of particular 
cases: 

-  whether the intervention is compliant with the objectives set out 
in Rule 3 and the mandatory requirements in Rule 109 (provisions 
binding on us); 
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-  whether the moving party has a genuine interest in the matter 
such that the Court can be assured that the proposed intervener has 
the necessary knowledge, skills and resources and will dedicate 
them to the matter before the Court; 

-  whether the matter has assumed such a public, important and 
complex dimension that the Court needs to be exposed to 
perspectives beyond those offered by the particular parties before 
the Court; 

-  whether the moving party has been involved in earlier 
proceedings in the matter; 

-   whether terms should be attached to the intervention that would 
advance the objectives set out in Rule 3 and afford procedural 
justice to existing parties to the proceeding. 

[8] The appellant argues that CARL’s proposed intervention would not be valuable to the 

Court in this appeal because it would add to or alter the issues on appeal (which is not permitted) 

and much of CARL’s submissions would simply duplicate those of the respondent. The appellant 

also argues that, if CARL’s intervention is to be allowed, the Court should limit CARL to 

addressing the proper interpretation of paragraph 37(1)(a) of IRPA and the applicability of the 

defence of duress thereto. Finally, the appellant argues that CARL should not be allowed to 

address the second broad issue in this appeal – the question of whether, assuming that the 

defence of duress can be relevant to inadmissibility under paragraph 37(1)(a), the IAD’s 

assessment of the defence was reasonable. The appellant argues that there is no dispute on the 

legal test for the defence of duress, and that CARL’s intervention on this issue would add to or 

alter the issues before the Court. 

[9] I do not agree with the appellant’s argument that CARL’s intervention would add to or 

alter the issues. I accept CARL’s submission that its proposal to address the broader implications 

20
20

 F
C

A
 1

33
 (

C
an

LI
I)

Book of Authorities

 6 of 59

Page 1172 of 1536



 

 

Page: 5 

of the appellant’s position in this appeal will be of assistance to the Court on the issue of the 

relevance of the duress defence to inadmissibility under paragraph 37(1)(a) of the IRPA. I also 

accept CARL’s submissions that its knowledge and experience put it in a position to offer such 

assistance, and that its intervention will not simply duplicate the respondent’s arguments. CARL 

can offer the Court a different perspective on the implications of various provisions of the IRPA 

to the issues in this appeal, and this will likely give the Court a more complete picture. I am of 

the same view concerning the second broad issue of the reasonableness of the IAD’s assessment 

of the applicability of the defence of duress in this case. 

[10] Moreover, I am confident that CARL understands its obligation to take the issues and the 

evidence as it finds them, and not to add to or alter them. 

[11] In my view, the interests of justice are better served by CARL’s intervention. I am 

satisfied that the submissions CARL seeks to make will be of assistance to the Court. Moreover, 

CARL has demonstrated that it has a genuine interest in this matter, and will dedicate its 

substantial knowledge, skills and resources to this appeal. 

[12] CARL also seeks the right to make oral submissions at the hearing of the appeal. I will 

defer this request for consideration by the panel hearing the appeal. I expect that the panel will be 

better placed to decide this aspect of CARL’s motion after (i) having reviewed CARL’s 

memorandum of fact and law, and (ii) the duration of the appeal hearing as a whole has been 

determined. 
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[13] The appellant requests that he and the respondent be allowed to submit memoranda in 

reply to CARL’s memorandum of fact and law. In the absence of any objection, this request will 

be granted. 

"George R. Locke" 

J.A. 
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W
hereas Canada is founded upon principles that recognize the 

suprem
acy of G

od and the rule of law
: 

G
u
a
ra

n
te

e
 o

f R
ig

h
ts  

a
n
d
 F

re
e
d
o
m

s 
1. The Can

adian
 Charter of R

ights an
d Freedom

s guarantees 
the rights and freedom

s set out in it subject only to such reasonable lim
its 

prescribed by law
 as can be dem

onstrably justified in a free and dem
ocratic 

society. F
u
n
d
a
m

e
n
ta

l F
re

e
d
o
m

s 
2. Everyone has the follow

ing fundam
ental freedom

s: (a) freedom
 

of conscience and religion; (b) freedom
 of thought, belief, opinion and 

expression, including freedom
 of the press and other m

edia of com
m

unication; 
(c) freedom

 of peaceful assem
bly; and (d) freedom

 of association. 

D
e
m

o
c
ra

tic
 R

ig
h
ts 

3. Every citizen of Canada has the right to vote in an election of 
m

em
bers of the H

ouse of Com
m

ons or of a legislative assem
bly and to be 

qualified for m
em

bership therein. 4.(1) N
o H

ouse of Com
m

ons and no 
legislative assem

bly shall continue for longer than five years from
 the date 

fixed for the return of the w
rits at a general election of its m

em
bers. (2) In tim

e 
of real or apprehended w

ar, invasion or insurrection, a H
ouse of Com

m
ons 

m
ay be continued by Parliam

ent and a legislative assem
bly m

ay be continued 
by the legislature beyond five years if such continuation is not opposed by 
the votes of m

ore than one-third of the m
em

bers of the H
ouse of Com

m
ons 

or the legislative assem
bly, as the case m

ay be. 5. There shall be a sitting of 
Parliam

ent and of each legislature at least once every tw
elve m

onths. 

M
o
b
ility

 R
ig

h
ts 

6.(1) Every citizen of Canada has the right to enter, rem
ain in and 

leave Canada. (2) Every citizen of Canada and every person w
ho has the status 

of a perm
anent resident of Canada has the right (a) to m

ove to and take up 
residence in any province; and (b) to pursue the gaining of a livelihood in 
any province. (3) The rights specified in subsection (2) are subject to (a) 
any law

s or practices of general application in force in a province other than 
those that discrim

inate am
ong persons prim

arily on the basis of province 
of present or previous residence; and (b) any law

s providing for reasonable 
residency requirem

ents as a qualification for the receipt of publicly provided 
social services. (4) Subsections (2) and (3) do not preclude any law, program

 
or activity that has as its object the am

elioration in a province of conditions of 
individuals in that province w

ho are socially or econom
ically disadvantaged 

if the rate of em
ploym

ent in that province is below
 the rate of em

ploym
ent in 

Canada. L
e
g
a
l R

ig
h
ts 

7. Everyone has the right to life, liberty and security of the person and 
the right not to be deprived thereof except in accordance w

ith the principles 
of fundam

ental justice. 8. Everyone has the right to be secure against 
unreasonable search or seizure. 9. Everyone has the right not to be arbitrarily 
detained or im

prisoned. 10. Everyone has the right on arrest or detention (a) 
to be inform

ed prom
ptly of the reasons therefor; (b) to retain and instruct 

counsel w
ithout delay and to be inform

ed of that right; and (c) to have 
the validity of the detention determ

ined by w
ay of habeas corpu

s and to be 
released if the detention is not law

ful. 11. Any person charged w
ith an offence 

has the right (a) to be inform
ed w

ithout unreasonable delay of the specific 
offence; (b) to be tried w

ithin a reasonable tim
e; (c) not to be com

pelled to 
be a w

itness in proceedings against that person in respect of the offence; (d) 
to be presum

ed innocent until proven guilty according to law
 in a fair and 

public hearing by an independent and im
partial tribunal; (e) not to be denied 

reasonable bail w
ithout just cause; (f) except in the case of an offence under 

m
ilitary law

 tried before a m
ilitary tribunal, to the benefit of trial by jury 

w
here the m

axim
um

 punishm
ent for the offence is im

prisonm
ent for five 

years or a m
ore severe punishm

ent; (g) not to be found guilty on account of 
any act or om

ission unless, at the tim
e of the act or om

ission, it constituted 
an offence under Canadian or international law

 or w
as crim

inal according to 
the general principles of law

 recognized by the com
m

unity of nations; (h) if 
finally acquitted of the offence, not to be tried for it again and, if finally found 
guilty and punished for the offence, not to be tried or punished for it again; 

and (i) if found guilty of the offence and if the punishm
ent for the offence has 

been varied betw
een the tim

e of com
m

ission and the tim
e of sentencing, to the 

benefit of the lesser punishm
ent. 12. Everyone has the right not to be subjected 

to any cruel and unusual treatm
ent or punishm

ent. 13. A w
itness w

ho testifies 
in any proceedings has the right not to have any incrim

inating evidence so 
given used to incrim

inate that w
itness in any other proceedings, except in a 

prosecution for perjury or for the giving of contradictory evidence. 14. A party 
or w

itness in any proceedings w
ho does not understand or speak the language 

in w
hich the proceedings are conducted or w

ho is deaf has the right to the 
assistance of an interpreter. 

E
q
u
a
lity

 R
ig

h
ts 

15.(1) Every individual is equal before and under the law
 and 

has the right to the equal protection and equal benefit of the law
 w

ithout 
discrim

ination and, in particular, w
ithout discrim

ination based on race, 
national or ethnic origin, colour, religion, sex, age or m

ental or physical 
disability. (2) Subsection (1) does not preclude any law, program

 or activity 
that has as its object the am

elioration of conditions of disadvantaged 
individuals or groups including those that are disadvantaged because of race, 
national or ethnic origin, colour, religion, sex, age or m

ental or physical 
disability. O

ffi
c
ia

l L
a
n
g
u
a
g
e
s  

o
f C

a
n
a
d
a
 

16.(1) English and French are the official languages of Canada and 
have equality of status and equal rights and privileges as to their use in all 
institutions of the Parliam

ent and governm
ent of Canada. (2) English and 

French are the official languages of N
ew

 Brunsw
ick and have equality of 

status and equal rights and privileges as to their use in all institutions of the 
legislature and governm

ent of N
ew

 Brunsw
ick. (3) N

othing in this Charter 
lim

its the authority of Parliam
ent or a legislature to advance the equality of 

status or use of English and French. 16.1(1) The English linguistic com
m

unity 
and the French linguistic com

m
unity in N

ew
 Brunsw

ick have equality of status 
and equal rights and privileges, including the right to distinct educational 
institutions and such distinct cultural institutions as are necessary for 
the preservation and prom

otion of those com
m

unities. (2) The role of the 
legislature and governm

ent of N
ew

 Brunsw
ick to preserve and prom

ote the 
status, rights and privileges referred to in subsection (1) is affirm

ed. 17.(1) 
Everyone has the right to use English or French in any debates and other 
proceedings of Parliam

ent. (2) Everyone has the right to use English or French 
in any debates and other proceedings of the legislature of N

ew
 Brunsw

ick.18.
(1) The statutes, records and journals of Parliam

ent shall be printed and 
published in English and French 
and both language versions are 
equally authoritative. (2) The 
statutes, records and journals of 
the legislature of N

ew
 Brunsw

ick 
shall be printed and published 
in English and French and both 
language versions are equally 

authoritative.19.(1) Either English or French m
ay be used by any person 

in, or in any pleading in or process issuing from
, any court established by 

Parliam
ent. (2) Either English or French m

ay be used by any person in, or in 
any pleading in or process issuing from

, any court of N
ew

 Brunsw
ick. 20.(1) 

Any m
em

ber of the public in Canada has the right to com
m

unicate w
ith, and 

to receive available services from
, any head or central office of an institution 

of the Parliam
ent or governm

ent of Canada in English or French, and has the 
sam

e right w
ith respect to any other office of any such institution w

here (a) 
there is a significant dem

and for com
m

unications w
ith and services from

 that 
office in such language; or (b) due to the nature of the office, it is reasonable 
that com

m
unications w

ith and services from
 that office be available in both 

English and French. (2) Any m
em

ber of the public in N
ew

 Brunsw
ick has the 

right to com
m

unicate w
ith, and to receive available services from

, any office 
of an institution of the legislature or governm

ent of N
ew

 Brunsw
ick in English 

or French. 21. N
othing in sections 16 to 20 abrogates or derogates from

 any 
right, privilege or obligation w

ith respect to the English and French languages, 
or either of them

, that exists or is continued by virtue of any other provision 
of the Constitution of Canada.22. N

othing in sections 16 to 20 abrogates or 
derogates from

 any legal or custom
ary right or privilege acquired or enjoyed 

either before or after the com
ing into force of this Charter w

ith respect to any 
language that is not English or French. 

M
in

o
rity

 L
a
n
g
u
a
g
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23.(1) Citizens of Canada (a) w
hose first language learned and still 

understood is that of the English or French linguistic m
inority population 

of the province in w
hich they reside, or (b) w

ho have received their prim
ary 

school instruction in Canada in English or French and reside in a province 
w

here the language in w
hich they received that instruction is the language of 

the English or French linguistic m
inority population of the province, have the 

right to have their children receive prim
ary and secondary school instruction 

in that language in that province. (2) Citizens of Canada of w
hom

 any child 
has received or is receiving prim

ary or secondary school instruction in English 
or French in Canada, have the right to have all their children receive prim

ary 
and secondary school instruction in the sam

e language. (3) The right of 
citizens of Canada under subsections (1) and (2) to have their children receive 
prim

ary and secondary school instruction in the language of the English 
or French linguistic m

inority population of a province (a) applies w
herever 

in the province the num
ber of children of citizens w

ho have such a right is 
sufficient to w

arrant the provision to them
 out of public funds of m

inority 
language instruction; and (b) 
includes, w

here the num
ber of 

those children so w
arrants, the 

right to have them
 receive that 

instruction in m
inority language 

educational facilities provided out 
of public funds.

E
n
fo

rc
e
m

e
n
t 

24.(1) Anyone w
hose rights or freedom

s, as guaranteed by this 
Charter, have been infringed or denied m

ay apply to a court of com
petent 

jurisdiction to obtain such rem
edy as the court considers appropriate and just 

in the circum
stances. (2) W

here, in proceedings under subsection (1),a court 
concludes that evidence w

as obtained in a m
anner that infringed or denied any 

rights or freedom
s guaranteed by this Charter, the evidence shall be excluded if 

it is established that, having regard to all the circum
stances, the adm

ission of it 
in the proceedings w

ould bring the adm
inistration of justice into disrepute. 

G
e
n
e
ra

l 
25. The guarantee in this Charter of certain rights and freedom

s 
shall not be construed so as to abrogate or derogate from

 any aboriginal, 
treaty or other rights or freedom

s that pertain to the aboriginal peoples of 
Canada including (a) any rights or freedom

s that have been recognized by 
the R

oyal Proclam
ation of O

ctober 7, 1763; and (b) any rights or freedom
s 

that now
 exist by w

ay of land claim
s agreem

ents or m
ay be so acquired. 26. 

The guarantee in this Charter of certain rights and freedom
s shall not be 

construed as denying the existence of any other rights or freedom
s that exist in 

Canada. 27. This Charter shall be interpreted in a m
anner consistent w

ith the 
preservation and enhancem

ent of the m
ulticultural heritage of Canadians. 28. 

N
otw

ithstanding anything in this Charter, the rights and freedom
s referred to 

in it are guaranteed equally to m
ale and fem

ale persons. 29. N
othing in this 

Charter abrogates or derogates from
 any rights or privileges guaranteed by 

or under the Constitution of Canada in respect of denom
inational, separate 

or dissentient schools. 30. A reference in this Charter to a province or to the 
legislative assem

bly or legislature of a province shall be deem
ed to include 

a reference to the Yukon Territory and the N
orthw

est Territories, or to the 
appropriate legislative authority thereof, as the case m

ay be. 31. N
othing in this 

Charter extends the legislative pow
ers of any body or authority. 

A
p
p
lic

a
tio

n
 o

f C
h
a
rte

r 
32.(1) This Charter applies (a) to the Parliam

ent and governm
ent of 

Canada in respect of all m
atters w

ithin the authority of Parliam
ent including 

all m
atters relating to the Yukon Territory and N

orthw
est Territories; and (b) 

to the legislature and governm
ent of each province in respect of all m

atters 
w

ithin the authority of the legislature of each province. (2) N
otw

ithstanding 
subsection (1), section 15 shall not have effect until three years after this 
section com

es into force. 33.(1) Parliam
ent or the legislature of a province 

m
ay expressly declare in an Act of Parliam

ent or of the legislature, as the case 
m

ay be, that the Act or a provision thereof shall operate notw
ithstanding a 

provision included in section 2 or sections 7 to 15 of this Charter. (2) An Act or 
a provision of an Act in respect of w

hich a declaration m
ade under this section 

is in effect shall have such operation as it w
ould have but for the provision 

of this Charter referred to in the declaration. (3) A declaration m
ade under 

subsection (1) shall cease to have effect five years after it com
es into force or 

on such earlier date as m
ay be specified in the declaration.(4) Parliam

ent or 
the legislature of a province m

ay re-enact a declaration m
ade under subsection 

(1).(5) Subsection (3) applies in respect of a re-enactm
ent m

ade under 
subsection (4). 
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34. This Part m
ay be cited as the C

an
adian

 C
harter of R

ights an
d 

Freedom
s .

“ W
e m

u
st n

ow
 establish the basic prin

ciples, the basic valu
es an

d beliefs 
w

hich hold u
s together as C

an
adian

s so that beyon
d ou

r region
al loyalties 

there is a w
ay of life an

d a system
 of valu

es w
hich m

ake u
s prou

d of the 
cou

n
try that has given

 u
s su

ch freedom
 an

d su
ch im

m
easu

rable joy.”
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Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or 

Degrading Treatment or Punishment 

 

Adopted and opened for signature, ratification and accession by General 

Assembly resolution 39/46 of 10 December 1984  

entry into force 26 June 1987, in accordance with article 27 (1)  

The States Parties to this Convention,  

Considering that, in accordance with the principles proclaimed in the Charter of the United 
Nations, recognition of the equal and inalienable rights of all members of the human family is 
the foundation of freedom, justice and peace in the world,  

Recognizing that those rights derive from the inherent dignity of the human person,  

Considering the obligation of States under the Charter, in particular Article 55, to promote 
universal respect for, and observance of, human rights and fundamental freedoms,  

Having regard to article 5 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and article 7 of the 
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, both of which provide that no one shall be 
subjected to torture or to cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment,  

Having regard also to the Declaration on the Protection of All Persons from Being Subjected to 
Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment, adopted by the 
General Assembly on 9 December 1975,  

Desiring to make more effective the struggle against torture and other cruel, inhuman or 
degrading treatment or punishment throughout the world,  

Have agreed as follows:  

PART I  

Article 1  

1. For the purposes of this Convention, the term "torture" means any act by which severe pain or 
suffering, whether physical or mental, is intentionally inflicted on a person for such purposes as 
obtaining from him or a third person information or a confession, punishing him for an act he or 
a third person has committed or is suspected of having committed, or intimidating or coercing 
him or a third person, or for any reason based on discrimination of any kind, when such pain or 
suffering is inflicted by or at the instigation of or with the consent or acquiescence of a public 
official or other person acting in an official capacity. It does not include pain or suffering arising 
only from, inherent in or incidental to lawful sanctions.  
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2. This article is without prejudice to any international instrument or national legislation which 
does or may contain provisions of wider application.  

Article 2  

1. Each State Party shall take effective legislative, administrative, judicial or other measures to 
prevent acts of torture in any territory under its jurisdiction.  

2. No exceptional circumstances whatsoever, whether a state of war or a threat of war, internal 
political instability or any other public emergency, may be invoked as a justification of torture.  

3. An order from a superior officer or a public authority may not be invoked as a justification of 
torture.  

Article 3  

1. No State Party shall expel, return ("refouler") or extradite a person to another State where 
there are substantial grounds for believing that he would be in danger of being subjected to 
torture.  

2. For the purpose of determining whether there are such grounds, the competent authorities shall 
take into account all relevant considerations including, where applicable, the existence in the 
State concerned of a consistent pattern of gross, flagrant or mass violations of human rights.  

Article 4  

1. Each State Party shall ensure that all acts of torture are offences under its criminal law. The 
same shall apply to an attempt to commit torture and to an act by any person which constitutes 
complicity or participation in torture. 2. Each State Party shall make these offences punishable 
by appropriate penalties which take into account their grave nature.  

Article 5  

1. Each State Party shall take such measures as may be necessary to establish its jurisdiction over 
the offences referred to in article 4 in the following cases:  

(a) When the offences are committed in any territory under its jurisdiction or on board a ship or 
aircraft registered in that State;  

(b) When the alleged offender is a national of that State;  

(c) When the victim is a national of that State if that State considers it appropriate.  

2. Each State Party shall likewise take such measures as may be necessary to establish its 
jurisdiction over such offences in cases where the alleged offender is present in any territory 
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under its jurisdiction and it does not extradite him pursuant to article 8 to any of the States 
mentioned in paragraph I of this article.  

3. This Convention does not exclude any criminal jurisdiction exercised in accordance with 
internal law.  

Article 6  

1. Upon being satisfied, after an examination of information available to it, that the 
circumstances so warrant, any State Party in whose territory a person alleged to have committed 
any offence referred to in article 4 is present shall take him into custody or take other legal 
measures to ensure his presence. The custody and other legal measures shall be as provided in 
the law of that State but may be continued only for such time as is necessary to enable any 
criminal or extradition proceedings to be instituted.  

2. Such State shall immediately make a preliminary inquiry into the facts.  

3. Any person in custody pursuant to paragraph I of this article shall be assisted in 
communicating immediately with the nearest appropriate representative of the State of which he 
is a national, or, if he is a stateless person, with the representative of the State where he usually 
resides.  

4. When a State, pursuant to this article, has taken a person into custody, it shall immediately 
notify the States referred to in article 5, paragraph 1, of the fact that such person is in custody 
and of the circumstances which warrant his detention. The State which makes the preliminary 
inquiry contemplated in paragraph 2 of this article shall promptly report its findings to the said 
States and shall indicate whether it intends to exercise jurisdiction.  

Article 7  

1. The State Party in the territory under whose jurisdiction a person alleged to have committed 
any offence referred to in article 4 is found shall in the cases contemplated in article 5, if it does 
not extradite him, submit the case to its competent authorities for the purpose of prosecution.  

2. These authorities shall take their decision in the same manner as in the case of any ordinary 
offence of a serious nature under the law of that State. In the cases referred to in article 5, 
paragraph 2, the standards of evidence required for prosecution and conviction shall in no way be 
less stringent than those which apply in the cases referred to in article 5, paragraph 1.  

3. Any person regarding whom proceedings are brought in connection with any of the offences 
referred to in article 4 shall be guaranteed fair treatment at all stages of the proceedings.  

Article 8  
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1. The offences referred to in article 4 shall be deemed to be included as extraditable offences in 
any extradition treaty existing between States Parties. States Parties undertake to include such 
offences as extraditable offences in every extradition treaty to be concluded between them.  

2. If a State Party which makes extradition conditional on the existence of a treaty receives a 
request for extradition from another State Party with which it has no extradition treaty, it may 
consider this Convention as the legal basis for extradition in respect of such offences. Extradition 
shall be subject to the other conditions provided by the law of the requested State.  

3. States Parties which do not make extradition conditional on the existence of a treaty shall 
recognize such offences as extraditable offences between themselves subject to the conditions 
provided by the law of the requested State.  

4. Such offences shall be treated, for the purpose of extradition between States Parties, as if they 
had been committed not only in the place in which they occurred but also in the territories of the 
States required to establish their jurisdiction in accordance with article 5, paragraph 1.  

Article 9  

1. States Parties shall afford one another the greatest measure of assistance in connection with 
criminal proceedings brought in respect of any of the offences referred to in article 4, including 
the supply of all evidence at their disposal necessary for the proceedings.  

2. States Parties shall carry out their obligations under paragraph I of this article in conformity 
with any treaties on mutual judicial assistance that may exist between them.  

Article 10  

1. Each State Party shall ensure that education and information regarding the prohibition against 
torture are fully included in the training of law enforcement personnel, civil or military, medical 
personnel, public officials and other persons who may be involved in the custody, interrogation 
or treatment of any individual subjected to any form of arrest, detention or imprisonment.  

2. Each State Party shall include this prohibition in the rules or instructions issued in regard to 
the duties and functions of any such person.  

Article 11  

Each State Party shall keep under systematic review interrogation rules, instructions, methods 
and practices as well as arrangements for the custody and treatment of persons subjected to any 
form of arrest, detention or imprisonment in any territory under its jurisdiction, with a view to 
preventing any cases of torture.  

Article 12  
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Each State Party shall ensure that its competent authorities proceed to a prompt and impartial 
investigation, wherever there is reasonable ground to believe that an act of torture has been 
committed in any territory under its jurisdiction.  

Article 13  

Each State Party shall ensure that any individual who alleges he has been subjected to torture in 
any territory under its jurisdiction has the right to complain to, and to have his case promptly and 
impartially examined by, its competent authorities. Steps shall be taken to ensure that the 
complainant and witnesses are protected against all ill-treatment or intimidation as a 
consequence of his complaint or any evidence given.  

Article 14  

1. Each State Party shall ensure in its legal system that the victim of an act of torture obtains 
redress and has an enforceable right to fair and adequate compensation, including the means for 
as full rehabilitation as possible. In the event of the death of the victim as a result of an act of 
torture, his dependants shall be entitled to compensation.  

2. Nothing in this article shall affect any right of the victim or other persons to compensation 
which may exist under national law.  

Article 15  

Each State Party shall ensure that any statement which is established to have been made as a 
result of torture shall not be invoked as evidence in any proceedings, except against a person 
accused of torture as evidence that the statement was made.  

Article 16  

1. Each State Party shall undertake to prevent in any territory under its jurisdiction other acts of 
cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment which do not amount to torture as defined 
in article I, when such acts are committed by or at the instigation of or with the consent or 
acquiescence of a public official or other person acting in an official capacity. In particular, the 
obligations contained in articles 10, 11, 12 and 13 shall apply with the substitution for references 
to torture of references to other forms of cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment.  

2. The provisions of this Convention are without prejudice to the provisions of any other 
international instrument or national law which prohibits cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment 
or punishment or which relates to extradition or expulsion.  

PART II  

Article 17  
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1. There shall be established a Committee against Torture (hereinafter referred to as the 
Committee) which shall carry out the functions hereinafter provided. The Committee shall 
consist of ten experts of high moral standing and recognized competence in the field of human 
rights, who shall serve in their personal capacity. The experts shall be elected by the States 
Parties, consideration being given to equitable geographical distribution and to the usefulness of 
the participation of some persons having legal experience.  

2. The members of the Committee shall be elected by secret ballot from a list of persons 
nominated by States Parties. Each State Party may nominate one person from among its own 
nationals. States Parties shall bear in mind the usefulness of nominating persons who are also 
members of the Human Rights Committee established under the International Covenant on Civil 
and Political Rights and who are willing to serve on the Committee against Torture.  

3. Elections of the members of the Committee shall be held at biennial meetings of States Parties 
convened by the Secretary-General of the United Nations. At those meetings, for which two 
thirds of the States Parties shall constitute a quorum, the persons elected to the Committee shall 
be those who obtain the largest number of votes and an absolute majority of the votes of the 
representatives of States Parties present and voting.  

4. The initial election shall be held no later than six months after the date of the entry into force 
of this Convention. At. Ieast four months before the date of each election, the Secretary-General 
of the United Nations shall address a letter to the States Parties inviting them to submit their 
nominations within three months. The Secretary-General shall prepare a list in alphabetical order 
of all persons thus nominated, indicating the States Parties which have nominated them, and shall 
submit it to the States Parties.  

5. The members of the Committee shall be elected for a term of four years. They shall be eligible 
for re-election if renominated. However, the term of five of the members elected at the first 
election shall expire at the end of two years; immediately after the first election the names of 
these five members shall be chosen by lot by the chairman of the meeting referred to in 
paragraph 3 of this article.  

6. If a member of the Committee dies or resigns or for any other cause can no longer perform his 
Committee duties, the State Party which nominated him shall appoint another expert from among 
its nationals to serve for the remainder of his term, subject to the approval of the majority of the 
States Parties. The approval shall be considered given unless half or more of the States Parties 
respond negatively within six weeks after having been informed by the Secretary-General of the 
United Nations of the proposed appointment.  

7. States Parties shall be responsible for the expenses of the members of the Committee while 
they are in performance of Committee duties.  

Article 18  

1. The Committee shall elect its officers for a term of two years. They may be re-elected.  
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2. The Committee shall establish its own rules of procedure, but these rules shall provide, inter 
alia, that:  

(a) Six members shall constitute a quorum;  

(b) Decisions of the Committee shall be made by a majority vote of the members present.  

3. The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall provide the necessary staff and facilities for 
the effective performance of the functions of the Committee under this Convention.  

4. The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall convene the initial meeting of the 
Committee. After its initial meeting, the Committee shall meet at such times as shall be provided 
in its rules of procedure.  

5. The States Parties shall be responsible for expenses incurred in connection with the holding of 
meetings of the States Parties and of the Committee, including reimbursement to the United 
Nations for any expenses, such as the cost of staff and facilities, incurred by the United Nations 
pursuant to paragraph 3 of this article.  

Article 19  

1. The States Parties shall submit to the Committee, through the Secretary-General of the United 
Nations, reports on the measures they have taken to give effect to their undertakings under this 
Convention, within one year after the entry into force of the Convention for the State Party 
concerned. Thereafter the States Parties shall submit supplementary reports every four years on 
any new measures taken and such other reports as the Committee may request.  

2. The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall transmit the reports to all States Parties.  

3. Each report shall be considered by the Committee which may make such general comments on 
the report as it may consider appropriate and shall forward these to the State Party concerned. 
That State Party may respond with any observations it chooses to the Committee.  

4. The Committee may, at its discretion, decide to include any comments made by it in 
accordance with paragraph 3 of this article, together with the observations thereon received from 
the State Party concerned, in its annual report made in accordance with article 24. If so requested 
by the State Party concerned, the Committee may also include a copy of the report submitted 
under paragraph I of this article.  

Article 20  

1. If the Committee receives reliable information which appears to it to contain well-founded 
indications that torture is being systematically practised in the territory of a State Party, the 
Committee shall invite that State Party to co-operate in the examination of the information and to 
this end to submit observations with regard to the information concerned.  

Book of Authorities

 17 of 59

Page 1183 of 1536



2. Taking into account any observations which may have been submitted by the State Party 
concerned, as well as any other relevant information available to it, the Committee may, if it 
decides that this is warranted, designate one or more of its members to make a confidential 
inquiry and to report to the Committee urgently.  

3. If an inquiry is made in accordance with paragraph 2 of this article, the Committee shall seek 
the co-operation of the State Party concerned. In agreement with that State Party, such an inquiry 
may include a visit to its territory.  

4. After examining the findings of its member or members submitted in accordance with 
paragraph 2 of this article, the Commission shall transmit these findings to the State Party 
concerned together with any comments or suggestions which seem appropriate in view of the 
situation.  

5. All the proceedings of the Committee referred to in paragraphs I to 4 of th is article s hall be 
con fidential , and at all stages of the proceedings the co-operation of the State Party shall be 
sought. After such proceedings have been completed with regard to an inquiry made in 
accordance with paragraph 2, the Committee may, after consultations with the State Party 
concerned, decide to include a summary account of the results of the proceedings in its annual 
report made in accordance with article 24.  

Article 21  

1. A State Party to this Convention may at any time declare under this article that it recognizes 
the competence of the Committee to receive and consider communications to the effect that a 
State Party claims that another State Party is not fulfilling its obligations under this Convention. 
Such communications may be received and considered according to the procedures laid down in 
this article only if submitted by a State Party which has made a declaration recognizing in regard 
to itself the competence of the Committee. No communication shall be dealt with by the 
Committee under this article if it concerns a State Party which has not made such a declaration. 
Communications received under this article shall be dealt with in accordance with the following 
procedure;  

(a) If a State Party considers that another State Party is not giving effect to the provisions ofthis 
Convention, it may, by written communication, bring the matter to the attention of that State 
Party. Within three months after the receipt of the communication the receiving State shall afford 
the State which sent the communication an explanation or any other statement in writing 
clarifying the matter, which should include, to the extent possible and pertinent, reference to 
domestic procedures and remedies taken, pending or available in the matter;  

(b) If the matter is not adjusted to the satisfaction of both States Parties concerned within six 
months after the receipt by the receiving State of the initial communication, either State shall 
have the right to refer the matter to the Committee, by notice given to the Committee and to the 
other State;  
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(c) The Committee shall deal with a matter referred to it under this article only after it has 
ascertained that all domestic remedies have been invoked and exhausted in the matter, in 
conformity with the generally recognized principles of international law. This shall not be the 
rule where the application of the remedies is unreasonably prolonged or is unlikely to bring 
effective relief to the person who is the victim of the violation of this Convention;  

(d) The Committee shall hold closed meetings when examining communications under this 
article; (e) Subject to the provisions of subparagraph  

(e), the Committee shall make available its good offices to the States Parties concerned with a 
view to a friendly solution of the matter on the basis of respect for the obligations provided for in 
this Convention. For this purpose, the Committee may, when appropriate, set up an ad hoc 
conciliation commission;  

(f) In any matter referred to it under this article, the Committee may call upon the States Parties 
concerned, referred to in subparagraph (b), to supply any relevant information; 

(g) The States Parties concerned, referred to in subparagraph (b), shall have the right to be 
represented when the matter is being considered by the Committee and to make submissions 
orally and/or in writing;  

(h) The Committee shall, within twelve months after the date of receipt of notice under 
subparagraph (b), submit a report:  

(i) If a solution within the terms of subparagraph (e) is reached, the Committee shall confine its 
report to a brief statement of the facts and of the solution reached;  

(ii) If a solution within the terms of subparagraph (e) is not reached, the Committee shall confine 
its report to a brief statement of the facts; the written submissions and record of the oral 
submissions made by the States Parties concerned shall be attached to the report.  

In every matter, the report shall be communicated to the States Parties concerned.  

2. The provisions of this article shall come into force when five States Parties to this Convention 
have made declarations under paragraph 1 of this article. Such declarations shall be deposited by 
the States Parties with the Secretary-General of the United Nations, who shall transmit copies 
thereof to the other States Parties. A declaration may be withdrawn at any time by notification to 
the Secretary-General. Such a withdrawal shall not prejudice the consideration of any matter 
which is the subject of a communication already transmitted under this article; no further 
communication by any State Party shall be received under this article after the notification of 
withdrawal of the declaration has been received by the Secretary-General, unless the State Party 
concerned has made a new declaration.  

Article 22  
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1. A State Party to this Convention may at any time declare under this article that it recognizes 
the competence of the Committee to receive and consider communications from or on behalf of 
individuals subject to its jurisdiction who claim to be victims of a violation by a State Party of 
the provisions of the Convention. No communication shall be received by the Committee if it 
concerns a State Party which has not made such a declaration.  

2. The Committee shall consider inadmissible any communication under this article which is 
anonymous or which it considers to be an abuse of the right of submission of such 
communications or to be incompatible with the provisions of this Convention. 

3. Subject to the provisions of paragraph 2, the Committee shall bring any communications 
submitted to it under this article to the attention of the State Party to this Convention which has 
made a declaration under paragraph I and is alleged to be violating any provisions of the 
Convention. Within six months, the receiving State shall submit to the Committee written 
explanations or statements clarifying the matter and the remedy, if any, that may have been taken 
by that State. 

4. The Committee shall consider communications received under this article in the light of all 
information made available to it by or on behalf of the individual and by the State Party 
concerned. 5. The Committee shall not consider any communications from an individual under 
this article unless it has ascertained that:  

(a) The same matter has not been, and is not being, examined under another procedure of 
international investigation or settlement;  

(b) The individual has exhausted all available domestic remedies; this shall not be the rule where 
the application of the remedies is unreasonably prolonged or is unlikely to bring effective reliefto 
the person who is the victim of the violation of this Convention.  

6. The Committee shall hold closed meetings when examining communications under this 
article.  

7. The Committee shall forward its views to the State Party concerned and to the individual.  

8. The provisions of this article shall come into force when five States Parties to this Convention 
have made declarations under paragraph 1 of this article. Such declarations shall be deposited by 
the States Parties with the Secretary-General of the United Nations, who shall transmit copies 
thereof to the other States Parties. A declaration may be withdrawn at any time by notification to 
the Secretary-General. Such a withdrawal shall not prejudice the consideration of any matter 
which is the subject of a communication already transmitted under this article; no further 
communication by or on behalf of an individual shall be received under this article after the 
notification of withdrawal of the declaration has been received by the SecretaryGeneral, unless 
the State Party has made a new declaration.  

Article 23  
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The members of the Committee and of the ad hoc conciliation commissions which may be 
appointed under article 21, paragraph I (e), shall be entitled to the facilities, privileges and 
immunities of experts on mission for the United Nations as laid down in the relevant sections of 
the Convention on the Privileges and Immunities of the United Nations.  

Article 24  

The Committee shall submit an annual report on its activities under this Convention to the States 
Parties and to the General Assembly of the United Nations.  

PART III  

Article 25  

1. This Convention is open for signature by all States. 2. This Convention is subject to 
ratification. Instruments of ratification shall be deposited with the Secretary-General of the 
United Nations.  

Article 26  

This Convention is open to accession by all States. Accession shall be effected by the deposit of 
an instrument of accession with the SecretaryGeneral of the United Nations.  

Article 27  

1. This Convention shall enter into force on the thirtieth day after the date of the deposit with the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations of the twentieth instrument of ratification or accession.  

2. For each State ratifying this Convention or acceding to it after the deposit of the twentieth 
instrument of ratification or accession, the Convention shall enter into force onthe thirtieth day 
after the date of the deposit of its own instrument of ratification or accession.  

Article 28  

1. Each State may, at the time of signature or ratification of this Convention or accession thereto, 
declare that it does not recognize the competence of the Committee provided for in article 20.  

2. Any State Party having made a reservation in accordance with paragraph I of this article may, 
at any time, withdraw this reservation by notification to the Secretary-General of the United 
Nations.  

Article 29  

1 . Any State Party to this Convention may propose an amendment and file it with the Secretary-
General of the United Nations. The SecretaryGeneral shall thereupon communicate the proposed 
amendment to the States Parties with a request that they notify him whether they favour a 
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conference of States Parties for the purpose of considering an d voting upon the proposal. In the 
event that within four months from the date of such communication at least one third of the 
States Parties favours such a conference, the SecretaryGeneral shall convene the conference 
under the auspices of the United Nations. Any amendment adopted by a majority of the States 
Parties present and voting at the conference shall be submitted by the Secretary-General to all the 
States Parties for acceptance.  

2. An amendment adopted in accordance with paragraph I of this article shall enter into force 
when two thirds of the States Parties to this Convention have notified the Secretary-General of 
the United Nations that they have accepted it in accordance with their respective constitutional 
processes.  

3. When amendments enter into force, they shall be binding on those States Parties which have 
accepted them, other States Parties still being bound by the provisions of this Convention and 
any earlier amendments which they have accepted.  

Article 30  

1. Any dispute between two or more States Parties concerning the interpretation or application of 
this Convention which cannot be settled through negotiation shall, at the request of one of them, 
be submitted to arbitration. If within six months from thc date of the request for arbitration the 
Parties are unable to agree on the organization of the arbitration, any one of those Parties may 
refer the dispute to the International Court of Justice by request in conformity with the Statute of 
the Court.  

2. Each State may, at the time of signature or ratification of this Con vention or accession 
thereto, declare that it does not consider itself bound by paragraph I of this article. The other 
States Parties shall not be bound by paragraph I of this article with respect to any State Party 
having made such a reservation.  

3. Any State Party having made a reservation in accordance with paragraph 2 of this article may 
at any time withdraw this reservation by notification to the Secretary-General of the United 
Nations.  

Article 31  

1. A State Party may denounce this Convention by written notification to the Secretary-General 
of the United Nations. Denunciation becomes effective one year after the date of receipt of- the 
notification by the Secretary-General .  

2. Such a denunciation shall not have the effect of releasing the State Party from its obligations 
under this Convention in regard to any act or omission which occurs prior to the date at which 
the denunciation becomes effective, nor shall denunciation prejudice in any way the continued 
consideration of any matter which is already under consideration by the Committee prior to the 
date at which the denunciation becomes effective.  
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3. Following the date at which the denunciation of a State Party becomes effective, the 
Committee shall not commence consideration of any new matter regarding that State.  

Article 32  

The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall inform all States Members of the United 
Nations and all States which have signed this Convention or acceded to it of the following:  

(a) Signatures, ratifications and accessions under articles 25 and 26;  

(b) The date of entry into force of this Convention under article 27 and the date of the entry into 
force of any amendments under article 29;  

(c) Denunciations under article 31.  

Article 33  

1. This Convention, of which the Arabic, Chinese, English, French, Russian and Spanish texts 
are equally authentic, shall be deposited with the Secretary-General of the United Nations.  

2. The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall transmit certified copies of this Convention 
to all States.  
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Criminal Code Code criminel

PART II Offences Against Public Order PARTIE II Infractions contre l’ordre public

Prize Fights Combats concertés

Sections 83-83.01 Articles 83-83.01

Current to September 11, 2022

Last amended on June 23, 2022

78 À jour au 11 septembre 2022

Dernière modification le 23 juin 2022

(a) a contest between amateur athletes in a combative
sport with fists, hands or feet held in a province if the
sport is on the programme of the International
Olympic Committee or the International Paralympic
Committee and, in the case where the province’s lieu-
tenant governor in council or any other person or body
specified by him or her requires it, the contest is held
with their permission;

(b) a contest between amateur athletes in a combative
sport with fists, hands or feet held in a province if the
sport has been designated by the province’s lieutenant
governor in council or by any other person or body
specified by him or her and, in the case where the lieu-
tenant governor in council or other specified person or
body requires it, the contest is held with their permis-
sion;

(c) a contest between amateur athletes in a combative
sport with fists, hands or feet held in a province with
the permission of the province’s lieutenant governor
in council or any other person or body specified by
him or her; and

(d) a boxing contest or mixed martial arts contest held
in a province with the permission or under the author-
ity of an athletic board, commission or similar body
established by or under the authority of the province’s
legislature for the control of sport within the province.

R.S., 1985, c. C-46, s. 83; R.S., 1985, c. 27 (1st Supp.), s. 186; 2013, c. 19, s. 1.

par arrangement préalable conclu par elles, ou pour elles.
La présente définition exclut toutefois :

a) le match de sport de combat, avec les poings, les
mains ou les pieds, tenu entre athlètes amateurs dans
une province, si le sport est visé par le programme du
Comité international olympique ou du Comité inter-
national paralympique et, dans le cas où le lieutenant-
gouverneur en conseil de la province ou la personne
ou l’organisme qu’il désigne l’exige, si le match est te-
nu avec leur permission;

b) le match de sport de combat, avec les poings, les
mains ou les pieds, tenu entre athlètes amateurs dans
une province, si le sport est désigné par le lieutenant-
gouverneur en conseil de la province ou par la per-
sonne ou l’organisme qu’il désigne et, dans le cas où
l’un ou l’autre de ceux-ci l’exige, si le match est tenu
avec leur permission;

c) le match de sport de combat, avec les poings, les
mains ou les pieds, tenu entre athlètes amateurs dans
une province avec la permission du lieutenant-gouver-
neur en conseil de la province ou la personne ou l’or-
ganisme qu’il désigne;

d) le match de boxe ou d’arts martiaux mixtes tenu
dans une province avec la permission ou sous l’autori-
té d’une commission athlétique ou d’un organisme
semblable établi par la législature de la province, ou
sous son autorité, pour la régie du sport dans la pro-
vince.

L.R. (1985), ch. C-46, art. 83; L.R. (1985), ch. 27 (1er suppl.), art. 186; 2013, ch. 19, art. 1.

PART II.1 PARTIE II.1

Terrorism Terrorisme

Interpretation Définitions et interprétation

Definitions Définitions

83.01 (1) The following definitions apply in this Part.

Canadian means a Canadian citizen, a permanent resi-
dent within the meaning of subsection 2(1) of the Immi-
gration and Refugee Protection Act or a body corporate
incorporated and continued under the laws of Canada or
a province. (Canadien)

entity means a person, group, trust, partnership or fund
or an unincorporated association or organization. (enti-

té)

83.01 (1) Les définitions qui suivent s’appliquent à la
présente partie.

activité terroriste

a) Soit un acte — action ou omission, commise au
Canada ou à l’étranger — qui, au Canada, constitue
une des infractions suivantes :

(i) les infractions visées au paragraphe 7(2) et met-
tant en œuvre la Convention pour la répression de
la capture illicite d’aéronefs, signée à La Haye le 16
décembre 1970,
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Criminal Code Code criminel

PART II.1 Terrorism PARTIE II.1 Terrorisme

Interpretation Définitions et interprétation

Section 83.01 Article 83.01

Current to September 11, 2022

Last amended on June 23, 2022

79 À jour au 11 septembre 2022

Dernière modification le 23 juin 2022

listed entity means an entity on a list established by the
Governor in Council under section 83.05. (entité ins-

crite)

terrorist activity means

(a) an act or omission that is committed in or outside
Canada and that, if committed in Canada, is one of the
following offences:

(i) the offences referred to in subsection 7(2) that
implement the Convention for the Suppression of
Unlawful Seizure of Aircraft, signed at The Hague
on December 16, 1970,

(ii) the offences referred to in subsection 7(2) that
implement the Convention for the Suppression of
Unlawful Acts against the Safety of Civil Aviation,
signed at Montreal on September 23, 1971,

(iii) the offences referred to in subsection 7(3) that
implement the Convention on the Prevention and
Punishment of Crimes against Internationally Pro-
tected Persons, including Diplomatic Agents,
adopted by the General Assembly of the United Na-
tions on December 14, 1973,

(iv) the offences referred to in subsection 7(3.1)
that implement the International Convention
against the Taking of Hostages, adopted by the
General Assembly of the United Nations on Decem-
ber 17, 1979,

(v) the offences referred to in subsection 7(2.21)
that implement the Convention on the Physical
Protection of Nuclear Material, done at Vienna and
New York on March 3, 1980, as amended by the
Amendment to the Convention on the Physical Pro-
tection of Nuclear Material, done at Vienna on July
8, 2005 and the International Convention for the
Suppression of Acts of Nuclear Terrorism, done at
New York on September 14, 2005,

(vi) the offences referred to in subsection 7(2) that
implement the Protocol for the Suppression of Un-
lawful Acts of Violence at Airports Serving Inter-
national Civil Aviation, supplementary to the Con-
vention for the Suppression of Unlawful Acts
against the Safety of Civil Aviation, signed at Mon-
treal on February 24, 1988,

(vii) the offences referred to in subsection 7(2.1)
that implement the Convention for the Suppression
of Unlawful Acts against the Safety of Maritime
Navigation, done at Rome on March 10, 1988,

(ii) les infractions visées au paragraphe 7(2) et met-
tant en œuvre la Convention pour la répression
d’actes illicites dirigés contre la sécurité de l’avia-
tion civile, signée à Montréal le 23 septembre 1971,

(iii) les infractions visées au paragraphe 7(3) et
mettant en œuvre la Convention sur la prévention
et la répression des infractions contre les per-
sonnes jouissant d’une protection internationale, y
compris les agents diplomatiques, adoptée par
l’Assemblée générale des Nations Unies le 14 dé-
cembre 1973,

(iv) les infractions visées au paragraphe 7(3.1) et
mettant en œuvre la Convention internationale
contre la prise d’otages, adoptée par l’Assemblée
générale des Nations Unies le 17 décembre 1979,

(v) les infractions visées au paragraphe 7(2.21) et
mettant en œuvre la Convention sur la protection
physique des matières nucléaires, faite à Vienne et
New York le 3 mars 1980, et modifiée par l’Amende-
ment à la Convention sur la protection physique
des matières nucléaires, fait à Vienne le 8 juillet
2005, ainsi que la Convention internationale pour la
répression des actes de terrorisme nucléaire, faite à
New York le 14 septembre 2005,

(vi) les infractions visées au paragraphe 7(2) et
mettant en œuvre le Protocole pour la répression
des actes illicites de violence dans les aéroports
servant à l’aviation civile internationale, complé-
mentaire à la Convention pour la répression
d’actes illicites dirigés contre la sécurité de l’avia-
tion civile, signé à Montréal le 24 février 1988,

(vii) les infractions visées au paragraphe 7(2.1) et
mettant en œuvre la Convention pour la répression
d’actes illicites contre la sécurité de la navigation
maritime, conclue à Rome le 10 mars 1988,

(viii) les infractions visées aux paragraphes 7(2.1)
ou (2.2) et mettant en œuvre le Protocole pour la
répression d’actes illicites contre la sécurité des
plates-formes fixes situées sur le plateau continen-
tal, conclu à Rome le 10 mars 1988,

(ix) les infractions visées au paragraphe 7(3.72) et
mettant en œuvre la Convention internationale
pour la répression des attentats terroristes à l’ex-
plosif, adoptée par l’Assemblée générale des Na-
tions Unies le 15 décembre 1997,

(x) les infractions visées au paragraphe 7(3.73) et
mettant en œuvre la Convention internationale
pour la répression du financement du terrorisme,
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(viii) the offences referred to in subsection 7(2.1) or
(2.2) that implement the Protocol for the Suppres-
sion of Unlawful Acts against the Safety of Fixed
Platforms Located on the Continental Shelf, done
at Rome on March 10, 1988,

(ix) the offences referred to in subsection 7(3.72)
that implement the International Convention for
the Suppression of Terrorist Bombings, adopted by
the General Assembly of the United Nations on De-
cember 15, 1997, and

(x) the offences referred to in subsection 7(3.73)
that implement the International Convention for
the Suppression of the Financing of Terrorism,
adopted by the General Assembly of the United Na-
tions on December 9, 1999, or

(b) an act or omission, in or outside Canada,

(i) that is committed

(A) in whole or in part for a political, religious or
ideological purpose, objective or cause, and

(B) in whole or in part with the intention of in-
timidating the public, or a segment of the public,
with regard to its security, including its econom-
ic security, or compelling a person, a govern-
ment or a domestic or an international organiza-
tion to do or to refrain from doing any act,
whether the public or the person, government or
organization is inside or outside Canada, and

(ii) that intentionally

(A) causes death or serious bodily harm to a
person by the use of violence,

(B) endangers a person’s life,

(C) causes a serious risk to the health or safety
of the public or any segment of the public,

(D) causes substantial property damage,
whether to public or private property, if causing
such damage is likely to result in the conduct or
harm referred to in any of clauses (A) to (C), or

(E) causes serious interference with or serious
disruption of an essential service, facility or sys-
tem, whether public or private, other than as a
result of advocacy, protest, dissent or stoppage
of work that is not intended to result in the con-
duct or harm referred to in any of clauses (A) to
(C),

adoptée par l’Assemblée générale des Nations
Unies le 9 décembre 1999;

b) soit un acte — action ou omission, commise au
Canada ou à l’étranger :

(i) d’une part, commis à la fois :

(A) au nom — exclusivement ou non — d’un but,
d’un objectif ou d’une cause de nature politique,
religieuse ou idéologique,

(B) en vue — exclusivement ou non — d’inti-
mider tout ou partie de la population quant à
sa sécurité, entre autres sur le plan écono-
mique, ou de contraindre une personne, un
gouvernement ou une organisation nationale
ou internationale à accomplir un acte ou à
s’en abstenir, que la personne, la population,
le gouvernement ou l’organisation soit ou non
au Canada,

(ii) d’autre part, qui intentionnellement, se-
lon le cas :

(A) cause des blessures graves à une per-
sonne ou la mort de celle-ci, par l’usage de la
violence,

(B) met en danger la vie d’une personne,

(C) compromet gravement la santé ou la sé-
curité de tout ou partie de la population,

(D) cause des dommages matériels considé-
rables, que les biens visés soient publics ou
privés, dans des circonstances telles qu’il est
probable que l’une des situations mention-
nées aux divisions (A) à (C) en résultera,

(E) perturbe gravement ou paralyse des ser-
vices, installations ou systèmes essentiels, pu-
blics ou privés, sauf dans le cadre de revendi-
cations, de protestations ou de manifestations
d’un désaccord ou d’un arrêt de travail qui
n’ont pas pour but de provoquer l’une des si-
tuations mentionnées aux divisions (A) à (C).

Sont visés par la présente définition, relative-
ment à un tel acte, le complot, la tentative, la
menace, la complicité après le fait et l’encourage-
ment à la perpétration; il est entendu que sont
exclus de la présente définition l’acte — action ou
omission — commis au cours d’un conflit armé
et conforme, au moment et au lieu de la perpé-
tration, au droit international coutumier ou au
droit international conventionnel applicable au
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and includes a conspiracy, attempt or threat to commit
any such act or omission, or being an accessory after the
fact or counselling in relation to any such act or omis-
sion, but, for greater certainty, does not include an act or
omission that is committed during an armed conflict and
that, at the time and in the place of its commission, is in
accordance with customary international law or conven-
tional international law applicable to the conflict, or the
activities undertaken by military forces of a state in the
exercise of their official duties, to the extent that those
activities are governed by other rules of international
law. (activité terroriste)

terrorist group means

(a) an entity that has as one of its purposes or activi-
ties facilitating or carrying out any terrorist activity, or

(b) a listed entity,

and includes an association of such entities. (groupe

terroriste)

conflit ainsi que les activités menées par les
forces armées d’un État dans l’exercice de leurs
fonctions officielles, dans la mesure où ces acti-
vités sont régies par d’autres règles de droit in-
ternational. (terrorist activity)

Canadien Citoyen canadien, résident permanent au sens
du paragraphe 2(1) de la Loi sur l’immigration et la pro-
tection des réfugiés ou personne morale constituée ou
prorogée sous le régime d’une loi fédérale ou provinciale.
(Canadian)

entité Personne, groupe, fiducie, société de personnes
ou fonds, ou organisation ou association non dotée de la
personnalité morale. (entity)

entité inscrite Entité inscrite sur la liste établie par le
gouverneur en conseil en vertu de l’article 83.05. (listed

entity)

groupe terroriste

a) Soit une entité dont l’un des objets ou l’une des ac-
tivités est de se livrer à des activités terroristes ou de
les faciliter;

b) soit une entité inscrite.

Est assimilé à un groupe terroriste un groupe ou une as-
sociation formé de groupes terroristes au sens de la pré-
sente définition. (terrorist group)

For greater certainty Interprétation

(1.1) For greater certainty, the expression of a political,
religious or ideological thought, belief or opinion does
not come within paragraph (b) of the definition terrorist

activity in subsection (1) unless it constitutes an act or
omission that satisfies the criteria of that paragraph.

(1.1) Il est entendu que l’expression d’une pensée, d’une
croyance ou d’une opinion de nature politique, religieuse
ou idéologique n’est visée à l’alinéa b) de la définition de
activité terroriste au paragraphe (1) que si elle constitue
un acte — action ou omission — répondant aux critères
de cet alinéa.

For greater certainty Interprétation

(1.2) For greater certainty, a suicide bombing is an act
that comes within paragraph (a) or (b) of the definition
terrorist activity in subsection (1) if it satisfies the crite-
ria of that paragraph.

(1.2) Il est entendu que l’attentat suicide à la bombe est
un acte visé aux alinéas a) ou b) de la définition de activi-

té terroriste au paragraphe (1) s’il répond aux critères
prévus à l’alinéa en cause.

Facilitation Facilitation

(2) For the purposes of this Part, facilitation shall be
construed in accordance with subsection 83.19(2).
2001, c. 41, ss. 4, 126; 2010, c. 19, s. 1; 2013, c. 13, s. 6.

(2) Pour l’application de la présente partie, faciliter s’in-
terprète en conformité avec le paragraphe 83.19(2).
2001, ch. 41, art. 4 et 126; 2010, ch. 19, art. 1; 2013, ch. 13, art. 6.
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Financing of Terrorism Financement du terrorisme

Providing or collecting property for certain activities Fournir ou réunir des biens en vue de certains actes

83.02 Every person is guilty of an indictable offence and
liable to imprisonment for a term of not more than 10
years who, directly or indirectly, wilfully and without
lawful justification or excuse, provides or collects proper-
ty intending that it be used or knowing that it will be
used, in whole or in part, in order to carry out

(a) an act or omission that constitutes an offence re-
ferred to in subparagraphs (a)(i) to (ix) of the defini-
tion of terrorist activity in subsection 83.01(1), or

(b) any other act or omission intended to cause death
or serious bodily harm to a civilian or to any other per-
son not taking an active part in the hostilities in a situ-
ation of armed conflict, if the purpose of that act or
omission, by its nature or context, is to intimidate the
public, or to compel a government or an international
organization to do or refrain from doing any act.

2001, c. 41, s. 4; 2019, c. 25, s. 15(E).

83.02 Est coupable d’un acte criminel passible d’un em-
prisonnement maximal de dix ans quiconque, directe-
ment ou non, fournit ou réunit, délibérément et sans jus-
tification ou excuse légitime, des biens dans l’intention
de les voir utiliser — ou en sachant qu’ils seront utilisés
— en tout ou en partie, en vue :

a) d’un acte — action ou omission — qui constitue
l’une des infractions prévues aux sous-alinéas a)(i) à
(ix) de la définition de activité terroriste au para-
graphe 83.01(1);

b) de tout autre acte — action ou omission — destiné à
causer la mort ou des dommages corporels graves à
une personne qui ne participe pas directement aux
hostilités dans une situation de conflit armé, notam-
ment un civil, si, par sa nature ou son contexte, cet
acte est destiné à intimider la population ou à
contraindre un gouvernement ou une organisation in-
ternationale à accomplir ou à s’abstenir d’accomplir
un acte quelconque.

2001, ch. 41, art. 4; 2019, ch. 25, art. 15(A).

Providing, making available, etc., property or services
for terrorist purposes

Fournir, rendre disponibles, etc. des biens ou services
à des fins terroristes

83.03 Every person is guilty of an indictable offence and
liable to imprisonment for a term of not more than 10
years who, directly or indirectly, collects property, pro-
vides or invites a person to provide, or makes available
property or financial or other related services

(a) intending that they be used, or knowing that they
will be used, in whole or in part, for the purpose of fa-
cilitating or carrying out any terrorist activity, or for
the purpose of benefiting any person who is facilitat-
ing or carrying out such an activity, or

(b) knowing that, in whole or part, they will be used
by or will benefit a terrorist group.

2001, c. 41, s. 4; 2019, c. 25, s. 16(E).

83.03 Est coupable d’un acte criminel passible d’un em-
prisonnement maximal de dix ans quiconque, directe-
ment ou non, réunit des biens ou fournit — ou invite une
autre personne à le faire — ou rend disponibles des biens
ou des services financiers ou connexes :

a) soit dans l’intention de les voir utiliser — ou en sa-
chant qu’ils seront utilisés — , en tout ou en partie,
pour une activité terroriste, pour faciliter une telle ac-
tivité ou pour en faire bénéficier une personne qui se
livre à une telle activité ou la facilite;

b) soit en sachant qu’ils seront utilisés, en tout ou en
partie, par un groupe terroriste ou qu’ils bénéficieront,
en tout ou en partie, à celui-ci.

2001, ch. 41, art. 4; 2019, ch. 25, art. 16(A).

Using or possessing property for terrorist purposes Utiliser ou avoir en sa possession des biens à des fins
terroristes

83.04 Every person is guilty of an indictable offence and
liable to imprisonment for a term of not more than 10
years who

(a) uses property, directly or indirectly, in whole or in
part, for the purpose of facilitating or carrying out a
terrorist activity, or

83.04 Est coupable d’un acte criminel passible d’un em-
prisonnement maximal de dix ans quiconque, selon le
cas :

a) utilise directement ou non, en tout ou en partie,
des biens pour une activité terroriste ou pour la facili-
ter;
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(b) possesses property intending that it be used or
knowing that it will be used, directly or indirectly, in
whole or in part, for the purpose of facilitating or car-
rying out a terrorist activity.

2001, c. 41, s. 4; 2019, c. 25, s. 17(E).

b) a en sa possession des biens dans l’intention de les
voir utiliser — ou en sachant qu’ils seront utilisés —
directement ou non, en tout ou en partie, pour une ac-
tivité terroriste ou pour la faciliter.

2001, ch. 41, art. 4; 2019, ch. 25, art. 17(A).

List of Entities Inscription des entités

Establishment of list Établissement de la liste

83.05 (1) The Governor in Council may, by regulation,
establish a list on which the Governor in Council may
place any entity if, on the recommendation of the Minis-
ter of Public Safety and Emergency Preparedness, the
Governor in Council is satisfied that there are reasonable
grounds to believe that

(a) the entity has knowingly carried out, attempted to
carry out, participated in or facilitated a terrorist ac-
tivity; or

(b) the entity has knowingly acted on behalf of, at the
direction of or in association with an entity referred to
in paragraph (a).

83.05 (1) Le gouverneur en conseil peut, par règlement,
établir une liste sur laquelle il inscrit toute entité dont il
est convaincu, sur la recommandation du ministre de la
Sécurité publique et de la Protection civile, qu’il existe
des motifs raisonnables de croire :

a) que, sciemment, elle s’est livrée ou a tenté de se li-
vrer à une activité terroriste, y a participé ou l’a facili-
tée;

b) que, sciemment, elle a agi au nom d’une entité vi-
sée à l’alinéa a), sous sa direction ou en collaboration
avec elle.

Recommendation Recommandation

(1.1) The Minister may make a recommendation re-
ferred to in subsection (1) only if he or she has reason-
able grounds to believe that the entity to which the rec-
ommendation relates is an entity referred to in
paragraph (1)(a) or (b).

(1.1) Le ministre ne fait la recommandation visée au pa-
ragraphe (1) que s’il a des motifs raisonnables de croire
que l’entité en cause est visée aux alinéas (1)a) ou b).

Amendment to name of listed entity Modification d’un nom sur la liste d’entités

(1.2) The Minister may, by regulation,

(a) change the name of a listed entity, or add to the
list any other name by which a listed entity may also
be or have been known, if the Minister has reasonable
grounds to believe that the listed entity is using a
name that is not on the list; and

(b) delete from the list any other name by which a list-
ed entity may also have been known, if the entity is no
longer using that name.

(1.2) Le ministre peut, par règlement :

a) s’il a des motifs raisonnables de croire qu’une enti-
té inscrite utilise un nom ne figurant pas sur la liste,
modifier le nom de l’entité qui figure sur la liste ou
ajouter à la liste tout autre nom sous lequel l’entité
peut aussi être ou avoir été connue;

b) radier de la liste un nom sous lequel une entité ins-
crite peut aussi avoir été connue, si l’entité n’utilise
plus ce nom.

Application to Minister Radiation

(2) On application in writing by a listed entity to be re-
moved from the list, the Minister shall decide whether
the applicant should remain a listed entity or whether the
Minister should recommend to the Governor in Council
that the applicant be removed from the list, taking into
account the grounds set out in subsection (1).

(2) Le ministre, saisi d’une demande de radiation écrite
présentée par une entité inscrite, décide si le demandeur
devrait rester inscrit ou s’il devrait recommander au gou-
verneur en conseil que le demandeur soit radié de la liste,
compte tenu des motifs prévus au paragraphe (1).
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Deeming Présomption

(3) If the Minister does not make a decision on the appli-
cation referred to in subsection (2) within 90 days after
receipt of the application, or within any longer period
that may be agreed to in writing by the Minister and the
applicant, the Minister is deemed to have decided that
the applicant should remain a listed entity.

(3) S’il ne rend pas sa décision dans les quatre-vingt-dix
jours suivant la réception de la demande ou dans le délai
plus long dont il a convenu par écrit avec le demandeur,
le ministre est réputé avoir décidé que le demandeur de-
vrait rester inscrit sur la liste.

Notice of the decision to the applicant Avis de la décision au demandeur

(4) The Minister shall give notice without delay to the
applicant of any decision taken or deemed to have been
taken respecting the application referred to in subsection
(2).

(4) Le ministre donne sans délai au demandeur un avis
de la décision qu’il a rendue ou qu’il est réputé avoir ren-
due relativement à la demande.

Judicial review Contrôle judiciaire

(5) Within 60 days after the receipt of the notice of the
decision referred to in subsection (4), the applicant may
apply to a judge for judicial review of the decision.

(5) Dans les soixante jours suivant la réception de l’avis,
le demandeur peut présenter au juge une demande de ré-
vision de la décision.

Reference Examen judiciaire

(6) When an application is made under subsection (5),
the judge shall, without delay

(a) examine, in private, any security or criminal intel-
ligence reports considered in the making of the deci-
sion on whether the applicant should remain a listed
entity and hear any other evidence or information that
may be presented by or on behalf of the Minister and
may, at his or her request, hear all or part of that evi-
dence or information in the absence of the applicant
and any counsel representing the applicant, if the
judge is of the opinion that the disclosure of the infor-
mation would injure national security or endanger the
safety of any person;

(b) provide the applicant with a statement summariz-
ing the information available to the judge so as to en-
able the applicant to be reasonably informed of the
reasons for the decision, without disclosing any infor-
mation the disclosure of which would, in the judge’s
opinion, injure national security or endanger the safe-
ty of any person;

(c) provide the applicant with a reasonable opportuni-
ty to be heard; and

(d) determine whether the decision is reasonable on
the basis of the information available to the judge and,
if found not to be reasonable, order that the applicant
no longer be a listed entity.

(6) Dès qu’il est saisi de la demande, le juge procède de
la façon suivante :

a) il examine à huis clos les renseignements en ma-
tière de sécurité ou de criminalité qui ont été pris en
considération pour décider si le demandeur doit rester
inscrit sur la liste et recueille les autres éléments de
preuve ou d’information présentés par le ministre ou
en son nom; il peut, à la demande de celui-ci, recueillir
tout ou partie de ces éléments en l’absence du deman-
deur ou de son avocat, s’il estime que leur divulgation
porterait atteinte à la sécurité nationale ou à la sécuri-
té d’autrui;

b) il fournit au demandeur un résumé de l’informa-
tion dont il dispose — sauf celle dont la divulgation
pourrait, à son avis, porter atteinte à la sécurité natio-
nale ou à la sécurité d’autrui — afin de lui permettre
d’être suffisamment informé des motifs de la décision;

c) il donne au demandeur la possibilité d’être enten-
du;

d) il décide si la décision est raisonnable compte tenu
de l’information dont il dispose et, dans le cas où il dé-
cide que la décision n’est pas raisonnable, il ordonne
la radiation.

Evidence Preuve

(6.1) The judge may receive into evidence anything that,
in the opinion of the judge, is reliable and appropriate,

(6.1) Le juge peut recevoir et admettre en preuve tout
élément qu’il estime digne de foi et approprié — même si
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even if it would not otherwise be admissible under Cana-
dian law, and may base his or her decision on that evi-
dence.

le droit canadien ne prévoit pas par ailleurs son admissi-
bilité — et peut fonder sa décision sur cet élément.

Publication Publication

(7) The Minister shall cause to be published, without de-
lay, in the Canada Gazette notice of a final order of a
court that the applicant no longer be a listed entity.

(7) Une fois la décision ordonnant la radiation passée en
force de chose jugée, le ministre en fait publier avis sans
délai dans la Gazette du Canada.

New application Nouvelle demande de radiation

(8) A listed entity may not make another application un-
der subsection (2) except if, since the time when the enti-
ty made its last application,

(a) there has been a material change in its circum-
stances; or

(b) the Minister has completed a review under subsec-
tion (8.1) with respect to that entity.

(8) L’entité inscrite ne peut présenter une nouvelle de-
mande de radiation en vertu du paragraphe (2) que si,
depuis la présentation de sa dernière demande :

a) soit sa situation a évolué d’une manière impor-
tante;

b) soit le ministre a terminé un examen mentionné au
paragraphe (8.1) à l’égard de l’entité.

Review — listed entity Examen périodique de la liste : entités déjà inscrites

(8.1) The Minister shall review whether there are still
reasonable grounds, as set out in subsection (1), for an
entity to be a listed entity and make a recommendation
to the Governor in Council as to whether the entity
should remain a listed entity

(a) within five years after

(i) the day on which this subsection comes into
force, if the entity is a listed entity on that day, or

(ii) the day on which the entity is added to the list,
if the entity is added to the list after the day on
which this subsection comes into force; and

(b) subsequently, within five years after the most re-
cent recommendation made under this subsection
with respect to the entity.

(8.1) Pour chaque entité inscrite sur la liste, le ministre,
dans les délais ci-après, décide s’il existe toujours des
motifs raisonnables, aux termes du paragraphe (1), justi-
fiant son inscription et recommande au gouverneur en
conseil que l’entité reste inscrite sur la liste ou soit ra-
diée :

a) dans les cinq ans suivant :

(i) la date de l’entrée en vigueur du présent para-
graphe, si l’entité est inscrite sur la liste à cette
date,

(ii) la date à laquelle l’entité est inscrite sur la liste,
si l’entité est inscrite sur la liste après l’entrée en vi-
gueur du présent paragraphe;

b) par la suite, dans les cinq ans suivant la dernière
recommandation relative à l’entité faite en application
du présent paragraphe.

Validity Validité de la liste

(9) Reviews undertaken under subsection (8.1) do not af-
fect the validity of the list.

(9) L’examen effectué au titre du paragraphe (8.1) est
sans effet sur la validité de la liste.

Publication Publication

(10) The Minister shall cause notice of the results of ev-
ery review of a listed entity undertaken under subsection
(8.1) to be published in the Canada Gazette within five
years after the review is completed.

(10) Le ministre fait publier dans la Gazette du Canada
un avis portant sur les résultats de l’examen d’une entité
inscrite effectué au titre du paragraphe (8.1) dans les cinq
ans suivant la conclusion de l’examen.
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Definition of judge Définition de juge

(11) In this section, judge means the Chief Justice of the
Federal Court or a judge of that Court designated by the
Chief Justice.
2001, c. 41, ss. 4, 143; 2005, c. 10, ss. 18, 34; 2019, c. 13, s. 141.

(11) Au présent article, juge s’entend du juge en chef de
la Cour fédérale ou du juge de cette juridiction désigné
par celui-ci.
2001, ch. 41, art. 4 et 143; 2005, ch. 10, art. 18 et 34; 2019, ch. 13, art. 141.

Admission of foreign information obtained in
confidence

Renseignements secrets obtenus de gouvernements
étrangers

83.06 (1) For the purposes of subsection 83.05(6), in
private and in the absence of the applicant or any counsel
representing it,

(a) the Minister of Public Safety and Emergency Pre-
paredness may make an application to the judge for
the admission of information obtained in confidence
from a government, an institution or an agency of a
foreign state, from an international organization of
states or from an institution or an agency of an inter-
national organization of states; and

(b) the judge shall examine the information and pro-
vide counsel representing the Minister with a reason-
able opportunity to be heard as to whether the infor-
mation is relevant but should not be disclosed to the
applicant or any counsel representing it because the
disclosure would injure national security or endanger
the safety of any person.

83.06 (1) Pour l’application du paragraphe 83.05(6),
procédant à huis clos et en l’absence du demandeur ou de
son avocat :

a) le ministre de la Sécurité publique et de la Protec-
tion civile peut présenter au juge une demande en vue
de faire admettre en preuve des renseignements obte-
nus sous le sceau du secret du gouvernement d’un État
étranger ou d’une organisation internationale d’États,
ou de l’un de leurs organismes;

b) le juge examine les renseignements et accorde à
l’avocat du ministre la possibilité de lui présenter ses
arguments sur la pertinence des renseignements et le
fait qu’ils ne devraient pas être communiqués au de-
mandeur ou à son avocat parce que la communication
porterait atteinte à la sécurité nationale ou à la sécuri-
té d’autrui.

Return of information Renvoi des renseignements

(2) The information shall be returned to counsel repre-
senting the Minister and shall not be considered by the
judge in making the determination under paragraph
83.05(6)(d), if

(a) the judge determines that the information is not
relevant;

(b) the judge determines that the information is rele-
vant but should be summarized in the statement to be
provided under paragraph 83.05(6)(b); or

(c) the Minister withdraws the application.

(2) Ces renseignements sont renvoyés à l’avocat du mi-
nistre et ne peuvent servir de fondement à la décision
rendue au titre de l’alinéa 83.05(6)d) dans les cas sui-
vants :

a) le juge décide qu’ils ne sont pas pertinents;

b) le juge décide qu’ils sont pertinents, mais qu’ils de-
vraient faire partie du résumé à fournir au titre de
l’alinéa 83.05(6)b);

c) le ministre retire la demande.

Use of information Utilisation des renseignements

(3) If the judge decides that the information is relevant
but that its disclosure would injure national security or
endanger the safety of persons, the information shall not
be disclosed in the statement mentioned in paragraph
83.05(6)(b), but the judge may base the determination
under paragraph 83.05(6)(d) on it.
2001, c. 41, s. 4; 2005, c. 10, s. 19.

(3) Si le juge décide que ces renseignements sont perti-
nents, mais que leur communication au titre de l’alinéa
83.05(6)b) porterait atteinte à la sécurité nationale ou à la
sécurité d’autrui, il les exclut du résumé, mais peut s’en
servir comme fondement de la décision qu’il rend au titre
de l’alinéa 83.05(6)d).
2001, ch. 41, art. 4; 2005, ch. 10, art. 19.

Mistaken identity Erreur sur la personne

83.07 (1) An entity whose name is the same as or simi-
lar to a name, appearing on the list, of a listed entity and

83.07 (1) L’entité dont le nom est identique ou sem-
blable à un nom, figurant sur la liste, d’une entité inscrite
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who claims not to be that listed entity may apply in writ-
ing to the Minister of Public Safety and Emergency Pre-
paredness for a certificate stating that it is not that listed
entity.

et qui prétend ne pas être cette entité peut demander par
écrit au ministre de la Sécurité publique et de la Protec-
tion civile de lui délivrer un certificat portant qu’elle n’est
pas l’entité inscrite.

Issuance of certificate Délivrance du certificat

(2) The Minister shall, within 30 days after receiving the
application, issue a certificate if he or she is satisfied that
the applicant is not that listed entity.
2001, c. 41, s. 4; 2005, c. 10, s. 20; 2019, c. 13, s. 142.

(2) S’il est convaincu que le demandeur n’est pas cette
entité inscrite, le ministre délivre le certificat dans les
trente jours suivant la réception de la demande.
2001, ch. 41, art. 4; 2005, ch. 10, art. 20; 2019, ch. 13, art. 142.

Freezing of Property Blocage des biens

Freezing of property Blocage des biens

83.08 (1) No person in Canada and no Canadian out-
side Canada shall knowingly

(a) deal directly or indirectly in any property that is
owned or controlled by or on behalf of a terrorist
group;

(b) enter into or facilitate, directly or indirectly, any
transaction in respect of property referred to in para-
graph (a); or

(c) provide any financial or other related services in
respect of property referred to in paragraph (a) to, for
the benefit of or at the direction of a terrorist group.

83.08 (1) Il est interdit à toute personne au Canada et à
tout Canadien à l’étranger :

a) d’effectuer sciemment, directement ou non, une
opération portant sur des biens qui appartiennent à
un groupe terroriste, ou qui sont à sa disposition, di-
rectement ou non;

b) de conclure ou de faciliter sciemment, directement
ou non, une opération relativement à des biens visés à
l’alinéa a);

c) de fournir sciemment à un groupe terroriste, pour
son profit ou sur son ordre, des services financiers ou
tout autre service connexe liés à des biens visés à l’ali-
néa a).

No civil liability Immunité

(2) A person who acts reasonably in taking, or omitting
to take, measures to comply with subsection (1) shall not
be liable in any civil action arising from having taken or
omitted to take the measures, if they took all reasonable
steps to satisfy themselves that the relevant property was
owned or controlled by or on behalf of a terrorist group.
2001, c. 41, s. 4; 2013, c. 9, s. 3.

(2) Nul ne peut être poursuivi au civil pour avoir fait ou
omis de faire quoi que ce soit dans le but de se conformer
au paragraphe (1), s’il a agi raisonnablement et pris
toutes les dispositions voulues pour se convaincre que le
bien en cause appartient à un groupe terroriste ou est à
sa disposition, directement ou non.
2001, ch. 41, art. 4; 2013, ch. 9, art. 3.

Exemptions Exemptions

83.09 (1) The Minister of Public Safety and Emergency
Preparedness, or a person designated by him or her, may
authorize any person in Canada or any Canadian outside
Canada to carry out a specified activity or transaction
that is prohibited by section 83.08, or a class of such ac-
tivities or transactions.

83.09 (1) Le ministre de la Sécurité publique et de la
Protection civile — ou toute personne qu’il désigne —
peut autoriser toute personne au Canada ou tout Cana-
dien à l’étranger à se livrer à toute opération ou activité
— ou catégorie d’opérations ou d’activités — qu’interdit
l’article 83.08.

Ministerial authorization Autorisation

(2) The Minister, or a person designated by him or her,
may make the authorization subject to any terms and
conditions that are required in their opinion and may
amend, suspend, revoke or reinstate it.

(2) Le ministre peut assortir l’autorisation des condi-
tions qu’il estime nécessaires; il peut également la modi-
fier, la suspendre, la révoquer ou la rétablir.
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Existing equities maintained Rang

(3) All secured and unsecured rights and interests in the
frozen property that are held by persons, other than ter-
rorist groups or their agents, are entitled to the same
ranking that they would have been entitled to had the
property not been frozen.

(3) Le blocage ne porte pas atteinte au rang des droits et
intérêts — garantis ou non — détenus sur les biens qui en
font l’objet par des personnes qui ne sont pas des
groupes terroristes ou des mandataires de ceux-ci.

Third party involvement Tiers participant

(4) If a person has obtained an authorization under sub-
section (1), any other person involved in carrying out the
activity or transaction, or class of activities or transac-
tions, to which the authorization relates is not subject to
sections 83.08, 83.1 and 83.11 if the terms or conditions of
the authorization that are imposed under subsection (2),
if any, are met.
2001, c. 41, s. 4; 2005, c. 10, s. 21.

(4) Dans le cas où une personne a obtenu une autorisa-
tion en vertu du paragraphe (1), toute autre personne qui
participe à l’opération ou à l’activité — ou à la catégorie
d’opérations ou d’activités — visée par l’autorisation est
soustraite à l’application des articles 83.08, 83.1 et 83.11 si
les conditions dont l’autorisation est assortie, le cas
échéant, sont respectées.
2001, ch. 41, art. 4; 2005, ch. 10, art. 21.

Disclosure Communication

83.1 (1) Every person in Canada and every Canadian
outside Canada shall disclose without delay to the Com-
missioner of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police or to
the Director of the Canadian Security Intelligence Service

(a) the existence of property in their possession or
control that they know is owned or controlled by or on
behalf of a terrorist group; and

(b) information about a transaction or proposed
transaction in respect of property referred to in para-
graph (a).

83.1 (1) Toute personne au Canada et tout Canadien à
l’étranger est tenu de communiquer sans délai au direc-
teur du Service canadien du renseignement de sécurité
ou au commissaire de la Gendarmerie royale du Canada :

a) l’existence de biens qui sont en sa possession ou à
sa disposition et qui, à sa connaissance, appartiennent
à un groupe terroriste, ou qui sont à sa disposition, di-
rectement ou non;

b) tout renseignement portant sur une opération,
réelle ou projetée, mettant en cause des biens visés à
l’alinéa a).

Immunity Immunité

(2) No criminal or civil proceedings lie against a person
for disclosure made in good faith under subsection (1).
2001, c. 41, s. 4; 2013, c. 9, s. 4.

(2) Nul ne peut être poursuivi pour avoir fait de bonne
foi une communication au titre du paragraphe (1).
2001, ch. 41, art. 4; 2013, ch. 9, art. 4.

Audit Obligation de vérification

83.11 (1) The following entities must determine on a
continuing basis whether they are in possession or con-
trol of property owned or controlled by or on behalf of a
listed entity:

(a) authorized foreign banks within the meaning of
section 2 of the Bank Act in respect of their business in
Canada, or banks to which that Act applies;

(b) cooperative credit societies, savings and credit
unions and caisses populaires regulated by a provin-
cial Act and associations regulated by the Cooperative
Credit Associations Act;

(c) foreign companies within the meaning of subsec-
tion 2(1) of the Insurance Companies Act in respect of
their insurance business in Canada;

83.11 (1) Il incombe aux entités ci-après de vérifier de
façon continue l’existence de biens qui sont en leur pos-
session ou à leur disposition et qui appartiennent à une
entité inscrite ou sont à sa disposition, directement ou
non :

a) les banques régies par la Loi sur les banques et les
banques étrangères autorisées, au sens de l’article 2 de
la Loi sur les banques, dans le cadre des activités que
ces dernières exercent au Canada;

b) les coopératives de crédit, caisses d’épargne et de
crédit et caisses populaires régies par une loi provin-
ciale et les associations régies par la Loi sur les asso-
ciations coopératives de crédit;
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(c.1) companies, provincial companies and societies
within the meaning of subsection 2(1) of the Insur-
ance Companies Act;

(c.2) fraternal benefit societies regulated by a provin-
cial Act in respect of their insurance activities, and in-
surance companies and other entities engaged in the
business of insuring risks that are regulated by a
provincial Act;

(d) companies to which the Trust and Loan Compa-
nies Act applies;

(e) trust companies regulated by a provincial Act;

(f) loan companies regulated by a provincial Act; and

(g) entities authorized under provincial legislation to
engage in the business of dealing in securities, or to
provide portfolio management or investment coun-
selling services.

c) les sociétés étrangères, au sens du paragraphe 2(1)
de la Loi sur les sociétés d’assurances, dans le cadre
des activités d’assurance qu’elles exercent au Canada;

c.1) les sociétés, les sociétés de secours et les sociétés
provinciales au sens du paragraphe 2(1) de la Loi sur
les sociétés d’assurances;

c.2) les sociétés de secours mutuel régies par une loi
provinciale, dans le cadre de leurs activités d’assu-
rance, et les sociétés d’assurances et autres entités ré-
gies par une loi provinciale qui exercent le commerce
de l’assurance;

d) les sociétés régies par la Loi sur les sociétés de fidu-
cie et de prêt;

e) les sociétés de fiducie régies par une loi provinciale;

f) les sociétés de prêt régies par une loi provinciale;

g) les entités autorisées en vertu de la législation pro-
vinciale à se livrer au commerce des valeurs mobi-
lières, ou à la fourniture de services de gestion de por-
tefeuille ou de conseils en placement.

Monthly report Rapport

(2) Subject to the regulations, every entity referred to in
paragraphs (1)(a) to (g) must report, within the period
specified by regulation or, if no period is specified,
monthly, to the principal agency or body that supervises
or regulates it under federal or provincial law either

(a) that it is not in possession or control of any prop-
erty referred to in subsection (1), or

(b) that it is in possession or control of such property,
in which case it must also report the number of per-
sons, contracts or accounts involved and the total val-
ue of the property.

(2) Sous réserve des règlements, il incombe aux entités
visées aux alinéas (1)a) à g) de rendre compte, selon la
périodicité précisée dans le règlement ou, à défaut,
chaque mois, à l’autorité ou à l’organisme principal de
surveillance ou de réglementation dont elles relèvent
sous le régime d’une loi fédérale ou provinciale :

a) soit du fait qu’elles n’ont pas en leur possession ni à
leur disposition des biens visés au paragraphe (1);

b) soit du fait qu’elles en ont, auquel cas elles sont te-
nues d’indiquer le nombre de personnes, de comptes
ou de contrats en cause et la valeur totale des biens.

Immunity Immunité

(3) No criminal or civil proceedings lie against a person
for making a report in good faith under subsection (2).

(3) Nul ne peut être poursuivi pour avoir fait rapport de
bonne foi au titre du paragraphe (2).

Regulations Règlements

(4) The Governor in Council may make regulations

(a) excluding any entity or class of entities from the
requirement to make a report referred to in subsection
(2), and specifying the conditions of exclusion; and

(b) specifying a period for the purposes of subsection
(2).

2001, c. 41, s. 4.

(4) Le gouverneur en conseil peut, par règlement :

a) soustraire, aux conditions qui y sont précisées,
toute entité ou catégorie d’entités à l’obligation de
rendre compte prévue au paragraphe (2);

b) préciser la périodicité du rapport.
2001, ch. 41, art. 4.
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Offences — freezing of property, disclosure or audit Infraction — blocage des biens, communication ou
vérification

83.12 (1) Every person who contravenes any of sections
83.08, 83.1 and 83.11 is guilty of an offence and liable

(a) on conviction on indictment, to imprisonment for
a term of not more than 10 years; or

(b) on summary conviction, to a fine of not more
than $100,000 or to imprisonment for a term of not
more than two years less a day, or to both.

83.12 (1) Quiconque contrevient aux articles 83.08, 83.1
ou 83.11 commet une infraction et encourt, sur déclara-
tion de culpabilité :

a) par mise en accusation, un emprisonnement maxi-
mal de dix ans;

b) par procédure sommaire, une amende maximale de
100 000 $ et un emprisonnement maximal de deux ans
moins un jour, ou l’une de ces peines.

(2) [Repealed, 2013, c. 9, s. 5]
2001, c. 41, s. 4; 2013, c. 9, s. 5; 2019, c. 25, s. 18.

(2) [Abrogé, 2013, ch. 9, art. 5]
2001, ch. 41, art. 4; 2013, ch. 9, art. 5; 2019, ch. 25, art. 18.

Seizure and Restraint of Property Saisie et blocage de biens

Seizure and restraint of assets Mandat spécial

83.13 (1) Where a judge of the Federal Court, on an ex
parte application by the Attorney General, after examin-
ing the application in private, is satisfied that there are
reasonable grounds to believe that there is in any build-
ing, receptacle or place any property in respect of which
an order of forfeiture may be made under subsection
83.14(5), the judge may issue

(a) if the property is situated in Canada, a warrant au-
thorizing a person named therein or a peace officer to
search the building, receptacle or place for that prop-
erty and to seize that property and any other property
in respect of which that person or peace officer be-
lieves, on reasonable grounds, that an order of forfei-
ture may be made under that subsection; or

(b) if the property is situated in or outside Canada, a
restraint order prohibiting any person from disposing
of, or otherwise dealing with any interest in, that prop-
erty other than as may be specified in the order.

83.13 (1) Sur demande du procureur général présentée
ex parte et entendue à huis clos, le juge de la Cour fédé-
rale qui est convaincu qu’il existe des motifs raisonnables
de croire qu’il se trouve dans un bâtiment, contenant ou
lieu des biens qui pourraient faire l’objet d’une ordon-
nance de confiscation en vertu du paragraphe 83.14(5)
peut :

a) dans le cas où les biens sont situés au Canada, déli-
vrer un mandat autorisant la personne qui y est nom-
mée ou un agent de la paix à perquisitionner dans ce
bâtiment, contenant ou lieu et à saisir les biens en
cause ainsi que tout autre bien dont cette personne ou
l’agent de la paix a des motifs raisonnables de croire
qu’il pourrait faire l’objet d’une telle ordonnance;

b) dans le cas où les biens sont situés au Canada ou à
l’étranger, rendre une ordonnance de blocage interdi-
sant à toute personne de se départir des biens précisés
dans l’ordonnance ou d’effectuer des opérations sur
les droits qu’elle détient sur ceux-ci, sauf dans la me-
sure prévue.

Contents of application Teneur de la demande

(1.1) An affidavit in support of an application under sub-
section (1) may be sworn on information and belief, and,
notwithstanding the Federal Court Rules, 1998, no ad-
verse inference shall be drawn from a failure to provide
evidence of persons having personal knowledge of mate-
rial facts.

(1.1) L’affidavit qui accompagne la demande peut conte-
nir des déclarations fondées sur ce que sait et croit le dé-
clarant, mais, par dérogation aux Règles de la Cour fédé-
rale (1998), le fait de ne pas offrir le témoignage de
personnes ayant une connaissance personnelle des faits
importants ne peut donner lieu à des conclusions défavo-
rables.
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Appointment of manager Nomination d’un administrateur

(2) On an application under subsection (1), at the re-
quest of the Attorney General, if a judge is of the opinion
that the circumstances so require, the judge may

(a) appoint a person to take control of, and to manage
or otherwise deal with, all or part of the property in
accordance with the directions of the judge; and

(b) require any person having possession of that prop-
erty to give possession of the property to the person
appointed under paragraph (a).

(2) Saisi d’une demande en vertu du paragraphe (1), le
juge peut, à la demande du procureur général, s’il l’es-
time indiqué dans les circonstances :

a) nommer un administrateur et lui ordonner de
prendre en charge ces biens en tout ou en partie, de
les administrer ou d’effectuer toute autre opération à
leur égard conformément à ses directives;

b) ordonner à toute personne qui a la possession des
biens, à l’égard desquels un administrateur est nom-
mé, de les remettre à celui-ci.

Appointment of Minister of Public Works and
Government Services

Ministre des Travaux publics et des Services
gouvernementaux

(3) When the Attorney General of Canada so requests, a
judge appointing a person under subsection (2) shall ap-
point the Minister of Public Works and Government Ser-
vices.

(3) À la demande du procureur général du Canada, le
juge nomme le ministre des Travaux publics et des Ser-
vices gouvernementaux à titre d’administrateur visé au
paragraphe (2).

Power to manage Administration

(4) The power to manage or otherwise deal with property
under subsection (2) includes

(a) the power to make an interlocutory sale of perish-
able or rapidly depreciating property;

(b) the power to destroy, in accordance with subsec-
tions (5) to (8), property that has little or no value; and

(c) the power to have property, other than real prop-
erty or a conveyance, forfeited to Her Majesty in ac-
cordance with subsection (8.1).

(4) La charge d’administrer des biens ou d’effectuer
toute autre opération à leur égard comprend notam-
ment :

a) le pouvoir de vendre en cours d’instance les biens
périssables ou qui se déprécient rapidement;

b) le pouvoir de détruire, conformément aux para-
graphes (5) à (8), les biens d’aucune ou de peu de va-
leur;

c) le pouvoir de faire confisquer, au profit de Sa Ma-
jesté, les biens autres que les biens immeubles ou les
moyens de transport, conformément au paragraphe
(8.1).

Application for destruction order Demande d’ordonnance de destruction

(5) Before a person who is appointed to manage property
destroys property that has little or no value, they shall
apply to a judge of the Federal Court for a destruction or-
der.

(5) Avant de détruire des biens d’aucune ou de peu de
valeur, l’administrateur est tenu de demander à un juge
de la Cour fédérale de rendre une ordonnance de des-
truction.

Notice Préavis

(6) Before making a destruction order, a judge shall re-
quire notice in accordance with subsection (7) to be given
to and may hear any person who, in the judge’s opinion,
appears to have a valid interest in the property.

(6) Avant de rendre une ordonnance de destruction, le
juge exige que soit donné un préavis conformément au
paragraphe (7) à quiconque, à son avis, semble avoir un
droit sur les biens; le juge peut aussi entendre une telle
personne.

Manner of giving notice Modalités du préavis

(7) A notice shall (7) Le préavis :
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(a) be given in the manner that the judge directs or
that may be specified in the rules of the Federal Court;
and

(b) specify the effective period of the notice that the
judge considers reasonable or that may be set out in
the rules of the Federal Court.

a) est donné selon les modalités précisées par le juge
ou prévues par les règles de la Cour fédérale;

b) précise la durée que le juge estime raisonnable
quant à sa validité ou que fixent les règles de la Cour
fédérale.

Destruction order Ordonnance de destruction

(8) A judge shall order that the property be destroyed if
they are satisfied that the property has little or no finan-
cial or other value.

(8) Le juge ordonne la destruction des biens s’il est
convaincu que ceux-ci n’ont que peu ou pas de valeur, fi-
nancière ou autre.

Forfeiture order Ordonnance de confiscation

(8.1) On application by a person who is appointed to
manage the property, a judge of the Federal Court shall
order that the property, other than real property or a
conveyance, be forfeited to Her Majesty to be disposed of
or otherwise dealt with in accordance with the law if

(a) a notice is given or published in the manner that
the judge directs or that may be specified in the rules
of the Federal Court;

(b) the notice specifies a period of 60 days during
which a person may make an application to the judge
asserting their interest in the property; and

(c) during that period, no one makes such an applica-
tion.

(8.1) Sur demande de l’administrateur, le juge de la Cour
fédérale ordonne que le bien autre qu’un bien immeuble
ou un moyen de transport soit confisqué au profit de Sa
Majesté pour qu’il en soit disposé conformément au droit
applicable si, à la fois :

a) un avis a été donné ou publié selon les modalités
précisées par le juge ou prévues par les règles de la
Cour fédérale;

b) l’avis précise un délai de soixante jours dans lequel
toute personne peut présenter une demande alléguant
un droit sur le bien;

c) personne ne lui a présenté une telle demande dans
ce délai.

When management order ceases to have effect Cessation d’effet de l’ordonnance de prise en charge

(9) A management order ceases to have effect when the
property that is the subject of the management order is
returned in accordance with the law, destroyed or forfeit-
ed to Her Majesty.

(9) L’ordonnance de prise en charge cesse d’avoir effet
lorsque les biens qu’elle vise sont restitués, conformé-
ment au droit applicable, détruits ou confisqués au profit
de Sa Majesté.

For greater certainty Précision

(9.1) For greater certainty, if property that is the subject
of a management order is sold, the management order
applies to the net proceeds of the sale.

(9.1) Il est entendu que l’ordonnance de prise en charge
s’applique au produit net de la vente du bien faisant l’ob-
jet de l’ordonnance.

Application to vary Demande de modification

(10) The Attorney General may at any time apply to a
judge of the Federal Court to cancel or vary an order or
warrant made under this section, other than an appoint-
ment made under subsection (3).

(10) Le procureur général peut demander à un juge de la
Cour fédérale d’annuler ou de modifier un mandat déli-
vré ou une ordonnance rendue en vertu du présent ar-
ticle, à l’exclusion de la nomination effectuée en vertu du
paragraphe (3).

Procedure Dispositions applicables

(11) Subsections 462.32(4) and (6), sections 462.34 to
462.35 and 462.4, subsection 487(3) and section 488 apply,
with any modifications that the circumstances require, to
a warrant issued under paragraph (1)(a). Any peace

(11) Les paragraphes 462.32(4) et (6), les articles 462.34 à
462.35 et 462.4, le paragraphe 487(3) et l’article 488 s’ap-
pliquent, avec les adaptations nécessaires, au mandat dé-
livré en vertu de l’alinéa (1)a). Tout agent de la paix qui

Book of Authorities

 38 of 59

Page 1204 of 1536



Criminal Code Code criminel

PART II.1 Terrorism PARTIE II.1 Terrorisme

Seizure and Restraint of Property Saisie et blocage de biens

Sections 83.13-83.14 Articles 83.13-83.14

Current to September 11, 2022

Last amended on June 23, 2022

93 À jour au 11 septembre 2022

Dernière modification le 23 juin 2022

officer who executes the warrant must have authority to
act as a peace officer in the place where it is executed.

exécute le mandat doit être habilité à agir à ce titre dans
le lieu où celui-ci est exécuté.

Procedure Dispositions applicables

(12) Subsections 462.33(4) and (6) to (11) and sections
462.34 to 462.35 and 462.4 apply, with such modifications
as the circumstances require, to an order issued under
paragraph (1)(b).
2001, c. 41, s. 4; 2017, c. 7, s. 54; 2019, c. 25, s. 19.

(12) Les paragraphes 462.33(4) et (6) à (11) et les articles
462.34 à 462.35 et 462.4 s’appliquent, avec les adaptations
nécessaires, à l’ordonnance rendue en vertu de l’alinéa
(1)b).
2001, ch. 41, art. 4; 2017, ch. 7, art. 54; 2019, ch. 25, art. 19.

Forfeiture of Property Confiscation des biens

Application for order of forfeiture Demande d’ordonnance

83.14 (1) The Attorney General may make an applica-
tion to a judge of the Federal Court for an order of forfei-
ture in respect of

(a) property owned or controlled by or on behalf of a
terrorist group; or

(b) property that has been or will be used, in whole or
in part, to facilitate or carry out a terrorist activity.

83.14 (1) Le procureur général peut demander à un
juge de la Cour fédérale une ordonnance de confiscation
à l’égard :

a) de biens qui appartiennent à un groupe terroriste,
ou qui sont à sa disposition, directement ou non;

b) de biens qui ont été ou seront utilisés — en tout ou
en partie — par quiconque pour se livrer à une activité
terroriste ou pour la faciliter.

Contents of application Teneur de la demande

(2) An affidavit in support of an application by the Attor-
ney General under subsection (1) may be sworn on infor-
mation and belief, and, notwithstanding the Federal
Court Rules, 1998, no adverse inference shall be drawn
from a failure to provide evidence of persons having per-
sonal knowledge of material facts.

(2) L’affidavit qui accompagne la demande peut contenir
des déclarations fondées sur ce que sait et croit le décla-
rant, mais, par dérogation aux Règles de la Cour fédérale
(1998), le fait de ne pas offrir le témoignage de personnes
ayant une connaissance personnelle des faits importants
ne peut donner lieu à des conclusions défavorables.

Respondents Défendeurs

(3) The Attorney General is required to name as a re-
spondent to an application under subsection (1) only
those persons who are known to own or control the prop-
erty that is the subject of the application.

(3) Le procureur général est tenu de ne nommer à titre
de défendeur à l’égard de la demande visée au para-
graphe (1) que les personnes connues comme des per-
sonnes à qui appartiennent les biens visés par la de-
mande ou qui ont ces biens à leur disposition.

Notice Avis

(4) The Attorney General shall give notice of an applica-
tion under subsection (1) to named respondents in such a
manner as the judge directs or as provided in the rules of
the Federal Court.

(4) Le procureur général est tenu de donner un avis de la
demande visée au paragraphe (1) aux défendeurs nom-
més de la façon que le juge ordonne ou tel qu’il est prévu
par les règles de la Cour fédérale.

Granting of forfeiture order Confiscation

(5) If a judge is satisfied on a balance of probabilities
that property is property referred to in paragraph (1)(a)
or (b), the judge shall order that the property be forfeited
to Her Majesty to be disposed of as the Attorney General
directs or otherwise dealt with in accordance with the
law.

(5) S’il est convaincu, selon la prépondérance des proba-
bilités, que les biens sont visés par les alinéas (1)a) ou b),
le juge ordonne la confiscation des biens au profit de Sa
Majesté; l’ordonnance prévoit qu’il est disposé de ces
biens selon les instructions du procureur général ou au-
trement en conformité avec le droit applicable.
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Use of proceeds Utilisation du produit de la disposition

(5.1) Any proceeds that arise from the disposal of prop-
erty under subsection (5) may be used to compensate vic-
tims of terrorist activities and to fund anti-terrorist ini-
tiatives in accordance with any regulations made by the
Governor in Council under subsection (5.2).

(5.1) Le produit de la disposition de biens visée au para-
graphe (5) peut être utilisé pour dédommager les vic-
times d’activités terroristes et financer les mesures anti-
terroristes, conformément aux règlements pris par le
gouverneur en conseil en vertu du paragraphe (5.2).

Regulations Règlement

(5.2) The Governor in Council may make regulations for
the purposes of specifying how the proceeds referred to
in subsection (5.1) are to be distributed.

(5.2) Le gouverneur en conseil peut, par règlement, pré-
voir le mode de distribution du produit mentionné au pa-
ragraphe (5.1).

Order refusing forfeiture Ordonnance de non-confiscation

(6) Where a judge refuses an application under subsec-
tion (1) in respect of any property, the judge shall make
an order that describes the property and declares that it
is not property referred to in that subsection.

(6) Dans le cas où le juge refuse la demande visée au pa-
ragraphe (1) à l’égard de biens, il est tenu de rendre une
ordonnance décrivant ces biens et les déclarant non visés
par ce paragraphe.

Notice Avis

(7) On an application under subsection (1), a judge may
require notice to be given to any person who, in the opin-
ion of the Court, appears to have an interest in the prop-
erty, and any such person shall be entitled to be added as
a respondent to the application.

(7) Saisi d’une demande en vertu du paragraphe (1), le
juge peut exiger qu’en soit avisée toute personne qui, à
son avis, semble avoir un droit sur les biens en cause.
Celle-ci a le droit d’être nommée à titre de défendeur à
l’égard de cette demande.

Third party interests Droits des tiers

(8) If a judge is satisfied that a person referred to in sub-
section (7) has an interest in property that is subject to
an application, has exercised reasonable care to ensure
that the property would not be used to facilitate or carry
out a terrorist activity, and is not a member of a terrorist
group, the judge shall order that the interest is not affect-
ed by the forfeiture. Such an order shall declare the na-
ture and extent of the interest in question.

(8) Le juge, s’il est convaincu que la personne visée au
paragraphe (7) a un droit sur les biens, a pris des précau-
tions suffisantes pour que ces biens ne risquent pas d’être
utilisés par quiconque pour se livrer à une activité terro-
riste ou la faciliter et n’est pas membre d’un groupe ter-
roriste, déclare la nature et l’étendue de ce droit et rend
une ordonnance selon laquelle l’ordonnance de confisca-
tion ne porte pas atteinte à celui-ci.

Dwelling-house Facteurs : maison d’habitation

(9) Where all or part of property that is the subject of an
application under subsection (1) is a dwelling-house, the
judge shall also consider

(a) the impact of an order of forfeiture on any mem-
ber of the immediate family of the person who owns or
controls the dwelling-house, if the dwelling-house was
the member’s principal residence at the time the
dwelling-house was ordered restrained or at the time
the forfeiture application was made and continues to
be the member’s principal residence; and

(b) whether the member appears innocent of any
complicity or collusion in the terrorist activity.

(9) Dans le cas où les biens qui font l’objet d’une de-
mande visée au paragraphe (1) sont constitués, en tout
ou en partie, d’une maison d’habitation, le juge prend
aussi en compte les facteurs suivants :

a) l’effet qu’aurait la confiscation à l’égard des
membres de la famille immédiate de la personne à qui
appartient la maison d’habitation ou qui l’a à sa dispo-
sition, s’il s’agissait de la résidence principale de l’inté-
ressé avant qu’elle ne soit bloquée par ordonnance ou
visée par la demande de confiscation, et qu’elle conti-
nue de l’être par la suite;

b) le fait que l’intéressé semble innocent ou non de
toute complicité ou collusion à l’égard de l’activité ter-
roriste.
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Motion to vary or set aside Requête pour modifier ou annuler l’ordonnance

(10) A person who claims an interest in property that
was forfeited and who did not receive notice under sub-
section (7) may bring a motion to the Federal Court to
vary or set aside an order made under subsection (5) not
later than 60 days after the day on which the forfeiture
order was made.

(10) Dans les soixante jours suivant la date où une or-
donnance est rendue en vertu du paragraphe (5), la per-
sonne qui prétend avoir un droit sur les biens confisqués
et qui n’a pas reçu l’avis prévu au paragraphe (7) peut de-
mander par requête à la Cour fédérale de modifier ou an-
nuler l’ordonnance.

No extension of time Nulle prorogation de délai

(11) The Court may not extend the period set out in sub-
section (10).
2001, c. 41, s. 4; 2017, c. 7, s. 55(F).

(11) La Cour ne peut proroger le délai visé au para-
graphe (10).
2001, ch. 41, art. 4; 2017, ch. 7, art. 55(F).

Disposition of property Disposition des biens saisis

83.15 Subsection 462.42(6) and sections 462.43 and
462.46 apply, with such modifications as the circum-
stances require, to property subject to a warrant or re-
straint order issued under subsection 83.13(1) or ordered
forfeited under subsection 83.14(5).
2001, c. 41, s. 4.

83.15 Le paragraphe 462.42(6) et les articles 462.43 et
462.46 s’appliquent, avec les adaptations nécessaires, aux
biens visés par le mandat délivré ou l’ordonnance de blo-
cage rendue en vertu du paragraphe 83.13(1) ou confis-
qués en vertu du paragraphe 83.14(5).
2001, ch. 41, art. 4.

Interim preservation rights Sauvegarde des droits

83.16 (1) Pending any appeal of an order made under
section 83.14, property restrained under an order issued
under section 83.13 shall continue to be restrained, prop-
erty seized under a warrant issued under that section
shall continue to be detained, and any person appointed
to manage, control or otherwise deal with that property
under that section shall continue in that capacity.

83.16 (1) Le blocage ou la saisie de biens sous le régime
de l’article 83.13 restent tenants, et la personne nommée
pour la prise en charge de ces biens en vertu du même ar-
ticle continue d’agir à ce titre, jusqu’à ce qu’il soit statué
sur l’appel formé contre une ordonnance rendue en vertu
de l’article 83.14.

Appeal of refusal to grant order Appel du refus d’accorder l’ordonnance

(2) Section 462.34 applies, with such modifications as the
circumstances require, to an appeal taken in respect of a
refusal to grant an order under subsection 83.14(5).
2001, c. 41, s. 4.

(2) L’article 462.34 s’applique, avec les adaptations né-
cessaires, aux appels interjetés à l’égard du refus d’accor-
der une ordonnance en vertu du paragraphe 83.14(5).
2001, ch. 41, art. 4.

Other forfeiture provisions unaffected Maintien de dispositions spécifiques

83.17 (1) This Part does not affect the operation of any
other provision of this or any other Act of Parliament re-
specting the forfeiture of property.

83.17 (1) La présente partie ne porte pas atteinte aux
autres dispositions de la présente loi ou de toute autre loi
fédérale qui visent la confiscation de biens.

Priority for restitution to victims of crime Priorité aux victimes

(2) Property is subject to forfeiture under subsection
83.14(5) only to the extent that it is not required to satisfy
the operation of any other provision of this or any other
Act of Parliament respecting restitution to, or compensa-
tion of, persons affected by the commission of offences.
2001, c. 41, s. 4.

(2) Un bien ne peut être confisqué en vertu du para-
graphe 83.14(5) que dans la mesure où il n’est pas requis
pour l’application d’une autre disposition de la présente
loi ou d’une autre loi fédérale en matière de restitution
ou de dédommagement en faveur des victimes d’infrac-
tions criminelles.
2001, ch. 41, art. 4.
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Participating, Facilitating, Instructing
and Harbouring

Participer, faciliter, donner des
instructions et héberger

Participation in activity of terrorist group Participation à une activité d’un groupe terroriste

83.18 (1) Every person who knowingly participates in
or contributes to, directly or indirectly, any activity of a
terrorist group for the purpose of enhancing the ability of
any terrorist group to facilitate or carry out a terrorist ac-
tivity is guilty of an indictable offence and liable to im-
prisonment for a term of not more than 10 years.

83.18 (1) Quiconque, sciemment, participe à une activi-
té d’un groupe terroriste, ou y contribue, directement ou
non, dans le but d’accroître la capacité de tout groupe
terroriste de se livrer à une activité terroriste ou de la fa-
ciliter est coupable d’un acte criminel passible d’un em-
prisonnement maximal de dix ans.

Prosecution Poursuite

(2) An offence may be committed under subsection (1)
whether or not

(a) a terrorist group actually facilitates or carries out a
terrorist activity;

(b) the participation or contribution of the accused ac-
tually enhances the ability of a terrorist group to facili-
tate or carry out a terrorist activity; or

(c) the accused knows the specific nature of any ter-
rorist activity that may be facilitated or carried out by
a terrorist group.

(2) Pour que l’infraction visée au paragraphe (1) soit
commise, il n’est pas nécessaire :

a) qu’une activité terroriste soit effectivement menée
ou facilitée par un groupe terroriste;

b) que la participation ou la contribution de l’accusé
accroisse effectivement la capacité d’un groupe terro-
riste de se livrer à une activité terroriste ou de la facili-
ter;

c) que l’accusé connaisse la nature exacte de toute ac-
tivité terroriste susceptible d’être menée ou facilitée
par un groupe terroriste.

Meaning of participating or contributing Participation ou contribution

(3) Participating in or contributing to an activity of a ter-
rorist group includes

(a) providing, receiving or recruiting a person to re-
ceive training;

(b) providing or offering to provide a skill or an exper-
tise for the benefit of, at the direction of or in associa-
tion with a terrorist group;

(c) recruiting a person in order to facilitate or commit

(i) a terrorism offence, or

(ii) an act or omission outside Canada that, if com-
mitted in Canada, would be a terrorism offence;

(d) entering or remaining in any country for the bene-
fit of, at the direction of or in association with a terror-
ist group; and

(e) making oneself, in response to instructions from
any of the persons who constitute a terrorist group,
available to facilitate or commit

(i) a terrorism offence, or

(3) La participation ou la contribution à une activité d’un
groupe terroriste s’entend notamment :

a) du fait de donner ou d’acquérir de la formation ou
de recruter une personne à une telle fin;

b) du fait de mettre des compétences ou une expertise
à la disposition d’un groupe terroriste, à son profit ou
sous sa direction, ou en association avec lui, ou d’offrir
de le faire;

c) du fait de recruter une personne en vue de faciliter
ou de commettre une infraction de terrorisme ou un
acte à l’étranger qui, s’il était commis au Canada,
constituerait une telle infraction;

d) du fait d’entrer ou de demeurer dans un pays au
profit ou sous la direction d’un groupe terroriste, ou
en association avec lui;

e) du fait d’être disponible, sous les instructions de
quiconque fait partie d’un groupe terroriste, pour faci-
liter ou commettre une infraction de terrorisme ou un
acte à l’étranger qui, s’il était commis au Canada,
constituerait une telle infraction.
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(ii) an act or omission outside Canada that, if com-
mitted in Canada, would be a terrorism offence.

Factors Facteurs

(4) In determining whether an accused participates in or
contributes to any activity of a terrorist group, the court
may consider, among other factors, whether the accused

(a) uses a name, word, symbol or other representation
that identifies, or is associated with, the terrorist
group;

(b) frequently associates with any of the persons who
constitute the terrorist group;

(c) receives any benefit from the terrorist group; or

(d) repeatedly engages in activities at the instruction
of any of the persons who constitute the terrorist
group.

2001, c. 41, s. 4; 2019, c. 25, s. 20.

(4) Pour déterminer si l’accusé participe ou contribue à
une activité d’un groupe terroriste, le tribunal peut no-
tamment prendre en compte les faits suivants :

a) l’accusé utilise un nom, un mot, un symbole ou un
autre signe qui identifie le groupe ou y est associé;

b) il fréquente quiconque fait partie du groupe terro-
riste;

c) il reçoit un avantage du groupe terroriste;

d) il se livre régulièrement à des activités selon les
instructions d’une personne faisant partie du groupe
terroriste.

2001, ch. 41, art. 4; 2019, ch. 25, art. 20.

Leaving Canada to participate in activity of terrorist
group

Quitter le Canada : participation à une activité d’un
groupe terroriste

83.181 Every person who leaves or attempts to leave
Canada, or goes or attempts to go on board a conveyance
with the intent to leave Canada, for the purpose of com-
mitting an act or omission outside Canada that, if com-
mitted in Canada, would be an offence under subsection
83.18(1) is guilty of an indictable offence and liable to im-
prisonment for a term of not more than 10 years.
2013, c. 9, s. 6; 2019, c. 25, s. 21.

83.181 Quiconque quitte ou tente de quitter le Canada
— ou monte ou tente de monter dans un moyen de trans-
port dans l’intention de quitter le Canada — dans le but
de commettre un acte à l’étranger qui, s’il était commis
au Canada, constituerait l’infraction visée au paragraphe
83.18(1) est coupable d’un acte criminel passible d’un
emprisonnement maximal de dix ans.
2013, ch. 9, art. 6; 2019, ch. 25, art. 21.

Facilitating terrorist activity Facilitation d’une activité terroriste

83.19 (1) Every one who knowingly facilitates a terror-
ist activity is guilty of an indictable offence and liable to
imprisonment for a term not exceeding fourteen years.

83.19 (1) Est coupable d’un acte criminel passible d’un
emprisonnement maximal de quatorze ans quiconque
sciemment facilite une activité terroriste.

Facilitation Facilitation

(2) For the purposes of this Part, a terrorist activity is fa-
cilitated whether or not

(a) the facilitator knows that a particular terrorist ac-
tivity is facilitated;

(b) any particular terrorist activity was foreseen or
planned at the time it was facilitated; or

(c) any terrorist activity was actually carried out.
2001, c. 41, s. 4.

(2) Pour l’application de la présente partie, il n’est pas
nécessaire pour faciliter une activité terroriste :

a) que l’intéressé sache qu’il se trouve à faciliter une
activité terroriste en particulier;

b) qu’une activité terroriste en particulier ait été envi-
sagée au moment où elle est facilitée;

c) qu’une activité terroriste soit effectivement mise à
exécution.

2001, ch. 41, art. 4.

Leaving Canada to facilitate terrorist activity Quitter le Canada : facilitation d’une activité terroriste

83.191 Everyone who leaves or attempts to leave
Canada, or goes or attempts to go on board a conveyance

83.191 Est coupable d’un acte criminel passible d’un
emprisonnement maximal de quatorze ans quiconque

Book of Authorities

 43 of 59

Page 1209 of 1536



Criminal Code Code criminel

PART II.1 Terrorism PARTIE II.1 Terrorisme

Participating, Facilitating, Instructing and Harbouring Participer, faciliter, donner des instructions et héberger

Sections 83.191-83.21 Articles 83.191-83.21

Current to September 11, 2022

Last amended on June 23, 2022

98 À jour au 11 septembre 2022

Dernière modification le 23 juin 2022

with the intent to leave Canada, for the purpose of com-
mitting an act or omission outside Canada that, if com-
mitted in Canada, would be an offence under subsection
83.19(1) is guilty of an indictable offence and liable to im-
prisonment for a term of not more than 14 years.
2013, c. 9, s. 7.

quitte ou tente de quitter le Canada — ou monte ou tente
de monter dans un moyen de transport dans l’intention
de quitter le Canada — dans le but de commettre un acte
à l’étranger qui, s’il était commis au Canada, constituerait
l’infraction visée au paragraphe 83.19(1).
2013, ch. 9, art. 7.

Commission of offence for terrorist group Infraction au profit d’un groupe terroriste

83.2 Every one who commits an indictable offence un-
der this or any other Act of Parliament for the benefit of,
at the direction of or in association with a terrorist group
is guilty of an indictable offence and liable to imprison-
ment for life.
2001, c. 41, s. 4.

83.2 Est coupable d’un acte criminel passible d’un em-
prisonnement à perpétuité quiconque commet un acte
criminel prévu par la présente loi ou par une autre loi fé-
dérale au profit ou sous la direction d’un groupe terro-
riste, ou en association avec lui.
2001, ch. 41, art. 4.

Leaving Canada to commit offence for terrorist group Quitter le Canada : perpétration d’une infraction au
profit d’un groupe terroriste

83.201 Everyone who leaves or attempts to leave
Canada, or goes or attempts to go on board a conveyance
with the intent to leave Canada, for the purpose of com-
mitting an act or omission outside Canada that, if com-
mitted in Canada, would be an indictable offence under
this or any other Act of Parliament for the benefit of, at
the direction of or in association with a terrorist group is
guilty of an indictable offence and liable to imprisonment
for a term of not more than 14 years.
2013, c. 9, s. 8.

83.201 Est coupable d’un acte criminel passible d’un
emprisonnement maximal de quatorze ans quiconque
quitte ou tente de quitter le Canada — ou monte ou tente
de monter dans un moyen de transport dans l’intention
de quitter le Canada — dans le but de commettre un acte
à l’étranger qui, s’il était commis au Canada, constituerait
un acte criminel prévu par la présente loi ou par une
autre loi fédérale au profit ou sous la direction d’un
groupe terroriste, ou en association avec lui.
2013, ch. 9, art. 8.

Leaving Canada to commit offence that is terrorist
activity

Quitter le Canada : perpétration d’une infraction
constituant une activité terroriste

83.202 Everyone who leaves or attempts to leave
Canada, or goes or attempts to go on board a conveyance
with the intent to leave Canada, for the purpose of com-
mitting an act or omission outside Canada that, if com-
mitted in Canada, would be an indictable offence under
this or any other Act of Parliament if the act or omission
constituting the offence also constitutes a terrorist activi-
ty is guilty of an indictable offence and liable to impris-
onment for a term of not more than 14 years.
2013, c. 9, s. 8.

83.202 Est coupable d’un acte criminel passible d’un
emprisonnement maximal de quatorze ans quiconque
quitte ou tente de quitter le Canada — ou monte ou tente
de monter dans un moyen de transport dans l’intention
de quitter le Canada — dans le but de commettre un acte
à l’étranger qui, s’il était commis au Canada, constituerait
un acte criminel visé par la présente loi ou par une autre
loi fédérale et dont l’élément matériel — acte ou omission
— constitue également une activité terroriste.
2013, ch. 9, art. 8.

Instructing to carry out activity for terrorist group Charger une personne de se livrer à une activité pour
un groupe terroriste

83.21 (1) Every person who knowingly instructs, direct-
ly or indirectly, any person to carry out any activity for
the benefit of, at the direction of or in association with a
terrorist group, for the purpose of enhancing the ability
of any terrorist group to facilitate or carry out a terrorist
activity, is guilty of an indictable offence and liable to im-
prisonment for life.

83.21 (1) Est coupable d’un acte criminel passible d’un
emprisonnement à perpétuité quiconque, sciemment,
charge directement ou indirectement une personne de se
livrer à une activité au profit ou sous la direction d’un
groupe terroriste, ou en association avec lui, dans le but
d’accroître la capacité de tout groupe terroriste de se li-
vrer à une activité terroriste ou de la faciliter.

Prosecution Poursuite

(2) An offence may be committed under subsection (1)
whether or not

(2) Pour que l’infraction visée au paragraphe (1) soit
commise, il n’est pas nécessaire :
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(a) the activity that the accused instructs to be carried
out is actually carried out;

(b) the accused instructs a particular person to carry
out the activity referred to in paragraph (a);

(c) the accused knows the identity of the person
whom the accused instructs to carry out the activity
referred to in paragraph (a);

(d) the person whom the accused instructs to carry
out the activity referred to in paragraph (a) knows that
it is to be carried out for the benefit of, at the direction
of or in association with a terrorist group;

(e) a terrorist group actually facilitates or carries out a
terrorist activity;

(f) the activity referred to in paragraph (a) actually
enhances the ability of a terrorist group to facilitate or
carry out a terrorist activity; or

(g) the accused knows the specific nature of any ter-
rorist activity that may be facilitated or carried out by
a terrorist group.

2001, c. 41, s. 4.

a) que l’activité à laquelle l’accusé charge quiconque
de se livrer soit effectivement mise à exécution;

b) que l’accusé charge une personne en particulier de
se livrer à l’activité;

c) que l’accusé connaisse l’identité de la personne
qu’il charge de se livrer à l’activité;

d) que la personne chargée par l’accusé de se livrer à
l’activité sache que celle-ci est censée être menée au
profit ou sous la direction d’un groupe terroriste, ou
en association avec lui;

e) qu’une activité terroriste soit effectivement menée
ou facilitée par un groupe terroriste;

f) que l’activité visée à l’alinéa a) accroisse effective-
ment la capacité d’un groupe terroriste de se livrer à
une activité terroriste ou de la faciliter;

g) que l’accusé connaisse la nature exacte de toute ac-
tivité terroriste susceptible d’être menée ou facilitée
par un groupe terroriste.

2001, ch. 41, art. 4.

Instructing to carry out terrorist activity Charger une personne de se livrer à une activité
terroriste

83.22 (1) Every person who knowingly instructs, direct-
ly or indirectly, any person to carry out a terrorist activity
is guilty of an indictable offence and liable to imprison-
ment for life.

83.22 (1) Est coupable d’un acte criminel passible d’un
emprisonnement à perpétuité quiconque, sciemment,
charge, directement ou non, une personne de se livrer à
une activité terroriste.

Prosecution Poursuite

(2) An offence may be committed under subsection (1)
whether or not

(a) the terrorist activity is actually carried out;

(b) the accused instructs a particular person to carry
out the terrorist activity;

(c) the accused knows the identity of the person
whom the accused instructs to carry out the terrorist
activity; or

(d) the person whom the accused instructs to carry
out the terrorist activity knows that it is a terrorist ac-
tivity.

2001, c. 41, s. 4.

(2) Pour que l’infraction visée au paragraphe (1) soit
commise, il n’est pas nécessaire :

a) que l’activité terroriste soit effectivement mise à
exécution;

b) que l’accusé charge une personne en particulier de
se livrer à l’activité terroriste;

c) que l’accusé connaisse l’identité de la personne
qu’il charge de se livrer à l’activité terroriste;

d) que la personne chargée par l’accusé de se livrer à
l’activité terroriste sache qu’il s’agit d’une activité ter-
roriste.

2001, ch. 41, art. 4.

Counselling commission of terrorism offence Conseiller la commission d’une infraction de
terrorisme

83.221 (1) Every person who counsels another person
to commit a terrorism offence without identifying a

83.221 (1) Est coupable d’un acte criminel et passible
d’un emprisonnement maximal de cinq ans, quiconque
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specific terrorism offence is guilty of an indictable of-
fence and is liable to imprisonment for a term of not
more than five years.

conseille à une autre personne de commettre une infrac-
tion de terrorisme sans préciser laquelle.

Application Application

(2) An offence may be committed under subsection (1)
whether or not a terrorism offence is committed by the
person who is counselled.
2015, c. 20, s. 16; 2019, c. 13, s. 143.

(2) Pour que l’infraction prévue au paragraphe (1) soit
commise, il n’est pas nécessaire que l’infraction de terro-
risme soit commise par la personne qui a été conseillée.
2015, ch. 20, art. 16; 2019, ch. 13, art. 143.

Warrant of seizure Mandat de saisie

83.222 (1) A judge who is satisfied by information on
oath that there are reasonable grounds to believe that
any publication, copies of which are kept for sale or dis-
tribution in premises within the court’s jurisdiction, is
terrorist propaganda may issue a warrant authorizing
seizure of the copies.

83.222 (1) Un juge convaincu, par une dénonciation
sous serment, qu’il y a des motifs raisonnables de croire
qu’une publication, dont des exemplaires sont gardés aux
fins de vente ou de distribution dans un local du ressort
du tribunal, constitue de la propagande terroriste, peut
décerner un mandat autorisant la saisie des exemplaires.

Summons to occupier Sommation à l’occupant

(2) Within seven days after the day on which the warrant
is issued, the judge shall issue a summons to the premis-
es’ occupier requiring the occupier to appear before the
court and to show cause why the matter seized should
not be forfeited to Her Majesty.

(2) Dans un délai de sept jours suivant la délivrance du
mandat, le juge adresse à l’occupant du local une somma-
tion lui ordonnant de comparaître devant le tribunal et
d’exposer les raisons pour lesquelles il estime que ce qui
a été saisi ne devrait pas être confisqué au profit de Sa
Majesté.

Owner and author may appear Comparution du propriétaire et de l’auteur

(3) The owner and the author of the matter seized and
alleged to be terrorist propaganda may appear and be
represented before the court in order to oppose the mak-
ing of an order for the forfeiture of the matter.

(3) Le propriétaire ainsi que l’auteur de ce qui a été saisi
et qui est présumé constituer de la propagande terroriste
peuvent comparaître devant le tribunal et être représen-
tés pour s’opposer à ce qu’une ordonnance de confisca-
tion soit rendue.

Order of forfeiture Ordonnance de confiscation

(4) If the court is satisfied, on a balance of probabilities,
that the publication is terrorist propaganda, it may make
an order declaring that the matter be forfeited to Her
Majesty, for disposal as the Attorney General may direct.

(4) Si le tribunal est convaincu, selon la prépondérance
des probabilités, que la publication constitue de la propa-
gande terroriste, il peut rendre une ordonnance la décla-
rant confisquée au profit de Sa Majesté, pour qu’il en soit
disposé comme peut l’ordonner le procureur général.

Disposal of matter Remise de ce qui a été saisi

(5) If the court is not satisfied that the publication is ter-
rorist propaganda, it may order that the matter be re-
stored to the person from whom it was seized without de-
lay after the time for final appeal has expired.

(5) Si le tribunal n’est pas convaincu que la publication
constitue de la propagande terroriste, il peut ordonner
que ce qui a été saisi soit remis à la personne entre les
mains de laquelle cela a été saisi, dès l’expiration du délai
imparti pour un appel final.

Appeal Appel

(6) An appeal lies from an order made under subsection
(4) or (5) by any person who appeared before the court,
on any ground of appeal that involves a question of law
or fact alone, or a question of mixed law and fact, as if it
were an appeal against conviction or against a judgment
or verdict of acquittal, as the case may be, on a question

(6) Il peut être interjeté appel, par toute personne ayant
comparu devant le tribunal, d’une ordonnance rendue
aux termes des paragraphes (4) ou (5) pour tout motif
d’appel impliquant soit une question de droit, soit une
question de fait ou impliquant une question mixte de
droit et de fait, comme s’il s’agissait d’un appel contre
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of law alone under Part XXI, and sections 673 to 696 ap-
ply with any modifications that the circumstances re-
quire.

une déclaration de culpabilité ou contre un jugement ou
verdict d’acquittement, selon le cas, sur une question de
droit seulement en vertu de la partie XXI, les articles 673
à 696 s’appliquant en conséquence, avec les adaptations
nécessaires.

Consent Consentement

(7) No proceeding under this section shall be instituted
without the Attorney General’s consent.

(7) Il ne peut être engagé de procédure en vertu du pré-
sent article sans le consentement du procureur général.

Definitions Définitions

(8) The following definitions apply in this section.

court has the same meaning as in subsection 320(8).
(tribunal)

judge has the same meaning as in subsection 320(8).
(juge)

terrorist propaganda means any writing, sign, visible
representation or audio recording that counsels the com-
mission of a terrorism offence. (propagande terroriste)
2015, c. 20, s. 16; 2019, c. 13, s. 144.

(8) Les définitions qui suivent s’appliquent au présent
article.

juge S’entend au sens du paragraphe 320(8). (judge)

propagande terroriste Écrit, signe, représentation vi-
sible ou enregistrement sonore qui conseille la commis-
sion d’une infraction de terrorisme. (terrorist propa-

ganda)

tribunal S’entend au sens du paragraphe 320(8). (court)
2015, ch. 20, art. 16; 2019, ch. 13, art. 144.

Order to computer system’s custodian Ordonnance au gardien d’un ordinateur

83.223 (1) If a judge is satisfied by information on oath
that there are reasonable grounds to believe that there is
material — that is terrorist propaganda or computer data
that makes terrorist propaganda available — stored on
and made available to the public through a computer sys-
tem that is within the court’s jurisdiction, the judge may
order the computer system’s custodian to

(a) give an electronic copy of the material to the court;

(b) ensure that the material is no longer stored on and
made available through the computer system; and

(c) provide the information that is necessary to identi-
fy and locate the person who posted the material.

83.223 (1) Le juge peut, s’il est convaincu par une dé-
nonciation sous serment qu’il y a des motifs raisonnables
de croire qu’il existe une matière — constituant de la pro-
pagande terroriste ou contenant des données informa-
tiques qui rendent la propagande terroriste accessible —
qui est emmagasinée et rendue accessible au public au
moyen d’un ordinateur situé dans le ressort du tribunal,
ordonner au gardien de l’ordinateur :

a) de remettre une copie électronique de la matière au
tribunal;

b) de s’assurer que la matière n’est plus emmagasinée
ni accessible au moyen de l’ordinateur;

c) de fournir les renseignements nécessaires pour
identifier et trouver la personne qui a affiché la ma-
tière.

Notice to person who posted material Avis à la personne ayant affiché la matière

(2) Within a reasonable time after receiving the informa-
tion referred to in paragraph (1)(c), the judge shall cause
notice to be given to the person who posted the material,
giving that person the opportunity to appear and be rep-
resented before the court and to show cause why the ma-
terial should not be deleted. If the person cannot be iden-
tified or located or does not reside in Canada, the judge
may order the computer system’s custodian to post the
text of the notice at the location where the material was

(2) Dans un délai raisonnable suivant la réception des
renseignements visés à l’alinéa (1)c), le juge fait donner
un avis à la personne ayant affiché la matière, donnant à
celle-ci l’occasion de comparaître et d’être représentée
devant le tribunal et de présenter les raisons pour les-
quelles la matière ne devrait pas être effacée. Si la per-
sonne ne peut être identifiée ou trouvée ou ne réside pas
au Canada, le juge peut ordonner au gardien de l’ordina-
teur d’afficher le texte de l’avis à l’endroit où la matière
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previously stored and made available, until the time set
for the appearance.

était emmagasinée et rendue accessible, jusqu’à la date
fixée pour la comparution de la personne.

Person who posted material may appear Comparution de la personne ayant affiché la matière

(3) The person who posted the material may appear and
be represented before the court in order to oppose the
making of an order under subsection (5).

(3) La personne ayant affiché la matière peut compa-
raître devant le tribunal et être représentée pour s’oppo-
ser à l’établissement d’une ordonnance en vertu du para-
graphe (5).

Non-appearance Non-comparution de la personne ayant affiché la
matière

(4) If the person who posted the material does not ap-
pear before the court, the court may proceed to hear and
determine the proceedings in the absence of the person
as fully and effectually as if the person had appeared.

(4) Si la personne ayant affiché la matière ne comparaît
pas, le tribunal peut statuer sur la procédure, en l’ab-
sence de cette personne, aussi complètement et efficace-
ment que si elle avait comparu.

Order of deletion Ordonnance

(5) If the court is satisfied, on a balance of probabilities,
that the material is available to the public and is terrorist
propaganda or computer data that makes terrorist propa-
ganda available, it may order the computer system’s cus-
todian to delete the material.

(5) Si le tribunal est convaincu, selon la prépondérance
des probabilités, que la matière est accessible au public et
constitue de la propagande terroriste ou contient des
données informatiques qui rendent la propagande terro-
riste accessible, il peut ordonner au gardien de l’ordina-
teur de l’effacer.

Destruction of electronic copy Destruction de la copie électronique

(6) When the court makes the order for the deletion of
the material, it may order the destruction of the electron-
ic copy in the court’s possession.

(6) Au moment de rendre une ordonnance en vertu du
paragraphe (5), le tribunal peut ordonner la destruction
de la copie électronique en sa propre possession.

Return of material Sort de la matière

(7) If the court is not satisfied that the material is avail-
able to the public and is terrorist propaganda or comput-
er data that makes terrorist propaganda available, the
court shall order that the electronic copy be returned to
the computer system’s custodian and terminate the order
under paragraph (1)(b).

(7) Si le tribunal n’est pas convaincu que la matière est
accessible au public et constitue de la propagande terro-
riste ou contient des données informatiques qui rendent
la propagande terroriste accessible, il ordonne que la co-
pie électronique soit remise au gardien de l’ordinateur et
met fin à l’ordonnance visée à l’alinéa (1)b).

Appeal Appel

(8) An appeal lies from an order made under subsection
(5) or (6) by any person who appeared before the court,
on any ground of appeal that involves a question of law
or fact alone, or a question of mixed law and fact, as if it
were an appeal against conviction or against a judgment
or verdict of acquittal, as the case may be, on a question
of law alone under Part XXI, and sections 673 to 696 ap-
ply with any modifications that the circumstances re-
quire.

(8) Il peut être interjeté appel, par toute personne ayant
comparu devant le tribunal, d’une ordonnance rendue
aux termes des paragraphes (5) ou (6) pour tout motif
d’appel impliquant soit une question de droit, soit une
question de fait ou impliquant une question mixte de
droit et de fait, comme s’il s’agissait d’un appel contre
une déclaration de culpabilité ou contre un jugement ou
verdict d’acquittement, selon le cas, sur une question de
droit seulement en vertu de la partie XXI, les articles 673
à 696 s’appliquant en conséquence, avec les adaptations
nécessaires.

Consent Consentement

(9) No proceeding under this section shall be instituted
without the Attorney General’s consent.

(9) Il ne peut être engagé de procédure en vertu du pré-
sent article sans le consentement du procureur général.
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When order takes effect Ordonnance en vigueur

(10) No order made under any of subsections (5) to (7)
takes effect until the time for final appeal has expired.

(10) L’ordonnance rendue en vertu de l’un des para-
graphes (5) à (7) n’est pas en vigueur avant l’expiration
de tous les délais d’appel.

Definitions Définitions

(11) The following definitions apply in this section.

computer data has the same meaning as in subsection
342.1(2). (données informatiques)

computer system has the same meaning as in subsec-
tion 342.1(2). (ordinateur)

court has the same meaning as in subsection 320(8).
(tribunal)

data [Repealed, 2015, c. 20, s. 35]

judge has the same meaning as in subsection 320(8).
(juge)

terrorist propaganda has the same meaning as in sub-
section 83.222(8). (propagande terroriste)
2015, c. 20, ss. 16, 35.

(11) Les définitions qui suivent s’appliquent au présent
article.

données [Abrogée, 2015, ch. 20, art. 35]

données informatiques S’entend au sens du para-
graphe 342.1(2). (computer data)

juge S’entend au sens du paragraphe 320(8). (judge)

ordinateur S’entend au sens du paragraphe 342.1(2).
(computer system)

propagande terroriste S’entend au sens du paragraphe
83.222(8). (terrorist propaganda)

tribunal S’entend au sens du paragraphe 320(8). (court)
2015, ch. 20, art. 16 et 35.

Concealing person who carried out terrorist activity Cacher une personne qui s’est livrée à une activité
terroriste

83.23 (1) Every person who knowingly harbours or
conceals another person whom they know to be a person
who has carried out a terrorist activity, for the purpose of
enabling that other person to facilitate or carry out any
terrorist activity, is guilty of

(a) an indictable offence and liable to imprisonment
for a term of not more than 14 years, if the person who
is harboured or concealed carried out a terrorist activ-
ity that is a terrorism offence for which that person is
liable to imprisonment for life; and

(b) an indictable offence and liable to imprisonment
for a term of not more than 10 years, if the person who
is harboured or concealed carried out a terrorist activ-
ity that is a terrorism offence for which that person is
liable to any other punishment.

83.23 (1) Quiconque héberge ou cache sciemment une
personne dont il sait qu’elle s’est livrée à une activité ter-
roriste, afin de lui permettre de se livrer à une activité
terroriste ou de la faciliter, est coupable :

a) d’un acte criminel passible d’un emprisonnement
maximal de quatorze ans, dans le cas où la personne
hébergée ou cachée s’est livrée à une activité terroriste
constituant une infraction de terrorisme la rendant
passible de l’emprisonnement à perpétuité;

b) d’un acte criminel passible d’un emprisonnement
maximal de dix ans, dans le cas où la personne héber-
gée ou cachée s’est livrée à une activité terroriste
constituant une infraction de terrorisme la rendant
passible de toute autre peine.

Concealing person who is likely to carry out terrorist
activity

Cacher une personne qui se livrera
vraisemblablement à une activité terroriste

(2) Every person who knowingly harbours or conceals
another person whom they know to be a person who is
likely to carry out a terrorist activity, for the purpose of
enabling that other person to facilitate or carry out any

(2) Quiconque héberge ou cache sciemment une per-
sonne dont il sait qu’elle se livrera vraisemblablement à
une activité terroriste, afin de lui permettre de se livrer à
une activité terroriste ou de la faciliter, est coupable d’un
acte criminel passible d’un emprisonnement maximal de
dix ans.
2001, ch. 41, art. 4; 2013, ch. 9, art. 9; 2019, ch. 25, art. 22.
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terrorist activity, is guilty of an indictable offence and li-
able to imprisonment for a term of not more than 10
years.
2001, c. 41, s. 4; 2013, c. 9, s. 9; 2019, c. 25, s. 22.

Hoax Regarding Terrorist Activity Incitation à craindre des activités
terroristes

Hoax — terrorist activity Incitation à craindre des activités terroristes

83.231 (1) Every one commits an offence who, without
lawful excuse and with intent to cause any person to fear
death, bodily harm, substantial damage to property or se-
rious interference with the lawful use or operation of
property,

(a) conveys or causes or procures to be conveyed in-
formation that, in all the circumstances, is likely to
cause a reasonable apprehension that terrorist activity
is occurring or will occur, without believing the infor-
mation to be true; or

(b) commits an act that, in all the circumstances, is
likely to cause a reasonable apprehension that terror-
ist activity is occurring or will occur, without believing
that such activity is occurring or will occur.

83.231 (1) Commet une infraction quiconque, sans ex-
cuse légitime et avec l’intention de faire craindre à quel-
qu’un soit la mort ou des blessures corporelles, soit des
dommages matériels considérables à des biens ou une
entrave sérieuse à l’emploi ou l’exploitation légitime de
ceux-ci :

a) transmet ou fait en sorte que soient transmis des
renseignements qui, compte tenu du contexte, sont
susceptibles de faire raisonnablement craindre que
des activités terroristes sont ou seront menées, sans
être convaincu de leur véracité;

b) commet un acte qui, compte tenu du contexte, est
susceptible de faire raisonnablement craindre que des
activités terroristes sont ou seront menées, sans être
convaincu qu’il en est ainsi.

Punishment Peine

(2) Every one who commits an offence under subsection
(1) is guilty of

(a) an indictable offence and liable to imprisonment
for a term not exceeding five years; or

(b) an offence punishable on summary conviction.

(2) Quiconque commet l’infraction prévue au paragraphe
(1) est coupable :

a) soit d’un acte criminel passible d’un emprisonne-
ment maximal de cinq ans;

b) soit d’une infraction punissable sur déclaration de
culpabilité par procédure sommaire.

Causing bodily harm Fait de causer des blessures corporelles

(3) Every one who commits an offence under subsection
(1) and thereby causes bodily harm to any other person is
guilty of

(a) an indictable offence and liable to imprisonment
for a term not exceeding ten years; or

(b) an offence punishable on summary conviction.

(3) Quiconque, en commettant l’infraction prévue au pa-
ragraphe (1), cause des blessures corporelles à une autre
personne est coupable :

a) soit d’un acte criminel passible d’un emprisonne-
ment maximal de dix ans;

b) soit d’une infraction punissable sur déclaration de
culpabilité par procédure sommaire.

Causing death Fait de causer la mort

(4) Every one who commits an offence under subsection
(1) and thereby causes the death of any other person is
guilty of an indictable offence and liable to imprisonment
for life.
2004, c. 15, s. 32; 2019, c. 25, s. 23.

(4) Quiconque, en commettant l’infraction prévue au pa-
ragraphe (1), cause la mort d’une autre personne est cou-
pable d’un acte criminel passible de l’emprisonnement à
perpétuité.
2004, ch. 15, art. 32; 2019, ch. 25, art. 23.
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Proceedings and Aggravated
Punishment

Procédure et aggravation de peine

Attorney General’s consent Consentement du procureur général

83.24 Proceedings in respect of a terrorism offence or
an offence under section 83.12 shall not be commenced
without the consent of the Attorney General.
2001, c. 41, s. 4.

83.24 Il ne peut être engagé de poursuite à l’égard d’une
infraction de terrorisme ou de l’infraction prévue à l’ar-
ticle 83.12 sans le consentement du procureur général.
2001, ch. 41, art. 4.

Jurisdiction Compétence

83.25 (1) Where a person is alleged to have committed
a terrorism offence or an offence under section 83.12,
proceedings in respect of that offence may, whether or
not that person is in Canada, be commenced at the in-
stance of the Government of Canada and conducted by
the Attorney General of Canada or counsel acting on his
or her behalf in any territorial division in Canada, if the
offence is alleged to have occurred outside the province
in which the proceedings are commenced, whether or not
proceedings have previously been commenced elsewhere
in Canada.

83.25 (1) Les poursuites relatives à une infraction de
terrorisme ou à une infraction prévue à l’article 83.12,
peuvent, que l’accusé soit présent au Canada ou non, être
engagées dans toute circonscription territoriale au
Canada par le gouvernement du Canada et menées par le
procureur général du Canada ou l’avocat agissant en son
nom, dans le cas où l’infraction est censée avoir été com-
mise à l’extérieur de la province dans laquelle les pour-
suites sont engagées, que des poursuites aient été enga-
gées antérieurement ou non ailleurs au Canada.

Trial and punishment Procès et peine

(2) An accused may be tried and punished in respect of
an offence referred to in subsection (1) in the same man-
ner as if the offence had been committed in the territorial
division where the proceeding is conducted.
2001, c. 41, s. 4.

(2) L’accusé peut être jugé et puni à l’égard de l’infrac-
tion visée au paragraphe (1) comme si celle-ci avait été
commise dans la circonscription territoriale où les pour-
suites sont menées.
2001, ch. 41, art. 4.

Sentences to be served consecutively Peines consécutives

83.26 A sentence, other than one of life imprisonment,
imposed on a person for an offence under any of sections
83.02 to 83.04 and 83.18 to 83.23 shall be served consecu-
tively to

(a) any other punishment imposed on the person, oth-
er than a sentence of life imprisonment, for an offence
arising out of the same event or series of events; and

(b) any other sentence, other than one of life impris-
onment, to which the person is subject at the time the
sentence is imposed on the person for an offence un-
der any of those sections.

2001, c. 41, s. 4.

83.26 La peine — sauf une peine d’emprisonnement à
perpétuité — infligée à une personne pour une infraction
prévue à l’un des articles 83.02 à 83.04 et 83.18 à 83.23 est
purgée consécutivement :

a) à toute autre peine — sauf une peine d’emprisonne-
ment à perpétuité — sanctionnant une autre infraction
basée sur les mêmes faits;

b) à toute autre peine — sauf une peine d’emprisonne-
ment à perpétuité — en cours d’exécution infligée à
une personne pour une infraction prévue à l’un de ces
articles.

2001, ch. 41, art. 4.

Punishment for terrorist activity Aggravation de peine

83.27 (1) Notwithstanding anything in this Act, a per-
son convicted of an indictable offence, other than an of-
fence for which a sentence of imprisonment for life is im-
posed as a minimum punishment, where the act or
omission constituting the offence also constitutes a ter-
rorist activity, is liable to imprisonment for life.

83.27 (1) Malgré toute autre disposition de la présente
loi, quiconque est déclaré coupable d’un acte criminel, à
l’exception d’une infraction pour laquelle l’emprisonne-
ment à perpétuité constitue la peine minimale, est pas-
sible de l’emprisonnement à perpétuité dans le cas où
l’acte — acte ou omission — constituant l’infraction
constitue également une activité terroriste.
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Offender must be notified Notification du délinquant

(2) Subsection (1) does not apply unless the prosecutor
satisfies the court that the offender, before making a
plea, was notified that the application of that subsection
would be sought.
2001, c. 41, s. 4.

(2) Le paragraphe (1) ne s’applique que si le poursuivant
convainc le tribunal que le délinquant, avant de faire son
plaidoyer, a été avisé que l’application de ce paragraphe
serait demandée.
2001, ch. 41, art. 4.

83.28 [Repealed, 2019, c. 13, s. 145] 83.28 [Abrogé, 2019, ch. 13, art. 145]

83.29 [Repealed, 2019, c. 13, s. 145] 83.29 [Abrogé, 2019, ch. 13, art. 145]

Recognizance with Conditions Engagement assorti de conditions

Attorney General’s consent Consentement du procureur général

83.3 (1) The Attorney General’s consent is required be-
fore a peace officer may lay an information under subsec-
tion (2).

83.3 (1) Le dépôt d’une dénonciation au titre du para-
graphe (2) est subordonné au consentement préalable du
procureur général.

Terrorist activity Activité terroriste

(2) Subject to subsection (1), a peace officer may lay an
information before a provincial court judge if the peace
officer

(a) believes on reasonable grounds that a terrorist ac-
tivity may be carried out; and

(b) suspects on reasonable grounds that the imposi-
tion of a recognizance with conditions on a person, or
the arrest of a person, is necessary to prevent the car-
rying out of the terrorist activity.

(2) Sous réserve du paragraphe (1), l’agent de la paix
peut déposer une dénonciation devant un juge de la cour
provinciale si, à la fois :

a) il a des motifs raisonnables de croire à la possibilité
qu’une activité terroriste soit entreprise;

b) il a des motifs raisonnables de soupçonner que
l’imposition d’un engagement assorti de conditions à
une personne ou son arrestation est nécessaire pour
empêcher que l’activité terroriste ne soit entreprise.

Appearance Comparution

(3) The judge who receives the information may cause
the person to appear before any provincial court judge.

(3) Le juge qui reçoit la dénonciation peut faire compa-
raître la personne devant tout juge de la cour provinciale.

Arrest without warrant Arrestation sans mandat

(4) Despite subsections (2) and (3), a peace officer may
arrest a person without a warrant and cause the person
to be detained in custody, in order to bring them before a
provincial court judge in accordance with subsection (6),
if

(a) either

(i) the grounds for laying an information referred
to in paragraphs (2)(a) and (b) exist but, by reason
of exigent circumstances, it would be impracticable
to lay an information under subsection (2), or

(ii) an information has been laid under subsection
(2) and a summons has been issued; and

(4) Par dérogation aux paragraphes (2) et (3), l’agent de
la paix, s’il a des motifs raisonnables de soupçonner que
la mise sous garde de la personne est nécessaire pour em-
pêcher qu’une activité terroriste ne soit entreprise, peut,
sans mandat, arrêter la personne et la faire mettre sous
garde en vue de la conduire devant un juge de la cour
provinciale en conformité avec le paragraphe (6) dans
l’un ou l’autre des cas suivants :

a) l’urgence de la situation rend difficilement réali-
sable le dépôt d’une dénonciation au titre du para-
graphe (2) et les motifs visés aux alinéas (2)a) et b)
sont réunis;

b) une sommation a été décernée par suite de la dé-
nonciation déposée au titre du paragraphe (2).
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(b) the peace officer suspects on reasonable grounds
that the detention of the person in custody is
necessary to prevent a terrorist activity.

Duty of peace officer Obligation de l’agent de la paix

(5) If a peace officer arrests a person without a warrant
in the circumstance described in subparagraph (4)(a)(i),
the peace officer shall, within the time prescribed by
paragraph (6)(a) or (b),

(a) lay an information in accordance with subsection
(2); or

(b) release the person.

(5) Si, dans le cas visé à l’alinéa (4)a), l’agent de la paix
arrête une personne sans mandat, il dépose une dénon-
ciation au titre du paragraphe (2) au plus tard dans le dé-
lai prévu aux alinéas (6)a) ou b), ou met la personne en
liberté.

When person to be taken before judge Personne conduite devant un juge de la cour
provinciale

(6) Unless a peace officer is satisfied that a person
should be released from custody without conditions be-
fore their appearance before a provincial court judge in
accordance with the rules in paragraph (a) or (b), and so
releases the person, the person detained in custody shall
be taken before a provincial court judge in accordance
with the following rules:

(a) if a provincial court judge is available within 24
hours after the person has been arrested, the person
shall be taken before a provincial court judge without
unreasonable delay and in any event within that peri-
od; and

(b) if a provincial court judge is not available within
24 hours after the person has been arrested, the per-
son shall be taken before a provincial court judge as
soon as feasible.

(6) La personne mise sous garde est conduite devant un
juge de la cour provinciale selon les règles ci-après, à
moins que, avant sa comparution selon ces règles, l’agent
de la paix, étant convaincu qu’elle devrait être mise en li-
berté sans condition, ne la mette ainsi en liberté :

a) si un juge de la cour provinciale est disponible dans
un délai de vingt-quatre heures après l’arrestation, elle
est conduite devant un juge de ce tribunal sans retard
injustifié et, à tout le moins, dans ce délai;

b) si un juge de la cour provinciale n’est pas dispo-
nible dans un délai de vingt-quatre heures après l’ar-
restation, elle est conduite devant un juge de ce tribu-
nal le plus tôt possible.

How person dealt with Traitement de la personne

(7) When a person is taken before a provincial court
judge under subsection (6),

(a) if an information has not been laid under subsec-
tion (2), the judge shall order that the person be re-
leased; or

(b) if an information has been laid under subsection
(2),

(i) the judge shall order that the person be released
unless the peace officer who laid the information
shows cause why the person’s detention in custody
is justified on one or more of the following grounds:

(A) the detention is necessary to ensure the per-
son’s appearance before a provincial court judge
in order to be dealt with in accordance with sub-
section (8),

(7) Dans le cas où la personne est conduite devant le juge
au titre du paragraphe (6) :

a) si aucune dénonciation n’a été déposée au titre du
paragraphe (2), le juge ordonne qu’elle soit mise en li-
berté;

b) si une dénonciation a été déposée au titre du para-
graphe (2) :

(i) le juge ordonne que la personne soit mise en li-
berté, sauf si l’agent de la paix qui a déposé la dé-
nonciation fait valoir que sa mise sous garde est
justifiée pour un des motifs suivants :

(A) sa détention est nécessaire pour assurer sa
comparution devant un juge de la cour provin-
ciale conformément au paragraphe (8),
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(B) the detention is necessary for the protection
or safety of the public, including any witness,
having regard to all the circumstances including

(I) the likelihood that, if the person is re-
leased from custody, a terrorist activity will be
carried out, and

(II) any substantial likelihood that the person
will, if released from custody, interfere with
the administration of justice, and

(C) the detention is necessary to maintain confi-
dence in the administration of justice, having re-
gard to all the circumstances, including the ap-
parent strength of the peace officer’s grounds
under subsection (2), and the gravity of any ter-
rorist activity that may be carried out, and

(ii) the judge may adjourn the matter for a hearing
under subsection (8) but, if the person is not re-
leased under subparagraph (i), the adjournment
may not exceed 48 hours.

(B) sa détention est nécessaire pour la protec-
tion ou la sécurité du public, notamment celle
d’un témoin, eu égard aux circonstances, y com-
pris :

(I) la probabilité que, si la personne est mise
en liberté, une activité terroriste sera entre-
prise,

(II) toute probabilité marquée que la per-
sonne, si elle est mise en liberté, nuira à l’ad-
ministration de la justice,

(C) sa détention est nécessaire pour ne pas mi-
ner la confiance du public envers l’administra-
tion de la justice, compte tenu de toutes les cir-
constances, notamment le fait que les motifs de
l’agent de la paix au titre du paragraphe (2) pa-
raissent fondés, et la gravité de toute activité ter-
roriste qui peut être entreprise,

(ii) le juge peut ajourner la comparution prévue au
paragraphe (8) mais, si la personne n’est pas mise
en liberté, l’ajournement ne peut excéder quarante-
huit heures.

Adjournment under subparagraph (7)(b)(ii) Ajournement en vertu du sous-alinéa (7)b)(ii)

(7.1) If a judge has adjourned the matter under subpara-
graph (7)(b)(ii) and the person remains in custody at the
end of the period of adjournment, the person shall be
taken before a provincial court judge who

(a) shall order that the person be released unless a
peace officer shows cause why the person’s detention
in custody is justified on one or more of the grounds
set out in clauses (7)(b)(i)(A) to (C) and satisfies the
judge that the investigation in relation to which the
person is detained is being conducted diligently and
expeditiously; and

(b) may adjourn the matter for a hearing under sub-
section (8) but, if the person is not released under
paragraph (a), the adjournment may not exceed 48
hours.

(7.1) Si le juge a ajourné la comparution en vertu du
sous-alinéa (7)b)(ii) et si, au terme de la période d’ajour-
nement, la personne est toujours sous garde, elle est
conduite devant un juge de la cour provinciale et celui-ci :

a) ordonne que la personne soit mise en liberté, sauf
si un agent de la paix fait valoir que sa mise sous garde
est justifiée pour l’un des motifs énumérés aux divi-
sions (7)b)(i)(A) à (C) et convainc le juge que l’enquête
sur laquelle s’appuie sa mise sous garde est menée de
façon diligente;

b) peut ajourner la comparution prévue au para-
graphe (8) mais, si la personne n’est pas mise en liber-
té au titre de l’alinéa a), l’ajournement ne peut excéder
quarante-huit heures.

Adjournment under paragraph (7.1)(b) Ajournement en vertu de l’alinéa (7.1)b)

(7.2) If a judge has adjourned the matter under para-
graph (7.1)(b) and the person remains in custody at the
end of the period of adjournment, the person shall be
taken before a provincial court judge who

(a) shall order that the person be released unless a
peace officer shows cause why the person’s detention
in custody is justified on one or more of the grounds
set out in clauses (7)(b)(i)(A) to (C) and satisfies the
judge that the investigation in relation to which the

(7.2) Si le juge a ajourné la comparution en vertu de
l’alinéa (7.1)b) et si, au terme de la période d’ajourne-
ment, la personne est toujours sous garde, elle est
conduite devant un juge de la cour provinciale et celui-ci :

a) ordonne que la personne soit mise en liberté, sauf
si un agent de la paix fait valoir que sa mise sous garde
est justifiée pour l’un des motifs énumérés aux divi-
sions (7)b)(i)(A) à (C) et convainc le juge que l’enquête
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person is detained is being conducted diligently and
expeditiously; and

(b) may adjourn the matter for a hearing under sub-
section (8) but, if the person is not released under
paragraph (a), the adjournment may not exceed 48
hours.

sur laquelle s’appuie sa mise sous garde est menée de
façon diligente;

b) peut ajourner la comparution prévue au para-
graphe (8) mais, si la personne n’est pas mise en liber-
té au titre de l’alinéa a), l’ajournement ne peut excéder
quarante-huit heures.

Hearing before judge Comparution devant le juge

(8) The judge before whom the person appears in accor-
dance with subsection (3)

(a) may, if the judge is satisfied by the evidence ad-
duced that the peace officer has reasonable grounds
for the suspicion, order that the person enter into a re-
cognizance, with or without sureties, to keep the peace
and be of good behaviour for a period of not more
than 12 months and to comply with any other reason-
able conditions prescribed in the recognizance, includ-
ing the conditions set out in subsections (10), (11.1)
and (11.2), that the judge considers desirable for pre-
venting the carrying out of a terrorist activity; and

(b) if the person was not released under subparagraph
(7)(b)(i) or paragraph (7.1)(a) or (7.2)(a), shall order
that the person be released, subject to the recogni-
zance, if any, ordered under paragraph (a).

(8) Le juge devant lequel la personne comparaît au titre
du paragraphe (3) :

a) peut, s’il est convaincu par la preuve apportée que
les soupçons de l’agent de la paix sont fondés sur des
motifs raisonnables, ordonner que la personne
contracte l’engagement, avec ou sans caution, de ne
pas troubler l’ordre public et d’observer une bonne
conduite pour une période maximale de douze mois,
et se conforme aux autres conditions raisonnables
énoncées dans l’engagement, y compris celles visées
aux paragraphes (10), (11.1) et (11.2), que le juge es-
time souhaitables pour empêcher qu’une activité ter-
roriste ne soit entreprise;

b) si la personne n’a pas été mise en liberté au titre du
sous-alinéa (7)b)(i) ou des alinéas (7.1)a) ou (7.2)a),
ordonne qu’elle soit mise en liberté, sous réserve, le
cas échéant, de l’engagement imposé conformément à
l’alinéa a).

Duration extended Prolongation

(8.1) However, if the judge is also satisfied that the per-
son was convicted previously of a terrorism offence, the
judge may order that the person enter into the recogni-
zance for a period of not more than two years.

(8.1) Toutefois, s’il est également convaincu que la per-
sonne a déjà été reconnue coupable d’une infraction de
terrorisme, le juge peut lui ordonner de contracter l’enga-
gement pour une période maximale de deux ans.

Refusal to enter into recognizance Refus de contracter un engagement

(9) The judge may commit the person to prison for a
term not exceeding 12 months if the person fails or refus-
es to enter into the recognizance.

(9) Le juge peut infliger à la personne qui omet ou refuse
de contracter l’engagement une peine de prison maxi-
male de douze mois.

Conditions — firearms Conditions : armes à feu

(10) Before making an order under paragraph (8)(a), the
judge shall consider whether it is desirable, in the inter-
ests of the safety of the person or of any other person, to
include as a condition of the recognizance that the person
be prohibited from possessing any firearm, cross-bow,
prohibited weapon, restricted weapon, prohibited device,
ammunition, prohibited ammunition or explosive sub-
stance, or all of those things, for any period specified in
the recognizance, and if the judge decides that it is so de-
sirable, they shall add the condition to the recognizance.

(10) En rendant l’ordonnance prévue à l’alinéa (8)a), le
juge doit, s’il estime qu’il est souhaitable pour la sécurité
de la personne ou pour celle d’autrui de lui interdire
d’avoir en sa possession une arme à feu, une arbalète,
une arme prohibée, une arme à autorisation restreinte,
un dispositif prohibé, des munitions, des munitions pro-
hibées ou des substances explosives, ordonner que la per-
sonne contracte l’engagement de s’abstenir d’avoir en sa
possession l’un ou l’autre ou la totalité de ces objets pour
la période indiquée dans l’engagement.
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Surrender, etc. Remise

(11) If the judge adds the condition described in subsec-
tion (10) to a recognizance, they shall specify in it the
manner and method by which

(a) the things referred to in that subsection that are in
the person’s possession shall be surrendered, disposed
of, detained, stored or dealt with; and

(b) the authorizations, licences and registration cer-
tificates that are held by the person shall be surren-
dered.

(11) Le cas échéant, l’ordonnance prévoit la façon de re-
mettre, de détenir ou d’entreposer les objets visés au pa-
ragraphe (10) qui sont en la possession de la personne,
ou d’en disposer, et de remettre les autorisations, permis
et certificats d’enregistrement dont la personne est titu-
laire.

Condition — passport Condition : passeport

(11.1) The judge shall consider whether it is desirable,
to prevent the carrying out of a terrorist activity, to in-
clude in the recognizance a condition that the person de-
posit, in the specified manner, any passport or other
travel document issued in their name that is in their pos-
session or control. If the judge decides that it is desirable,
the judge shall add the condition to the recognizance and
specify the period during which it applies.

(11.1) Le juge doit décider s’il est souhaitable, pour em-
pêcher qu’une activité terroriste ne soit entreprise, d’inti-
mer à la personne de déposer, de la manière précisée
dans l’engagement, tout passeport ou autre document de
voyage établi à son nom qui est en sa possession ou en
son contrôle, et, dans l’affirmative, il doit assortir l’enga-
gement d’une condition à cet effet et y prévoir la période
d’application de celle-ci.

Condition — specified geographic area Condition : région désignée

(11.2) The judge shall consider whether it is desirable,
to prevent the carrying out of a terrorist activity, to in-
clude in the recognizance a condition that the person re-
main within a specified geographic area unless written
permission to leave that area is obtained from the judge
or any individual designated by the judge. If the judge
decides that it is desirable, the judge shall add the condi-
tion to the recognizance and specify the period during
which it applies.

(11.2) Le juge doit décider s’il est souhaitable, pour em-
pêcher qu’une activité terroriste ne soit entreprise, d’inti-
mer à la personne de rester dans une région désignée,
sauf permission écrite qu’il pourrait lui accorder ou
qu’un individu qu’il désigne pourrait lui accorder, et,
dans l’affirmative, il doit assortir l’engagement d’une
condition à cet effet et y prévoir la période d’application
de celle-ci.

Reasons Motifs

(12) If the judge does not add a condition described in
subsection (10), (11.1) or (11.2) to a recognizance, the
judge shall include in the record a statement of the rea-
sons for not adding it.

(12) Le juge, s’il n’assortit pas l’ordonnance de la condi-
tion prévue aux paragraphes (10), (11.1) ou (11.2), est te-
nu d’en donner les motifs, qui sont consignés au dossier
de l’instance.

Variance of conditions Modification des conditions

(13) The judge, or any other judge of the same court,
may, on application of the peace officer, the Attorney
General or the person, vary the conditions fixed in the re-
cognizance.

(13) Le juge ou un autre juge du même tribunal peut, sur
demande de l’agent de la paix, du procureur général ou
de la personne, modifier les conditions fixées dans l’en-
gagement.

Other provisions to apply Autres dispositions applicables

(14) Subsections 810(4) and (5) apply, with any neces-
sary modifications, to proceedings under this section.
2001, c. 41, s. 4; 2013, c. 9, s. 10; 2015, c. 20, s. 17; 2019, c. 13, s. 146; 2019, c. 25, s. 24.

(14) Les paragraphes 810(4) et (5) s’appliquent, avec les
adaptations nécessaires, à toute procédure engagée en
vertu du présent article.
2001, ch. 41, art. 4; 2013, ch. 9, art. 10; 2015, ch. 20, art. 17; 2019, ch. 13, art. 146; 2019,
ch. 25, art. 24.

83.31 (1) [Repealed, 2019, c. 13, s. 147] 83.31 (1) [Abrogé, 2019, ch. 13, art. 147]
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(1.1) [Repealed, 2019, c. 13, s. 147] (1.1) [Abrogé, 2019, ch. 13, art. 147]

Annual report (section 83.3) Rapport annuel : article 83.3

(2) The Attorney General of Canada shall prepare and
cause to be laid before Parliament and the Attorney Gen-
eral of every province shall publish or otherwise make
available to the public an annual report for the previous
year on the operation of section 83.3 that includes

(a) the number of consents to lay an information that
were sought, and the number that were obtained, by
virtue of subsections 83.3(1) and (2);

(b) the number of cases in which a summons or a war-
rant of arrest was issued for the purposes of subsec-
tion 83.3(3);

(c) the number of cases in which a person was not re-
leased under subsection 83.3(7), (7.1) or (7.2) pending
a hearing;

(d) the number of cases in which an order to enter in-
to a recognizance was made under paragraph
83.3(8)(a), and the types of conditions that were im-
posed;

(e) the number of times that a person failed or refused
to enter into a recognizance, and the term of imprison-
ment imposed under subsection 83.3(9) in each case;
and

(f) the number of cases in which the conditions fixed
in a recognizance were varied under subsection
83.3(13).

(2) Chaque année, le procureur général du Canada éta-
blit et fait déposer devant le Parlement, et le procureur
général de chaque province publie — ou met à la disposi-
tion du public de toute autre façon — , un rapport sur
l’application de l’article 83.3, qui contient notamment les
renseignements ci-après à l’égard de l’année précédente :

a) le nombre de consentements au dépôt d’une dé-
nonciation demandés et obtenus au titre des para-
graphes 83.3(1) et (2);

b) le nombre de sommations ou de mandat d’arresta-
tion délivrés pour l’application du paragraphe 83.3(3);

c) le nombre de cas où la personne n’a pas été en li-
berté au titre des paragraphes 83.3(7), (7.1) ou (7.2) en
attendant sa comparution;

d) le nombre de cas où une ordonnance de contracter
un engagement a été rendue au titre de l’alinéa
83.3(8)a) et la nature des conditions afférentes qui ont
été imposées;

e) le nombre de refus de contracter un engagement et
la durée de la peine d’emprisonnement infligée au titre
du paragraphe 83.3(9) dans chacun des cas;

f) le nombre de cas où les conditions d’un engage-
ment ont été modifiées au titre du paragraphe
83.3(13).

Annual report (section 83.3) Rapport annuel : article 83.3

(3) The Minister of Public Safety and Emergency Pre-
paredness shall prepare and cause to be laid before Par-
liament and the Minister responsible for policing in every
province shall publish or otherwise make available to the
public an annual report for the previous year on the oper-
ation of section 83.3 that includes

(a) the number of arrests without warrant that were
made under subsection 83.3(4) and the period of the
arrested person’s detention in custody in each case;
and

(b) the number of cases in which a person was arrest-
ed without warrant under subsection 83.3(4) and was
released

(i) by a peace officer under paragraph 83.3(5)(b), or

(ii) by a judge under paragraph 83.3(7)(a), (7.1)(a)
or (7.2)(a).

(3) Chaque année, le ministre de la Sécurité publique et
de la Protection civile établit et fait déposer devant le
Parlement, et le ministre responsable de la sécurité pu-
blique dans chaque province publie — ou met à la dispo-
sition du public de toute autre façon — , un rapport sur
l’application de l’article 83.3, qui contient notamment les
renseignements ci-après à l’égard de l’année précédente :

a) le nombre d’arrestations effectuées sans mandat au
titre du paragraphe 83.3(4) et la durée de la détention
de la personne dans chacun des cas;

b) le nombre de cas d’arrestation sans mandat au titre
du paragraphe 83.3(4) et de mise en liberté :

(i) par l’agent de la paix au titre de l’alinéa
83.3(5)b),

(ii) par un juge au titre des alinéas 83.3(7)a), (7.1)a)
ou (7.2)a).
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Opinions Opinions

(3.1) The Attorney General of Canada and the Minister
of Public Safety and Emergency Preparedness shall in-
clude in their annual reports under subsections (2) and
(3), respectively, their opinion, supported by reasons, on
whether the operation of section 83.3 should be extended.

(3.1) Le procureur général du Canada et le ministre de la
Sécurité publique et de la Protection civile expriment
dans leur rapport annuel établi au titre des paragraphes
(2) et (3) respectivement leur opinion quant à la nécessité
de proroger l’article 83.3 et la motivent.

Limitation Réserve

(4) The annual report shall not contain any information
the disclosure of which would

(a) compromise or hinder an ongoing investigation of
an offence under an Act of Parliament;

(b) endanger the life or safety of any person;

(c) prejudice a legal proceeding; or

(d) otherwise be contrary to the public interest.
2001, c. 41, s. 4; 2005, c. 10, s. 34; 2013, c. 9, s. 11; 2015, c. 20, s. 18; 2019, c. 13, s. 147.

(4) Sont exclus du rapport annuel les renseignements
dont la divulgation, selon le cas :

a) compromettrait une enquête en cours relativement
à une infraction à une loi fédérale ou nuirait à une
telle enquête;

b) mettrait en danger la vie ou la sécurité d’une per-
sonne;

c) porterait atteinte à une procédure judiciaire;

d) serait contraire à l’intérêt public.
2001, ch. 41, art. 4; 2005, ch. 10, art. 34; 2013, ch. 9, art. 11; 2015, ch. 20, art. 18; 2019,
ch. 13, art. 147.

Sunset provision Temporarisation

83.32 (1) Section 83.3 ceases to have effect at the end of
the fifth anniversary of the day on which the National Se-
curity Act, 2017 receives royal assent unless, before the
end of that fifth anniversary, the operation of that section
is extended by resolution — whose text is established un-
der subsection (2) — passed by both Houses of Parlia-
ment in accordance with the rules set out in subsection
(3).

83.32 (1) L’article 83.3 cesse d’avoir effet à la fin du cin-
quième anniversaire de la sanction de la Loi de 2017 sur
la sécurité nationale, sauf si, avant la fin de ce jour, cet
article est prorogé par résolution — dont le texte est éta-
bli en vertu du paragraphe (2) — adoptée par les deux
chambres du Parlement conformément aux règles pré-
vues au paragraphe (3).

Review Examen

(1.1) A comprehensive review of section 83.3 and its op-
eration shall be undertaken by any committee of the
Senate, of the House of Commons or of both Houses of
Parliament that may be designated or established by the
Senate or the House of Commons, or by both Houses of
Parliament, as the case may be, for that purpose.

(1.1) Un examen approfondi de l’article 83.3 et de son
application est effectué par le comité soit du Sénat, soit
de la Chambre des communes, soit mixte, que le Sénat, la
Chambre des communes ou les deux, selon le cas, dési-
gnent ou constituent à cette fin.

Report Rapport

(1.2) The committee shall, no later than one year before
the fifth anniversary referred to subsection (1), submit a
report on the review to the appropriate House of Parlia-
ment, or to both Houses, as the case may be, including its
recommendation with respect to extending the operation
of section 83.3.

(1.2) Au plus tard un an avant le cinquième anniversaire
visé au paragraphe (1), le comité dépose son rapport de-
vant la ou les chambres en cause, accompagné de sa re-
commandation quant à la nécessité de proroger l’article
83.3.

Order in council Décret

(2) The Governor in Council may, by order, establish the
text of a resolution that provides for the extension of the
operation of section 83.3 and that specifies the period of
the extension, which may not exceed five years from the

(2) Le gouverneur en conseil peut, par décret, établir le
texte de toute résolution prévoyant la prorogation de l’ar-
ticle 83.3 et précisant la durée de la prorogation, à
concurrence d’un maximum de cinq ans à compter de la
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first day on which the resolution has been passed by both
Houses of Parliament.

date à laquelle la deuxième chambre a adopté la résolu-
tion.

Rules Règles

(3) A motion for the adoption of the resolution may be
debated in both Houses of Parliament but may not be
amended. At the conclusion of the debate, the Speaker of
the House of Parliament shall immediately put every
question necessary to determine whether or not the mo-
tion is concurred in.

(3) La motion visant l’adoption de la résolution peut
faire l’objet d’un débat dans les deux chambres du Parle-
ment mais ne peut être amendée. Au terme du débat, le
président de la chambre du Parlement met immédiate-
ment aux voix toute question nécessaire pour décider de
son agrément.

Subsequent extensions Prorogations subséquentes

(4) The operation of section 83.3 may be further extend-
ed in accordance with this section, but

(a) the reference to “at the end of the fifth anniversary
of the day on which the National Security Act, 2017
receives royal assent unless, before the end of that
fifth anniversary” in subsection (1) is to be read as a
reference to “on the expiry of the most recent exten-
sion under this section unless, before that extension
expires”; and

(b) the reference to “the fifth anniversary referred to
subsection (1)” in subsection (1.2) is to be read as a
reference to “the expiry of the most recent extension
under this section”.

(4) L’article 83.3 peut être prorogé par la suite en confor-
mité avec le présent article, auquel cas :

a) la mention « à la fin du cinquième anniversaire de
la sanction de la Loi de 2017 sur la sécurité nationale,
sauf si, avant la fin de ce jour », au paragraphe (1), est
remplacée par « à la date d’expiration de la dernière
période de prorogation fixée par résolution conformé-
ment au présent article, sauf si, à la fin de cette date »;

b) la mention « le cinquième anniversaire visé au pa-
ragraphe (1) », au paragraphe (1.2), est remplacée par
« l’expiration de la dernière période de prorogation
fixée par résolution conformément au présent ar-
ticle ».

(5) [Repealed, 2019, c. 13, s. 148]
2001, c. 41, s. 4; 2013, c. 9, s. 12; 2019, c. 13, s. 148.

(5) [Abrogé, 2019, ch. 13, art. 148]
2001, ch. 41, art. 4; 2013, ch. 9, art. 12; 2019, ch. 13, art. 148.

83.33 (1) [Repealed, 2019, c. 13, s. 149] 83.33 (1) [Abrogé, 2019, ch. 13, art. 149]

Transitional provision — section 83.3 Disposition transitoire : article 83.3

(2) In the event that section 83.3 ceases to have effect in
accordance with section 83.32, a person detained in cus-
tody under section 83.3 shall be released when that sec-
tion ceases to have effect, except that subsections 83.3(7)
to (14) continue to apply to a person who was taken be-
fore a judge under subsection 83.3(6) before section 83.3
ceased to have effect.
2001, c. 41, s. 4; 2013, c. 9, s. 13; 2019, c. 13, s. 149.

(2) Dans le cas où, conformément à l’article 83.32, l’ar-
ticle 83.3 cesse d’avoir effet, la personne mise sous garde
au titre de cet article est mise en liberté à la date de ces-
sation d’effet de cet article, sauf que les paragraphes
83.3(7) à (14) continuent de s’appliquer à la personne qui
a été conduite devant le juge au titre du paragraphe
83.3(6) avant cette date.
2001, ch. 41, art. 4; 2013, ch. 9, art. 13; 2019, ch. 13, art. 149.

PART III PARTIE III

Firearms and Other Weapons Armes à feu et autres armes

Interpretation Définitions et interprétation

Definitions Définitions

84 (1) In this Part, 84 (1) Les définitions qui suivent s’appliquent à la pré-
sente partie.
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To: Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan

CC: Office of the Director of National Intelligence

Law Enforcement

September 21, 2022,

From: Dale J. Richardson,

1292 95th Street,

North Battleford, SK

unity@dsrkarisconsulting.com

Tel: 306-441-7010

Fax: 639-630-2551 

Re: Criminal activity by Amy Groothius in the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan 

(CACV4048)

Dear Court,

This transmittal is to inform you of the serious nature of criminal activity that is occurring 

within the judicial system within the province of Saskatchewan. Amy Groothius has been 

reported to five divisions of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police, the Attorney General of 

Alberta and to the Federal Bureau of Investigation and to the Office of the Director of National

Intelligence in the United States for numerous crimes which includes without limitation 

bioterrorism, child trafficking for the purposes of financial and sexual exploitation, torture, 

fraud, mortgage fraud, treason and crimes against humanity. Regardless of the opinion of 

persons in the Court, it is wholly unreasonable and outright criminal for Amy Groothius to be 

handling any matter that I am a part of. 

The engineering report “THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, 

TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE (A PRELIMINARY REPORT AND 

ANALYSIS OF RISK)” is the basis for the criminal complaints which no person employed by 

the Court is competent to make a determination on. Furthermore, the engineering report is the

basis for the separation of the matters and someone competent in the engineering sciences 

would have to make a determination on why they should be joined. While it is appreciated that

1 of 3
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Courts are well versed in areas of law, they are not competent in engineering sciences and

Amy Groothius is making determinations based on engineering. 

I have attached my credentials to this letter demonstrating my capacity to speak on the report 

in which I have submitted to the Court. When an expert like myself who has pioneered the 

research in an area in which the Court is not competent, the Court has an obligation to act on 

the advice of the expert especially when human lives are being lost. 

The illustration shown above outlines a potential risk of a delivery of biological formulations 

that could be introduced into ventilation systems to attack a population and mask it as a 

random outbreak. The research submitted to the court demonstrates methods to reduce risks 

such as this that would interfere with the territorial integrity of Canada and the United States. 

A risk such as this unmitigated is wholly unacceptable especially when the mitigation would 

reduce loss of life during the current pandemic and future contagions spread through aerosols

and is in the public interest to hear in an expedient manner. 
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Court File No. CACV4048

COURT OF APPEAL FOR SASKATCHEWAN

BETWEEN:

DALE RICHARDSON

Applicant

- and -

KIMBERLEY A. RICHARDSON.

Non-Party (Defendant)

- and -

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER RHONDA BLACKMORE OF THE ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE (F-

DIVISION), JESSICA KARAM, MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND THE SASKATCHEWAN HEALTH AUTHORITY.

Defendants

AFFIDAVIT OF DALE J. RICHARDSON

DALE J. RICHARDSON

Contact for service 

unity@dsrkarisconsulting.com

Tel: (306)-441-7010

Email service preferred

BASED ON THE THREAT TO THE LIFE AND SAFETY OF THE APPLICANT PHYSICAL 

DOCUMENTS CAN BE SENT IN CARE OF:

DSR KARIS CONSULTING INC., AB OFFICE

C/O Power of Attorney for Alberta: Astra Richardson-Pereira

116 West Creek Meadow.

Chestermere, AB T1X 1T2

1
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AFFIDAVIT OF DALE RICHARDSON

I, Dale J. RICHARDSON, of the City of North Battleford, in the Province of Saskatchewan, 

affirm to the best of my knowledge as follows:

1. I have personal knowledge of the matters and facts deposed to in this affidavit. The 

information set out in this affidavit is true to the best of my knowledge and belief, 

except where stated to be on information learned from someone else and where that

is stated, I believe the information to be true.

2. I am the Director of DSR Karis North Consulting Inc. a Delaware corporation whose 

business is in the development of critical infrastructure in the United States in the 

area of HVAC, I am also the director of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. a federal 

corporation registered to operate in the jurisdiction of Alberta and Saskatchewan. I 

graduated from a Bachelor of Technology majoring in Engineering and Applied 

Science from Memorial University of Newfoundland, and a Diploma in Mechanical 

Engineering Technology from Saskatchewan Polytechnic I am currently working on a

second Bachelor degree in Arts Majoring in Sociology as I am working towards 

getting into a Bachelor of Technology Management Master’s program at Memorial 

University. I am also a student member of the American Society of Heating, 

Refrigerating and Air-Conditioning Engineers (“ASHRAE”), Technology Professionals

Saskatchewan, and Association of Science & Engineering Technology Professionals 

of Alberta. See Exhibit A: Credentials

3. I received a certificate demonstrating that I have been a member of ASHRAE for the 

last 5 years. Exhibit B: ASHRAE 5 Year Membership Certificate.

4. Associate Chief Justice Rooke was reported again on September 29 and 30 of 2022 

for criminal intimidation of a witness by abusing his position as a judge to punish me 

Affidavit of Dale J. Richardson  Page 2 of 10
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and others for presenting evidence of his crimes in the Court of King’s Bench for 

Alberta. See Exhibit C: Complaint Against Associate Chief Justice Rooke of King’s 

Bench of Alberta for Intimidation of a Witness 

5. Jessica Karam provided an unsigned letter purportedly from the Department of 

Justice acting as agent for Attorney General of Canada without having a human 

being acting for legal person. It is impossible for the Department of Justice to act 

without a human representative acting for it. Just like it is impossible for DSR Karis 

Consulting Inc. to act as my agent when it is a legal person and requires a human 

agent to act on its behalf. This act of fraud demonstrates the impossibility of the 

claims put forth by Jessica Karam who is purporting to act with the capacity of the

Attorney General of Canada while being accused of serious crimes based on the 

engineering report before the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan. Exhibit D: Jessica 

Karam’s Criminal  Intimidation of a Witness Using the Civil Courts .

6. Information related to this matter has been forwarded to the Office of the Director of 

National Intelligence including the emails regarding Amy Groothius’s actions to 

shield the distribution of a biological weapon that interfered with the territorial 

integrity of Canada and the United States. The information relayed to the Court of 

Appeal for Saskatchewan of the consequences of the distribution of a biological 

weapon against the United States was also sent and it was responded to by trying to

declare me a vexatious litigant right after the Attorney General of SK denied my 

freedom of information requests relating to the distribution of the biological weapon 

that interfered with the territorial integrity of the United States. See Exhibit E: ODNI 

Materials 

7. It is impossible for anyone not educated in the engineering sciences to determine 

whether or not a matter based on engineering sciences will succeed or not.
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8. No competent person educated in engineering sciences has ever made any 

determination on the research that I have provided that is before the Court of Appeal 

for Saskatchewan and other courts. 

9. It is impossible for me to be vexatious when the evidence that I have presented that 

demonstrates the distribution of a biological weapon has never been refuted by a 

competent person. 

10. Every person who has ignored the professional advice of a competent person 

capable of speaking on these matters is directly responsible for the deaths of 

persons arising from the initial criminal negligence complaints made on July 3, 2020 

in North Battleford, SK. 

11. Jessica Karam is using criminal activity in the civil courts to ask for me to be 

punished for following the law. Exhibit D: 

12. Jessica Karam is demonstrating a pattern of behaviour consistent with revenge.

Exhibit D: - Exhibit F:

13. Amy Groothius is demonstrating a pattern of behaviour consistent with revenge.

Exhibit E: ODNI Materials 

14. The Saskatchewan Health Authority has no scientific justification for implementation 

of Table S-31 nor is there any justification for the affidavit by Pamela Heinrichs that 

was used for the vexatious litigant decision in the Federal Court of Canada, and the 

engineering report before the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan clearly presents 

evidence in the freedom of information request which is also included in this affidavit 

for clarity. 
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15. The political nature of this matter is incidental to the appeal but it is in no means the 

subject of the family dispute. It explains why my daughter was trafficked using the 

family matter, but it is not a part of the family matter. 

16. Fraud was used by Jessica Karam, Justin Stevenson, Chantalle Eisner and other 

parties in T-1404-20 to obtain the vexatious order issued by Justice Brown. Exhibit F:

Evidence of Fraud Committed By Jessica Karam and Justin Stevenson in T-1404-20

17. This affidavit demonstrates the need for a judicial review because the public interest 

demands it.

18. This affidavit demonstrates that these matters are being used as a means to punish 

me and have been reported to the Royal Canadian Mounted Police.

19. This affidavit demonstrates the need for Amy Groothius to be restrained from 

handling any matters relating to me as she has demonstrated a pattern of behaviour 

consistent with revenge, keeping her actions covered with secrecy, assassinating my

character in secret and depriving me of a right of defence to engineer an outcome 

favourable to keeping her out of prison.

20. Amy Groothius’ observable actions of placing me in a position of extreme prejudice 

by shielding evidence of mortgage fraud committed in the Court, placing both 

matters together without having any knowledge of engineering sciences, initiating a 

vexatious hearing when she has been reported for complicity in the following crimes 

without limitation, child trafficking for the purposes of financial and sexual 

ex[exploitation, treason, torture, fraud, mortgage fraud, criminal negligence casing 

death, murder, bioterrorism and the crime of aggression demonstrate extreme bias, 

intimidation and retaliation and she should not be free to continue to abuse the 

powers of the Court to punish me for exposing her criminal activity.

21. I attest that the information contained in the documents contains material facts that 

are true to the best of my knowledge.

22. Attached exhibits:

Exhibit A: Credentials

Exhibit B: ASHRAE 5 Year Membership Certificate

Exhibit C: Complaint Against Associate Chief Justice Rooke of King’s Bench of 

Alberta for Intimidation of a Witness
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Department of Justice 
Canada 

Ministère de la Justice 
Canada 

  

 Prairie Region 
National Litigation Sector 
410-22nd St. E, Suite 410 
Saskatoon, SK S7K 5T6 
 

Région des Prairies 
Secteur national du contentieux 
410 – 22e rue E, bureau 410 
Saskatoon (Saskatchewan)  S7K 5T6 

Telephone/Téléphone: 306-518-0800 
Fax /Télécopieur: 306-975-4030 

  
  
Our File Number:   LEX-500036108 

  
 

Via Email: 

caregistrar@sklawcourts.ca  
        

 
September 29, 2022 
 
 
Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan 
2425 Victoria Avenue 
Regina, SK   
S4P 4W6 
 
Attention: Registrar 
 
Dear Madam; 
 
Re: Richardson v Richardson 

 CACV No. 4048           

 

Department of Justice (Canada) on behalf of the Attorney General of Canada and 
pursuant to the Department of Justice Act RSC 1985, c J-2 and the Crown Liability and 
Proceedings Act RSC 1985, c C-50 (CLPA), represents Assistant Commissioner Rhonda 
Blackmore and Jessica Karam, neither of whom are parties to the legal dispute underlying 
CACV4048.  We do not intend to file written materials in response to Mr. Richardson’s 
applications, as by their nature, they are frivolous and vexatious and should be struck.   
We will advise the Registry of the appearing counsel prior to the hearing on November 3, 
2022 given Mr. Richardson’s abusive conduct toward counsel for the federal Crown 
participants in this Court and others. 
 
The Attorney General of Canada supports the Government of Saskatchewan’s 
submission that Mr. Richardson’s applications are more of the same materials in a very 
long line of vexatious and scandalous proceedings that he has initiated in various courts.  
The present materials are similar in nature to those filed in other jurisdictions and amount 
to forum shopping, using those who oppose or disagree with his request as the target of 
further vexatious and abusive litigation.   
 
The Federal Court has declared Mr. Richardson a vexatious litigant pursuant to section 
40 of the Federal Courts Act  RSC 1985, c F-7 in  Richardson v. Seventh-Day Adventist 
Church, 2022 FC 848 (attached). This decision further restricted any proxy associated 
with Mr. Richardson from pursuing matters on his behalf.  More recently, the Federal 
Court of Appeal issued a Direction to Mr. Richardson on September 23, 2022 with respect 
to his various appeals noting its jurisdiction to dismiss appeals that are doomed to fail, 
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and inviting Mr. Richardson to make various submissions by October 6, 2022 (attached).  
Justice Stratas further noted how the Registry has reported that Mr. Richardson has been 
rude and abusive to it, and directed Mr. Richardson to make submissions on whether his 
contact with the Registry should be restricted. Further, if his appeals from 2022 FC 848 
are dismissed, the Court questioned whether his contact and that of his proxies with the 
Registry should be restricted or regulated for that reason alone.  
 
Mr. Richardson’s vexatious and abusive conduct is also the subject of commentary from 
the Alberta King’s Bench in various orders and directions.  Most recently in Richardson v 
MacDonald, 2022 ABKB 627, Rooke ACJ noted that Mr. Richardson is an abusive litigant 
and summarized some of his previous proceedings (attached).  As noted in the attached 
decision, the status of the Attorney General of Canada’s application to declare Mr. 
Richardson a vexatious litigant in the Alberta King’s Bench is pending. 
 
Like counsel for the Government of Saskatchewan, we would also rely on this Court’s 
comments in Richardson v Richardson, 2021 SKCA 58 where, Mr. Richardson had 
already inappropriately brought an application for mandamus and prohibition seeking 
relief from parties who are not participants in his underlying family law appeals.  The 
Attorney General of Canada agrees with counsel for the Government of Saskatchewan 
that Mr. Richardson’s present applications also do not present an “extraordinary 
circumstance” for the Court to exercise its jurisdiction pursuant to s. 11 of the Court of 
Appeal Act.  Furthermore, the authority to issue the type of order sought against the 
federal Crown and its servants is limited by statute, (section 22 of the CLPA and see R v 
Kahnapace, 2008 SKCA 15 respecting orders of mandamus and see Blanco v Canada 
2003 FCT 263 (CanLII) respecting immunity from injunctive orders).   
 
The Attorney General of Canada requests costs in this application.  Mr. Richardson has 
a number of cost awards against him owing to the Attorney General of Canada, all of 
which remain unpaid.  This should be grounds for the Court to prevent Mr. Richardson 
from continuing to litigate matters unless security for costs is imposed at no less than 
$10,000.00. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office.  Thank 
you for your attention to this matter. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Department of Justice  
 

Department of Justice 
On behalf of the Attorney General of Canada  
 

 

Canada

Page 28 of 686

Page 1262 of 1536



 

 

Date: 20220610 

Docket: T-1404-20 

Citation: 2022 FC 848 

Ottawa, Ontario, June 10, 2022 

PRESENT: The Hon Mr. Justice Henry S. Brown 

BETWEEN: 

DALE RICHARDSON 

Plaintiff 

and 

SEVENTH-DAY ADVENTIST CHURCH,  

CIVILIAN REVIEW AND COMPLAINTS COMMISSION ("CRCC"), 

GRAND LODGE OF SASKATCHEWAN, COURT OF APPEAL FOR 

SASKATCHEWAN, J.A. CALDWELL, UNITED STATES CITIZENSHIP AND 

IMMIGRATION SERVICES, U.S. IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS 

ENFORCEMENT, U.S. CUSTOMS BORDER PROTECTION, U.S. DEPARTMENT 

OF HOMELAND SECURITY, CORECIVIC, DEREK ALLCHURCH, ROYAL 

CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE, CONSTABLE BURTON ROY, BATTLEFORDS 

SEVENTH-DAY ADVENTIST CHURCH, JAMES KWON, MAZEL HOLM, GARY 

LUND, DAWN LUND, CIPRIAN BOLAH, JEANNIE JOHNSON, MANITOBA-

SASKATCHEWAN CONFERENCE, MICHAEL COLLINS, MATRIX LAW GROUP, 

CLIFFORD HOLM, PATRICIA J. MEIKLEJOHN, CHANTELLE THOMPSON, 

JENNIFER SCHMIDT, MARK CLEMENTS, CHAD GARTNER, BRAD APPEL, IAN 

MCARTHUR, BRYCE BOHUN, KATHY IRWIN, JASON PANCHYSHYN, CARY 

RANSOME, SASKATCHEWAN HEALTH AUTHORITY, DR. ALABI, RIKKI 

MORRISSON, CORA SWERID, DR. ELEKWEM, DR. SUNDAY, COURT OF 

QUEEN’S BENCH FOR SASKATCHEWAN, JILL COOK, GLEN METIVER, 
JUSTICE R.W. ELSON, JUSTICE CROOKS, OWZW LAWYERS LLP, VIRGIL A. 

THOMSON, PROVINCIAL COURT OF SASKATCHEWAN, HONOURABLE JUDGE 

M. PELLETIER, RAYMOND HEBERT, LINDA HEBERT, EMI HOLM, CHAR 

BLAIR, COMMUNITY FUTURES, LISA CIMMER AND KIMBERLEY 

RICHARDSON 

Defendants 
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AMENDED JUDGMENT AND REASONS 

I. Nature of the matter 

[1] This is a motion brought on behalf of the Defendants, the Saskatchewan Health Authority 

and Cora Swerid, hereinafter referred to collectively as “SHA”, having obtained consent of the 

Attorney General of Canada [AGC], for an Order pursuant to section 40 of the Federal Courts 

Act, RSC 1985, c F-7 [Act] [section 40 Motion]. The Plaintiff, Dale Richardson, is a self-

represented litigant asserting claims on behalf of himself, his company, DSR Karis Consulting 

Inc., and his daughter, Kaysha Dery. The AGC is a party by virtue of it having given its consent 

to the bringing of this motion as required by subsection 40(2) of the Act. 

[2] The following groups of Defendants made written and oral submissions on this motion 

requesting the same relief as SHA: 

1) Counsel Chantelle E. Eisner for Saskatchewan Health Authority and Cora 
Swerid; 

2) Counsel Lindsay Oliver for the Chantelle Thompson, Jennifer Schmidt, 
Mark Clements, Chad Gartner, Brad Appel, Ian McArthur, Bryce Bohun, 
Kathy Irwin, Jason Panchyshyn, Cary Ransome, OWZW Lawyers LLP 
and Virgil A. Thomson; 

3) Counsel Annie M. Alport for the Seventh-day Adventist Church, the 
Battlefords Seventh-day Adventist Church, the Manitoba-Saskatchewan 
Conference, Matrix Law Group, James Kwon, Mazel Holm, Gary Lund, 
Dawn Lund, Ciprian Bolah, Jeannie Johnson, Michael Collins, Clifford 
Holm, Patricia Meiklejohn and Kimberley Richardson; 

4) Counsel Justin Stevenson for Jill Cook, Glen Metivier, the Honourable 
Justice M. Pelletier, Emi Holm, and Char Blais; 

5) Heather Liang, QC for the Honourable Justice Caldwell and the 
Honourable Justice Crooks; 
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6) Counsels Marie Stack and Laura Sayer for the Honourable Justice R.W. 
Elson; 

7) Counsel Jessica Karam for the Attorney General of Canada and the Royal 
Canadian Mounted Police. 

[3] I note the Royal Canadian Mounted Police [RCMP] is not named as a Defendant in T-

1404-21, however, it is named in another matter brought in the Federal Court by the same 

Plaintiff Dale Richardson, T-1367-20. I note this because of the Reasons of the Federal Court of 

Appeal in Canada (Attorney General) v Fabrikant, 2019 FCA 198 [per Stratas JA] at paras 44-

47 [Fabrikant]. 

[4] The motion as proposed to be amended by SHA seeks: 

A. An Order that the Plaintiff, Dale Richardson (DSR Karis 
Consulting Inc. and Robert Cannon), is a vexatious litigant within 
the meaning of section 40(1) of the Federal Courts Act, and cannot 
institute any further actions in the Federal Court without leave of 
the Court; 

B. An Order prohibiting all litigation proxies from 
representing or otherwise conducting litigation on behalf of the 
Plaintiff, Dale Richardson, or on behalf of his corporation, DRS 
Karis Consulting Inc., without leave of the Court; 

C. An Order for costs against the Plaintiff to SHA and Swerid; 
and, 

D. Such further relief as counsel may advise and this 
Honourable Court may find just and expedient. 

[5] The grounds for the Motion as proposed to be amended are: 

A. In the past year, the Plaintiff, his company DSR Karis 
Consulting Inc. and Robert Cannon, and others (the Plaintiff’s 
“agents” and/or litigation proxies) have commenced numerous 
duplicative and meritless proceedings against justice system 
participants and other persons or entities they disagree with. Each 
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of these actions have brought with them multiple, needless filings 
and lengthy, incomprehensible affidavits and submissions on 
behalf of the Plaintiff and/or his agents. The claims alleged in this 
action are simply a continuation of these frivolous claims. 

B. It is necessary to limit the Plaintiff’s unfettered access to 
this Court. 

C. An order under section 40(1) will reasonably prevent the 
Plaintiff from issuing limitless vexatious claims which consume 
administrative, judicial, and defendant resources. 

[6] In respect of this proposed amendment, SHA relied on Canada (Attorney General) v 

Fabrikant, 2019 FCA 198. There, Justice Stratas JA discusses the use of “litigation proxies” and 

the need for these to be restrained by vexatious litigant orders: 

[45] In cases such as this, a vexatious litigant order should try to do 
the following: 

• Bar vexatious litigants from litigating 
themselves, litigating through proxies, and 
assisting others with their litigation. 

• Rule on the issue whether the vexatious 
litigant’s pending cases should be 
discontinued; if so, describe the manner in 
which they may be resurrected and 
continued. 

• Prevent the Registry from spending time on 
unnecessary communications and worthless 
filings. 

• Permit access to the Court by leave, and 
only in the narrow circumstances permitted 
by law where access is necessary and the 
respondent has respected the procedural 
rules and previous court orders; in such 
cases, ensure that interested persons have 
the opportunity to make submissions. 

• Empower the Registry to take quick and 
administratively simple steps to protect 
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itself, the Court and other litigants from 
vexatious behavior. 

• Preserve the Court’s powers to act further, 
when necessary, to adjust the vexatious 
litigant order, but only in accordance with 
procedural fairness. 

• Ensure that other judgments, orders and 
directions, to the extent not inconsistent with 
the vexatious litigant order, remain in effect 
and can be enforced. 

[46] Trying to accomplish these objectives in a single judgment or 
order can be challenging and time-consuming, especially if one is 
drafting from scratch. Experience shows that some vexatious 
litigants will do their best to get around vexatious litigant orders: 
see, e.g., Virgo v. Canada (Attorney General), 2019 FCA 167. In 
its vexatious litigant order, the Court must anticipate and address 
every illegitimate avenue. And the Court’s ability to strengthen its 
order when necessary and to punish non-compliance—always in 
accordance with procedural fairness rights—must be preserved. 

[7] The Motion to Amend was filed on Friday May 27, 2022. After that the Plaintiff filed an 

email response, which in my view was not responsive, with some 1,400 pages of attachments on 

Sunday, May 29, 2022. The hearing was scheduled to start at 10:30 AM Ottawa time (8:30 AM 

Saskatchewan time) on Monday the 30th. There was no opposition to the Motion to Amend given 

the Plaintiff decided not to appear at the hearing, a decision I find was made as part of the 

Plaintiff’s vexatious litigant strategy. It was supported by all Defendants who appeared at the 

hearing. I am therefore granting the amendment given it is entirely in accord with the Reasons 

for Judgment of Stratas JA in Fabrikant. 

[8] I am also granting the motion to declare the Plaintiff and his proxies vexatious litigants 

and will provide related relief as per Fabrikant, and as found in the Chief Justice’s Order and 
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Reasons in Birkich v Surveyor General, 2021 FC 1278 [Birkich], and in these Reasons and 

Judgment. 

II. Background 

[9] As discussed below the Plaintiff has instituted some 40 or more proceedings including 

original proceedings, appeals and other filings in this Court and others over the last two years or 

so. There were six such pleadings identified when this vexatious litigant motion was instituted in 

September 2021; the balance were instituted between then and now. His pleadings are lengthy, 

prolix, rambling, sometimes incoherent, insulting, scandalous and repetitive among other things. 

[10] Generally speaking, they entail claims against provincial and federal government entities 

in Canada, claims against judges of the provincial and Superior Courts in Canada, as well as 

claims against various Departments of the Government of the United States of America 

including agencies responsible for asylum claims. It seems his claims are motivated or triggered 

by a number of factors including: (1) the fact his wife successfully applied for and obtained 

Court order divorce and family law relief including custody of an infant child, and the dismissal 

of his subsequent application for habeas corpus; (2) the Plaintiff’s alleges expertise in COVID-

19 related matters and his unhappiness with his treatment in that regard by the SHA and others; 

(3) disputes with various private sector entities; (4) disputes with a credit union with respect to 

whose treatment of him the Plaintiff is unhappy; and (5) issues with his treatment by healthcare 

professionals. This is not exhaustive: his pleadings also contain references to copyright breach 

respecting a work he allegedly authored, references and accusations relating to alleged child 

predators, allegations against various and sundry Defendants and others of treason, wrongful 
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detention, torture, inhumane treatment, racism, misogyny, corruption, and many references to 

terrorism including Masonic Terrorism. He references claims for asylum in the US, and may 

have made claims in the International Criminal Court, and the Supreme Court of the United 

States. Notably, he was also made the subject of an involuntary mental health detention and 30 

day assessment by provincial Court Order. 

[11] The Defendants include judges who have ruled against him both of provincial and 

Superior Courts, registry staff of various Courts, lawyers who have acted or who are associated 

with those opposing his allegations, and healthcare workers who have attempted to assist him 

with what appear to be his challenges. His modus operandi seems to be to add to the list of 

Defendants those who have most recently found against him or with whom he is unhappy, and to 

do so in successive rounds of litigation. 

[12] At the present time the pleadings consist of the Plaintiff’s Statement of Claim and two 

Statements of Defence. 

[13] The following summary is taken from Justice Rochester’s Order dated October 20, 2021 

in which she dismissed the Plaintiff’s Motion appealing a scheduling Order of Case Management 

Judge Tabib dated August 31, 2021: 

[5] On November 18, 2020, the Plaintiff filed a statement of claim 
[Statement of Claim] against fifty-seven (57) defendants 
[Defendants], including various departments of the United States’ 
Government, several churches, the Royal Canadian Mounted 
Police, the Saskatchewan Health Authority, the Provincial Court of 
Saskatchewan, the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan, the 
Saskatchewan Court of Appeal, and several members of the 
judiciary. 
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[6] In the Statement of Claim, the Plaintiff seeks a declaration that 
the Grand Lodge of Saskatchewan, referred to as the Masons, “are 
responsible for the actions of all its agents, specifically those 
working as agents or servants of the Crown in” a number of listed 
entities including public health authorities, a provincial legislature, 
the RCMP, the Saskatchewan provincial Courts, the Federal Court 
and Federal Court of Appeal, the Canada Revenue Agency and the 
Department of Justice Canada. The Plaintiff also seeks a 
declaration that said Mason agents are working as agents or 
servants of the United States in its various listed governmental 
entities, “rogue agents of the Christian churches” “rogue agents of 
the banks”, and others. 

[7]  The Plaintiff further seeks a numbers of declarations that the 
various listed entities and individuals, which he defines as 
“Canadian Masonic Terrorists”, have, among other things, (i) 
“participated, concealed or otherwise instructed others in Canadian 
terrorist activity”, (ii) “engaged in the crime of apartheid”; (iii) 
“have engaged in genocide”; and (iv) “sanctioned torture 
committing crimes against humanity”. The Plaintiff seeks similar 
declarations with respect to entities he defines as “U.S. Masonic 
Conspirators” and “Transnational Masonic Terrorists”. 

[8] The Plaintiff seeks numerous declarations that he was coerced, 
sanctioned, punished, tortured, and affected by systemic 
oppression. Numerous allegations are also made in relation to 
alleged crimes by “the Deep State and the Deep Church”. Among 
the relief claimed by the Plaintiff is a declaration “that the 
Defendants are liable to the Plaintiff for the damages caused by its 
breach of constitutional, statutory, treaties, and common law 
duties, and that the Attorney General shall be responsible for 
forfeiting the Deep State and Deep Churchs’ property and thereby 
compensating the Plaintiff…” and pecuniary damages in the 
amount of $1,000,000. 

[9] As noted above, this matter is case managed by Prothonotary 
Tabib. In the time since the Statement of Claim was filed, there 
have been numerous motions and informal requests filed by the 
Parties, including a motion for injunctive relief by the Plaintiff. 
The motion for injunctive relief was initially scheduled for April 
29, 2021, however the Plaintiff called the Registry on the day prior 
to the hearing to advise that he had entered the United States in 
order to seek asylum and was being held at a detention centre. 
Consequently, the motion was adjourned.  Following the 
adjournment, certain Defendants wrote to the Court concerning the 
rescheduling of the motion for injunctive relief and requested, 
among other things, that a case management conference be 
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convened in order to set a schedule for motions to strike the action 
and the motion have the Plaintiff declared a vexatious litigant. 

[10] The motion for injunctive relief by the Plaintiff was heard on 
June 10, 2021 by videoconference. The Plaintiff was present and 
participated. The motion was denied on June 15, 2021. A Notice of 
Appeal of the motion for injunctive relief was filed in the Court of 
Appeal on August 30, 2021. 

[11] Prothonotary Tabib held a case management conference on 
August 31, 2021 by videoconference in order to schedule the next 
steps in the proceedings. The Plaintiff participated in the case 
management conference. As appears from the minutes of hearing, 
during the case management conference certain Defendants 
enquired about having the motion to strike and the motion to 
declare the Plaintiff a vexatious litigant heard together. The Court 
raised a concern that if all the motions were brought together, it 
may be overwhelming for the Plaintiff as a self-represented 
litigant. The Plaintiff informed the Court that he expected to be 
leaving the facility in which he was detained in the next one to six 
months. The Plaintiff further informed the Court that he went to 
the United States to seek protection against torture. The balance of 
the case management conference was devoted to scheduling the 
deadlines for the various steps to be taken prior to fixing a date for 
the hearing of the motion for a declaration pursuant to s. 40 of the 
Federal Courts Act (Vexatious Proceedings). 

[12] Prothonotary Tabib issued the Order following the case 
management conference. 

[13] According to the Plaintiff’s Motion Record, the Plaintiff was 
deported by the United States Department of Homeland Security to 
Canada by plane on September 1, 2021. His computers and cell 
phone were returned to him from the United States on September 
18, 2021. 

[14] On September 29, 2021, the Plaintiff appealed the Order of Case Management Judge 

Tabib dated August 31, 2021, seeking the following relief: 

A. An Order to extent the time for appeal for an interlocutory 
Order issued by Prothonotary Mireille Tabib on August 31, 2021; 

. An Order granting the appeal of the Order of Prothonotary 
Mireille Tabib dated August 31, 2021; and  
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C. Any other Order the Court thinks is just. 

[15] On October 20, 2021, Justice Rochester dismissed this appeal and Ordered: 

1. The Plaintiff’s appeal under Rule 51 of the Federal Courts Rules 
from the Prothonotary Tabib’s Order dated August 31, 2021, is 
dismissed; 

2. No costs are awarded. 

[16] On October 26, 2021, following a case management conference held on October 25, 

2021, Case Management Judge Tabib issued a second scheduling Order: 1) setting out the 

deadlines for next steps to be taken prior to fixing a date for the hearing of the Defendants’ 

section 40 Motion; 2) granting a motion by one of the Defendants for leave to intervene in the 

section 40 Motion on the basis this individual is already a named defendant in the Action; and 3) 

ordering all other proceedings in this Action remain suspended until further order or direction of 

the Court. 

[17] On October 29, 2021, the Plaintiff appealed the Order of Case Management Judge Tabib 

dated October 26, 2021, seeking the following relief: 

A. An order to set aside the orders of Prothonotary Tabib dated 
October 26, 2021; 

B. An order to set a special sitting date to determine the torture of 
the Plaintiff by the rogue agents of the Department of Homeland 
Security on the merits of the matter and any other action that 
constitutes complicity to same; 

C. An order to set a special sitting date to hear constitutional 
questions arising from T-1404-20; 

D. An order to permit constitutional questions to be filed 
regardless of any rule contravention due to the imperative public 
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nature of treason and the extreme prejudice the Plaintiff has been 
subjected to; 

E. An order to stop the Case Management until the determination 
of a thorough, impartial investigation based on the merits alone. 

[18] On November 30, 2021, Justice Rochester dismissed this appeal and Ordered: 

1. The Plaintiff’s appeal under Rule 51 of the Federal Courts Rules 
from Prothonotary Tabib’s Order dated October 26, 2021, is 
dismissed; 

2. The Plaintiff’s request for orders setting special sitting dates to 
(a) “to determine the torture of the Plaintiff by the rogue agents of 
the Department of Homeland Security” and (b) constitutional 
questions arising from this action, are denied; 

3. The Plaintiff’s request for an order to permit constitutional 
questions to be filed is denied; 

4. The Plaintiff’s request to cease case management is denied; and 

5. No costs are awarded. 

[19] The Plaintiff filed Notices of Appeal for Justice Rochester’s Orders dated October 20, 

2021 and November 30, 2021 in the Federal Court of Appeal. 

[20] On December 15, 2021, by specific direction of the Chief Justice, the Court’s Judicial 

Administrator by Order set the hearing of this section 40 Motion to take place “peremptorily 

before this Court by Zoom videoconference, on Tuesday, the 1st day of March, 2022, at 9:30 

(Eastern) in the forenoon for a duration of one (1) day” [emphasis in original]. 

[21] On January 18, 2022, the Plaintiff appealed the Order of the Judicial Administrator made 

at the direction of Chief Justice dated December 15, 2021, to the Federal Court of Appeal. 
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[22] Since then, the Plaintiff has brought numerous further proceedings before the courts in 

Saskatchewan, Alberta, and the Supreme Court of Canada. Very recently, for example, the Court 

was obliged to adjourn the hearing intended for March 1, 2022, to May 30, 2022, and did so on a 

peremptory basis. Notwithstanding it had then been re-set down on a peremptory basis, on April 

1, 2022 the Plaintiff moved to adjourn the re-scheduled hearing, which motion in my capacity as 

Hearing Judge I dismissed by Order dated April 27, 2022 because the evidence did not support 

his request. This Order was not appealed by the Plaintiff. 

A. The Plaintiff did not appear at the hearing on May 30, 2022 

[23] As noted, the hearing of this matter was rescheduled by the Judicial Administrator to 

proceed peremptorily on May 30, 2022. The Plaintiff knew of this because, as indicated, he 

unsuccessfully moved to have it adjourned. On Monday, May 30, 2022, all counsel were present 

– but the Plaintiff did not attend. He provided no explanation for his non-attendance. The Court 

and all other parties waited the traditional 10 or 15 minutes to see if he was simply late or 

delayed. The Court then proceeded to deal in his absence with the motion to declare the Plaintiff 

and his litigation proxies vexatious litigants. The hearing lasted two and a half hours. The 

Plaintiff was not present at the beginning, nor at the end or at any time during the submissions by 

the Defendants. 

[24] In the absence of any attempt to contact the Court then or since, and without any effort to 

explain his non-attendance, and given his unsuccessful attempt to adjourn the hearing and the 

fact he did not appeal its dismissal, I conclude his non-attendance was deliberate, an affront to 

this Court, and another part of the Plaintiff’s vexatious litigation strategy. 
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III. Issues 

[25] The issues are: 

a) Should the Plaintiff and his litigation proxies be declared 
vexatious litigants? 

b) Should the Court’s Judgment restrain the only the Plaintiff 
or the Plaintiff and his litigation proxies be they counsel or 
lay personnel? 

IV. The Law 

[26] Section 40(1) of the Act provides: 

Vexatious proceedings Poursuites vexatoires 

40 (1) If the Federal Court of 
Appeal or the Federal Court is 
satisfied, on application, that a 
person has persistently 
instituted vexatious 
proceedings or has conducted 
a proceeding in a vexatious 
manner, it may order that no 
further proceedings be 
instituted by the person in that 
court or that a proceeding 
previously instituted by the 
person in that court not be 
continued, except by leave of 
that court. 

40 (1) La Cour d’appel 
fédérale ou la Cour fédérale, 
selon le cas, peut, si elle est 
convaincue par suite d’une 
requête qu’une personne a de 
façon persistante introduit des 
instances vexatoires devant 
elle ou y a agi de façon 
vexatoire au cours d’une 
instance, lui interdire 
d’engager d’autres instances 
devant elle ou de continuer 
devant elle une instance déjà 
engagée, sauf avec son 
autorisation. 

[27] In Canada v Olumide, 2017 FCA 42 [Olumide] Justice Statas JA provides guidance on 

the interpretation of “vexatious” within the scope of relief sought pursuant to section 40 of the 

Act: 
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[31] Vexatiousness is a concept that draws its meaning mainly 
from the purposes of section 40. Where regulation of the litigant’s 
continued access to the courts under section 40 is supported by the 
purposes of section 40, relief should be granted. Put another way, 
where continued unrestricted access of a litigant to the courts 
undermines the purposes of section 40, relief should be granted. In 
my view, all of this Court’s cases on section 40 are consistent with 
this principle. 

[32] In defining “vexatious,” it is best not to be precise. 
Vexatiousness comes in all shapes and sizes. Sometimes it is the 
number of meritless proceedings and motions or the reassertion of 
proceedings and motions that have already been determined. 
Sometimes it is the litigant’s purpose, often revealed by the parties 
sued, the nature of the allegations against them and the language 
used. Sometimes it is the manner in which proceedings and 
motions are prosecuted, such as multiple, needless filings, prolix, 
incomprehensible or intemperate affidavits and submissions, and 
the harassment or victimization of opposing parties. 

[33] Many vexatious litigants pursue unacceptable purposes and 
litigate to cause harm. But some are different: some have good 
intentions and mean no harm. Nevertheless, they too can be 
declared vexatious if they litigate in a way that implicates section 
40’s purposes: see, e.g., Olympia Interiors (F.C. and F.C.A.), 
above. 

[34] Some cases identify certain “hallmarks” of vexatious litigants 
or certain badges of vexatiousness: see, for example, Olumide v. 

Canada, 2016 FC 1106 at paras. 9-10, where the Federal Court 
granted relief under section 40 against the respondent; and see 
paragraph 32 above. As long as the purposes of section 40 are kept 
front of mind and the hallmarks or badges are taken only as non-
binding indicia of vexatiousness, they can be quite useful. 

[28] Justice Stratas JA in Olumide further provided helpful guidance on the rationale 

underlying section 40: 

[17] Section 40 reflects the fact that the Federal Courts are 
community property that exists to serve everyone, not a private 
resource that can [sic] commandeered in damaging ways to 
advance the interests of one. 
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[18] As community property, courts allow unrestricted access by 
default: anyone with standing can start a proceeding. But those 
who misuse unrestricted access in a damaging way must be 
restrained. In this way, courts are no different from other 
community properties like public parks, libraries, community halls 
and museums. 

[19] The Federal Courts have finite resources that cannot be 
squandered. Every moment devoted to a vexatious litigant is a 
moment unavailable to a deserving litigant. The unrestricted access 
to courts by those whose access should be restricted affects the 
access of others who need and deserve it. Inaction on the former 
damages the latter. 

[20] This isn’t just a zero-sum game where a single vexatious 
litigant injures a single innocent litigant. A single vexatious litigant 
gobbles up scarce judicial and registry resources, injuring tens or 
more innocent litigants. The injury shows itself in many ways: to 
name a few, a reduced ability on the part of the registry to assist 
well-intentioned but needy self-represented litigants, a reduced 
ability of the court to manage proceedings needing management, 
and delays for all litigants in getting hearings, directions, orders, 
judgments and reasons. 

[21] On occasion, innocent parties, some of whom have few 
resources, find themselves on the receiving end of unmeritorious 
proceedings brought by a vexatious litigant. They may be hurt 
most of all. True, the proceedings most likely will be struck on a 
motion, but probably only after the vexatious litigant brings 
multiple motions within the motion and even other motions too. In 
the meantime, the innocent party might be dragged before other 
courts in new proceedings, with even more motions, and motions 
within motions, and maybe even more. 

[22] Section 40 is aimed at litigants who bring one or more 
proceedings that, whether intended or not, further improper 
purposes, such as inflicting damage or wreaking retribution upon 
the parties or the Court. Section 40 is also aimed at ungovernable 
litigants: those who flout procedural rules, ignore orders and 
directions of the Court, and relitigate previously-decided 
proceedings and motions. 
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[29] Justice Stratas JA goes further re the remedial scope of an order issued pursuant to 

section 40 of the Act: 

[27] But in characterizing section 40, care must be taken not to 
exaggerate it. A declaration that a litigant is vexatious does not bar 
the litigant’s access to the courts. Rather, it only regulates the 
litigant’s access to the courts: the litigant need only get leave 
before starting or continuing a proceeding. 

[28] In 2000, our Court put this well: 

An order under subsection 40(1) does not put an 
end to a legal claim or the right to pursue a legal 
claim. Subsection 40(1) applies only to litigants 
who have used unrestricted access to the courts in a 
manner that is vexatious (as that term is understood 
in law), and the only legal effect of any order under 
subsection 40(1) is to ensure that the claims of such 
litigants are pursued in an orderly fashion, under a 
greater degree of Court supervision than applies to 
other litigants. 

(Canada (Attorney General) v. Mishra, [2000] F.C.A. no 1734, 
101 A.C.W.S. (3d) 72.) 

[29] Seen in this way, section 40 is not so drastic. A litigant can 
still access the courts by bringing a proceeding but only if the 
Court grants leave. Faced with a request for leave, the Court must 
act judicially and promptly, considering the legal standards, the 
evidence filed in support of the granting of leave, and the purposes 
of section 40. The Court could well grant leave to a vexatious 
litigant who has a bona fide reason to assert a claim that is not 
frivolous and vexatious within the meaning of the case law on 
pleadings. 

[30] I note as well Justice Russell confirmed in Badawy v 1038482 Alberta Ltd. (IntelliView 

Technologies Inc.), 2019 FC 504 [Badawy] that “prime indicators of vexatious conduct include” 

the following, all of which I find exist in this case in relation to the Plaintiff: 

i) A propensity to re-litigate matters that have already been 
determined; 
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ii) The initiation of frivolous actions or motions; 

iii) The making of unsubstantiated allegations of impropriety 
against the opposite party, legal counsel and/or the Court; 

iv) A refusal to abide by rules and orders of the Court; 

v) The use of scandalous language in pleadings or before the 
Court; and, 

vi) The failure or refusal to pay costs in earlier proceedings 
and the failure to pursue litigation on a timely basis. 

[31] In terms of dealing with litigation proxies, Justice Stratas JA stated the following in 

Fabrikant: 

[44] Different types of vexatious litigant orders can be made. Care 
must be taken to craft the order carefully to preserve the vexatious 
litigant’s legitimate right to access the Court while protecting as 
much as possible the Court and litigants before it: see the purposes 
discussed in Olumide at paras. 17-34. 

[45] In cases such as this, a vexatious litigant order should try to do 
the following: 

• Bar vexatious litigants from litigating 
themselves, litigating through proxies, and 
assisting others with their litigation. 

• Rule on the issue whether the vexatious 
litigant’s pending cases should be 
discontinued; if so, describe the manner in 
which they may be resurrected and 
continued. 

• Prevent the Registry from spending time on 
unnecessary communications and worthless 
filings. 

• Permit access to the Court by leave, and 
only in the narrow circumstances permitted 
by law where access is necessary and the 
respondent has respected the procedural 
rules and previous court orders; in such 
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cases, ensure that interested persons have 
the opportunity to make submissions. 

• Empower the Registry to take quick and 
administratively simple steps to protect 
itself, the Court and other litigants from 
vexatious behavior. 

• Preserve the Court’s powers to act further, 
when necessary, to adjust the vexatious 
litigant order, but only in accordance with 
procedural fairness. 

• Ensure that other judgments, orders and 
directions, to the extent not inconsistent with 
the vexatious litigant order, remain in effect 
and can be enforced. 

[46] Trying to accomplish these objectives in a single judgment or 
order can be challenging and time-consuming, especially if one is 
drafting from scratch. Experience shows that some vexatious 
litigants will do their best to get around vexatious litigant orders: 
see, e.g., Virgo v. Canada (Attorney General), 2019 FCA 167. In 
its vexatious litigant order, the Court must anticipate and address 
every illegitimate avenue. And the Court’s ability to strengthen its 
order when necessary and to punish non-compliance—always in 
accordance with procedural fairness rights—must be preserved. 

[47] As this is an application, a judgment rather than an order will 
be made. The legal text of the judgment is necessarily complicated. 
But for the respondent’s benefit, the judgment will accomplish all 
of the purposes in paragraph 45 of these reasons. The bottom line 
is that the respondent’s access to the Court and his 
communications with the Registry will be limited to the matters 
and proceedings described in paragraph 4(2) of the judgment. 

[48] Useful techniques for addressing the challenges posed by 
vexatious litigants must be shared. In this regard, the Court wants 
to acknowledge the assistance it has received from the ground-
breaking work in this area by other courts, particularly the Alberta 
Court of Queen’s Bench: see, e.g., Unrau v. National Dental 

Examining Board, 2019 ABQB 283 (per Rooke A.C.J.). 
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V. Analysis 

A. Is Mr. Richardson a vexatious litigant? 

[32] SHA and counsel for six other groups of Defendants, submit the motion to have the 

Plaintiff and his litigation proxies declared vexatious litigants should be granted. 

[33] I agree. In my view, the actions of the Plaintiff and his proxies and agents are “vexatious” 

as evidenced by the number of meritless proceedings commenced by them in the Saskatchewan 

and Albert Courts and in the Federal Court. In addition to this matter, the following are but some 

of the court actions initiated by the Plaintiff, by his company DSR Karis Consulting Inc., or his 

litigation proxies on his behalf: 

i. FC T-1367-20 (pending) 

ii. FC T-1115-20 (struck) 

iii. QBG 921 of 2020 (SKQB) 

iv. FC T-1403-20 (deemed abandoned by the Court on 
December 8, 2020) 

v. FC T-1229-20 (struck without leave to amend) 

vi. SCC File No. 39759 (leave to appeal dismissed with costs)  

vii. CACV3708, Cannon v Saskatchewan (Court of Queen’s 
Bench), 2021 SKCA 77 (appeal dismissed with costs) 

viii.  FC T-1404-20, Richardson v Seventh-day Adventist 

Church, 2021 FC 609 (Justice Pentney Ordered on June 15, 
2021 the Plaintiff’s motion for an interlocutory injunction 
dismissed with costs) 
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[34] Furthermore, it is noted that vexatious litigant proceedings involving Mr. Richardson 

have been ongoing in Alberta and decisions have been reported as follows: 

a) 2022 ABQB 235 

b) 2022 ABQB 247 

c) 2022 ABQB 274 

d) 2022 ABQB 317  

[35] There were more than two dozen additional proceedings including appeals, filings and 

submissions initiated by this Plaintiff between the time the original matters complained of in this 

section 40 Motion were identified in September, 2021 and the present time. They were referred 

to in the material and in oral submissions. 

[36] These claims essentially raise the same issues and allegations, but generally with new 

defendants added to the list as each new claim is brought. Each of these actions has been brought 

within the last year and in my respectful view, none have been a proper use of the resources of 

the Court. These proceedings have all contained multiple, needless filings complete with 

incomprehensible and intemperate affidavits and submissions. The sheer number and nature of 

the parties continuously named by the Plaintiff and his litigation agents and proxies in the 

pleadings is further evidence of the need for restrictions on his ability to commence legal 

proceedings, all of which consume and in my view inexcusably waste valuable time of the Court, 

of counsel and of the parties. 

[37] The Defendants submit, and I agree that without intervention of the Court, the Plaintiff 

and/or his proxies and agents will continue to bring frivolous court actions, wasting the resources 
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of this Court and the time and money of all involved. The Plaintiff’s Claim is simply an addition 

to a long line of frivolous court actions. 

[38] Counsel for SHA made submissions and the supporting submissions by counsel for six 

other groups of Defendants mirror the submissions by SHA, and are accepted by the Court. 

[39] In particular, submissions by the Matrix Defendants highlighted examples for why each 

court actions listed above, initiated by the Plaintiff, by his company DSR Karis Consulting Inc., 

or on their behalf, constitute vexatious conduct. 

[40] The Defendants, the Honourable Justice Caldwell JA of the Saskatchewan Court of 

Appeal and the Honourable Justice Crooks of the Saskatchewan Court of Queen’s Bench, submit 

they are “in full agreement with the written representations made by the SHA and Swerid and the 

other defendants who have filed responding motion records.” They note they are entitled to the 

protection of judicial immunity, and I agree, this is just another aspect of the Plaintiff’s flawed 

vexations litigant strategy which is the issue before this Court. 

[41] The ambit of judicial immunity was canvassed by the Federal Court of Appeal in Taylor 

v Canada (Attorney General), [2003] 3 FC 298. Justice Sexton JA emphasizes the need for 

judicial immunity to allow judges to administer the law without constant fear of consequences: 

[25] Litigants turn to courts and judges to resolve difficult 
problems where all other means of resolving the dispute have 
failed. Consequently, as the United States Supreme Court held in 
Bradley v. Fisher,24 courts are often asked to decide cases 
"involving not merely great pecuniary interests, but the liberty and 
character of the parties, and consequently exciting the deepest 
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feelings."25 As that Court also noted, such litigation inevitably 
produces at least one losing party, who is likely to be disappointed 
with the result. 

[26] Consider what might happen if judges could be regularly sued 
for decisions that stirred such disappointment. One potential 
consequence is that a certain end to disputes, one of the primary 
advantages of resolving disputes by resort to the courts, would 
never occur. If one action against a judge was dismissed by another 
judge, the second judge might well be added as a party to the 
action, and so on, and so on. This consequence was highlighted in 
Bradley v. Fisher, where Field J. commented that an appellate 
judge who decided that a judge of an inferior jurisdiction was 
protected by judicial immunity "would be subjected to a similar 
burden, as he in his turn might also be held amenable by the losing 
party."26 

[27] Similarly, if judges could be sued by disappointed litigants for 
damages for allegedly erroneous decisions, every judge would be 
required to preserve "a complete record of all the evidence 
produced before him in every litigated case, and of the authorities 
cited and arguments presented, in order that he might be able to 
show to the judge before whom he might be summoned by the 
losing party . . . that he had decided as he did with judicial 
integrity."27 If a suit was eventually begun against a judge, much of 
that judge's time and energy would then be devoted to defending 
the suit, rather than to his or her judicial work. Already scarce 
judicial resources would be lost, and court cases would take even 
longer to be heard and to be resolved. 

[28] Finally, the most serious consequence of permitting judges to 
be sued for their decisions is that judicial independence would be 
severely compromised. If judges recognized that they could be 
brought to account for their decisions, their decisions might not be 
based on a dispassionate appreciation of the facts and law related 
to the dispute. Rather, they might be tempered by thoughts of 
which party would be more likely to bring an action if they were 
disappointed by the result, or by thoughts of whether a ground-
breaking but just approach to a difficult legal problem might be 
later impugned in an action for damages against that judge, all of 
which would be raised by the mere threat of litigation. In Lord 
Denning's words, a judge would "turn the pages of his books with 
trembling fingers, asking himself: `If I do this, shall I be liable in 
damages?'"28 

[29] Accordingly, the basis for judicial immunity is rooted in the 
need to protect the public, not in a need to protect judges. In other 
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words, as Lord Denning explained in Sirros v. Moore, judicial 
immunity does not exist because a "judge has any privilege to 
make mistakes or to do wrong."29 Rather, he held that judges 
should be free from actions for damages to permit judges to 
perform their duty "with complete independence and free from 
fear."30 Similarly, in Scott v. Stansfield,31 it was explained that 
judicial immunity is not meant to protect malicious or corrupt 
judges, but to protect the public: 

It is essential in all courts that the judges who are 
appointed to administer the law should be permitted 
to administer it under the protection of the law 
independently and freely, without favour and 
without fear. This provision of the law is not for the 
protection or benefit of a malicious or corrupt 
judge, but for the benefit of the public, whose 
interest it is that the judges should be at liberty to 
exercise their functions with independence and 
without fear of consequences.32 

[42] Respectfully, I agree with Justice Caldwell and Justice Crooks’ submissions that without 

intervention of the Court, the Plaintiff and his litigation proxies and agents, will continue to bring 

frivolous and vexatious court actions against them, thus vexatiously interfering with their judicial 

duties and independence. 

[43] The Defendant, the Honourable Justice Elson of the Saskatchewan Court of Queen’s 

Bench, also made submissions regarding the Plaintiff and his proxies and agents’ vexatious 

conduct, as well as submissions on judicial immunity. Justice Elson submits the well-established 

principle of judicial immunity “ensures that judges are at liberty to exercise their functions with 

independence and without fear of consequences: ‘free in thought and independent in judgment’”, 

citing to Baryluk (Wyrd Sisters) v Campbell, 2008 CanLII 55134 (ONSC) at para 25. I 

respectfully agree with Justice Elson’s submissions that in addition to the present matter, the 

Plaintiff, or an agent or proxy of the Plaintiff, has brought or continued other legal proceedings 
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against Justice Elson and that “without the intervention of this Court, the Plaintiff and his agents 

will continue to bring frivolous legal proceedings and waste court resources.” 

[44] In addition, the Defendants Jill Cook, Glen Metivier, the Honourable Justice M. Pelletier 

of the Provincial Court of Saskatchewan, Emi Holm, and Char Blais further submit the Plaintiff’s 

conduct demonstrates many of the hallmarks of vexatious behaviour described in Badawy and 

Olumide including the Plaintiff’s demonstrated propensity to re-litigate matters. These 

Defendants submit: 

19. All the actions and motions brought in the Federal and 
Saskatchewan Courts by the Plaintiff, DSR Karis Consulting Inc. 
and Robert Cannon that the Justice Defendants are aware of have 
been meritless and replete with scandalous language alleging 
torture, terrorism, extortion, fraud, and a “Deep State” and/or Free 
Mason conspiracy. 

20. The Plaintiff also has a propensity to bring unsubstantiated 
allegations of impropriety against legal counsel, the judiciary, and 
other justice system participants.  The Plaintiff has consistently 
targeted those within the justice system for suit when he has not 
obtained the results he desires.  The following judges have been 
added to lawsuits when they have rendered decisions that have 
aggrieved the Plaintiff: Caldwell J.A., Elson J., Pelletier J., Crooks 
J., and Barnes J.  Two examples of their alleged wrongdoing 
include: 

a. at paragraph 1(y) of the Claim, the Plaintiff 
alleges that Elson J. tortured the Plaintiff and his 
infant daughter and facilitated a terrorist attack. 

b. Robert Cannon’s Factum at the Saskatchewan 
Court of Appeal simply states that “Justice 
Crooks is a terrorist” in its introduction (see: 
Exhibit “B” of the Affidavit of Pamela 
Heinrichs).  

21. The Plaintiff has also included a number of lawyers and Local 
Registrars in his lawsuits including: Kathleen Christopherson, Jill 
Cook, Glen Metivier, Matrix Law Group, Clifford Holm, Patricia 
Meiklejohn, OZWZ Lawyers LLP, and Virgil Thomson. 

20
22

 F
C

 8
48

 (
C

an
LI

I)

Page 52 of 686

Page 1286 of 1536



 

 

Page: 25 

22. The Justice Defendants respectfully submit that this 
Honourable Court should view the inclusion of all these 
individuals as attempts by the Plaintiff to harass, intimidate, and 
annoy justice system participants, which strongly warrants a 
finding that he is a vexatious litigant. 

[45] Respectfully, I agree with the Defendants’ submissions that the inclusion of these 

individuals (legal counsel, the judiciary, and other justice system participants) are attempts by 

the Plaintiff to “harass, intimidate, and annoy justice system participants” which strongly 

warrants a finding the Plaintiff is a vexatious litigant. 

[46] The Plaintiff in response to the section 40 Motion submits, “it is impossible for the 

Defendant to be a vexatious litigant”. However, the majority of his submissions argue matters 

that have already been decided by this Court and others, further evidencing his attempts to re-

litigate matters before the Saskatchewan Courts, the Federal Court, and the Courts of the United 

States. 

[47] Moreover, the Plaintiff has a propensity to bring unsubstantiated allegations of 

impropriety against parties and their counsel while using scandalous language as evidenced by 

his Statement of Claim (listing some examples amongst many) asking this Court for: 

• b) a Declaration that the belief of the SDA Church are in 
direct opposition to the beliefs of the Masons, specifically as 
follows without limitation: 

i. the God of the SDA Church is in eternal conflict 
with the god of the Masons, Lucificer also known as 
Satan or the Devil; … 

• e) a Declaration that the Canadian Masonic Terrorists have 
engaged in the crime of apartheid at the acquiescence of the Crown 
in violation of the United Nations International Convention on the 
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Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid, 1973 

(hereinafter the “Apartheid Convention”) as a part of the foregoing 
Canadian terrorist activity; … 

• p) a Declaration that the Transnational Masonic Terrorists 
have coerced and punished the Plaintiff, its agents and affiliates 
torturing them in violation of the Torture Convention, for the 
following: 

i. speaking out against violations of the Apartheid 
Convention in Saskatchewan and Canada with 
respect to the systemic racism which oppresses 
Black Canadians, Indigenous, Metis, and biraeials 
thereof, and 

ii. seeking to alleviate the systemic racism on behalf 
of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. through its business 
relationships with Battlefords Agency Tribal Chiefs 
Inc., Northwest College, and Saskatchewan 
Polytechnic to educate and employ Indigenous and 
Métis in the field of engineering. … 

• y) a Declaration that the Honourable R.W. Elson of the 
Court of Queen's Bench for Saskatchewan tortured the Plaintiff; 
his infant daughter and facilitated a terrorist attack on July 23rd, 
2020, … 

• ac) a Declaration that the torture of the Plaintiff by masonic 
elements in the Court of Queen's Bench for Saskatchewan, which 
is part of the Deep State, was a result of his race, religion, his 
Indigenous daughter and the mismanagement of the COVID 
emergency; … 

[48] Respectfully, I agree with the Defendants’ submission that without intervention of the 

Court, the Plaintiff and his agents and proxies, including but not limited to DSR Karis 

Consulting Inc. and Robert Cannon, will continue to bring frivolous court action; and they will 

continue to waste resources of the Court and the time and money of all parties involved. This is 

intolerable. The Plaintiff’s Claim is simply an addition to a long line of frivolous court actions, 

which strongly warrants a finding that he is a vexatious litigant. 
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[49] Therefore, I am persuaded by the record in this case the Plaintiff satisfies all of the 

conditions set out by Justice Russell in Badawy. 

B. Should the Court’s Judgment restrain only the Plaintiff or the Plaintiff and his litigation 

proxies be they counsel or lay personnel? 

[50] This matter is specifically addressed by Justice Statas JA of the Federal Court of Appeal 

in Fabrikant at paras 44 to 48: 

[44] Different types of vexatious litigant orders can be made. Care 
must be taken to craft the order carefully to preserve the vexatious 
litigant’s legitimate right to access the Court while protecting as 
much as possible the Court and litigants before it: see the purposes 
discussed in Olumide at paras. 17-34. 

[45] In cases such as this, a vexatious litigant order should try to do 
the following: 

• Bar vexatious litigants from litigating 
themselves, litigating through proxies, and 
assisting others with their litigation. 

• Rule on the issue whether the vexatious 
litigant’s pending cases should be 
discontinued; if so, describe the manner in 
which they may be resurrected and 
continued. 

• Prevent the Registry from spending time on 
unnecessary communications and worthless 
filings. 

• Permit access to the Court by leave, and 
only in the narrow circumstances permitted 
by law where access is necessary and the 
respondent has respected the procedural 
rules and previous court orders; in such 
cases, ensure that interested persons have 
the opportunity to make submissions. 

• Empower the Registry to take quick and 
administratively simple steps to protect 
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itself, the Court and other litigants from 
vexatious behavior. 

• Preserve the Court’s powers to act further, 
when necessary, to adjust the vexatious 
litigant order, but only in accordance with 
procedural fairness. 

• Ensure that other judgments, orders and 
directions, to the extent not inconsistent with 
the vexatious litigant order, remain in effect 
and can be enforced. 

[46] Trying to accomplish these objectives in a single judgment or 
order can be challenging and time-consuming, especially if one is 
drafting from scratch. Experience shows that some vexatious 
litigants will do their best to get around vexatious litigant orders: 
see, e.g., Virgo v. Canada (Attorney General), 2019 FCA 167. In 
its vexatious litigant order, the Court must anticipate and address 
every illegitimate avenue. And the Court’s ability to strengthen its 
order when necessary and to punish non-compliance—always in 
accordance with procedural fairness rights—must be preserved. 

[47] As this is an application, a judgment rather than an order will 
be made. The legal text of the judgment is necessarily complicated. 
But for the respondent’s benefit, the judgment will accomplish all 
of the purposes in paragraph 45 of these reasons. The bottom line 
is that the respondent’s access to the Court and his 
communications with the Registry will be limited to the matters 
and proceedings described in paragraph 4(2) of the judgment. 

[48] Useful techniques for addressing the challenges posed by 
vexatious litigants must be shared. In this regard, the Court wants 
to acknowledge the assistance it has received from the ground-
breaking work in this area by other courts, particularly the Alberta 
Court of Queen’s Bench: see, e.g., Unrau v. National Dental 

Examining Board, 2019 ABQB 283 (per Rooke A.C.J.). 

[51] On the record before me, I am persuaded that without judicial intervention the Plaintiff 

will continued to act vexatiously through the instrumentalities of lay personnel and perhaps even 

counsel alike. 
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[52] There is no point in making a vexatious litigant order without at the same time forbidding 

the vexatious litigant from circumventing the order by use of alter egos, proxies, agents, 

attorneys, representatives or others who replicate or repeat the same vexatious activity as this 

Plaintiff has, with its attendant harms to all others concerned. Such representatives cannot be 

placed higher than this Plaintiff given the Court’s finding he is a vexatious litigant. 

[53] In this connection I note I am barring counsel (that is lawyers, barristers and solicitors) 

from initiating actions for or on behalf of this vexatious Plaintiff, unless they first apply for and 

obtain leave of this Court in the same manner as the Plaintiff or any other proxy of his. This is 

deliberate. I see no reason why counsel should be allowed to act vexatiously anymore than this 

Plaintiff himself. Of course in a proper case, leave might be granted for counsel to proceed 

provided that counsel is not advancing matters which if advanced by the Plaintiff directly could 

be considered vexatious. 

[54] Finally, as outlined by Justice Stratas JA in Fabrikant, I will also deal with other 

proceedings initiated by this Plaintiff, Dale Richardson, currently before the Federal Court. Once 

again I see no point in imposing the restraints of a vexatious litigant order on a plaintiff in this 

Court – as I am doing here – only to allow the same individual to proceed with impunity in other 

proceedings commenced in this Court. That could compel other Defendants to repeat what 

counsel in the case at bar, with the consent of the AGC, have succeeded in obtaining today, with 

the concomitant waste and expenditure of considerable time and money of all concerned. 
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[55] Therefore I am ordering, as per Justice Stratas JA in Fabrikant and Chief Justice in 

Birkich would, that such other cases are discontinued effective immediately. While two others 

(T-1115-20 and T-1229-20) have already been struck, Court File T-1367-20 is one other such 

case. 

VI. Conclusion 

[56] I find Dale Richardson’s conduct satisfies the definition of “vexatiousness” that cannot be 

appropriately controlled through less onerous measures. In my view, Dale Richardson is a 

vexatious litigant. Related relief indicated above will also be granted in terms of his litigation 

proxies and the discontinuance of other proceedings. 

VII. Costs 

[57] With the exception of Justices Caldwell, Crooks and Elson, the Defendants who took part 

in this proceeding proposed that in the event the vexatious litigant application is successful, costs 

in the sum of $5,000 be awarded to each group of Defendants. 

[58] The Defendants Justices Caldwell, Crooks and Elson are of the position that costs should 

follow the cause in the ordinary course, and leave the issue of costs to the discretion of the court. 

[59] The Defendants propose that given the egregious nature of the claims being advanced by 

Mr. Richardson and his conduct in attempting to delay these proceedings, a costs award is both 
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appropriate and reasonable. The Defendants advise the Court that, to date, Mr. Richardson has 

not paid any costs that have been awarded against him. 

[60] In my respectful view, costs should be higher than the mid-point of Tariff three, 

particularly given the voluminous material filed and the egregious, intemperate, distasteful and in 

some if not all cases, hurtful allegations hurled by this Plaintiff. In my view a reasonable all 

inclusive lump sum cost award is $4,000.00 payable forthwith by the Plaintiff per Rule 401(2) to 

counsel for each group of Defendants who filed written submissions and who appeared on this 

Section 40 Motion, namely: 

1) Counsel Chantelle E. Eisner for Saskatchewan Health 
Authority and Cora Swerid; 

2) Counsel Lindsay Oliver for the Chantelle Thompson, 
Jennifer Schmidt, Mark Clements, Chad Gartner, Brad 
Appel, Ian McArthur, Bryce Bohun, Kathy Irwin, Jason 
Panchyshyn, Cary Ransome, OWZW Lawyers LLP and 
Virgil A. Thomson; 

3) Counsel Annie M. Alport for the Seventh-day Adventist 
Church, the Battlefords Seventh-day Adventist Church, the 
Manitoba-Saskatchewan Conference, Matrix Law Group, 
James Kwon, Mazel Holm, Gary Lund, Dawn Lund, 
Ciprian Bolah, Jeannie Johnson, Michael Collins, Clifford 
Holm, Patricia Meiklejohn and Kimberley Richardson; 

4) Counsel Justin Stevenson for Jill Cook, Glen Metivier, the 
Honourable Justice M. Pelletier, Emi Holm, and Char Blais; 

5) Heather Liang, QC for the Honourable Justice Caldwell and 
the Honourable Justice Crooks; 

6) Counsels Marie Stack and Laura Sayer for the Honourable 
Justice R.W. Elson; 

7) Counsel Jessica Karam for the Attorney General of Canada 
and the Royal Canadian Mounted Police. 
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JUDGMENT in T-1404-20 

THIS COURT’S JUDGMENT is that: 

1. The Motion by the Defendants Saskatchewan Health Authority and Cora Swerid 

to amend their Notice of Motion is granted. 

2. The Plaintiff Dale Richardson and those acting as his proxies and agents and those 

representing his interests including but not limited to DSR Karis Consulting Inc. 

and Robert Cannon are declared vexatious litigants pursuant to section 40 of the 

Federal Courts Act, RSC 1985, c F-7; 

3. No further proceedings shall be instituted in this Court by the Plaintiff Dale 

Richardson or those acting as his proxies and agents and or by those representing 

his interests including but not limited to DSR Karis Consulting Inc. and Robert 

Cannon, except by leave of this Court. 

4. No proceeding previously instituted by the Plaintiff or those acting as his proxies 

and agents and or those representing his interests including but not limited to DSR 

Karis Consulting Inc. and Robert Cannon in this Court may be continued by any 

or all of them, except by leave of this Court. 

5. For greater certainty, the Plaintiff and those acting as his proxies and agents and 

or those representing his interests including but not limited to DSR Karis 

Consulting Inc. and Robert Cannon are prohibited from filing any document or 

procedure, either in their own names or through those representing their interests, 

except by leave of this Court. 
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6. The Plaintiff shall forthwith pay to the following their all inclusive lump sum 

costs of $4,000.00: 

1) Counsel Chantelle E. Eisner for Saskatchewan Health Authority and 
Cora Swerid; 

2) Counsel Lindsay Oliver for the Chantelle Thompson, Jennifer 
Schmidt, Mark Clements, Chad Gartner, Brad Appel, Ian McArthur, 
Bryce Bohun, Kathy Irwin, Jason Panchyshyn, Cary Ransome, 
OWZW Lawyers LLP and Virgil A. Thomson; 

3) Counsel Annie M. Alport for the Seventh-day Adventist Church, the 
Battlefords Seventh-day Adventist Church, the Manitoba-
Saskatchewan Conference, Matrix Law Group, James Kwon, Mazel 
Holm, Gary Lund, Dawn Lund, Ciprian Bolah, Jeannie Johnson, 
Michael Collins, Clifford Holm, Patricia Meiklejohn and Kimberley 
Richardson; 

4) Counsel Justin Stevenson for Jill Cook, Glen Metivier, the Honourable 
Justice M. Pelletier, Emi Holm, and Char Blais; 

5) Heather Liang, QC for the Honourable Justice Caldwell and the 
Honourable Justice Crooks; 

6) Counsels Marie Stack and Laura Sayer for the Honourable Justice 
R.W. Elson; 

7) Counsel Jessica Karam for the Attorney General of Canada and the 
Royal Canadian Mounted Police. 

7. A copy of these Amended Judgment and Reasons shall be placed in 

Federal Court file T-1367-20 Dale Richardson v Attorney General of 

Canada. 

“Henry S. Brown” 
Judge 
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DATED: JUNE 8, 2022 

AMENDED: JUNE 10, 2022 
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Chantelle Eisner FOR THE DEFENDANTS 
(SASKATCHEWAN HEALTH AUTHORITY AND 

CORA SWERID) 
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(CHANTELLE THOMPSON, JENNIFER SCHMIDT 
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KWON, MAZEL HOLM, GARY LUND, DAWN 
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(JILL COOK, GLEN METIVIER, THE HONOURABLE 

JUDGE M. PELLETIER, EMI HOLM AND CHAR 
BLAIS) 

 
Heather J. Laing FOR THE DEFENDANTS 

(THE HONOURABLE JUSTICE CALDWELL AND 
THE HONOURABLE JUSTICE CROOKS) 

 
Marie K. Stack 
Laura Sayer 

FOR THE DEFENDANT 
(JUSTICE R. W. ESLTON) 

 
Jessica Karam FOR THE DEFENDANTS 

(ATTORNEY GENERAL OF CANADA AND ROYAL 
CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE) 

20
22

 F
C

 8
48

 (
C

an
LI

I)

Page 63 of 686

Page 1297 of 1536



 

 

Page: 3 
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(JILL COOK, GLEN METIVIER, THE HONOURABLE 

JUDGE M. PELLETIER, EMI HOLM AND CHAR 
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(THE HONOURABLE JUSTICE CALDWELL AND 

THE HONOURABLE JUSTICE CROOKS) 
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FOR THE DEFENDANT 
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TO : Judicial Administrator 
 
FROM : Stratas J.A. 
 
DATE : September 23, 2022 
 
RE : Dale J. Richardson v. Seventh-Day Adventist Church et al. (A-221-21) 
 Dale J. Richardson v. Attorney General of Canada et al. (A-277-21) 
 Dale J. Richardson v. Attorney General of Canada et al. (A-337-21) 

Dale J. Richardson v. Attorney General of Canada et al. (A-347-21) 
DSR Karis Consulting Inc. v. Attorney General of Canada et al. (A-158-22) 
Dale J. Richardson v. Attorney General of Canada et al. (A-183-22) 
DSR Karis Consulting Inc. v. The Association of Professional Engineers and 

Geoscientists of Saskatchewan et al. (22-A-16) 
_______________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

DIRECTION 

 
(1) Files A-158-22 and A-183-22 

 

The Court has reviewed these files.  

The Court has jurisdiction at the outset of appeals to dismiss appeals that are doomed to fail: 
see, e.g., Dugré v. Canada (Attorney General), 2021 FCA 8 and cases cited therein.  

At first glance, the notices of appeal do not appear to state any arguable grounds for 
overturning the order of the Federal Court in file T-1404-20 and this Court would appear to lack 
jurisdiction over most, if not all, of the respondents to the appeal. The Court asks the appellant to 
provide written submissions concerning whether the appeals should be summarily dismissed for 
these reasons.  

If this Court dismisses the appeals, the order declaring the appellant and others a vexatious 
litigant will remain in force. If that happens, should this Court order any measures regulating the 
access of the vexatious litigants to this Court? The Court invites submissions from the appellant on 
that question.  

The appellant in both of these files must file written submissions by October 6, 2022. If 
written submissions are not filed by that time, the Court will go ahead and make such orders and 
directions it considers necessary and warranted. 

(dtmti nf (SLmt fr’appelUbimit
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The Court will carefully consider the written submissions and, if necessary, will direct the 
respondents to respond. Until the Court directs the respondents to respond, they should not make 
any submissions. 

 
(2) Files A-221-21, A-277-21, A-337-21, and A-347-21 

 

Status reviews have been issued in all of these files. Submissions from Mr. Richardson on 
these files are due September 28, 2022. Failure to respond by that time will result in the dismissal of 
these files without further notice to him. 

If submissions on these files are filed, the respondents should not prepare or file submissions 
in response until further direction of the Court. 

 
(3) File 22-A-16 

 

On September 11, 2022, DSR Karis Consulting Inc. presented to the Registry a notice of 
appeal of an order of the Federal Court dated October 7, 2020 (T-1115-20). The notice of appeal is 
out of time. In order for the file to continue, an extension of time is required.  

DSR Karis Consulting is invited to file submissions by October 6, 2022 concerning whether 
an extension of time should be granted. If an extension of time is not granted or if DSR Karis 
Consulting Inc. fails to file submissions by October 6, 2022, the file will be closed. 

The respondents should not prepare or file submissions in response until further direction of 
the Court. 

 
(4) Mr. Richardson’s conduct 
 

 The Registry reports that Mr. Richardson has been rude and abusive to it. The Court asks 
Mr. Richardson to provide submissions by October 6, 2022 on whether this is so and whether his 
contact with the Registry should be restricted or regulated.  

Further, if the appeals from the Federal Court’s vexatious litigant order are dismissed, 
should the vexatious litigants’ contact with the Registry of the Federal Court of Appeal be restricted 
or regulated for that reason alone? 

 
“DS” 

Page 66 of 686

Page 1300 of 1536



CLERK OF THE COURT
FILED

SEP 19 2022

Court of King’s Bench of Alberta
CALGARY , ALBERTA

Citation: Richardson v MacDonald , 2022 ABKB 627

Date:

Dockets: 2201 02896, 2201 03422
Registry: Calgary

Between:

Docket 2201 02896
Dale J. Richardson

Respondent / Applicant
- and -

Cst. J MacDonald #5450 Calgary Police, Unknown Member 1 RCMP K Division, Unknown
Member 2, RCMP K Division, Cst. Burton Roy, RCMP F Division, Cst. Reid, RCMP F
Division, Cst. Parchewski, RCMP F Division, Cst. Reed, RCMP F Division, Cst. Rivest
RCMP F Division , Province of Saskatchewan , Court ofQueen's Bench for Saskatchewan ,

Justice R.W. Elson, Justice N.D. Crooks, Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan, the
HonourableGordon Wyantt Attorney General of Saskatchewan, Kimberley Anne

Richardson

Applicant / Respondents

And Between:

Docket 2201 03422
Dale J. Richardson

Respondent / Applicant
- and -

Justice Karen Horner, the Attorney General of Canada for the RCMP and themselves, and
Kimberley Richardson

Applicant / Respondents
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Memorandum of Decision

of the

Associate Chief Justice

J.D. Rooke

Dale J. Richardson [Mr. Richardson] is an abusive litigant who is operating in Alberta,
Saskatchewan, and Federal Courts.Recently, this Court struck out two proceedings by Mr.
Richardson pursuant to Civil Practice Note No. 7 as hopeless and abusive proceedings:
Richardson v MacDonald, 2022 ABQB 317 [Richardson #4] , Brown J of the Federal Court has
designated Mr. Richardson as a “vexatious litigant”, and imposed global and indefinite Federal
Courts Act,RSC 1985, c F-7 s 40 court access restrictions on Mr. Richardson in Richardson v
Seventh-Day Adventist Church, 2022 FC 848 [Richardson FC\.

In Richardson #4 at para 25, 1 concluded thatMr. Richardson’s evolving pattern of
expanding, aggressive, and abusive litigation potentially warranted steps in this Court to better
manageMr. Richardson’s misconduct. I, therefore, invited the Respondents named in the above
styles of cause to initiate Judicature Act,RSA 2000, c J-2, ss 23-23.1 proceedings to impose
gatekeeping safeguards on Mr.Richardson’s activities before the Alberta Court of Queen’s (now
King’s) Bench. On May 25, 2022, Canada responded that it would file an application of that
type.At present, Mr. Richardson is subject to interim court access restrictions, pending
completion of the Judicature Act ss 23-23.1 process: Richardson #4.

On September 6, 2022, the Attorney General of Canada [Canada] filed an Application
that Mr. Richardson be subject to Judicature Act ss 23-23.1 court access restrictions. After
review of that Application, and the accompanying Written Submissions, and Affidavit of
Carolina Japuncic sworn on September 6, 2022, 1 conclude that Canada has established a valid
basis for the Court to consider whether indefinite and global court access restrictions should be
imposed onMr. Richardson’s access to the Alberta Court of King’s Bench. As per this Court’s
usual practice, this Application will be conducted on a document-only basis: Unrau v National
Dental Examining Board, 2019 ABQB 283 at paras 565-577.

I, therefore, direct that, in response to this Application:

Mr. Richardson submit to my Office written submissions and affidavit evidence
(limited to a maximum of 10 pages each and 50 pages of Exhibits- thus, only the
limit of those page numbers will be read), due by September 30, 2022, and

Canada shall file and submit to my office rebuttal argument, if any, under the
same page limits, by October 7, 2022.

I remindMr. Richardson that his abusive email communications to this Court has led to
Mr. Richardson being prohibited from communication to the Court via email: Richardson v
MacDonald, 2022 ABQB 566.Mr.Richardson should submit his documents by attending the
Court, by mail, courier, or a lawyer.

[1]

[2]

[3]

[4]

1.

2.

[5]
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[6] This Decision shall be served onMr.Richardson to the email addresses he has used in his
communications with my Office: dale.richardson@dsrkarisconsulting.com, and
unity@dsrkarisconsulting.com.

Dated at the City of Calgary, Alberta this 19th day of September, 2022.

J.D. /kooke
A.C.J.C.K.B.A.

Appearances:

Jessica Karam
Attorney General of Canada
Department of Justice Canada
Prairie Region, Saskatoon Office

for the Applicant Attorney General of Canada
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1

Unity

From: Registrar, Court of Appeal <CARegistrar@sasklawcourts.ca>
Sent: October 3, 2022 4:44 PM
To: Unity
Subject: CACV3745, CACV3798 and CACV4048 - Richardson v. Richardson
Attachments: Notice Pursuant to Rule 46.3(1).pdf; Hearing Notice - Mr. Richardson.pdf

Good Afternoon Mr. Richardson,

Attached is a Notice Pursuant to Rule 46.3(1) and Hearing Notice concerning the above matters.

Sincerely,

Registry Office
Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan

Victoria Avenue Court House
2425 Victoria Avenue
Regina SK S4P 4W6

Direct: 306.787.5382
Email: caregistrar@sasklawcourts.ca
www.sasklawcourts.ca
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BETWEEN:

Form 9b

[Rule46.3]

IN THE COURT OF APPEAL FOR SASKATCHEWAN

DALE J. RICHARDSON

CACV3745. 3798. 4048

Appellant / Applicant

AND:
KIMBERLEY ANNE RICHARDSON

Respondent

NOTICE PURSUANT TO RULE 46.3(1)

TAK.ENOTICETHAT:

1. The Registrar has made a request that the Court consider whether the above-named
Appellant/Applicant has habitually, persistently, and without reasonable cause commenced frivolous
or vexatious proceedings in the Court ofAppeal such that the Court should make an order prohibiting
the commencement of proceedings without leave ofthe Court or ajudge.

2. Within 10 days after receipt ofthis Notice pursuant to Rule 46.3(1), any party may serve and file a
response to this notice.

DATED at Regina, Saskatchewan, on Monday, October 3, 2022.

AMYGROOTHUIS
Registrar

Registrar, Court ofAppeal

TO: Dale J. Richardson

AND TO: Kimberley Anne Richardson
Assistant Commissioner Rhonda Blackmore ofthe Royal Canadian Mounted Police, Jessica
Karam, the Ministry of'Health, the Saskatchewan Health Authority, Unknown Registrars of
the Court ofAppeal for Saskatchewan, Registrar ofLand Titles, and the Attorney General of
Saskatchewan

New. Gaz. 9 Sep. 2022.
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REGISTRAR AMY GROOTHUIS

Phone: 306.787,5382

Fax: 306.787.5815

CARegistrar@sasklawcourts.ca

October 3. 2022

VICTORIAAVENUE COURT HOUSE

2425 Victoria Avenue

Regina, Saskatchewan S4P4W6

www.sasklawcourt8.ca

COURTOFAPPEAL
FOR SASKATCHEWAN

Dale Richarclson

C/0 DSR Karis Consulting Inc. AB Office

116 West C'reek Meadow

Chestermere. Alberta

T1X 1T2

via email: unity(a),dsrkarisconsulting.com

viafax: 1-639-630-2551

Attention: Mr. Dale Richardson

Dear Sir:

Re: Ricliarclson. Dalc James v. Ricliardson. Kimberley Anne

Our Filc No. CACV3745, CACV3798 and CACV4048

HEARING NOTICE PURSUANT TO RULE 46.3(1)

This matter has been schecJiiled for hearina on:

IJ.ite: Thursday, Novcmber 3, 2022

Time: 10:00 AM

Locdtion: Court ofAppeal

2nd Floor, 2425 Victoria Avenue

Rcgina, Saskatchewan

S4P 4W6

Counscl. sclf-repre.scnted litigants. ancl parties may attend the hearing in person or by video.

InclividLials \vho vvish to attend thc hearing remotely must contact the Court's registry office by

email at caregistrar@sasklawcourts^ca at least two days before the hearing date in order to

receive a WebEx hcaring link.

The complete Courl of'Appeal schedule can be viewed at www.sasklawcourts.ca.

Sincerelv,

AMY GROOTHUIS
Registrar

Amy Grootluiis

Registrar
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Unity

From: Access &  Privacy Branch IJS <accessprivacyijs@gov.sk.ca>
Sent: October 3, 2022 4:18 PM
To: Unity
Subject: Access to Information Request JU 103-22G
Attachments: JU 103-22G - Deemed Abandoned - 2022-10-03.pdf

Good afternoon Dale,

Please find attached the Ministry’s response for access to information request JU 103-22G.

Thank you,

Government of Saskatchewan

Audit , Informat ion Management and Safety, Integrated Justice Services
Ministry of Correct ions, Policing and Public Safety
M inistry of Just ice and Attorney General

1510 - 1855 Victoria Avenue
Regina, CANADA S4P 3T2
p. (306) 798-0222
f. (306) 798-9007
accessprivacyijs@gov.sk.ca

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This email (and any attachment) was intended for a specific recipient(s). It  may contain informat ion that is privileged, confidential or exempt from
disclosure. Any privilege that exists is not waived. If you are not the intended recipient, do not copy or distribute it  to another person or use it  for
any other purpose. Please delete it  and advise me by return email or telephone. Thank you.
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Ministry of Justice  

and Attorney General   

Audit, Information 

Management, and Safety  

1510 – 1855 Victoria Avenue                        

Regina, Canada S4P 3T2 

 

October 3, 2022 

 

 

Dale Richardson 

1292 95th Street 

NORTH BATTLEFORD, SK S9A 0G2 

unity@dsrkarisconsulting.com 

 

 

Dear Dale Richardson: 

 

 

Re: Access to Information Request JU 103-22G 

 

An access to information request was received in this office on August 2, 2022, requesting access 

to: 

Ministry of Justice 

Information regarding all correspondence as defined under section 24 of the Freedom of 

information and protection of privacy act and any and all personal information that is 

relevant as defined pursuant to section 24 of the act relating to any Director of 

Corporation interaction of any kind that falls under the definition of “personal 

information” 

March 2020-August 2022 

 

On September 1, 2022, our office provided you with a fee estimate in accordance with section 

7(1) of The Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Regulations. 

 

As no response has been received to the above, your access to information request has been 

deemed abandoned pursuant to subsection 7.1(1) of The Freedom of Information and Protection 

of Privacy Act (FOIP). For your information, I have included a reference to the above-noted section 

of FOIP. 

 

Subsection 7.1(1) of FOIP states:  

 

7.1 (1) If the head has invited the applicant to supply additional details pursuant to 

subsection 6(3) or has given the applicant notice pursuant to clause 7(2)(a) and the 

applicant does not respond within 30 days after receiving the invitation or notice, the 

application is deemed to be abandoned. 

 

 

 

. . . 2   
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D. Richardson 

Page 2 

October 3, 2022 
 

 

 

If you would like to exercise your right to request a review of this decision, you may do so by 

completing a “Request for Review” form and forwarding it to the Saskatchewan Information and 

Privacy Commissioner within one year of this notice. Your completed form can be sent to  

#503 – 1801 Hamilton Street, Regina, Saskatchewan, S4P 4B4. This form is available at the same 

location where you applied for access or by contacting the Office of the Information and Privacy 

Commissioner at 306-787-8350. 

  

If you have any questions, please contact us at accessprivacyijs@gov.sk.ca. 

 

Yours truly, 

 

 

 

 

Aaron Orban 

Executive Director 

Audit, Information Management, and Safety 
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Unity

From: Access &  Privacy Branch IJS <accessprivacyijs@gov.sk.ca>
Sent: October 3, 2022 4:18 PM
To: Unity
Subject: Access to Information Request JU 102-22G
Attachments: JU 102-22G - Deemed Abandoned - 2022-10-03.pdf

Good afternoon Dale,

Please find attached the Ministry’s response for access to information request JU 102-22G.

Thank you,

Government of Saskatchewan

Audit , Informat ion Management and Safety, Integrated Justice Services
Ministry of Correct ions, Policing and Public Safety
M inistry of Just ice and Attorney General

1510 - 1855 Victoria Avenue
Regina, CANADA S4P 3T2
p. (306) 798-0222
f. (306) 798-9007
accessprivacyijs@gov.sk.ca

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This email (and any attachment) was intended for a specific recipient(s). It  may contain informat ion that is privileged, confidential or exempt from
disclosure. Any privilege that exists is not waived. If you are not the intended recipient, do not copy or distribute it  to another person or use it  for
any other purpose. Please delete it  and advise me by return email or telephone. Thank you.
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Ministry of Justice  

and Attorney General   

Audit, Information 

Management, and Safety  

1510 – 1855 Victoria Avenue                        

Regina, Canada S4P 3T2 

 

October 3, 2022 

 

 

Dale Richardson 

1292 95th Street 

NORTH BATTLEFORD, SK S9A 0G2 

unity@dsrkarisconsulting.com 

 

 

Dear Dale Richardson: 

 

 

Re: Access to Information Request JU 102-22G 

 

An access to information request was received in this office on August 2, 2022, requesting access 

to: 

Ministry of Justice  

The actions of the Registrar of land titles with respect to 1292 95th street north battleford 

SK, and how evidence of mortgage fraud, torture, tax fraud, and many heinious [sic] 

crimes were concealed to perpetrate fraud using the registrar of land titles. Any 

Justification of the Registrar of Land titles to transfer the property using the Land Tzitles 

[sic] Act when it was subject to the Family Property Act 

July 2020-August 2022 

 

On September 1, 2022, our office provided you with a fee estimate in accordance with section 

7(1) of The Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Regulations. 

 

As no response has been received to the above, your access to information request has been 

deemed abandoned pursuant to subsection 7.1(1) of The Freedom of Information and Protection 

of Privacy Act (FOIP). For your information, I have included a reference to the above-noted section 

of FOIP. 

 

Subsection 7.1(1) of FOIP states:  

 

7.1 (1) If the head has invited the applicant to supply additional details pursuant to 

subsection 6(3) or has given the applicant notice pursuant to clause 7(2)(a) and the 

applicant does not respond within 30 days after receiving the invitation or notice, the 

application is deemed to be abandoned. 

 

 

 

. . . 2   

Page 83 of 686

Page 1317 of 1536

mailto:unity@dsrkarisconsulting.com


D. Richardson 

Page 2 

October 3, 2022 
 

 

 

If you would like to exercise your right to request a review of this decision, you may do so by 

completing a “Request for Review” form and forwarding it to the Saskatchewan Information and 

Privacy Commissioner within one year of this notice. Your completed form can be sent to  

#503 – 1801 Hamilton Street, Regina, Saskatchewan, S4P 4B4. This form is available at the same 

location where you applied for access or by contacting the Office of the Information and Privacy 

Commissioner at 306-787-8350. 

  

If you have any questions, please contact us at accessprivacyijs@gov.sk.ca. 

 

Yours truly, 

 

 

 

 

Aaron Orban 

Executive Director 

Audit, Information Management, and Safety 
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Unity

From: Unity
Sent: September 29, 2022 8:31 PM
To: Registrar, Court of Appeal; Spray, Erin; Stevenson, Justin JU;

ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com; patriciam@matrixlawgroup.ca; 'Saskatoon-FC (JUS /
JUS'

Cc: Price, Emily; law.reception@calgary.ca; reception@matrixlawgroup.ca;
colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca (colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca); emily.price@cas-satj.gc.ca;
hlaing@mcdougallgauley.com; Marie K. Stack; vthomson@owzw.com;
bcomba@emeryjamieson.com; Paula Safadi; carolinsask@yahoo.ca; cgosadchuk92
@sasktel.net; chadrick.carley@syngenta.com; ciprianbolah@gmail.com;
cscarley@sasktel.net; dollyse13@gmail.com; donmvsb@icloud.com;
eddieg@sasktel.net; elysyshyn@hotmail.com; guizz4bel@gmail.com;
hebertkim@hotmail.com; holmlaw@sasktel.net; j.wright@sasktel.net; jhydukewich16
@gmail.com; kcarley1@blackberry.net; barbcarley@icloud.com;
bcgleason@earthlink.net; beningerlena@hotmail.ca; cadubyna@gmail.com;
carleyc@sasktel.net; president@gc.adventist.org; sdannuc@gmail.com; gfernroger01
@hotmail.com; info@contact.adventist.org; info@nadadventist.org;
communication@adventist.ca; mhylton@mansaskadventist.ca;
clindberg@mansaskadventist.ca; swall@mansaskadventist.ca;
carbeau@mansaskadventist.ca; ababida@mansaskadventist.ca;
dbaker@mansaskadventist.ca; mbartley@mansaskadventist.ca;
rbiscaro@mansaskadventist.ca; fcela@mansaskadventist.ca;
jdavila@mansaskadventist.ca; sdixon@mansaskadventist.ca;
tguderyan@mansaskadventist.ca; jkim@mansaskadventist.ca;
alennon@mansaskadventist.ca; smanly@mansaskadventist.ca;
emanzanares@mansaskadventist.ca; rmarshall@mansaskadventist.ca;
rmena@mansaskadventist.ca; holiphant@mansaskadventist.ca;
dpereira@mansaskadventist.ca; lpoama@mansaskadventist.ca;
lt ilihoi@mansaskadventist.ca; gali@albertaadventist.ca; aalvir@albertaadventist.ca;
rferary@albertaadventist.ca; ghodder@albertaadventist.ca;
wwilliams@albertaadventist.ca; lwilton@albertaadventist.ca;
familyministries@albertaadventist.ca; acs@albertaadventist.ca;
presidential@adventist.ca; anderson.cathy@adventist.ca; page.campbell@adventist.ca;
guarin-adap.chris@adventist.ca; mackintosh.grace@adventist.ca;
keys.tina@adventist.ca; ainzee3@hotmail.com; a.hydukewich@gmail.com;
arlenk@xplornet.ca; bmgilbert92@gmail.com; barbcarley@icloud.com;
bcgleason@earthlink.net; beningerlena@hotmail.ca; bkwon3004@gmail.com;
cadubyna@gmail.com; carleyc@sasktel.net; cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net;
chadrick.carley@syngenta.com; cscarley@sasktel.net; handdkivimaa@sasktel.net;
'Dawn Lund'; dollyse13@gmail.com; donmvsb@icloud.com; elysyshyn@hotmail.com;
Gary Lund; guizz4bel@gmail.com; janoyany@hotmail.com; j.wright@sasktel.net;
'James Kwon'; jaysonalvarez017@yahoo.com; jenbakos2013@hotmail.ca;
jhydukewich16@gmail.com; jimrogersrce@gmail.com; kcarley1@blackberry.net;
j_harris07@hotmail.com; laghbo@gmail.com; laxdal52@hotmail.com; mcbean32
@me.com; wgeates@sasktel.net; lyle_williams@hotmail.com; mysha393@gmail.com;
mazel@sasktel.net; mieke_williams@hotmail.com; nursebear16@gmail.com; ooica15
@gmail.com; geerdtsfamily@sasktel.net; luvme@sasktel.net; rhoda624@yahoo.com;
ve5tnt@yahoo.com; rondi_a_kapiniak@hotmail.com; ruby_ann_22@msn.com;
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Cc: s.beninger@hotmail.com; tiibred7@yahoo.com; sheilargut@hotmail.com;
sagreenhough@hotmail.com; sboateng20@outlook.com; tatarynj@hotmail.com;
thegoodlife@littleloon.ca; txc164@case.edu; tie454@hotmail.com;
ve5lod@gmail.com; zwfriend@yahoo.com; mcollins@mansaskadventist.ca;
jdavila@mansaskadventist.ca; Julio Davila; Andrew Kelley; Helen Becker; Glenda
Nischuk; Isaacdarko@burmanu.ca; irali@shaw.ca; Isaac Darko; hank.julie@sasktel.net;
jmdesa70@gmail.com; dallasgareau@gmail.com; elahuc@sasktel.net;
clintonwahl@hotmail.com; m.hwiebe@sasktel.net; rzoerb@yahoo.com;
marallen@sasktel.net; orca@orcasound.ca; carlamae@orcasound.ca; smariebaker6532
@gmail.com; capcarad@sasktel.net; jbergen.c@gmail.com; mark_bergen123
@yahoo.com; wendygareau@gmail.com; pegisn2prosperity@yahoo.ca;
hall11ry@uregina.ca; olson_retreathouse@hotmail.com; aimee_pockett@hotmail.com;
rleebs@sasktel.net; joyceliebreich@hotmail.com; kluneng71@gmail.com;
hemar@sasktel.net; aleisha.j.mazier@gmail.com; zuzumami@gmail.com;
nursemickey@gmail.com; akothmolly@yahoo.com; james.oloo@alumni.uleth.ca;
loisotte@gmail.com; aarron11@msn.com; rey_taker_555@hotmail.com; strawberry459
@hotmail.com; lisapreb@icloud.com; ernie.proust@yahoo.com; akitrak@outlook.com;
beamer072@yahoo.com; marjorittariddell@gmail.com; ednarogers28@gmail.com;
rjsaccucci@hotmail.com; kerryphoto@gmail.com; lizzy.ss@shaw.ca;
ruby.sparks@live.com; teresawahl1@hotmail.com; gatwak@sasktel.net;
cicilialamunu@gmail.com; e.wani@hotmail.com; bacon-acres@hotmail.com;
adamsmarilyn322@gmail.com; stebeng@yahoo.com; morenolina287@gmail.com;
marnie.m.peart@gmail.com; boniffer@gmail.com; europroconcrete@gmail.com;
evelynsefu@gmail.com; weszary@gmail.com; emaxi@mansaskadventist.ca;
juanrobledo@txsda.org; t ips@rebelnews.com; tips@GlobalTVBC.com;
cbcnlinvestigates@cbc.ca

Subject: RE: Richardson v Richardson -  CACV4048  Brazen Fraud by Jessica Karam
Attachments: Certified Shareholder Information for DSR Karis Consulting Inc.pdf; Letter to Court of

Appeal September 29 2022.pdf; Motion for Mandamus and Prohibition
CACV4048.pdf

Importance: High

To the Court  of Appeal for Saskatchewan,

I will direct  your at tent ion to page 5 of the Let ter to the Court of Appeal September 29 2022.pdf submit ted by Jessica
Karam through her lit igat ion proxy Erin Spray to a fraudulent  statement  in paragraph [4](B.) the paragraph is quoted
below:

An Order prohibit ing all lit igation proxies from
represent ing or otherwise conducting lit igat ion on behalf of the
Plaint iff, Dale Richardson, or on behalf of his corporation, DRS
Karis Consult ing Inc., without leave of the Court;

The shareholder information is listed with the cert ified securit ies register and the cert ified copy of the annual return for
DSR Karis Consult ing Inc. in Alberta which lists the shareholder informat ion for DSR Karis Consult ing Inc.. The
shareholder is not  me. The order states that DSR Karis Consult ing Inc. is “ his [Dale Richardson’s] corporat ion” . On the
same page in paragraph [5](A) it  states “ In the past  year, the Plaint iff, his company DSR Karis Consult ing Inc. and Robert
Cannon, and others (the Plaint iff’s “ agents”  and/ or lit igat ion proxies) have commenced numerous duplicat ive and
merit less proceedings against  justice system part icipants and other persons or entit ies they disagree with”
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Again at tribut ing ownership of DSR Karis Consult ing Inc. to me. The At torney General of Canada and the Judge both
engaged in fraud. Those orders are a crime. It  is impossible for DSR Karis Consult ing Inc. to be my “ company”  or “my
corporation”  since I do not  own its shares and the shareholder informat ion is clearly stated from the Corporate register
document  and the annual return in the province of Alberta this information is available on the public regist ry. This is
fraud by Jessica Karam and this evidence is in the Court  of Appeal for Saskatchewan. Just in Stevenson, Patricia
M eiklejohn as well as the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan were all beneficiaries of this fraud. Now Jessica Karam is
presuming to ask for a deposit  for costs to punish me for exposing her crime. Jessica Karam belongs in prison and soon
enough she will be there.

This will also be reported specifically to the RCM P as Jessica Karam, Just in Stevenson and the other counsel and Just ice
Brown have engaged in fraud to obtain financial gain and now is using a court  in another jurisdict ion to at tempt to
punish me for exposing her fraud. Jessica Karam cannot be permit ted to cont inue this fraud. The Court  of Appeal for
Saskatchewan must dismiss her request and Jessica Karam should pay costs forthwith for at tempt ing to use t he Court of
Appeal for Saskatchewan to enforce her fraud. I will be asking for ext raordinary costs in these actions because of this
criminal behaviour.

This is not  a family mat ter as the regist rar I spoke to on the phone purported earlier today. This is incidental to the
appeal, but  it  is definitely not something between me and Kimberley Richardson. Jessica Karam commit t ing fraud and
acting like a gangster abusing the power of the At torney General of Canada to shake me down is not  a family mat ter.
That is the act ions of  organized crime. My comments are not  abusive when they are the t ruth. The evidence is staring
you right  in the face. I have been facing the mafia inside of the Judicial system. The problem is that in the process the
mafia has pissed of the United States. I don’t  expect  criminals to just give up, but  since Jessica Karam is involved in
organized crime that  is connected to the dist ribution of a biological weapon that  has interfered with the territorial
integrity of the United States, I suspect  that  it  is only a mat ter of t ime before they are on Canadian soil to come arrest
her and those who are confederated with her. When you interfere with another country and unleash a biological
weapon armed conflict  is a consequence. The organized criminals confederated with Jessica Karam have invited war to
this country, and when the Americans come save the gaslight ing for them.

Its very apparent  that these crimes are being covered up by the same bad actors over and over again and t ried to use a
family mat ter to hide their crimes to seal it  from the public eye. Except  the criminals got caught . Now they w ill be
exposed, and every crime will cont inue to be reported. Every act ion has a consequence and when you provoke another
country they will come back and deal with it , especially when that  country is the United States.

When I was in the United States being tortured to prevent  me from report ing t reason, I read an interesting case when I
was examining case law for t reason in the United States. A man bought cot ton from the South during the civil war and
was tried for t reason. There are no small actors in treason. The document  the Engineering of Bioterrorism, treason,
child t rafficking and the crime of aggression out lines the case law and the facts that support the case law. The
Americans will be dealing with those who assisted the t raitors in the United States. Everyone has a right  to do what  they
want , and they have a right  to the consequences of those choices. When you mess with the United States, the United
States will be giving you your consequences.

Kind regards,

Dale Richardson, B.TECH, M ET, TT (AB), Associate (SK)
North Bat t leford, SK
unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com
Tel 306 441 7010

The email in this signature is for humanitarian purposes only. For Greater Certainty, while it is owned by DSR Karis

Consulting Inc., this email is for humanitarian purposes and no business is conducted through this email. Email can

only be addressed to the person whose signature is affixed to the email. No email is to be addressed to DSR Karis

Consulting Inc. through unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com email for any purposes of any kind.
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From: Unity
Sent: September 29, 2022 2:12 PM
To: 'Regist rar, Court  of Appeal' <CARegist rar@sasklawcourts.ca>; 'Spray, Erin' <Erin.Spray@just ice.gc.ca>; 'Stevenson,
Just in JU' <just in.stevenson@gov.sk.ca>; 'ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com' <ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com>;
'patriciam@matrixlawgroup.ca' <patriciam@matrixlawgroup.ca>; 'Saskatoon-FC (JUS /  JUS' <sas.fc@just ice.gc.ca>
Cc: 'Price, Emily' <Emily.Price@cas-sat j.gc.ca>; 'law.reception@calgary.ca' <law.reception@calgary.ca>;
'reception@matrixlawgroup.ca' <reception@matrixlawgroup.ca>; 'colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca
(colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca)' <colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca>; 'emily.price@cas-satj.gc.ca' <emily.price@cas-satj.gc.ca>;
'hlaing@mcdougallgauley.com' <hlaing@mcdougallgauley.com>; M arie K. Stack <m.stack@mckercher.ca>;
'vthomson@owzw.com' <vthomson@owzw.com>; 'bcomba@emeryjamieson.com' <bcomba@emeryjamieson.com>;
'Paula Safadi' <Paula.Safadi@albertacourts.ca>; 'carolinsask@yahoo.ca' <carolinsask@yahoo.ca>;
'cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net ' <cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net>; 'chadrick.carley@syngenta.com'
<chadrick.carley@syngenta.com>; 'ciprianbolah@gmail.com' <ciprianbolah@gmail.com>; 'cscarley@sasktel.net '
<cscarley@sasktel.net>; 'dollyse13@gmail.com' <dollyse13@gmail.com>; 'donmvsb@icloud.com'
<donmvsb@icloud.com>; 'eddieg@sasktel.net ' <eddieg@sasktel.net>; 'elysyshyn@hotmail.com'
<elysyshyn@hotmail.com>; 'guizz4bel@gmail.com' <guizz4bel@gmail.com>; 'hebertkim@hotmail.com'
<hebertkim@hotmail.com>; 'holmlaw@sasktel.net ' <holmlaw@sasktel.net>; 'j.wright@sasktel.net '
<j.wright@sasktel.net>; 'jhydukewich16@gmail.com' <jhydukewich16@gmail.com>; 'kcarley1@blackberry.net '
<kcarley1@blackberry.net>; 'barbcarley@icloud.com' <barbcarley@icloud.com>; 'bcgleason@earthlink.net '
<bcgleason@earthlink.net>; 'beningerlena@hotmail.ca' <beningerlena@hotmail.ca>; 'cadubyna@gmail.com'
<cadubyna@gmail.com>; 'carleyc@sasktel.net ' <carleyc@sasktel.net>; 'president@gc.advent ist .org'
<president@gc.advent ist .org>; 'sdannuc@gmail.com' <sdannuc@gmail.com>; 'gfernroger01@hotmail.com'
<gfernroger01@hotmail.com>; 'info@contact.advent ist .org' <info@contact .advent ist .org>; 'info@nadadventist .org'
<info@nadadventist .org>; 'communicat ion@advent ist .ca' <communication@advent ist .ca>;
'mhylton@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <mhylton@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'clindberg@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<clindberg@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'swall@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <swall@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'carbeau@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <carbeau@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'ababida@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<ababida@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'dbaker@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <dbaker@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'mbart ley@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <mbart ley@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'rbiscaro@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<rbiscaro@mansaskadventist .ca>; 'fcela@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <fcela@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'jdavila@mansaskadventist .ca' <jdavila@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'sdixon@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<sdixon@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'tguderyan@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <tguderyan@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'jkim@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <jkim@mansaskadvent ist.ca>; 'alennon@mansaskadventist .ca'
<alennon@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'smanly@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <smanly@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'emanzanares@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <emanzanares@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'rmarshall@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<rmarshall@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'rmena@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <rmena@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'holiphant@mansaskadvent ist.ca' <holiphant@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'dpereira@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<dpereira@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'lpoama@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <lpoama@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'lt ilihoi@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <lt ilihoi@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'gali@albertaadvent ist .ca' <gali@albertaadvent ist .ca>;
'aalvir@albertaadvent ist .ca' <aalvir@albertaadvent ist .ca>; 'rferary@albertaadvent ist .ca'
<rferary@albertaadvent ist .ca>; 'ghodder@albertaadvent ist .ca' <ghodder@albertaadventist .ca>;
'wwilliams@albertaadvent ist .ca' <wwilliams@albertaadvent ist .ca>; 'lwilton@albertaadventist .ca'
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<lwilton@albertaadventist .ca>; 'familyminist ries@albertaadvent ist .ca' <familyminist ries@albertaadvent ist .ca>;
'acs@albertaadventist .ca' <acs@albertaadvent ist .ca>; 'president ial@adventist .ca' <president ial@adventist.ca>;
'anderson.cathy@advent ist .ca' <anderson.cathy@advent ist .ca>; 'page.campbell@advent ist .ca'
<page.campbell@advent ist .ca>; 'guarin-adap.chris@advent ist .ca' <guarin-adap.chris@advent ist .ca>;
'mackintosh.grace@advent ist .ca' <mackintosh.grace@advent ist .ca>; 'keys.t ina@advent ist .ca' <keys.t ina@advent ist .ca>;
'ainzee3@hotmail.com' <ainzee3@hotmail.com>; 'a.hydukewich@gmail.com' <a.hydukewich@gmail.com>;
'arlenk@xplornet .ca' <arlenk@xplornet .ca>; 'bmgilbert92@gmail.com' <bmgilbert92@gmail.com>;
'barbcarley@icloud.com' <barbcarley@icloud.com>; 'bcgleason@earthlink.net ' <bcgleason@earthlink.net>;
'beningerlena@hotmail.ca' <beningerlena@hotmail.ca>; 'bkwon3004@gmail.com' <bkwon3004@gmail.com>;
'cadubyna@gmail.com' <cadubyna@gmail.com>; 'carleyc@sasktel.net ' <carleyc@sasktel.net>;
'cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net ' <cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net>; 'chadrick.carley@syngenta.com'
<chadrick.carley@syngenta.com>; 'cscarley@sasktel.net ' <cscarley@sasktel.net>; 'handdkivimaa@sasktel.net '
<handdkivimaa@sasktel.net>; 'Dawn Lund' <d.lund@sasktel.net>; 'dollyse13@gmail.com' <dollyse13@gmail.com>;
'donmvsb@icloud.com' <donmvsb@icloud.com>; 'elysyshyn@hotmail.com' <elysyshyn@hotmail.com>; 'Gary Lund'
<g.lund@sasktel.net>; 'guizz4bel@gmail.com' <guizz4bel@gmail.com>; 'janoyany@hotmail.com'
<janoyany@hotmail.com>; 'j.wright@sasktel.net ' <j.wright@sasktel.net>; 'James Kwon' <jkwon@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'jaysonalvarez017@yahoo.com' <jaysonalvarez017@yahoo.com>; 'jenbakos2013@hotmail.ca'
<jenbakos2013@hotmail.ca>; 'jhydukewich16@gmail.com' <jhydukewich16@gmail.com>; 'jimrogersrce@gmail.com'
<jimrogersrce@gmail.com>; 'kcarley1@blackberry.net' <kcarley1@blackberry.net>; 'j_harris07@hotmail.com'
<j_harris07@hotmail.com>; 'laghbo@gmail.com' <laghbo@gmail.com>; 'laxdal52@hotmail.com'
<laxdal52@hotmail.com>; 'mcbean32@me.com' <mcbean32@me.com>; 'wgeates@sasktel.net '
<wgeates@sasktel.net>; 'lyle_williams@hotmail.com' <lyle_williams@hotmail.com>; 'mysha393@gmail.com'
<mysha393@gmail.com>; 'mazel@sasktel.net ' <mazel@sasktel.net>; 'mieke_williams@hotmail.com'
<mieke_williams@hotmail.com>; 'nursebear16@gmail.com' <nursebear16@gmail.com>; 'ooica15@gmail.com'
<ooica15@gmail.com>; 'geerdtsfamily@sasktel.net' <geerdtsfamily@sasktel.net>; 'luvme@sasktel.net '
<luvme@sasktel.net>; 'rhoda624@yahoo.com' <rhoda624@yahoo.com>; 've5tnt@yahoo.com' <ve5tnt@yahoo.com>;
'rondi_a_kapiniak@hotmail.com' <rondi_a_kapiniak@hotmail.com>; 'ruby_ann_22@msn.com'
<ruby_ann_22@msn.com>; 's.beninger@hotmail.com' <s.beninger@hotmail.com>; 't iibred7@yahoo.com'
<t iibred7@yahoo.com>; 'sheilargut@hotmail.com' <sheilargut@hotmail.com>; 'sagreenhough@hotmail.com'
<sagreenhough@hotmail.com>; 'sboateng20@out look.com' <sboateng20@out look.com>; 'tatarynj@hotmail.com'
<tatarynj@hotmail.com>; 'thegoodlife@lit t leloon.ca' <thegoodlife@lit t leloon.ca>; 'txc164@case.edu'
<txc164@case.edu>; ' t ie454@hotmail.com' <t ie454@hotmail.com>; 've5lod@gmail.com' <ve5lod@gmail.com>;
'zwfriend@yahoo.com' <zwfriend@yahoo.com>; 'mcollins@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <mcollins@mansaskadventist .ca>;
'jdavila@mansaskadventist .ca' <jdavila@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'Julio Davila' <jdavila@burmanu.ca>; 'Andrew Kelley'
<andly777@yahoo.com>; 'Helen Becker' <rhbecker@litt leloon.ca>; 'Glenda Nischuk' <bet terliving2@sasktel.net>;
'Isaacdarko@burmanu.ca' <Isaacdarko@burmanu.ca>; 'irali@shaw.ca' <irali@shaw.ca>; 'Isaac Darko'
<isaacdarko@burmanu.ca>; 'hank.julie@sasktel.net ' <hank.julie@sasktel.net>; 'jmdesa70@gmail.com'
<jmdesa70@gmail.com>; 'dallasgareau@gmail.com' <dallasgareau@gmail.com>; 'elahuc@sasktel.net '
<elahuc@sasktel.net>; 'clintonwahl@hotmail.com' <clintonwahl@hotmail.com>; 'm.hwiebe@sasktel.net '
<m.hwiebe@sasktel.net>; 'rzoerb@yahoo.com' <rzoerb@yahoo.com>; 'marallen@sasktel.net ' <marallen@sasktel.net>;
'orca@orcasound.ca' <orca@orcasound.ca>; 'carlamae@orcasound.ca' <carlamae@orcasound.ca>;
'smariebaker6532@gmail.com' <smariebaker6532@gmail.com>; 'capcarad@sasktel.net ' <capcarad@sasktel.net>;
'jbergen.c@gmail.com' <jbergen.c@gmail.com>; 'mark_bergen123@yahoo.com' <mark_bergen123@yahoo.com>;
'wendygareau@gmail.com' <wendygareau@gmail.com>; 'pegisn2prosperity@yahoo.ca'
<pegisn2prosperity@yahoo.ca>; 'hall11ry@uregina.ca' <hall11ry@uregina.ca>; 'olson_retreathouse@hotmail.com'
<olson_retreathouse@hotmail.com>; 'aimee_pockett@hotmail.com' <aimee_pocket t@hotmail.com>;
'rleebs@sasktel.net ' <rleebs@sasktel.net>; 'joyceliebreich@hotmail.com' <joyceliebreich@hotmail.com>;
'kluneng71@gmail.com' <kluneng71@gmail.com>; 'hemar@sasktel.net ' <hemar@sasktel.net>;
'aleisha.j.mazier@gmail.com' <aleisha.j.mazier@gmail.com>; 'zuzumami@gmail.com' <zuzumami@gmail.com>;
'nursemickey@gmail.com' <nursemickey@gmail.com>; 'akothmolly@yahoo.com' <akothmolly@yahoo.com>;
'james.oloo@alumni.uleth.ca' <james.oloo@alumni.uleth.ca>; 'loisot te@gmail.com' <loisot te@gmail.com>;
'aarron11@msn.com' <aarron11@msn.com>; 'rey_taker_555@hotmail.com' <rey_taker_555@hotmail.com>;
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'st rawberry459@hotmail.com' <strawberry459@hotmail.com>; 'lisapreb@icloud.com' <lisapreb@icloud.com>;
'ernie.proust@yahoo.com' <ernie.proust@yahoo.com>; 'akit rak@outlook.com' <akit rak@out look.com>;
'beamer072@yahoo.com' <beamer072@yahoo.com>; 'marjorit tariddell@gmail.com' <marjorit tariddell@gmail.com>;
'ednarogers28@gmail.com' <ednarogers28@gmail.com>; 'rjsaccucci@hotmail.com' <rjsaccucci@hotmail.com>;
'kerryphoto@gmail.com' <kerryphoto@gmail.com>; 'lizzy.ss@shaw.ca' <lizzy.ss@shaw.ca>; 'ruby.sparks@live.com'
<ruby.sparks@live.com>; 'teresawahl1@hotmail.com' <teresawahl1@hotmail.com>; 'gatwak@sasktel.net '
<gatwak@sasktel.net>; 'cicilialamunu@gmail.com' <cicilialamunu@gmail.com>; 'e.wani@hotmail.com'
<e.wani@hotmail.com>; 'bacon-acres@hotmail.com' <bacon-acres@hotmail.com>; 'adamsmarilyn322@gmail.com'
<adamsmarilyn322@gmail.com>; 'stebeng@yahoo.com' <stebeng@yahoo.com>; 'morenolina287@gmail.com'
<morenolina287@gmail.com>; 'marnie.m.peart@gmail.com' <marnie.m.peart@gmail.com>; 'boniffer@gmail.com'
<boniffer@gmail.com>; 'europroconcrete@gmail.com' <europroconcrete@gmail.com>; 'evelynsefu@gmail.com'
<evelynsefu@gmail.com>; 'weszary@gmail.com' <weszary@gmail.com>; 'emaxi@mansaskadventist.ca'
<emaxi@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'juanrobledo@txsda.org' <juanrobledo@txsda.org>; 't ips@rebelnews.com'
<t ips@rebelnews.com>; 't ips@GlobalTVBC.com' <t ips@GlobalTVBC.com>; 'cbcnlinvest igates@cbc.ca'
<cbcnlinvest igates@cbc.ca>
Subject: RE: Richardson v Richardson - CACV4048 and informat ion that Amy Groothius is reported for Criminal
Int imidat ion of a Witness For Greater Certainty and Clarity
Importance: High

Court  of Appeal for Saskatchewan,

You will continue to keep the authorizat ion and contact  for physical service informat ion supplied to you on file. As part
of the verbal confirmat ion, I will at random intervals request  specific documents to be sent  by mail and the address
must  exactly match what  is represented on the authorizat ion documents. When the mail is received at  the prescribed
location named on the authorizat ion documents, it  the address does not  exact ly match what  was writ ten on the
documents both the regist rar who named themselves and Amy Groothius will be reported for criminal int imidation.
Both Verbal and writ ten confirmat ion will happen for mailing of documents as was out lined in the previous email. Any
removal of the Authorizat ion filed to the Court will result  in a criminal complaint  and const itute int imidat ion and
destruction of evidence of crimes and will be promptly reported to the RCM P.

A phone call and acknowledgement  by fax to the number provided must occur today. This email will also be provided to
the RCM P and other law enforcement , elected officials, media outlets or other such entit ies as deemed necessary.

Each further instance of int imidat ion will be prompt ly reported to the RCM P and other law enforcement .

Kind regards,

Dale Richardson, B.TECH, M ET, TT (AB), Associate (SK)
North Bat t leford, SK
unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com
Tel 306 441 7010

The email in this signature is for humanitarian purposes only. For Greater Certainty, while it is owned by DSR Karis

Consulting Inc., this email is for humanitarian purposes and no business is conducted through this email. Email can

only be addressed to the person whose signature is affixed to the email. No email is to be addressed to DSR Karis

Consulting Inc. through unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com email for any purposes of any kind.
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From: Unity
Sent: September 29, 2022 1:58 PM
To: 'Regist rar, Court  of Appeal' <CARegist rar@sasklawcourts.ca>; 'Spray, Erin' <Erin.Spray@just ice.gc.ca>; 'Stevenson,
Just in JU' <just in.stevenson@gov.sk.ca>; 'ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com' <ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com>;
'patriciam@matrixlawgroup.ca' <patriciam@matrixlawgroup.ca>; 'Saskatoon-FC (JUS /  JUS' <sas.fc@justice.gc.ca>
Cc: 'Price, Emily' <Emily.Price@cas-sat j.gc.ca>; 'law.recept ion@calgary.ca' <law.reception@calgary.ca>;
'reception@matrixlawgroup.ca' <recept ion@matrixlawgroup.ca>; 'colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca
(colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca)' <colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca>; 'emily.price@cas-sat j.gc.ca' <emily.price@cas-satj.gc.ca>;
'hlaing@mcdougallgauley.com' <hlaing@mcdougallgauley.com>; Marie K. Stack <m.stack@mckercher.ca>;
'vthomson@owzw.com' <vthomson@owzw.com>; 'bcomba@emeryjamieson.com' <bcomba@emeryjamieson.com>;
'Paula Safadi' <Paula.Safadi@albertacourts.ca>; 'carolinsask@yahoo.ca' <carolinsask@yahoo.ca>;
'cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net ' <cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net>; 'chadrick.carley@syngenta.com'
<chadrick.carley@syngenta.com>; 'ciprianbolah@gmail.com' <ciprianbolah@gmail.com>; 'cscarley@sasktel.net '
<cscarley@sasktel.net>; 'dollyse13@gmail.com' <dollyse13@gmail.com>; 'donmvsb@icloud.com'
<donmvsb@icloud.com>; 'eddieg@sasktel.net ' <eddieg@sasktel.net>; 'elysyshyn@hotmail.com'
<elysyshyn@hotmail.com>; 'guizz4bel@gmail.com' <guizz4bel@gmail.com>; 'hebertkim@hotmail.com'
<hebertkim@hotmail.com>; 'holmlaw@sasktel.net ' <holmlaw@sasktel.net>; 'j.wright@sasktel.net '
<j.wright@sasktel.net>; 'jhydukewich16@gmail.com' <jhydukewich16@gmail.com>; 'kcarley1@blackberry.net '
<kcarley1@blackberry.net>; 'barbcarley@icloud.com' <barbcarley@icloud.com>; 'bcgleason@earthlink.net '
<bcgleason@earthlink.net>; 'beningerlena@hotmail.ca' <beningerlena@hotmail.ca>; 'cadubyna@gmail.com'
<cadubyna@gmail.com>; 'carleyc@sasktel.net ' <carleyc@sasktel.net>; 'president@gc.advent ist .org'
<president@gc.advent ist .org>; 'sdannuc@gmail.com' <sdannuc@gmail.com>; 'gfernroger01@hotmail.com'
<gfernroger01@hotmail.com>; 'info@contact .advent ist .org' <info@contact .advent ist .org>; 'info@nadadvent ist .org'
<info@nadadventist .org>; 'communicat ion@adventist .ca' <communicat ion@advent ist .ca>;
'mhylton@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <mhylton@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'clindberg@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<clindberg@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'swall@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <swall@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'carbeau@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <carbeau@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'ababida@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<ababida@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'dbaker@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <dbaker@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'mbart ley@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <mbart ley@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'rbiscaro@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<rbiscaro@mansaskadventist .ca>; 'fcela@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <fcela@mansaskadvent ist.ca>;
'jdavila@mansaskadventist .ca' <jdavila@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'sdixon@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<sdixon@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'tguderyan@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <tguderyan@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'jkim@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <jkim@mansaskadvent ist.ca>; 'alennon@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<alennon@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'smanly@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <smanly@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'emanzanares@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <emanzanares@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'rmarshall@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<rmarshall@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'rmena@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <rmena@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'holiphant@mansaskadvent ist.ca' <holiphant@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'dpereira@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<dpereira@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'lpoama@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <lpoama@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'lt ilihoi@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <lt ilihoi@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'gali@albertaadvent ist .ca' <gali@albertaadvent ist .ca>;
'aalvir@albertaadvent ist .ca' <aalvir@albertaadvent ist .ca>; 'rferary@albertaadvent ist .ca'
<rferary@albertaadvent ist .ca>; 'ghodder@albertaadvent ist .ca' <ghodder@albertaadvent ist .ca>;
'wwilliams@albertaadvent ist .ca' <wwilliams@albertaadvent ist .ca>; 'lwilton@albertaadventist .ca'
<lwilton@albertaadvent ist .ca>; 'familyminist ries@albertaadventist .ca' <familyminist ries@albertaadvent ist .ca>;
'acs@albertaadvent ist .ca' <acs@albertaadvent ist .ca>; 'president ial@adventist .ca' <president ial@advent ist.ca>;
'anderson.cathy@advent ist .ca' <anderson.cathy@advent ist .ca>; 'page.campbell@advent ist .ca'
<page.campbell@advent ist .ca>; 'guarin-adap.chris@advent ist .ca' <guarin-adap.chris@advent ist .ca>;
'mackintosh.grace@advent ist .ca' <mackintosh.grace@advent ist .ca>; 'keys.t ina@advent ist .ca' <keys.t ina@advent ist .ca>;
'ainzee3@hotmail.com' <ainzee3@hotmail.com>; 'a.hydukewich@gmail.com' <a.hydukewich@gmail.com>;
'arlenk@xplornet .ca' <arlenk@xplornet .ca>; 'bmgilbert92@gmail.com' <bmgilbert92@gmail.com>;
'barbcarley@icloud.com' <barbcarley@icloud.com>; 'bcgleason@earthlink.net ' <bcgleason@earthlink.net>;
'beningerlena@hotmail.ca' <beningerlena@hotmail.ca>; 'bkwon3004@gmail.com' <bkwon3004@gmail.com>;
'cadubyna@gmail.com' <cadubyna@gmail.com>; 'carleyc@sasktel.net ' <carleyc@sasktel.net>;
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'cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net ' <cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net>; 'chadrick.carley@syngenta.com'
<chadrick.carley@syngenta.com>; 'cscarley@sasktel.net ' <cscarley@sasktel.net>; 'handdkivimaa@sasktel.net '
<handdkivimaa@sasktel.net>; 'Dawn Lund' <d.lund@sasktel.net>; 'dollyse13@gmail.com' <dollyse13@gmail.com>;
'donmvsb@icloud.com' <donmvsb@icloud.com>; 'elysyshyn@hotmail.com' <elysyshyn@hotmail.com>; 'Gary Lund'
<g.lund@sasktel.net>; 'guizz4bel@gmail.com' <guizz4bel@gmail.com>; 'janoyany@hotmail.com'
<janoyany@hotmail.com>; 'j.wright@sasktel.net ' <j.wright@sasktel.net>; 'James Kwon' <jkwon@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'jaysonalvarez017@yahoo.com' <jaysonalvarez017@yahoo.com>; 'jenbakos2013@hotmail.ca'
<jenbakos2013@hotmail.ca>; 'jhydukewich16@gmail.com' <jhydukewich16@gmail.com>; 'jimrogersrce@gmail.com'
<jimrogersrce@gmail.com>; 'kcarley1@blackberry.net' <kcarley1@blackberry.net>; 'j_harris07@hotmail.com'
<j_harris07@hotmail.com>; 'laghbo@gmail.com' <laghbo@gmail.com>; 'laxdal52@hotmail.com'
<laxdal52@hotmail.com>; 'mcbean32@me.com' <mcbean32@me.com>; 'wgeates@sasktel.net '
<wgeates@sasktel.net>; 'lyle_williams@hotmail.com' <lyle_williams@hotmail.com>; 'mysha393@gmail.com'
<mysha393@gmail.com>; 'mazel@sasktel.net ' <mazel@sasktel.net>; 'mieke_williams@hotmail.com'
<mieke_williams@hotmail.com>; 'nursebear16@gmail.com' <nursebear16@gmail.com>; 'ooica15@gmail.com'
<ooica15@gmail.com>; 'geerdtsfamily@sasktel.net' <geerdtsfamily@sasktel.net>; 'luvme@sasktel.net'
<luvme@sasktel.net>; 'rhoda624@yahoo.com' <rhoda624@yahoo.com>; 've5tnt@yahoo.com' <ve5tnt@yahoo.com>;
'rondi_a_kapiniak@hotmail.com' <rondi_a_kapiniak@hotmail.com>; 'ruby_ann_22@msn.com'
<ruby_ann_22@msn.com>; 's.beninger@hotmail.com' <s.beninger@hotmail.com>; 't iibred7@yahoo.com'
<t iibred7@yahoo.com>; 'sheilargut@hotmail.com' <sheilargut@hotmail.com>; 'sagreenhough@hotmail.com'
<sagreenhough@hotmail.com>; 'sboateng20@out look.com' <sboateng20@out look.com>; 'tatarynj@hotmail.com'
<tatarynj@hotmail.com>; 'thegoodlife@lit t leloon.ca' <thegoodlife@lit t leloon.ca>; 'txc164@case.edu'
<txc164@case.edu>; 't ie454@hotmail.com' <t ie454@hotmail.com>; 've5lod@gmail.com' <ve5lod@gmail.com>;
'zwfriend@yahoo.com' <zwfriend@yahoo.com>; 'mcollins@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <mcollins@mansaskadventist .ca>;
'jdavila@mansaskadventist .ca' <jdavila@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'Julio Davila' <jdavila@burmanu.ca>; 'Andrew Kelley'
<andly777@yahoo.com>; 'Helen Becker' <rhbecker@litt leloon.ca>; 'Glenda Nischuk' <betterliving2@sasktel.net>;
'Isaacdarko@burmanu.ca' <Isaacdarko@burmanu.ca>; 'irali@shaw.ca' <irali@shaw.ca>; 'Isaac Darko'
<isaacdarko@burmanu.ca>; 'hank.julie@sasktel.net ' <hank.julie@sasktel.net>; 'jmdesa70@gmail.com'
<jmdesa70@gmail.com>; 'dallasgareau@gmail.com' <dallasgareau@gmail.com>; 'elahuc@sasktel.net '
<elahuc@sasktel.net>; 'clintonwahl@hotmail.com' <clintonwahl@hotmail.com>; 'm.hwiebe@sasktel.net '
<m.hwiebe@sasktel.net>; 'rzoerb@yahoo.com' <rzoerb@yahoo.com>; 'marallen@sasktel.net ' <marallen@sasktel.net>;
'orca@orcasound.ca' <orca@orcasound.ca>; 'carlamae@orcasound.ca' <carlamae@orcasound.ca>;
'smariebaker6532@gmail.com' <smariebaker6532@gmail.com>; 'capcarad@sasktel.net ' <capcarad@sasktel.net>;
'jbergen.c@gmail.com' <jbergen.c@gmail.com>; 'mark_bergen123@yahoo.com' <mark_bergen123@yahoo.com>;
'wendygareau@gmail.com' <wendygareau@gmail.com>; 'pegisn2prosperity@yahoo.ca'
<pegisn2prosperity@yahoo.ca>; 'hall11ry@uregina.ca' <hall11ry@uregina.ca>; 'olson_retreathouse@hotmail.com'
<olson_retreathouse@hotmail.com>; 'aimee_pocket t@hotmail.com' <aimee_pocket t@hotmail.com>;
'rleebs@sasktel.net ' <rleebs@sasktel.net>; 'joyceliebreich@hotmail.com' <joyceliebreich@hotmail.com>;
'kluneng71@gmail.com' <kluneng71@gmail.com>; 'hemar@sasktel.net ' <hemar@sasktel.net>;
'aleisha.j.mazier@gmail.com' <aleisha.j.mazier@gmail.com>; 'zuzumami@gmail.com' <zuzumami@gmail.com>;
'nursemickey@gmail.com' <nursemickey@gmail.com>; 'akothmolly@yahoo.com' <akothmolly@yahoo.com>;
'james.oloo@alumni.uleth.ca' <james.oloo@alumni.uleth.ca>; 'loisot te@gmail.com' <loisot te@gmail.com>;
'aarron11@msn.com' <aarron11@msn.com>; 'rey_taker_555@hotmail.com' <rey_taker_555@hotmail.com>;
'st rawberry459@hotmail.com' <strawberry459@hotmail.com>; 'lisapreb@icloud.com' <lisapreb@icloud.com>;
'ernie.proust@yahoo.com' <ernie.proust@yahoo.com>; 'akit rak@outlook.com' <akit rak@outlook.com>;
'beamer072@yahoo.com' <beamer072@yahoo.com>; 'marjorit tariddell@gmail.com' <marjorit tariddell@gmail.com>;
'ednarogers28@gmail.com' <ednarogers28@gmail.com>; 'rjsaccucci@hotmail.com' <rjsaccucci@hotmail.com>;
'kerryphoto@gmail.com' <kerryphoto@gmail.com>; 'lizzy.ss@shaw.ca' <lizzy.ss@shaw.ca>; 'ruby.sparks@live.com'
<ruby.sparks@live.com>; 'teresawahl1@hotmail.com' <teresawahl1@hotmail.com>; 'gatwak@sasktel.net '
<gatwak@sasktel.net>; 'cicilialamunu@gmail.com' <cicilialamunu@gmail.com>; 'e.wani@hotmail.com'
<e.wani@hotmail.com>; 'bacon-acres@hotmail.com' <bacon-acres@hotmail.com>; 'adamsmarilyn322@gmail.com'
<adamsmarilyn322@gmail.com>; 'stebeng@yahoo.com' <stebeng@yahoo.com>; 'morenolina287@gmail.com'
<morenolina287@gmail.com>; 'marnie.m.peart@gmail.com' <marnie.m.peart@gmail.com>; 'boniffer@gmail.com'
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<boniffer@gmail.com>; 'europroconcrete@gmail.com' <europroconcrete@gmail.com>; 'evelynsefu@gmail.com'
<evelynsefu@gmail.com>; 'weszary@gmail.com' <weszary@gmail.com>; 'emaxi@mansaskadvent ist.ca'
<emaxi@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'juanrobledo@txsda.org' <juanrobledo@txsda.org>; 't ips@rebelnews.com'
<t ips@rebelnews.com>; 't ips@GlobalTVBC.com' <t ips@GlobalTVBC.com>; 'cbcnlinvest igates@cbc.ca'
<cbcnlinvest igates@cbc.ca>
Subject: RE: Richardson v Richardson - CACV4048 and informat ion that Amy Groothius is reported for Criminal
Int imidat ion of a Witness
Importance: High

Court  of Appeal for Saskatchewan,

A phone call must accompany every t ransmission of a document  from the regist rar of the Court of Appeal for
Saskatchewan who is sending the document, and I must  verbally acknowledge it  and will determine a specific
acknowledgement  in writ ing at the t ime of the phone call and a audio recording of the conversat ion will be made by me
which will clearly have the regist rar ident ify themselves with their full name and I will at tach the recording to an email
along with the writ ten confirmat ion and that  writ ten confirmat ion will also be sent by fax. All of these steps must be

taken for my safety. In this email and the previous ones.

This will also be forwarded to the RCM P.

Kind regards,

Dale Richardson, B.TECH, M ET, TT (AB), Associate (SK)
North Bat t leford, SK
unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com
Tel 306 441 7010

The email in this signature is for humanitarian purposes only. For Greater Certainty, while it is owned by DSR Karis

Consulting Inc., this email is for humanitarian purposes and no business is conducted through this email. Email can

only be addressed to the person whose signature is affixed to the email. No email is to be addressed to DSR Karis

Consulting Inc. through unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com email for any purposes of any kind.

From: Unity
Sent: September 29, 2022 1:48 PM
To: 'Regist rar, Court  of Appeal' <CARegist rar@sasklawcourts.ca>; 'Spray, Erin' <Erin.Spray@just ice.gc.ca>; 'Stevenson,
Just in JU' <just in.stevenson@gov.sk.ca>; 'ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com' <ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com>;
'patriciam@matrixlawgroup.ca' <patriciam@matrixlawgroup.ca>; 'Saskatoon-FC (JUS /  JUS' <sas.fc@justice.gc.ca>
Cc: 'Price, Emily' <Emily.Price@cas-sat j.gc.ca>; 'law.recept ion@calgary.ca' <law.reception@calgary.ca>;
'reception@matrixlawgroup.ca' <recept ion@matrixlawgroup.ca>; 'colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca
(colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca)' <colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca>; 'emily.price@cas-sat j.gc.ca' <emily.price@cas-satj.gc.ca>;
'hlaing@mcdougallgauley.com' <hlaing@mcdougallgauley.com>; 'M arie K. Stack' <m.stack@mckercher.ca>;
'vthomson@owzw.com' <vthomson@owzw.com>; 'bcomba@emeryjamieson.com' <bcomba@emeryjamieson.com>;
'Paula Safadi' <Paula.Safadi@albertacourts.ca>; 'carolinsask@yahoo.ca' <carolinsask@yahoo.ca>;
'cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net ' <cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net>; 'chadrick.carley@syngenta.com'
<chadrick.carley@syngenta.com>; 'ciprianbolah@gmail.com' <ciprianbolah@gmail.com>; 'cscarley@sasktel.net '
<cscarley@sasktel.net>; 'dollyse13@gmail.com' <dollyse13@gmail.com>; 'donmvsb@icloud.com'
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<donmvsb@icloud.com>; 'eddieg@sasktel.net ' <eddieg@sasktel.net>; 'elysyshyn@hotmail.com'
<elysyshyn@hotmail.com>; 'guizz4bel@gmail.com' <guizz4bel@gmail.com>; 'hebertkim@hotmail.com'
<hebertkim@hotmail.com>; 'holmlaw@sasktel.net ' <holmlaw@sasktel.net>; 'j.wright@sasktel.net '
<j.wright@sasktel.net>; 'jhydukewich16@gmail.com' <jhydukewich16@gmail.com>; 'kcarley1@blackberry.net '
<kcarley1@blackberry.net>; 'barbcarley@icloud.com' <barbcarley@icloud.com>; 'bcgleason@earthlink.net '
<bcgleason@earthlink.net>; 'beningerlena@hotmail.ca' <beningerlena@hotmail.ca>; 'cadubyna@gmail.com'
<cadubyna@gmail.com>; 'carleyc@sasktel.net ' <carleyc@sasktel.net>; 'president@gc.advent ist .org'
<president@gc.advent ist .org>; 'sdannuc@gmail.com' <sdannuc@gmail.com>; 'gfernroger01@hotmail.com'
<gfernroger01@hotmail.com>; 'info@contact .advent ist .org' <info@contact .advent ist .org>; 'info@nadadvent ist .org'
<info@nadadventist .org>; 'communicat ion@adventist .ca' <communicat ion@advent ist .ca>;
'mhylton@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <mhylton@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'clindberg@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<clindberg@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'swall@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <swall@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'carbeau@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <carbeau@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'ababida@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<ababida@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'dbaker@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <dbaker@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'mbart ley@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <mbart ley@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'rbiscaro@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<rbiscaro@mansaskadventist .ca>; 'fcela@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <fcela@mansaskadvent ist.ca>;
'jdavila@mansaskadventist .ca' <jdavila@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'sdixon@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<sdixon@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'tguderyan@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <tguderyan@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'jkim@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <jkim@mansaskadvent ist.ca>; 'alennon@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<alennon@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'smanly@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <smanly@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'emanzanares@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <emanzanares@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'rmarshall@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<rmarshall@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'rmena@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <rmena@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'holiphant@mansaskadvent ist.ca' <holiphant@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'dpereira@mansaskadvent ist .ca'
<dpereira@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'lpoama@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <lpoama@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'lt ilihoi@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <lt ilihoi@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'gali@albertaadvent ist .ca' <gali@albertaadvent ist .ca>;
'aalvir@albertaadvent ist .ca' <aalvir@albertaadvent ist .ca>; 'rferary@albertaadvent ist .ca'
<rferary@albertaadvent ist .ca>; 'ghodder@albertaadvent ist .ca' <ghodder@albertaadvent ist .ca>;
'wwilliams@albertaadvent ist .ca' <wwilliams@albertaadvent ist .ca>; 'lwilton@albertaadventist .ca'
<lwilton@albertaadvent ist .ca>; 'familyminist ries@albertaadventist .ca' <familyminist ries@albertaadvent ist .ca>;
'acs@albertaadvent ist .ca' <acs@albertaadvent ist .ca>; 'president ial@adventist .ca' <president ial@advent ist.ca>;
'anderson.cathy@advent ist .ca' <anderson.cathy@advent ist .ca>; 'page.campbell@advent ist .ca'
<page.campbell@advent ist .ca>; 'guarin-adap.chris@advent ist .ca' <guarin-adap.chris@advent ist .ca>;
'mackintosh.grace@advent ist .ca' <mackintosh.grace@advent ist .ca>; 'keys.t ina@advent ist .ca' <keys.t ina@advent ist .ca>;
'ainzee3@hotmail.com' <ainzee3@hotmail.com>; 'a.hydukewich@gmail.com' <a.hydukewich@gmail.com>;
'arlenk@xplornet .ca' <arlenk@xplornet .ca>; 'bmgilbert92@gmail.com' <bmgilbert92@gmail.com>;
'barbcarley@icloud.com' <barbcarley@icloud.com>; 'bcgleason@earthlink.net ' <bcgleason@earthlink.net>;
'beningerlena@hotmail.ca' <beningerlena@hotmail.ca>; 'bkwon3004@gmail.com' <bkwon3004@gmail.com>;
'cadubyna@gmail.com' <cadubyna@gmail.com>; 'carleyc@sasktel.net ' <carleyc@sasktel.net>;
'cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net ' <cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net>; 'chadrick.carley@syngenta.com'
<chadrick.carley@syngenta.com>; 'cscarley@sasktel.net ' <cscarley@sasktel.net>; 'handdkivimaa@sasktel.net '
<handdkivimaa@sasktel.net>; 'Dawn Lund' <d.lund@sasktel.net>; 'dollyse13@gmail.com' <dollyse13@gmail.com>;
'donmvsb@icloud.com' <donmvsb@icloud.com>; 'elysyshyn@hotmail.com' <elysyshyn@hotmail.com>; 'Gary Lund'
<g.lund@sasktel.net>; 'guizz4bel@gmail.com' <guizz4bel@gmail.com>; 'janoyany@hotmail.com'
<janoyany@hotmail.com>; 'j.wright@sasktel.net ' <j.wright@sasktel.net>; 'James Kwon' <jkwon@mansaskadvent ist .ca>;
'jaysonalvarez017@yahoo.com' <jaysonalvarez017@yahoo.com>; 'jenbakos2013@hotmail.ca'
<jenbakos2013@hotmail.ca>; 'jhydukewich16@gmail.com' <jhydukewich16@gmail.com>; 'jimrogersrce@gmail.com'
<jimrogersrce@gmail.com>; 'kcarley1@blackberry.net' <kcarley1@blackberry.net>; 'j_harris07@hotmail.com'
<j_harris07@hotmail.com>; 'laghbo@gmail.com' <laghbo@gmail.com>; 'laxdal52@hotmail.com'
<laxdal52@hotmail.com>; 'mcbean32@me.com' <mcbean32@me.com>; 'wgeates@sasktel.net '
<wgeates@sasktel.net>; 'lyle_williams@hotmail.com' <lyle_williams@hotmail.com>; 'mysha393@gmail.com'
<mysha393@gmail.com>; 'mazel@sasktel.net ' <mazel@sasktel.net>; 'mieke_williams@hotmail.com'
<mieke_williams@hotmail.com>; 'nursebear16@gmail.com' <nursebear16@gmail.com>; 'ooica15@gmail.com'
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<ooica15@gmail.com>; 'geerdtsfamily@sasktel.net' <geerdtsfamily@sasktel.net>; 'luvme@sasktel.net'
<luvme@sasktel.net>; 'rhoda624@yahoo.com' <rhoda624@yahoo.com>; 've5tnt@yahoo.com' <ve5tnt@yahoo.com>;
'rondi_a_kapiniak@hotmail.com' <rondi_a_kapiniak@hotmail.com>; 'ruby_ann_22@msn.com'
<ruby_ann_22@msn.com>; 's.beninger@hotmail.com' <s.beninger@hotmail.com>; 't iibred7@yahoo.com'
<t iibred7@yahoo.com>; 'sheilargut@hotmail.com' <sheilargut@hotmail.com>; 'sagreenhough@hotmail.com'
<sagreenhough@hotmail.com>; 'sboateng20@out look.com' <sboateng20@out look.com>; 'tatarynj@hotmail.com'
<tatarynj@hotmail.com>; 'thegoodlife@lit t leloon.ca' <thegoodlife@lit t leloon.ca>; 'txc164@case.edu'
<txc164@case.edu>; 't ie454@hotmail.com' <t ie454@hotmail.com>; 've5lod@gmail.com' <ve5lod@gmail.com>;
'zwfriend@yahoo.com' <zwfriend@yahoo.com>; 'mcollins@mansaskadvent ist .ca' <mcollins@mansaskadventist .ca>;
'jdavila@mansaskadventist .ca' <jdavila@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'Julio Davila' <jdavila@burmanu.ca>; 'Andrew Kelley'
<andly777@yahoo.com>; 'Helen Becker' <rhbecker@litt leloon.ca>; 'Glenda Nischuk' <betterliving2@sasktel.net>;
'Isaacdarko@burmanu.ca' <Isaacdarko@burmanu.ca>; 'irali@shaw.ca' <irali@shaw.ca>; 'Isaac Darko'
<isaacdarko@burmanu.ca>; 'hank.julie@sasktel.net ' <hank.julie@sasktel.net>; 'jmdesa70@gmail.com'
<jmdesa70@gmail.com>; 'dallasgareau@gmail.com' <dallasgareau@gmail.com>; 'elahuc@sasktel.net '
<elahuc@sasktel.net>; 'clintonwahl@hotmail.com' <clintonwahl@hotmail.com>; 'm.hwiebe@sasktel.net '
<m.hwiebe@sasktel.net>; 'rzoerb@yahoo.com' <rzoerb@yahoo.com>; 'marallen@sasktel.net ' <marallen@sasktel.net>;
'orca@orcasound.ca' <orca@orcasound.ca>; 'carlamae@orcasound.ca' <carlamae@orcasound.ca>;
'smariebaker6532@gmail.com' <smariebaker6532@gmail.com>; 'capcarad@sasktel.net ' <capcarad@sasktel.net>;
'jbergen.c@gmail.com' <jbergen.c@gmail.com>; 'mark_bergen123@yahoo.com' <mark_bergen123@yahoo.com>;
'wendygareau@gmail.com' <wendygareau@gmail.com>; 'pegisn2prosperity@yahoo.ca'
<pegisn2prosperity@yahoo.ca>; 'hall11ry@uregina.ca' <hall11ry@uregina.ca>; 'olson_retreathouse@hotmail.com'
<olson_retreathouse@hotmail.com>; 'aimee_pocket t@hotmail.com' <aimee_pocket t@hotmail.com>;
'rleebs@sasktel.net ' <rleebs@sasktel.net>; 'joyceliebreich@hotmail.com' <joyceliebreich@hotmail.com>;
'kluneng71@gmail.com' <kluneng71@gmail.com>; 'hemar@sasktel.net ' <hemar@sasktel.net>;
'aleisha.j.mazier@gmail.com' <aleisha.j.mazier@gmail.com>; 'zuzumami@gmail.com' <zuzumami@gmail.com>;
'nursemickey@gmail.com' <nursemickey@gmail.com>; 'akothmolly@yahoo.com' <akothmolly@yahoo.com>;
'james.oloo@alumni.uleth.ca' <james.oloo@alumni.uleth.ca>; 'loisot te@gmail.com' <loisot te@gmail.com>;
'aarron11@msn.com' <aarron11@msn.com>; 'rey_taker_555@hotmail.com' <rey_taker_555@hotmail.com>;
'st rawberry459@hotmail.com' <strawberry459@hotmail.com>; 'lisapreb@icloud.com' <lisapreb@icloud.com>;
'ernie.proust@yahoo.com' <ernie.proust@yahoo.com>; 'akit rak@outlook.com' <akit rak@outlook.com>;
'beamer072@yahoo.com' <beamer072@yahoo.com>; 'marjorit tariddell@gmail.com' <marjorit tariddell@gmail.com>;
'ednarogers28@gmail.com' <ednarogers28@gmail.com>; 'rjsaccucci@hotmail.com' <rjsaccucci@hotmail.com>;
'kerryphoto@gmail.com' <kerryphoto@gmail.com>; 'lizzy.ss@shaw.ca' <lizzy.ss@shaw.ca>; 'ruby.sparks@live.com'
<ruby.sparks@live.com>; 'teresawahl1@hotmail.com' <teresawahl1@hotmail.com>; 'gatwak@sasktel.net '
<gatwak@sasktel.net>; 'cicilialamunu@gmail.com' <cicilialamunu@gmail.com>; 'e.wani@hotmail.com'
<e.wani@hotmail.com>; 'bacon-acres@hotmail.com' <bacon-acres@hotmail.com>; 'adamsmarilyn322@gmail.com'
<adamsmarilyn322@gmail.com>; 'stebeng@yahoo.com' <stebeng@yahoo.com>; 'morenolina287@gmail.com'
<morenolina287@gmail.com>; 'marnie.m.peart@gmail.com' <marnie.m.peart@gmail.com>; 'boniffer@gmail.com'
<boniffer@gmail.com>; 'europroconcrete@gmail.com' <europroconcrete@gmail.com>; 'evelynsefu@gmail.com'
<evelynsefu@gmail.com>; 'weszary@gmail.com' <weszary@gmail.com>; 'emaxi@mansaskadvent ist.ca'
<emaxi@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; 'juanrobledo@txsda.org' <juanrobledo@txsda.org>; 't ips@rebelnews.com'
<t ips@rebelnews.com>; 't ips@GlobalTVBC.com' <t ips@GlobalTVBC.com>; 'cbcnlinvest igates@cbc.ca'
<cbcnlinvest igates@cbc.ca>
Subject: RE: Richardson v Richardson - CACV4048 and informat ion that Amy Groothius is reported for Criminal
Int imidat ion of a Witness
Importance: High

To the Court  of Appeal for Saskatchewan,

All Documents will also be sent by fax to 639-630-2551 from the Court of Appeal of Saskatchewan in addition to

email. Every document  must  be sent by fax and include the email receipts of the documentat ion sent  by email to the fax
for greater certainty and clarity, as there have been evidence of fraud using emails coming from a number of courts.
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This communication will also be forwarded to the RCM P for greater certainty and clarity. Just in Stevenson, Erin Spray,
Jessica Karam and Amy Groothius are prohibited from sending any communicat ion of any form to this fax number and
each person must  ident ify themselves by name when each fax is sent, or it  will be reported for criminal int imidat ion of a
witness.

Kind regards,

Dale Richardson, B.TECH, M ET, TT (AB), Associate (SK)
North Bat t leford, SK
unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com
Tel 306 441 7010

The email in this signature is for humanitarian purposes only. For Greater Certainty, while it is owned by DSR Karis

Consulting Inc., this email is for humanitarian purposes and no business is conducted through this email. Email can

only be addressed to the person whose signature is affixed to the email. No email is to be addressed to DSR Karis

Consulting Inc. through unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com email for any purposes of any kind.

From: Unity
Sent: September 29, 2022 1:39 PM
To: Regist rar, Court  of Appeal <CARegist rar@sasklawcourts.ca>; Spray, Erin <Erin.Spray@just ice.gc.ca>; Stevenson,
Just in JU <just in.stevenson@gov.sk.ca>; ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com; patriciam@matrixlawgroup.ca; 'Saskatoon-FC
(JUS /  JUS' <sas.fc@justice.gc.ca>
Cc: Price, Emily <Emily.Price@cas-sat j.gc.ca>; law.recept ion@calgary.ca; recept ion@matrixlawgroup.ca;
colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca (colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca) <colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca>; emily.price@cas-satj.gc.ca;
hlaing@mcdougallgauley.com; M arie K. Stack <m.stack@mckercher.ca>; vthomson@owzw.com;
bcomba@emeryjamieson.com; Paula Safadi <Paula.Safadi@albertacourts.ca>; carolinsask@yahoo.ca;
cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net; chadrick.carley@syngenta.com; ciprianbolah@gmail.com; cscarley@sasktel.net;
dollyse13@gmail.com; donmvsb@icloud.com; eddieg@sasktel.net ; elysyshyn@hotmail.com; guizz4bel@gmail.com;
hebertkim@hotmail.com; holmlaw@sasktel.net; j.wright@sasktel.net ; jhydukewich16@gmail.com;
kcarley1@blackberry.net ; barbcarley@icloud.com; bcgleason@earthlink.net ; beningerlena@hotmail.ca;
cadubyna@gmail.com; carleyc@sasktel.net; president@gc.advent ist .org; sdannuc@gmail.com;
gfernroger01@hotmail.com; info@contact .advent ist .org; info@nadadventist .org; communicat ion@advent ist.ca;
mhylton@mansaskadvent ist .ca; clindberg@mansaskadvent ist .ca; swall@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
carbeau@mansaskadvent ist .ca; ababida@mansaskadvent ist .ca; dbaker@mansaskadventist .ca;
mbart ley@mansaskadvent ist .ca; rbiscaro@mansaskadvent ist .ca; fcela@mansaskadvent ist.ca;
jdavila@mansaskadvent ist .ca; sdixon@mansaskadventist .ca; tguderyan@mansaskadventist.ca;
jkim@mansaskadvent ist.ca; alennon@mansaskadvent ist .ca; smanly@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
emanzanares@mansaskadvent ist .ca; rmarshall@mansaskadvent ist .ca; rmena@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
holiphant@mansaskadventist.ca; dpereira@mansaskadvent ist .ca; lpoama@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
lt ilihoi@mansaskadvent ist .ca; gali@albertaadvent ist .ca; aalvir@albertaadvent ist .ca; rferary@albertaadvent ist .ca;
ghodder@albertaadvent ist .ca; wwilliams@albertaadvent ist .ca; lwilton@albertaadvent ist .ca;
familyminist ries@albertaadvent ist.ca; acs@albertaadvent ist .ca; president ial@advent ist.ca;
anderson.cathy@advent ist .ca; page.campbell@adventist .ca; guarin-adap.chris@advent ist .ca;
mackintosh.grace@advent ist.ca; keys.t ina@adventist.ca; ainzee3@hotmail.com; a.hydukewich@gmail.com;
arlenk@xplornet .ca; bmgilbert92@gmail.com; barbcarley@icloud.com; bcgleason@earthlink.net ;
beningerlena@hotmail.ca; bkwon3004@gmail.com; cadubyna@gmail.com; carleyc@sasktel.net;
cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net; chadrick.carley@syngenta.com; cscarley@sasktel.net ; handdkivimaa@sasktel.net; 'Dawn
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Lund' <d.lund@sasktel.net>; dollyse13@gmail.com; donmvsb@icloud.com; elysyshyn@hotmail.com; Gary Lund
<g.lund@sasktel.net>; guizz4bel@gmail.com; janoyany@hotmail.com; j.wright@sasktel.net; 'James Kwon'
<jkwon@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; jaysonalvarez017@yahoo.com; jenbakos2013@hotmail.ca;
jhydukewich16@gmail.com; jimrogersrce@gmail.com; kcarley1@blackberry.net; j_harris07@hotmail.com;
laghbo@gmail.com; laxdal52@hotmail.com; mcbean32@me.com; wgeates@sasktel.net; lyle_williams@hotmail.com;
mysha393@gmail.com; mazel@sasktel.net; mieke_williams@hotmail.com; nursebear16@gmail.com;
ooica15@gmail.com; geerdtsfamily@sasktel.net; luvme@sasktel.net ; rhoda624@yahoo.com; ve5tnt@yahoo.com;
rondi_a_kapiniak@hotmail.com; ruby_ann_22@msn.com; s.beninger@hotmail.com; t iibred7@yahoo.com;
sheilargut@hotmail.com; sagreenhough@hotmail.com; sboateng20@out look.com; tatarynj@hotmail.com;
thegoodlife@lit t leloon.ca; txc164@case.edu; t ie454@hotmail.com; ve5lod@gmail.com; zwfriend@yahoo.com;
mcollins@mansaskadvent ist .ca; jdavila@mansaskadvent ist .ca; Julio Davila <jdavila@burmanu.ca>; Andrew Kelley
<andly777@yahoo.com>; Helen Becker <rhbecker@litt leloon.ca>; Glenda Nischuk <bet terliving2@sasktel.net>;
Isaacdarko@burmanu.ca; irali@shaw.ca; Isaac Darko <isaacdarko@burmanu.ca>; hank.julie@sasktel.net ;
jmdesa70@gmail.com; dallasgareau@gmail.com; elahuc@sasktel.net; clintonwahl@hotmail.com;
m.hwiebe@sasktel.net; rzoerb@yahoo.com; marallen@sasktel.net ; orca@orcasound.ca; carlamae@orcasound.ca;
smariebaker6532@gmail.com; capcarad@sasktel.net ; jbergen.c@gmail.com; mark_bergen123@yahoo.com;
wendygareau@gmail.com; pegisn2prosperity@yahoo.ca; hall11ry@uregina.ca; olson_retreathouse@hotmail.com;
aimee_pockett@hotmail.com; rleebs@sasktel.net; joyceliebreich@hotmail.com; kluneng71@gmail.com;
hemar@sasktel.net; aleisha.j.mazier@gmail.com; zuzumami@gmail.com; nursemickey@gmail.com;
akothmolly@yahoo.com; james.oloo@alumni.uleth.ca; loisot te@gmail.com; aarron11@msn.com;
rey_taker_555@hotmail.com; strawberry459@hotmail.com; lisapreb@icloud.com; ernie.proust@yahoo.com;
akit rak@outlook.com; beamer072@yahoo.com; marjorit tariddell@gmail.com; ednarogers28@gmail.com;
rjsaccucci@hotmail.com; kerryphoto@gmail.com; lizzy.ss@shaw.ca; ruby.sparks@live.com; teresawahl1@hotmail.com;
gatwak@sasktel.net; cicilialamunu@gmail.com; e.wani@hotmail.com; bacon-acres@hotmail.com;
adamsmarilyn322@gmail.com; stebeng@yahoo.com; morenolina287@gmail.com; marnie.m.peart@gmail.com;
boniffer@gmail.com; europroconcrete@gmail.com; evelynsefu@gmail.com; weszary@gmail.com;
emaxi@mansaskadvent ist .ca; juanrobledo@txsda.org; t ips@rebelnews.com; t ips@GlobalTVBC.com;
cbcnlinvest igates@cbc.ca
Subject: RE: Richardson v Richardson - CACV4048 and informat ion that Amy Groothius is reported for Criminal
Int imidat ion of a Witness
Importance: High

To the Court  of Appeal,

I am writ ing to inform the Court  that  Amy Groothius has now been reported for criminal int imidat ion of a witness after
receiving knowledge that Jessica Karam and Erin Spray were reported for Criminal int imidat ion of a witness and chose
to include them in the following email This too will be reported immediately to the RCM P. The Court  of Appeal is hereby
prohibited from including Jessica Karam and Erin Spray from any communicat ions with the Court  and each t ime that this
is done, I will report  it  as a separate incident  of criminal int imidat ion of a witness. Each regist rar agent  must ident ify
themselves or each t ime they do not  I will report it  to the RCM P as criminal int imidat ion of a witness.

Amy Groothius is prohibited from communicat ing with me for any purposes and must  recuse herself immediately from
all mat ters pertaining to me. Having her in charge of any mat ters of mine is criminal int imidat ion of a witness and I no
longer want  to be int imidated by Amy Groothius or any other agent of the Court  as int imidat ion of a witness who has
made a criminal complaint  is a crime.

I expect that  the Court  of Appeal will no longer int imidate  me for my criminal complaint  and all reply must  be made
publicly to every person cc’d in this email. So that  the Court ’s Act ions will be demonstrated publicly. For my safety and
to impede the ability of rogue agents to int imidate me this must be respected.

Furthermore, the Court  must  acknowledge that  I criminal complaints were made. Do not include Jessica Karam, Erin
Spray and Justin Stevenson in any future emails. Just in Stevenson officially has no more consent  to contact  me in any
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form as he too has been involved in criminal int imidat ion. Each t ime that Just in Stevenson Contacts me in any form he
will also be reported for criminal int imidat ion. As will Amy Groothius, Jessica Karam and Erin Spray. Any communicat ion
sent  by a regist rar that is sent  without a name will be reported as criminal int imidat ion by Amy Groothius. Stop the
int imidation.

Kind regards,

Dale Richardson, B.TECH, M ET, TT (AB), Associate (SK)
North Bat t leford, SK
unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com
Tel 306 441 7010

The email in this signature is for humanitarian purposes only. For Greater Certainty, while it is owned by DSR Karis

Consulting Inc., this email is for humanitarian purposes and no business is conducted through this email. Email can

only be addressed to the person whose signature is affixed to the email. No email is to be addressed to DSR Karis

Consulting Inc. through unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com email for any purposes of any kind.

From: Groothuis, Amy <agroothuis@sasklawcourts.ca>
Sent: September 29, 2022 1:15 PM
To: Unity <unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com>
Cc: Spray, Erin <Erin.Spray@just ice.gc.ca>; Stevenson, Just in JU <just in.stevenson@gov.sk.ca>;
ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com; patriciam@matrixlawgroup.ca; 'Saskatoon-FC (JUS /  JUS' <sas.fc@justice.gc.ca>
Subject: RE: Richardson v Richardson - CACV4048

Hi Dale,

Thank you for confirming that all future correspondence, including hearing notices, should be provided to you by
electronic means only. We will make a note on our file to ensure that no hard copies of any documents are mailed to you,
and that all communication with you is limited to only being via email.

If at any future point you would like to start receiving communication via mail, please just let us know.

Amy

Amy Groothuis

Registrar

Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan

Victoria Avenue Court House
2425 Victoria Avenue
Regina SK S4P 4W6

Direct: 306.787.5258
Email: agroothuis@sasklawcourts.ca
www.sasklawcourts.ca

From: Unity <unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com>
Sent: September 29, 2022 11:59 AM
To: Spray, Erin <Erin.Spray@just ice.gc.ca>; Stevenson, Just in JU <just in.stevenson@gov.sk.ca>;
ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com; patriciam@matrixlawgroup.ca; Regist rar, Court of Appeal
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<CARegist rar@sasklawcourts.ca>; 'Saskatoon-FC (JUS /  JUS' <sas.fc@justice.gc.ca>
Cc: Price, Emily <Emily.Price@cas-sat j.gc.ca>; law.recept ion@calgary.ca; recept ion@matrixlawgroup.ca;
colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca (colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca) <colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca>; emily.price@cas-satj.gc.ca;
hlaing@mcdougallgauley.com; M arie K. Stack <m.stack@mckercher.ca>; vthomson@owzw.com;
bcomba@emeryjamieson.com; Paula Safadi <Paula.Safadi@albertacourts.ca>; carolinsask@yahoo.ca;
cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net; chadrick.carley@syngenta.com; ciprianbolah@gmail.com; cscarley@sasktel.net;
dollyse13@gmail.com; donmvsb@icloud.com; eddieg@sasktel.net ; elysyshyn@hotmail.com; guizz4bel@gmail.com;
hebertkim@hotmail.com; holmlaw@sasktel.net; j.wright@sasktel.net ; jhydukewich16@gmail.com;
kcarley1@blackberry.net ; barbcarley@icloud.com; bcgleason@earthlink.net ; beningerlena@hotmail.ca;
cadubyna@gmail.com; carleyc@sasktel.net; president@gc.advent ist .org; sdannuc@gmail.com;
gfernroger01@hotmail.com; info@contact .advent ist .org; info@nadadventist .org; communicat ion@advent ist.ca;
mhylton@mansaskadvent ist .ca; clindberg@mansaskadvent ist .ca; swall@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
carbeau@mansaskadvent ist .ca; ababida@mansaskadvent ist .ca; dbaker@mansaskadventist .ca;
mbart ley@mansaskadvent ist .ca; rbiscaro@mansaskadvent ist .ca; fcela@mansaskadvent ist.ca;
jdavila@mansaskadvent ist .ca; sdixon@mansaskadventist .ca; tguderyan@mansaskadventist.ca;
jkim@mansaskadvent ist.ca; alennon@mansaskadvent ist .ca; smanly@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
emanzanares@mansaskadvent ist .ca; rmarshall@mansaskadvent ist .ca; rmena@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
holiphant@mansaskadventist.ca; dpereira@mansaskadvent ist .ca; lpoama@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
lt ilihoi@mansaskadvent ist .ca; gali@albertaadvent ist .ca; aalvir@albertaadvent ist .ca; rferary@albertaadvent ist .ca;
ghodder@albertaadvent ist .ca; wwilliams@albertaadvent ist .ca; lwilton@albertaadvent ist .ca;
familyminist ries@albertaadvent ist.ca; acs@albertaadvent ist .ca; president ial@advent ist.ca;
anderson.cathy@advent ist .ca; page.campbell@adventist .ca; guarin-adap.chris@advent ist .ca;
mackintosh.grace@advent ist.ca; keys.t ina@adventist.ca; ainzee3@hotmail.com; a.hydukewich@gmail.com;
arlenk@xplornet .ca; bmgilbert92@gmail.com; barbcarley@icloud.com; bcgleason@earthlink.net ;
beningerlena@hotmail.ca; bkwon3004@gmail.com; cadubyna@gmail.com; carleyc@sasktel.net;
cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net; chadrick.carley@syngenta.com; cscarley@sasktel.net ; handdkivimaa@sasktel.net; 'Dawn
Lund' <d.lund@sasktel.net>; dollyse13@gmail.com; donmvsb@icloud.com; elysyshyn@hotmail.com; Gary Lund
<g.lund@sasktel.net>; guizz4bel@gmail.com; janoyany@hotmail.com; j.wright@sasktel.net; 'James Kwon'
<jkwon@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; jaysonalvarez017@yahoo.com; jenbakos2013@hotmail.ca;
jhydukewich16@gmail.com; jimrogersrce@gmail.com; kcarley1@blackberry.net; j_harris07@hotmail.com;
laghbo@gmail.com; laxdal52@hotmail.com; mcbean32@me.com; wgeates@sasktel.net; lyle_williams@hotmail.com;
mysha393@gmail.com; mazel@sasktel.net; mieke_williams@hotmail.com; nursebear16@gmail.com;
ooica15@gmail.com; geerdtsfamily@sasktel.net; luvme@sasktel.net ; rhoda624@yahoo.com; ve5tnt@yahoo.com;
rondi_a_kapiniak@hotmail.com; ruby_ann_22@msn.com; s.beninger@hotmail.com; t iibred7@yahoo.com;
sheilargut@hotmail.com; sagreenhough@hotmail.com; sboateng20@out look.com; tatarynj@hotmail.com;
thegoodlife@lit t leloon.ca; txc164@case.edu; t ie454@hotmail.com; ve5lod@gmail.com; zwfriend@yahoo.com;
mcollins@mansaskadvent ist .ca; jdavila@mansaskadvent ist .ca; Julio Davila <jdavila@burmanu.ca>; Andrew Kelley
<andly777@yahoo.com>; Helen Becker <rhbecker@litt leloon.ca>; Glenda Nischuk <bet terliving2@sasktel.net>;
Isaacdarko@burmanu.ca; irali@shaw.ca; Isaac Darko <isaacdarko@burmanu.ca>; hank.julie@sasktel.net ;
jmdesa70@gmail.com; dallasgareau@gmail.com; elahuc@sasktel.net; clintonwahl@hotmail.com;
m.hwiebe@sasktel.net; rzoerb@yahoo.com; marallen@sasktel.net ; orca@orcasound.ca; carlamae@orcasound.ca;
smariebaker6532@gmail.com; capcarad@sasktel.net ; jbergen.c@gmail.com; mark_bergen123@yahoo.com;
wendygareau@gmail.com; pegisn2prosperity@yahoo.ca; hall11ry@uregina.ca; olson_retreathouse@hotmail.com;
aimee_pockett@hotmail.com; rleebs@sasktel.net; joyceliebreich@hotmail.com; kluneng71@gmail.com;
hemar@sasktel.net; aleisha.j.mazier@gmail.com; zuzumami@gmail.com; nursemickey@gmail.com;
akothmolly@yahoo.com; james.oloo@alumni.uleth.ca; loisot te@gmail.com; aarron11@msn.com;
rey_taker_555@hotmail.com; strawberry459@hotmail.com; lisapreb@icloud.com; ernie.proust@yahoo.com;
akit rak@outlook.com; beamer072@yahoo.com; marjorit tariddell@gmail.com; ednarogers28@gmail.com;
rjsaccucci@hotmail.com; kerryphoto@gmail.com; lizzy.ss@shaw.ca; ruby.sparks@live.com; teresawahl1@hotmail.com;
gatwak@sasktel.net; cicilialamunu@gmail.com; e.wani@hotmail.com; bacon-acres@hotmail.com;
adamsmarilyn322@gmail.com; stebeng@yahoo.com; morenolina287@gmail.com; marnie.m.peart@gmail.com;
boniffer@gmail.com; europroconcrete@gmail.com; evelynsefu@gmail.com; weszary@gmail.com;
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emaxi@mansaskadvent ist .ca; juanrobledo@txsda.org; t ips@rebelnews.com; t ips@GlobalTVBC.com;
cbcnlinvest igates@cbc.ca
Subject: RE: Richardson v Richardson - CACV4048
Importance: High

To the Court  of Appeal,

I have attached a copy of the email sent  to report  Associate Chief Just ice Rooke for Int imidat ing a witness in a criminal
proceeding. I am informing you that the let ter that  was sent by the At torney General of Canada to further int imidate me
will be reported to the RCM P. Since Jessica Karam’s actions demonstrate that  she is using a document  that  is clear
retaliat ion for a criminal complaint  and she is now asking for the Court of Appeal to int imidate me for my criminal
complaints, this will be forwarded to the RCM P. Associate Chief Just ice Rooke has been reported for crime mult iple
t imes and has demonstrated a pat tern of abusing his posit ion in the civil courts to punish me for report ing crime.

Anyone who has been associated with the part ies involved with this int imidat ion will be reported to the RCM P for the
cont inued int imidat ion that I am experiencing by Jessica Karam, Erin Spray, Just in Stevenson, and their agents and
affiliates without  limitation. This is my official withdrawal of consent  for any kind of elect ronic communicat ion for
Jessica Karam or her agent Erin Spray for the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan matters. Jessica Karam is not  permit ted
to communicate with me to further int imidate me any longer. It  is a complete abuse of process for Jessica Karam to use
an order that  was reported for criminal int imidat ion as well. I will be forwarding this email to members of the
Saskatchewan legislat ive assembly and members of the media to expose the criminal int imidat ion that  the At torney
General of Canada is directing at  me.

Furthermore, it  appears that I have no choice but  to leave Canada and flee for my safety and file for asylum in another
country. From this point  forward, the Court of Appeal will have to use elect ronic communicat ion as I am now forced to
flee to preserve my life. Because the At torney General is int imidat ing me like a mobster and will not relent  unt il I am
killed.

Kind regards,

Dale Richardson, B.TECH, M ET, TT (AB), Associate (SK)
North Bat t leford, SK
unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com
Tel 306 441 7010

The email in this signature is for humanitarian purposes only. For Greater Certainty, while it is owned by DSR Karis

Consulting Inc., this email is for humanitarian purposes and no business is conducted through this email. Email can

only be addressed to the person whose signature is affixed to the email. No email is to be addressed to DSR Karis

Consulting Inc. through unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com email for any purposes of any kind.

From: Spray, Erin <Erin.Spray@just ice.gc.ca>
Sent: September 29, 2022 11:06 AM
To: Stevenson, Just in JU <just in.stevenson@gov.sk.ca>; ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com; patriciam@matrixlawgroup.ca;
Unity <unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com>; Regist rar, Court  of Appeal <CARegist rar@sasklawcourts.ca>
Subject: Richardson v Richardson - CACV4048
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Good morning,

Enclosed please find our let ter of September 29, 2022 for filing.

Thanks kindly.

Erin Spray

Legal Assistant
Prairie Regional Office (Saskatoon)
410 – 22nd St reet East, Suite 410, Saskatoon, SK  S7K 5T6
Nat ional Lit igat ion Sector
Department  of Just ice Canada /  Government  of Canada
erin.spray@just ice.gc.ca /  Tel: 306 518 0752 /  Fax: 306 975 4030

Assistante Juridique
Bureau régional des Prairies, Saskatoon
410 – 22e Rue Est , suite 410, Saskatoon, SK  S7K 5T6
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan S7K 7E6
Secteur national du content ieux
M inistère de la Just ice Canada /  Gouvernement du Canada
erin.spray@just ice.gc.ca /  Tél. 306 518 0752 /  Téléc. 306 975 4030
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Unity

From: Unity
Sent: September 21, 2022 5:59 PM
To: Registrar, Court of Appeal
Cc: Price, Emily; law.reception@calgary.ca; reception@matrixlawgroup.ca;

colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca (colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca); emily.price@cas-satj.gc.ca;
hlaing@mcdougallgauley.com; Marie K. Stack; vthomson@owzw.com;
bcomba@emeryjamieson.com; Paula Safadi; carolinsask@yahoo.ca; cgosadchuk92
@sasktel.net; chadrick.carley@syngenta.com; ciprianbolah@gmail.com;
cscarley@sasktel.net; dollyse13@gmail.com; donmvsb@icloud.com;
eddieg@sasktel.net; elysyshyn@hotmail.com; guizz4bel@gmail.com;
hebertkim@hotmail.com; holmlaw@sasktel.net; j.wright@sasktel.net; jhydukewich16
@gmail.com; kcarley1@blackberry.net; barbcarley@icloud.com;
bcgleason@earthlink.net; beningerlena@hotmail.ca; cadubyna@gmail.com;
carleyc@sasktel.net; president@gc.adventist.org; sdannuc@gmail.com; gfernroger01
@hotmail.com; info@contact.adventist.org; info@nadadventist.org;
communication@adventist.ca; mhylton@mansaskadventist.ca;
clindberg@mansaskadventist.ca; swall@mansaskadventist.ca;
carbeau@mansaskadventist.ca; ababida@mansaskadventist.ca;
dbaker@mansaskadventist.ca; mbartley@mansaskadventist.ca;
rbiscaro@mansaskadventist.ca; fcela@mansaskadventist.ca;
jdavila@mansaskadventist.ca; sdixon@mansaskadventist.ca;
tguderyan@mansaskadventist.ca; jkim@mansaskadventist.ca;
alennon@mansaskadventist.ca; smanly@mansaskadventist.ca;
emanzanares@mansaskadventist.ca; rmarshall@mansaskadventist.ca;
rmena@mansaskadventist.ca; holiphant@mansaskadventist.ca;
dpereira@mansaskadventist.ca; lpoama@mansaskadventist.ca;
lt ilihoi@mansaskadventist.ca; gali@albertaadventist.ca; aalvir@albertaadventist.ca;
rferary@albertaadventist.ca; ghodder@albertaadventist.ca;
wwilliams@albertaadventist.ca; lwilton@albertaadventist.ca;
familyministries@albertaadventist.ca; acs@albertaadventist.ca;
presidential@adventist.ca; anderson.cathy@adventist.ca; page.campbell@adventist.ca;
guarin-adap.chris@adventist.ca; mackintosh.grace@adventist.ca;
keys.tina@adventist.ca; ainzee3@hotmail.com; a.hydukewich@gmail.com;
arlenk@xplornet.ca; bmgilbert92@gmail.com; barbcarley@icloud.com;
bcgleason@earthlink.net; beningerlena@hotmail.ca; bkwon3004@gmail.com;
cadubyna@gmail.com; carleyc@sasktel.net; cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net;
chadrick.carley@syngenta.com; cscarley@sasktel.net; handdkivimaa@sasktel.net;
'Dawn Lund'; dollyse13@gmail.com; donmvsb@icloud.com; elysyshyn@hotmail.com;
Gary Lund; guizz4bel@gmail.com; janoyany@hotmail.com; j.wright@sasktel.net;
'James Kwon'; jaysonalvarez017@yahoo.com; jenbakos2013@hotmail.ca;
jhydukewich16@gmail.com; jimrogersrce@gmail.com; kcarley1@blackberry.net;
j_harris07@hotmail.com; laghbo@gmail.com; laxdal52@hotmail.com; mcbean32
@me.com; wgeates@sasktel.net; lyle_williams@hotmail.com; mysha393@gmail.com;
mazel@sasktel.net; mieke_williams@hotmail.com; nursebear16@gmail.com; ooica15
@gmail.com; geerdtsfamily@sasktel.net; luvme@sasktel.net; rhoda624@yahoo.com;
ve5tnt@yahoo.com; rondi_a_kapiniak@hotmail.com; ruby_ann_22@msn.com;
s.beninger@hotmail.com; tiibred7@yahoo.com; sheilargut@hotmail.com;
sagreenhough@hotmail.com; sboateng20@outlook.com; tatarynj@hotmail.com;
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Cc: thegoodlife@littleloon.ca; txc164@case.edu; tie454@hotmail.com;
ve5lod@gmail.com; zwfriend@yahoo.com; mcollins@mansaskadventist.ca;
jdavila@mansaskadventist.ca; Julio Davila; Andrew Kelley; Helen Becker; Glenda
Nischuk; Isaacdarko@burmanu.ca; irali@shaw.ca; Isaac Darko; hank.julie@sasktel.net;
jmdesa70@gmail.com; dallasgareau@gmail.com; elahuc@sasktel.net;
clintonwahl@hotmail.com; m.hwiebe@sasktel.net; rzoerb@yahoo.com;
marallen@sasktel.net; orca@orcasound.ca; carlamae@orcasound.ca; smariebaker6532
@gmail.com; capcarad@sasktel.net; jbergen.c@gmail.com; mark_bergen123
@yahoo.com; wendygareau@gmail.com; pegisn2prosperity@yahoo.ca;
hall11ry@uregina.ca; olson_retreathouse@hotmail.com; aimee_pockett@hotmail.com;
rleebs@sasktel.net; joyceliebreich@hotmail.com; kluneng71@gmail.com;
hemar@sasktel.net; aleisha.j.mazier@gmail.com; zuzumami@gmail.com;
nursemickey@gmail.com; akothmolly@yahoo.com; james.oloo@alumni.uleth.ca;
loisotte@gmail.com; aarron11@msn.com; rey_taker_555@hotmail.com; strawberry459
@hotmail.com; lisapreb@icloud.com; ernie.proust@yahoo.com; akitrak@outlook.com;
beamer072@yahoo.com; marjorittariddell@gmail.com; ednarogers28@gmail.com;
rjsaccucci@hotmail.com; kerryphoto@gmail.com; lizzy.ss@shaw.ca;
ruby.sparks@live.com; teresawahl1@hotmail.com; gatwak@sasktel.net;
cicilialamunu@gmail.com; e.wani@hotmail.com; bacon-acres@hotmail.com;
adamsmarilyn322@gmail.com; stebeng@yahoo.com; morenolina287@gmail.com;
marnie.m.peart@gmail.com; boniffer@gmail.com; europroconcrete@gmail.com;
evelynsefu@gmail.com; weszary@gmail.com; emaxi@mansaskadventist.ca;
juanrobledo@txsda.org; t ips@rebelnews.com; tips@GlobalTVBC.com;
cbcnlinvestigates@cbc.ca

Subject: RE: CACV4048 - Richardson v Richardson (and other named Defendants)
Attachments: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE

CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE_1.pdf; application_return_child_210315Signedpatch_
2.pdf; application_return_child_210315Signedpatch_3.pdf; THE ENGINEERING OF
BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION
UPDATE_2.pdf; THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING,
TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE_3.pdf

Importance: High

To the Court ,

I will direct  the Court ’s attention to some documents that  the regist rar is responsible for them “ going missing”  as I
noticed them on the online portal. These documents are part of the ongoing criminal complaints and this
communication will be submit ted to law enforcement  as well. This is to demonstrate the crimes going on in the court  of
appeal. The first  attachment  contains the torture and criminal negligence file numbers given on July 3, 2020, the second
document  contains a photographs of RCM P showing up at my home on July 22, 2020 and then the unlawful arrest on
July 23, 2020 in front  of the Courthouse. The next  document  is a copy of a lease that  was never placed before the court
even though it  was filed to the court  and received by the regist rars. This document not  being placed before the court
allowed fraud to continue as did the refusal to have the pictures and t ranscript  evidence of my and my daughter’s
abduct ion to be placed on the court  record. Fourth is the copies of the warrant  that  was placed in T-1404-20 by the
RCM P. They swore in that  I was arrested before 10 AM  in the fourth document. This agrees with what  I have said. I was
prevented from entering the court. The t ranscript  was taken from a publicly available video on YouTube that
demonstrates that there was no resist ing and that  the RCM P lied. This means that the order issued by Elson was done
so by the admission of the RCM P by deliberate judicial interference and no ment ion was ever made that  the Court  of
Kings Bench for Saskatchewan requested for them to keep me out  of the court . The fifth document is the t ime stamp
from the “ interim order”  issued by Elson on a first  appearance with no evidence.  Jessica Karam entered the Court of
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Kings Bench of Alberta on March 18, 2022 and said that  I lost  custody of Karis without  prejudice and the orders from
Elson issued and then I was arrested by the RCM P. The evidence clearly states otherwise. That is clear evidence of crime
and when I was st rapped to a bed and drugged against  my will that was torture. Kaysha was also tortured. I don’t  have
to say anything the evidence speaks for itself. Amy and other unknown regist rars t ried to force an appeal on me that
was not  mine and that  lease clearly shows they engaged in fraud. The fact  that  these documents did not  make it  onto
the court  record are evidence of fraud and whether it  was Amy direct ly or one of the other court  agents in the regist ry it
doesn’t  mat ter. The Court has a responsibility to not  have crimes commit ted in it . Amy and others are responsible for
covering the fraud that  was used to steal my house and the removal of evidence that has t rafficked my child. The
evidence in the engineering report  says that  there are criminals in the court . The evidence of the abduction in front  of
the court , the lease of DSR Karis Consult ing Inc., the fraudulent  warrant  sworn in by the RCM P, the torture and criminal
negligence file numbers all demonstrate that  crimes were commit ted in the court  and the t ime stamp on Elson’s orders
is proof of child trafficking and kidnapping was used to traffick the child. The evidence presented of the aforement ioned
crimes speaks to the need of having a new point of contact  with the Court.

With the evidence of Amy’s guilt  firmly established, there is no justification whatsoever that  she has anything to do with
my mat ters. Amy is abusing her posit ion by blocking the access to the court  because she is abusing the capacity granted
to her by the court  of appeal act to shield herself and others from criminal liability. The evidence of the abduction in
front of the court , the lease of DSR Karis Consult ing Inc., the fraudulent  warrant  sworn in by the RCM P, the torture and
criminal negligence file numbers all demonstrate that  crimes were commit ted in the court and the t ime stamp on
Elson’s orders is proof of child t rafficking and kidnapping was used to t raffick the child. No justification can be used to
have a criminal have any part  of my matters any thing other than having a different  person who will ident ify themselves
at  all t imes is unacceptable. If the court  refuses to do so then they will be making themselves complicit  to the
aforement ioned criminal act ivity which includes without  limitation torture, child t rafficking for the purposes of financial
and sexual exploitation, t reason,
M ortgage fraud and the crime of aggression.

I will direct  the Court ’s attention to some applicable sections of laws:

Art icle 13
Each State Party shall ensure that any individual who alleges he has been subjected to torture in any territory under

its jurisdiction has the right to complain to, and to have his case promptly and impartially examined by, its competent

authorities. Steps shall be taken to ensure that the complainant and witnesses are protected against all ill-treatment

or intimidation as a consequence of his complaint or any evidence given.

Art icle 4
1. Each State Party shall ensure that  all acts of torture are offences under its criminal law. The same shall apply to an
at tempt to commit  torture and to an act  by any person which constitutes complicity or part icipat ion in torture. 2. Each
State Party shall make these offences punishable by appropriate penalt ies which take into account their grave nature.

The no defence clause from 269.1 of the criminal code
No Defence

(3) It  is no defence to a charge under this sect ion that  the accused was ordered by a superior or a public authority to
perform the act  or omission that  forms the subject [1]mat ter of the charge or that  the act  or omission is alleged to have
been just ified by exceptional circumstances, including a state of war, a threat of war, internal polit ical instability or any
other public emergency.

This should make this very obvious the reasoning that I have, and that Court  has an obligat ion to restrain Amy and those
agents who are commit t ing crimes against  me.

Kind regards,

Dale Richardson, B.TECH, M ET, TT (AB), Associate (SK)
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North Bat t leford, SK
unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com
Tel 306 441 7010

The email in this signature is for humanitarian purposes only. For Greater Certainty, while it is owned by DSR Karis

Consulting Inc., this email is for humanitarian purposes and no business is conducted through this email. Email can

only be addressed to the person whose signature is affixed to the email. No email is to be addressed to DSR Karis

Consulting Inc. through unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com email for any purposes of any kind.

From: Groothuis, Amy <agroothuis@sasklawcourts.ca>
Sent: September 21, 2022 3:47 PM
To: Unity <unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com>
Subject: RE: CACV4048 - Richardson v Richardson (and other named Defendants)

Hi Dale,

I confirm that I will place this email and your letter on the court file.

As you know, the applications you filed need to be heard by a panel of three judges; you included dates in your notice of
motion on a date for regular Chambers, when only a single judge sits.  Rather than reject your documents for filing and
require you to revise them to indicate that they would be heard “on a date to be set by the Registrar” (which is the normal,
expected wording for an application to be heard by the Court), I accepted the documents for filing but noted that they
would be heard by a panel on a date that is, I assure you, the earliest possible date that the Court can accommodate.  I
hope you can understand why the applications are being set on (or about) November 4.  The Rules only envision a party
selecting a specific date for those applications heard in regular Chambers, which are set the second and fourth Wednesday
of every month.

Unfortunately, given the ongoing tenor and language used in your email correspondence, I am the only Registry staff who
reviews and responds to your emails, applications, and letters.  Until the Court orders otherwise or I no longer hold the
position of Registrar, it is I who will remain the point of contact with you.

Kind regards,
Amy

Amy Groothuis

Direct: 306.787.5258
Email: agroothuis@sasklawcourts.ca

From: Unity <unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com>
Sent: September 21, 2022 1:35 PM
To: Groothuis, Amy <agroothuis@sasklawcourts.ca>; Stevenson, Just in JU <just in.stevenson@gov.sk.ca>; Bilson, M ax JU
<M ax.Bilson@gov.sk.ca>; Karam, Jessica <jessica.karam@just ice.gc.ca>; Spray, Erin <Erin.Spray@just ice.gc.ca>;
ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com; patriciam@matrixlawgroup.ca; Regist rar, Court of Appeal
<CARegist rar@sasklawcourts.ca>
Cc: Price, Emily <Emily.Price@cas-sat j.gc.ca>; law.recept ion@calgary.ca; recept ion@matrixlawgroup.ca;
colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca (colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca) <colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca>; erin.spray@justice.gc.ca; Karam,
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Jessica <jessica.karam@justice.gc.ca>; 'just in.stevenson@gov.sk.ca' <just in.stevenson@gov.sk.ca>; emily.price@cas-
sat j.gc.ca; Annie Alport (aalport@millerthomson.com) <aalport@millerthomson.com>; hlaing@mcdougallgauley.com;
M arie K. Stack <m.stack@mckercher.ca>; vthomson@owzw.com; bcomba@emeryjamieson.com; Paula Safadi
<Paula.Safadi@albertacourts.ca>; carolinsask@yahoo.ca; cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net; chadrick.carley@syngenta.com;
ciprianbolah@gmail.com; cscarley@sasktel.net; dollyse13@gmail.com; donmvsb@icloud.com; eddieg@sasktel.net;
elysyshyn@hotmail.com; guizz4bel@gmail.com; hebertkim@hotmail.com; holmlaw@sasktel.net; j.wright@sasktel.net;
jhydukewich16@gmail.com; kcarley1@blackberry.net; barbcarley@icloud.com; bcgleason@earthlink.net ;
beningerlena@hotmail.ca; cadubyna@gmail.com; carleyc@sasktel.net; president@gc.advent ist .org;
sdannuc@gmail.com; gfernroger01@hotmail.com; info@contact .advent ist .org; info@nadadventist .org;
communicat ion@advent ist .ca; mhylton@mansaskadventist .ca; clindberg@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
swall@mansaskadvent ist .ca; carbeau@mansaskadvent ist .ca; ababida@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
dbaker@mansaskadvent ist .ca; mbart ley@mansaskadvent ist .ca; rbiscaro@mansaskadventist .ca;
fcela@mansaskadvent ist .ca; jdavila@mansaskadvent ist .ca; sdixon@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
tguderyan@mansaskadvent ist .ca; jkim@mansaskadvent ist .ca; alennon@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
smanly@mansaskadvent ist .ca; emanzanares@mansaskadvent ist .ca; rmarshall@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
rmena@mansaskadvent ist .ca; holiphant@mansaskadvent ist .ca; dpereira@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
lpoama@mansaskadvent ist .ca; lt ilihoi@mansaskadvent ist .ca; gali@albertaadvent ist .ca; aalvir@albertaadvent ist .ca;
rferary@albertaadventist .ca; ghodder@albertaadvent ist .ca; wwilliams@albertaadvent ist .ca;
lwilton@albertaadvent ist .ca; familyminist ries@albertaadvent ist .ca; acs@albertaadvent ist .ca;
president ial@advent ist .ca; anderson.cathy@advent ist .ca; page.campbell@advent ist .ca; guarin-
adap.chris@adventist .ca; mackintosh.grace@advent ist .ca; keys.t ina@adventist .ca; ainzee3@hotmail.com;
a.hydukewich@gmail.com; arlenk@xplornet .ca; bmgilbert92@gmail.com; barbcarley@icloud.com;
bcgleason@earthlink.net ; beningerlena@hotmail.ca; bkwon3004@gmail.com; cadubyna@gmail.com;
carleyc@sasktel.net; cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net; chadrick.carley@syngenta.com; cscarley@sasktel.net;
handdkivimaa@sasktel.net ; 'Dawn Lund' <d.lund@sasktel.net>; dollyse13@gmail.com; donmvsb@icloud.com;
elysyshyn@hotmail.com; Gary Lund <g.lund@sasktel.net>; guizz4bel@gmail.com; janoyany@hotmail.com;
j.wright@sasktel.net; 'James Kwon' <jkwon@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; jaysonalvarez017@yahoo.com;
jenbakos2013@hotmail.ca; jhydukewich16@gmail.com; jimrogersrce@gmail.com; kcarley1@blackberry.net;
j_harris07@hotmail.com; laghbo@gmail.com; laxdal52@hotmail.com; mcbean32@me.com; wgeates@sasktel.net;
lyle_williams@hotmail.com; mysha393@gmail.com; mazel@sasktel.net; mieke_williams@hotmail.com;
nursebear16@gmail.com; ooica15@gmail.com; geerdtsfamily@sasktel.net; luvme@sasktel.net; rhoda624@yahoo.com;
ve5tnt@yahoo.com; rondi_a_kapiniak@hotmail.com; ruby_ann_22@msn.com; s.beninger@hotmail.com;
t iibred7@yahoo.com; sheilargut@hotmail.com; sagreenhough@hotmail.com; sboateng20@out look.com;
tatarynj@hotmail.com; thegoodlife@lit t leloon.ca; txc164@case.edu; t ie454@hotmail.com; ve5lod@gmail.com;
zwfriend@yahoo.com; mcollins@mansaskadvent ist .ca; jdavila@mansaskadvent ist .ca; Julio Davila
<jdavila@burmanu.ca>; Andrew Kelley <andly777@yahoo.com>; Helen Becker <rhbecker@lit t leloon.ca>; Glenda
Nischuk <bet terliving2@sasktel.net>; Isaacdarko@burmanu.ca; irali@shaw.ca; Isaac Darko <isaacdarko@burmanu.ca>;
hank.julie@sasktel.net ; jmdesa70@gmail.com; dallasgareau@gmail.com; elahuc@sasktel.net;
clintonwahl@hotmail.com; m.hwiebe@sasktel.net; rzoerb@yahoo.com; marallen@sasktel.net ; orca@orcasound.ca;
carlamae@orcasound.ca; smariebaker6532@gmail.com; capcarad@sasktel.net ; jbergen.c@gmail.com;
mark_bergen123@yahoo.com; wendygareau@gmail.com; pegisn2prosperity@yahoo.ca; hall11ry@uregina.ca;
olson_retreathouse@hotmail.com; aimee_pocket t@hotmail.com; rleebs@sasktel.net ; joyceliebreich@hotmail.com;
kluneng71@gmail.com; hemar@sasktel.net; aleisha.j.mazier@gmail.com; zuzumami@gmail.com;
nursemickey@gmail.com; akothmolly@yahoo.com; james.oloo@alumni.uleth.ca; loisot te@gmail.com;
aarron11@msn.com; rey_taker_555@hotmail.com; strawberry459@hotmail.com; lisapreb@icloud.com;
ernie.proust@yahoo.com; akit rak@outlook.com; beamer072@yahoo.com; marjorit tariddell@gmail.com;
ednarogers28@gmail.com; rjsaccucci@hotmail.com; kerryphoto@gmail.com; lizzy.ss@shaw.ca; ruby.sparks@live.com;
teresawahl1@hotmail.com; gatwak@sasktel.net; cicilialamunu@gmail.com; e.wani@hotmail.com; bacon-
acres@hotmail.com; adamsmarilyn322@gmail.com; stebeng@yahoo.com; morenolina287@gmail.com;
marnie.m.peart@gmail.com; boniffer@gmail.com; europroconcrete@gmail.com; evelynsefu@gmail.com;
weszary@gmail.com; emaxi@mansaskadvent ist .ca; juanrobledo@txsda.org
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Subject: RE: CACV4048 - Richardson v Richardson (and other named Defendants)
Importance: High

Amy,

Place this let ter on the court  file and recuse yourself immediately. You will not delay the scheduling as you lack the
capacity to make any determinat ion on any urgency based on a technical report beyond the capacity of your posit ion as
a regist rar of the Court, nor do you have the capacity to join mat ters that  have been separated on the basis of an
engineering report . You are a lawyer not  an engineer or an engineering technologist .

For Greater Certainty and Clarity, I have attached the formal let ter to the court  requesting your recusal based on the
criminal complaints enclosed in the engineering report received by the Court  of Appeal for Saskatchewan. You have no
capacity whatsoever to speak on the engineering report or its urgency and delaying it  over my expert advice is a crime.
You are murdering people based on the evidence in the engineering report  that you have no capacity to make any
determinat ion on whatsoever. Nor does any lawyer have the capacity to make any determinat ion on the report. The
opposing counsel will have to get  their own experts to argue their mat ters in the Court.

Kind regards,

Dale Richardson, B.TECH, M ET, TT (AB), Associate (SK)
North Bat t leford, SK
unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com
Tel 306 441 7010

The email in this signature is for humanitarian purposes only. For Greater Certainty, while it is owned by DSR Karis

Consulting Inc., this email is for humanitarian purposes and no business is conducted through this email. Email can

only be addressed to the person whose signature is affixed to the email. No email is to be addressed to DSR Karis

Consulting Inc. through unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com email for any purposes of any kind.

From: Groothuis, Amy <agroothuis@sasklawcourts.ca>
Sent: September 21, 2022 9:55 AM
To: Stevenson, Just in JU <just in.stevenson@gov.sk.ca>; Bilson, M ax JU <M ax.Bilson@gov.sk.ca>; Karam, Jessica
<jessica.karam@just ice.gc.ca>; Spray, Erin <Erin.Spray@just ice.gc.ca>; ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com;
patriciam@matrixlawgroup.ca
Cc: Regist rar, Court  of Appeal <CARegist rar@sasklawcourts.ca>; Unity <unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com>
Subject: CACV4048 - Richardson v Richardson (and other named Defendants)

Good morning,

I write with respect to the two applications filed by Mr. Dale Richardson in the above noted matter.  The Registry will
accept both applications for filing and will schedule them for hearing before the Court.  The purpose of my email is to
advise that the applications will not be heard on the date identified in the notice of motion (October 12 and October
26).  Rather, they will be heard on the same date, by the same panel of three judges.  At this point, I anticipate that the
applications will be set for hearing on Thursday, November 4 (please note that date is subject to confirmation).  I will
provide additional information to everyone once I have confirmed the date and time.

The applications include different parties, with different counsel on each.  The panel hearing these applications may have
direction either in advance to the hearing or at the hearing on the order and manner of proceeding. To the extent I receive
any direction in advance of the hearing date, I will share it with all of the parties.
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To ensure that everyone is on the same page, I provide this summary of the parties and counsel that Mr. Richardson has
identified on each application:

1. Application for Prerogative Relief filed September 11, 2022 (Motion for Mandamus, Prohibition and Certiorari)
a. Kimberley A. Richardson, non-party (defendant), represented by Patricia Meiklejohn
b. Amy Groothuis, unknown registrars of the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan, Justice Zuk, Registrar of

Land Titles, and the Attorney General of Saskatchewan (Defendants), represented by Max Bilson and
Justin Stevenson

2. Application for Prerogative Relief filed September 18, 2022 (Motion for Mandamus, Prohibition and Certiorari)
a. Kimberley A. Richardson, non-party (defendant), represented by Patricia Meiklejohn
b. Assistant Commissioner Rhonda Blackmore of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police (F-Division),

represented by the Attorney General of Canada
c. Jessica Karam
d. Ministry of Health, represented by Max Bilson and Justin Stevenson
e. The Saskatchewan Health Authority, represented by Chantelle Eisner

Each of the responding parties may file materials in response to the application(s), and at the very least I would ask that
you prepare a letter setting out whether you will be appearing to make submissions at the hearing date. We will provide a
PIN for each individual named party, upon a request being sent to the general Registry email:
caregistrar@sasklawcourts.ca.  This will allow an individual to see materials on the court file and upload documents for
filing.

If any questions arise from the above, please advise.  You may feel free to contact me by email or phone.

Kind regards,
Amy

Amy Groothuis

Registrar

Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan

Victoria Avenue Court House
2425 Victoria Avenue
Regina SK  S4P 4W6

Direct: 306.787.5258
Email: agroothuis@sasklawcourts.ca
www.sasklawcourts.ca
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significance, it was ignored and favour was given to all of the parties implicated in 

torture and the criminal negligence tied to evidence discussed earlier in this report. 

Figure 24: RCMP Cst. Roy Bringing File Numbers for Torture and Criminal Negligence

86 of 2976
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On July 23, 2020, the Royal Canadian Mounted 

Police and the Saskatchewan Health Authority 

succeed in preventing Dale and Kaysha from 

entering Court against them on behalf of DSR 

Karis Consulting Inc. and Justice R.W. Elson uses 

a divorce court interim order to steal all Dale’s, 

Kaysha’s, and the corporation’s assets and to give 

“custody” of Karis to her mother Kim; however, 

Justice R.W. Elson failed to steal the corporation’s 

shares due to the no share transfer restrictions 

clause in the Articles of Incorporation.

This is the Court of Queen’s 

Bench for Saskatchewan in the 

Judicial Centre of Battleford

00:09 Kaysha: “What is 

the reason for the arrest?”

Respondents: ... silence ...

*get in the van*

Page 114 of 686

Page 1348 of 1536



135

Constable Read (male) told Kaysha 

here that he would tell her the reason 

for the arrest after, and Constable 

Parchenski (female) told Kaysha she 

was resisting arrest, despite her being 

unaware of the reason why.
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This Deputy Sheriff, an officer of 

the Court, was obligated to notify 

the Justice of Dale’s detainment as 

he participated in this arrest.

*why brother**feeling shame*
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*no eye contact*

04:14 Dale:  

“This is illegal.  

This is illegal.  

This is illegal.  

Look at this 

illegal activity.”

*punches Dale’s leg*
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Transcript of the Foregoing

Speakers:

Dale [Kaysha’s father taken for Mental Health without a warrant presented]

Kaysha [known as Kaysha and was taken under Public Health]

Robert [the man filming the video and asking questions as to why they were being arrested in 

front of court before a hearing against the RCMP]

Court Officer [the Deputy Sheriff of the Court that did not have a name tag but participated in 

the arrest]

Constable Parchenski [the only female officer, Caucasian]

Constable Read [the tall man, Caucasian]

Four other RCMP officers participated, the names of which were not provided in accordance 

with applicable law.

138

Robert signed contact 

tracing at the Court, but 

did not feel comfortable 

entering the Court 

without recording at 

least audio due to what 

he just witnessed, and he 

was denied entry by the 

Deputy Sheriff.

The Deputy Sheriff said 

that the Justice R.W. 

Elson was notified of his 

request to enter and 

leave to record which he 

purported that the justice 

denied.
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00:00  [Constant background talking]

00:00 Constable Parchenski:  (very faint)...under the public health...okay?

00:01 Dale: For what?  This is an illegal warrant!  

00:03 Robert:  Oh sorry.

00:04 Dale:  No it is not.  This is a lie. This is a lie.  This is a lie--

00:05  Constable Read: ...unintelligible...back on the sidewalk?

00:06 Constable Parchenski:  Come to my vehicle…(very faint)

00:07 Robert:  Sidewalk?

00:08  Constable Read:  Yeah.

00:09 Dale:  You are stopping me from doing a lawf--

00:09 Robert:  I was back up here.

00:09 Kaysha:  What is the reason for the arrest?  What is the reason for the arre—What is the 

reason for the arrest?  What is the reason—what is the reason for the arrest?  What is the reason

for the arrest?

00:11 Dale:  Listen... No, no you will not.  This is not a lawful arrest...this is not a lawful arrest. 

00:19  Constable Read:  ….unintelligible...

00:21 Dale:  No I’m not.

00:21 Constable Read:  Yes you are.

00:22 Kaysha:  What is the reason for the arrest?  What is the reason for the—what is the 

reason?  What is the reason?  What is the reason—what is the reason for the arrest?

00:22 Dale:  This is an unlawful arrest—pursuant to 269.1 of the criminal code of Canada, I’ve 

already, I’ve already applied to the...unintelligible.

00:31 Male voice:  ..unintelligible...

00:33 Dale:  Do not—do not touch her!  Do not touch her.  You see this wickedness?

00:37 Kaysha:  What is the reason?

00:39 RCMP Officer:  Put your hands behind your back.

00:39 Kaysha:  What is the reason for the arrest?  What is the reason?  What I the reason?  

What is the reason?  What is the reason?

00:39 Dale:  God is going to judge you today.  You will not live. Father in heaven, I ask of you 

this day to pour out your Spirit upon your children.  And Lord I ask of you this day to slay the 

servants of Baal and not allow them to touch her.

00:55 Kaysha:  What is the reason?  What is the reason?   What is the reason?  You did not state

a reason for the arrest?

00:55 Dale:  No! In the name of Jesus I ask of you this day in the name of Jesus, in the name of 

Jesus...Tell me what lawful reason you have to do this. Tell me the law—tell me—show me the 

warrant.

01:07 Robert:  Woah.

01:08 Constable Parchenski:  Stop
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01:08 Kaysha: What is the reason?  

01:08 Constable Parchenski:  Stop...unintelligible….

01:09 Dale:  No, No ...unintelligible...will not.  

01:10  Constable Read:  Give me your arm. Give me your arm now.  Give me your arm.

01:11 Constable Parchenski:  You’re under arrest.

01:13 Dale:  No you will not.  You’re doing something illegal..no...illegal...illegal...it’s illegal...

01:13 Constable Parchenski:  Stop.

01:14 Kaysha:  What is the reason? Stop!  Stop!

01:18  Constable Read:  We’ll explain it to you.

01:19 Female RCMP Officer:  You’re resisting arrest...unintelligible…

01:21 Kaysha:  No, what is the reason for the arrest.

01:24 Constable Parchenski:  The public health order… unintelligible

01:28 Kaysha:  No it’s not—that’s not what it says.  That’s not what it says.  That is not what 

the public—that is not what the public order says.  I’m not required to go with you.  I’m not 

required to go with you.

01:40  Constable Read:  Kay, get up—you can go.

01:41 Constable Parchenski:  Sit down. Get in the vehicle.

01:44 Kaysha:  You have my backpack on.  How am I supposed to sit down?

01:48 Constable Parchenski:  Lift your feet up. Lift your feet up.  Lift your feet up.

01:50 Robert:  What about the court hearing?

01:52  Constable Read:   You guys are not supposed to... here for a court hearing.   It’s a 

telephone hearing.

01:55 Robert:  No it’s not.

01:56  Constable Read:  Yes it is

01:56 Kaysha:  No it isn’t.  That’s not what’s listed.  That’s not what’s listed.

01:58 Robert:  It’s not.  It’s not a telephone hearing, Sir.  

02:01  Constable Read:  She’s not even supposed to be leaving the house.

02:04 Constable Parchenski:  She’s not supposed to be in public. Lift your feet.

02:06 Kaysha:  That’s not what it says.  It says that I can wear a mask.

02:06 Robert:  It’s notorized...it says--it says that you can wear a mask.  

02:10 Kaysha:  He’s pulling me.

02:11 Constable Parchenski:  Yes, ‘cause you’re arrested.

02:13 Robert:  It says that you can go to--to things that are necessary.  Isn’t court necessary 

though?

02:21 Dale:  ...the paperwork, those are my glasses.

02:24 Constable Parchenski:  You need to back up.  You’re gonna get arrested.

02:25 Robert:  Oh sorry.
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02:28 Male RCMP Officer:  You can be with him but just stay at a safe distance, okay?

02:30 Robert:  What about the court hearing?

02:32 Dale:  My agent can take my corporate property.

02:35 Constable Parchenski:  Give me your hand.

02:35 Dale:  No, Give my corporate property to my agent. 

02:38 Male RCMP Officer:  Here I’ll give it...

02:39 Dale:  Not your agent.  Let it go. Give it straight to the agent—the agent.

02:41 Robert:  Agent please. Thank you very--Thank you Sir.

02:42 Constable Parchenski:   Yayaya (very faint)

02:43 Dale:  Not you—the agent. Now, let you know now.

02:48 Male RCMP Officer:  Put your hands behind your back. 

02:49 Dale:  This is the declaration. This goes--The keys go to my agent.

02:52 Robert:  Oh...keys?

02:54 Dale:  Let ‘em go to his hands.  You see?  This is..

02:55 Male RCMP Officer:  Where are the keys?  Okay I can--You can watch me pass them to 

him.

02:59 Dale:  No you will not touch them.  They go straight to my agent. They are going straight 

to my agent.

03:05 Male RCMP Officer:  Oh yeah.

03:05 Male RCMP Officer:  Okay give him the key.  He’s right there, give him the key.

03:06 Dale:  You see?  You see—you—you’ve...

03:07 Robert:  Oh there’s another key?

03:09 Constable Parchenski:  If you put your phone down, you can--

03:11 Dale:  No. You see take my business phone—not you—my business phone.

03:13 Robert:  Oh...No I’ll grab it.  I’ll make sure that he’s comfortable.

03:16 Dale:  ...unintelligible...Federal corporation

03:22 Robert:  Take the business phone sir?  Thank you.

03:24 Dale:  This is—okay, okay.

03:28 Male RCMP Officer:  Are there any other belongings Dale, that…is there anything else 

that he needs?

03:29  Dale:  Those are a corporate property.

03:30 Robert:  Yeah

03:31 Male RCMP Officer:  They can go to him too.

03:32 Robert:  Ooooh careful. Wait I need that other one...could I...

03:34 Constable Parchenski:  Hey you gotta wait.  You have to wait a second.

03:35 Male RCMP Officer:  unintelligible...we can...up the seats if you want… unintelligible

03:38 Robert:  I need that other one sir.
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03:40 Male RCMP Officer:  We’re not timing--we don’t have time to listen.

03:42 Robert:  That’s the corporate...

03:43 Dale:  You have to show me this warrant.  Show me this warrant.  Show me—that’s not 

corporate property—that’s corporate property.  Show me the warrant. 

03:52 Robert:  I need that USB.

03:52 Dale: Show me the warrant--before I go anywhere. Show me the warrant.

03: 53 Male RCMP Officer:  ...unintelligible

03:57 Constable Parchenski:  You’re under arrest….unintelligible

03:58 Dale:  No, show me the warrant.  Show me the warrant.

03:59 Male RCMP Officer:  Dale, we’ll show it to you when you get in.

04:03 Dale:  No, no, show me the warrant first.  Show me the warrant.  Show me the warrant... 

unintelligible (muffled)....illegal…

04:11 Constable Parchenski:  Read

04:12 Male RCMP Officers:  ...unintelligible...  

04:14 Dale:  This is illegal.  This is illegal.  This is illegal.  Look at this illegal activity.

04:22 Male RCMP Officer:  K, just get in the vehicle then.

04:23 Dale:  No, show me the warrant. Show me the warrant. Show me the warrant.  Show me 

the warrant.  Where is the warrant?

04:31 Male RCMP Officer:  We’ll show it to you when you get in.

04:32 Dale:  No.  Father in heaven, I pray of you--send your angels to help.  Send your Holy 

Spirit.  Send your angels and stop this illegal activity.  

04:43  Constable Read: do not kick, you’re gonna get it worse.

04:44 Dale:  Stop this illegal activity.  Stop this illegal activity.  Stop this illegal activity.

04:52 Male RCMP Officer:  Put your f---

04:54 Dale:  This is illegal.  This is illegal.

04:59 Male RCMP Officer:  ...unintelligible...that the USB?

05:00 Male voices in the background.

05:02 Robert:  Where?

05:02 Male RCMP Officer:  No it’s the one that was on the ground?

05:04 Robert:  Yeah somebody gave it to me...but a, what about the court hearing?

05:10 Male RCMP Officer:  Um, I think it’ll be adjourned.

05:10  Dale:  Not till I see the warrant.

05:12  Constable Read:  K right now you’re resisting arrest, you want that charge too? No 

that’s what you ...unintelligible...

05:14 Dale:  No, no...lemme see the warrant.  

05:16 Robert:  But he’s supposed to appear and so is the RCMP.
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05:20 Dale:  Let me see the warrant first.  Let me see the warrant first.  Let me see the warrant 

first.  Let me see the warrant first.

05:42 Robert:  The warrant?

05:42 Male RCMP Officer: ...unintelligible...the keys?

05:44 Robert:  I have keys—the warrant?

05:48  Constable Read:  We don’t know who you are so you could please get back...your vehicle.

05:52 Robert:  Well I need to go in there.

05:54  Constable Read:  Okay then go in there.

05:55 Male RCMP Officer:  Okay go in there.

06:00  Constable Read:   K, this is all his property?  I’m gonna take a picture of it, say that you 

got it.

06:04 Robert:  Well this is corporate property.

06:06  Constable Read:   Corporate property of who?

06:07 Robert:  Corporate property sir, of DSR Karis Consulting Incorporated.

06:31 Robert:  Oh my word.

07:00  Constable Read:   Is there a court case right now?

07:02 Male RCMP Officer:  What?

07:03 Robert:  It’s at ten o’clock.  One of you should come in as the respondent, because the 

RCMP is one of the respondents for the court case.  Which one of you is the representative of the 

RCMP?

07:12 Male RCMP Officer:  No RCMP member will be ...unintelligible...you can go in on your 

own, no RCMP member will be...unintelligible…

07:17 Robert: No RCMP is coming to the court hearing where they’re respondents of?

07:23  Constable Read:   I have no idea about the court case.  We’re not here for the court case.

07:26 Robert: Then why are you here?  

07:27  Constable Read:  arrest…

07:28: Robert:  How did you know he was going to be here if you didn’t know about the court 

case?

07:32   ...unintelligible Male RCMP Officer voices

09:17 Robert:  Oh that one’s heavy.

10:34 Robert:  Property…

10:41 Robert:  Um, excuse me, I have an issue.

10:47 Male RCMP Officer:  K, call the RCMP… unintelligible...something

10:48 Robert:  No I mean, I need to access the corporate phone

10:52 Male RCMP Officer:  K, you a corporate employee?

10:56 Robert:  I’m the, I’m an agent, could you, could you help me get this face unlocked?

11:00 Male RCMP Officer: No
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11:01 Robert:  Why?

11:01 Male RCMP Officer: He’s under arrest right now.

11:08 Male RCMP Officer:  Why do you need access to the phone?

11:11 Robert: I’m a corporate agent.  This is a corporate phone.  There’s strict…

11:13 Male RCMP Officer:  You said you’re just an agent. Now you’re a corporate agent?

11:16 Robert: It’s the same thing sir.

11:18 Male RCMP Officer:  So you can unlock it then.

11:20 Robert:  A corporate agent?

11:21 Male RCMP Officer: Ya

11:22 Robert:  I mean--

11:23 Male RCMP Officer: K, have a good day.

11:25 Robert:  It’s locked to him.

11:27 Male RCMP Officer:  Yeah well he’s in custody right now.

12:14 Robert:  Dear Father thy will be done on Earth as it is in Heaven.  I know not how You 

get things done, but nonetheless I will trust You.

12:41 Kaysha:  ...unintelligible

12:42 Robert: Me? Oh.

12:47 Male RCMP Officer:  ...unintelligible...so you you want me to—got it?

12:52 Robert:  Was there anything else that was present?

12:54 Male RCMP Officer:  No...unintelligible.

12:56 Robert:  Is that everything?

12:58 Kaysha:  That’s all the stuff that’s in there, and

13:01 Robert:  The corporate property’s in there

13:02 Kaysha:  Yeah and the corporate property, the keys, everything.

13:06 Robert: K

13:08 Kaysha:  Why is this one tight….unintelligible.

13:12 Robert:  Oh this is heavy.  So none of you is coming to the court hearing?  But--

14:48 Robert:  Well, the RCMP broke the law.  Not sure what to call this but I go in as proxy as 

a corporate agent, or agent, apparently some people think that’s different.  I just hope they don’t 

do any malpractice while they’re in the RCMP because they’re under investigation for some 

questionable stuff.

15:16 Knocking

15:20 Robert:  Hello sir

15:21 Court Officer:  Hi--There’s no recording on the premises sir.

15:23 Robert:  There’s a court hearing.

15:24 Court Officer:  No there’s not it’s been adjourned.
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EXAMPLE OF DISCRIMINATION/BIAS

Justice R.W. Elson based on the testimony of unknown members of the Royal Canadian 

Mounted Police directed them to keep Dale J. Richardson out of the Court of Queen's 

Bench for Saskatchewan on July 22, 2020 when there were two hearings he was 

scheduled to appear on. DIV 70 of 2020 and QBG 156-2020.

Figure 20: Fraudulent RCMP Warrant Redacted P1
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There are several issues with the first page of the warrant (See Figure 20: Fraudulent 

RCMP Warrant Redacted P1). Notably it states that a warrant for resisting arrest was 

issued on July 22, 2020 for arrest that took place on July 23, 2020. This confirmation is 

Figure 21: Fraudulent RCMP Warrant P4

shown in Figure 21: Fraudulent RCMP Warrant P4. The direction given by the the Court 

of Queen's Bench for Saskatchewan to the unknown member of the RCMP to prevent
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Figure 13: Interim Order Page 1
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Figure 14: Interim Order Page 2

CONTEXT SURROUNDING FIRST JUDICIAL ACTION IN DIV 70 of 2020
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REGISTRAR AMY GROOTHUIS

Phone: 306.787.5382

Fax: 306.787.5815

CARegistrar@sasklawcourts.ca

VICTORIAAVENUE COURT HOUSE

2425 Victoria Avenue

Regina, Saskatchewan S4P 4W6

www.sasklawcourts.ca

COURTOFAPPEAL
FOR SASKATCHEWAN

September 27, 2022

Dale Richardson
c/o DSR Karis Consulting Inc.
116 West Creek Meadow
Chestermere, AJberta
T1X1T2

Dear Sir:

Re: Richardson, Dale James v. Richardson, Kimberley Anne
Our File No. CACV4048

NOTICE OF APPLICATION FOR PREROGATIVE RELIEF (TWO)

The court will hear two applications for prerogative reliefon:

Date: November 3, 2022
Time: 10:00 AM
Location: Court ofAppeaI

2nd Floor, 2425 Victoria Avenue
Regina, Saskatchewan

Counsel, self-represented litigants, and parties to an appeal may attend the show cause hearing in

person or by video. Individuals who wish to attend the appeal hearing remotely must contact the
Court's registry office by email at caregistrar@sasklawcourts.ca at least two days before the
hearing date in order to receive a WebEx hearing link.

The complete Court ofAppeal schedule can be viewed at www.sasklawcourts.ca.

AM^GfooTHUIS
Registrar

Amy Groothuis
Registrar
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REGISTRAR AMY GROOTHUIS

Phone: 306.787.5382

Fax: 306.787.5815

CARegistrar@sasklawcourts.ca

September 27, 2022

Dale Richardson
116 West Creek Meadow
Chestermere, Alberta
T1X 1T2

VICTORIAAVENUE COURT HOUSE

2425 VictoriaAvenue

Regina, Saskatchewan S4P 4W6

www.8asklawcourts.ca

COURTOFAPPEAL
FOR SASKATCHEWAN

Dear Sir:

Re: Dale Richardson v. Kimberley Richardson
Our File No. CACV3745

NOTICE OF SHOW CAUSE HEARING

This appeal has been scheduled for show cause hearing on:

Date: November 3, 2022
Time: 10:00 AM
Location: Court ofAppeal

2nd Floor, 2425 Victoria Avenue
Regina, Saskatchewan

Counsel, self-represented litigants, and parties to an appeal may attend the show cause hearing in

person or by video. Individuals who wish to attend the appeal hearing remotely must contact the
Court's registry office by email at caregistrar@sasklawcourts.ca at least two days before the
hearing date in order to receive a WebEx hearing link.

The complete Court ofAppeal schedule can be viewed at www.sasklawcourts.ca.

AMYGROOTHUIS
Registrar

Amy Groothuis
Registrar
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REGISTRAR AMY GROOTHUIS

Phoae: 306.787.5382

Fax: 306.787.5815

CARegistrar@sasklawcourts.ca

September 27, 2022

Dale Richardson
116 West Creek Meadow
Chestermere, Alberta
T1X 1T2

VICTORIAAVENUE COURT HOUSE

2425 Victoria Avenue

Regina, Saskatchewan S4P 4W6

www.sasklawcourts.ca

COURTOFAPPEAL
FOR SASKATCHEWAN

Dear Sir:

Re: Richardson, Dale v. Richardson, Kimberley
Our File No. CACV3798

NOTICE OF SHOW CAUSE HEAmNG

This appeal has been scheduled for show cause hearing on:

Date: November 3, 2022
Time: 10:00 AM
Location: Court ofAppeal

2nd Floor, 2425 Victoria Avenue
Regina, Saskatchewan

Counsel, self-represented litigants, and parties to an appeal may attend the show cause hearing in

person or by video. Individuals who wish to attend the appeal hearing remotely must contact the
Court's registry office by email at caregistrar(a),sasklawcourts.ca at least two days before the
hearing date in order to receive a WebEx hearing link.

The complete Court ofAppeal schedule can be viewed at wv/w.sasklawcourts.ca.

Sincerely,

AMY GROOTHUIS
Registrar

Amy Groothuis
Registrar
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Unity

From: Unity
Sent: September 21, 2022 5:59 PM
To: Registrar, Court of Appeal
Cc: Price, Emily; law.reception@calgary.ca; reception@matrixlawgroup.ca;

colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca (colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca); emily.price@cas-satj.gc.ca;
hlaing@mcdougallgauley.com; Marie K. Stack; vthomson@owzw.com;
bcomba@emeryjamieson.com; Paula Safadi; carolinsask@yahoo.ca; cgosadchuk92
@sasktel.net; chadrick.carley@syngenta.com; ciprianbolah@gmail.com;
cscarley@sasktel.net; dollyse13@gmail.com; donmvsb@icloud.com;
eddieg@sasktel.net; elysyshyn@hotmail.com; guizz4bel@gmail.com;
hebertkim@hotmail.com; holmlaw@sasktel.net; j.wright@sasktel.net; jhydukewich16
@gmail.com; kcarley1@blackberry.net; barbcarley@icloud.com;
bcgleason@earthlink.net; beningerlena@hotmail.ca; cadubyna@gmail.com;
carleyc@sasktel.net; president@gc.adventist.org; sdannuc@gmail.com; gfernroger01
@hotmail.com; info@contact.adventist.org; info@nadadventist.org;
communication@adventist.ca; mhylton@mansaskadventist.ca;
clindberg@mansaskadventist.ca; swall@mansaskadventist.ca;
carbeau@mansaskadventist.ca; ababida@mansaskadventist.ca;
dbaker@mansaskadventist.ca; mbartley@mansaskadventist.ca;
rbiscaro@mansaskadventist.ca; fcela@mansaskadventist.ca;
jdavila@mansaskadventist.ca; sdixon@mansaskadventist.ca;
tguderyan@mansaskadventist.ca; jkim@mansaskadventist.ca;
alennon@mansaskadventist.ca; smanly@mansaskadventist.ca;
emanzanares@mansaskadventist.ca; rmarshall@mansaskadventist.ca;
rmena@mansaskadventist.ca; holiphant@mansaskadventist.ca;
dpereira@mansaskadventist.ca; lpoama@mansaskadventist.ca;
lt ilihoi@mansaskadventist.ca; gali@albertaadventist.ca; aalvir@albertaadventist.ca;
rferary@albertaadventist.ca; ghodder@albertaadventist.ca;
wwilliams@albertaadventist.ca; lwilton@albertaadventist.ca;
familyministries@albertaadventist.ca; acs@albertaadventist.ca;
presidential@adventist.ca; anderson.cathy@adventist.ca; page.campbell@adventist.ca;
guarin-adap.chris@adventist.ca; mackintosh.grace@adventist.ca;
keys.tina@adventist.ca; ainzee3@hotmail.com; a.hydukewich@gmail.com;
arlenk@xplornet.ca; bmgilbert92@gmail.com; barbcarley@icloud.com;
bcgleason@earthlink.net; beningerlena@hotmail.ca; bkwon3004@gmail.com;
cadubyna@gmail.com; carleyc@sasktel.net; cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net;
chadrick.carley@syngenta.com; cscarley@sasktel.net; handdkivimaa@sasktel.net;
'Dawn Lund'; dollyse13@gmail.com; donmvsb@icloud.com; elysyshyn@hotmail.com;
Gary Lund; guizz4bel@gmail.com; janoyany@hotmail.com; j.wright@sasktel.net;
'James Kwon'; jaysonalvarez017@yahoo.com; jenbakos2013@hotmail.ca;
jhydukewich16@gmail.com; jimrogersrce@gmail.com; kcarley1@blackberry.net;
j_harris07@hotmail.com; laghbo@gmail.com; laxdal52@hotmail.com; mcbean32
@me.com; wgeates@sasktel.net; lyle_williams@hotmail.com; mysha393@gmail.com;
mazel@sasktel.net; mieke_williams@hotmail.com; nursebear16@gmail.com; ooica15
@gmail.com; geerdtsfamily@sasktel.net; luvme@sasktel.net; rhoda624@yahoo.com;
ve5tnt@yahoo.com; rondi_a_kapiniak@hotmail.com; ruby_ann_22@msn.com;
s.beninger@hotmail.com; tiibred7@yahoo.com; sheilargut@hotmail.com;
sagreenhough@hotmail.com; sboateng20@outlook.com; tatarynj@hotmail.com;
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Cc: thegoodlife@littleloon.ca; txc164@case.edu; tie454@hotmail.com;
ve5lod@gmail.com; zwfriend@yahoo.com; mcollins@mansaskadventist.ca;
jdavila@mansaskadventist.ca; Julio Davila; Andrew Kelley; Helen Becker; Glenda
Nischuk; Isaacdarko@burmanu.ca; irali@shaw.ca; Isaac Darko; hank.julie@sasktel.net;
jmdesa70@gmail.com; dallasgareau@gmail.com; elahuc@sasktel.net;
clintonwahl@hotmail.com; m.hwiebe@sasktel.net; rzoerb@yahoo.com;
marallen@sasktel.net; orca@orcasound.ca; carlamae@orcasound.ca; smariebaker6532
@gmail.com; capcarad@sasktel.net; jbergen.c@gmail.com; mark_bergen123
@yahoo.com; wendygareau@gmail.com; pegisn2prosperity@yahoo.ca;
hall11ry@uregina.ca; olson_retreathouse@hotmail.com; aimee_pockett@hotmail.com;
rleebs@sasktel.net; joyceliebreich@hotmail.com; kluneng71@gmail.com;
hemar@sasktel.net; aleisha.j.mazier@gmail.com; zuzumami@gmail.com;
nursemickey@gmail.com; akothmolly@yahoo.com; james.oloo@alumni.uleth.ca;
loisotte@gmail.com; aarron11@msn.com; rey_taker_555@hotmail.com; strawberry459
@hotmail.com; lisapreb@icloud.com; ernie.proust@yahoo.com; akitrak@outlook.com;
beamer072@yahoo.com; marjorittariddell@gmail.com; ednarogers28@gmail.com;
rjsaccucci@hotmail.com; kerryphoto@gmail.com; lizzy.ss@shaw.ca;
ruby.sparks@live.com; teresawahl1@hotmail.com; gatwak@sasktel.net;
cicilialamunu@gmail.com; e.wani@hotmail.com; bacon-acres@hotmail.com;
adamsmarilyn322@gmail.com; stebeng@yahoo.com; morenolina287@gmail.com;
marnie.m.peart@gmail.com; boniffer@gmail.com; europroconcrete@gmail.com;
evelynsefu@gmail.com; weszary@gmail.com; emaxi@mansaskadventist.ca;
juanrobledo@txsda.org; t ips@rebelnews.com; tips@GlobalTVBC.com;
cbcnlinvestigates@cbc.ca

Subject: RE: CACV4048 - Richardson v Richardson (and other named Defendants)
Attachments: THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE

CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE_1.pdf; application_return_child_210315Signedpatch_
2.pdf; application_return_child_210315Signedpatch_3.pdf; THE ENGINEERING OF
BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING, TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION
UPDATE_2.pdf; THE ENGINEERING OF BIOTERRORISM, CHILD TRAFFICKING,
TREASON AND THE CRIME OF AGGRESSION UPDATE_3.pdf

Importance: High

To the Court ,

I will direct  the Court ’s attention to some documents that  the regist rar is responsible for them “ going missing”  as I
noticed them on the online portal. These documents are part of the ongoing criminal complaints and this
communication will be submit ted to law enforcement  as well. This is to demonstrate the crimes going on in the court  of
appeal. The first  attachment  contains the torture and criminal negligence file numbers given on July 3, 2020, the second
document  contains a photographs of RCM P showing up at my home on July 22, 2020 and then the unlawful arrest on
July 23, 2020 in front  of the Courthouse. The next  document  is a copy of a lease that  was never placed before the court
even though it  was filed to the court  and received by the regist rars. This document not  being placed before the court
allowed fraud to continue as did the refusal to have the pictures and t ranscript  evidence of my and my daughter’s
abduct ion to be placed on the court  record. Fourth is the copies of the warrant  that  was placed in T-1404-20 by the
RCM P. They swore in that  I was arrested before 10 AM  in the fourth document. This agrees with what  I have said. I was
prevented from entering the court. The t ranscript  was taken from a publicly available video on YouTube that
demonstrates that there was no resist ing and that  the RCM P lied. This means that the order issued by Elson was done
so by the admission of the RCM P by deliberate judicial interference and no ment ion was ever made that  the Court  of
Kings Bench for Saskatchewan requested for them to keep me out  of the court . The fifth document is the t ime stamp
from the “ interim order”  issued by Elson on a first  appearance with no evidence.  Jessica Karam entered the Court of
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Kings Bench of Alberta on March 18, 2022 and said that  I lost  custody of Karis without  prejudice and the orders from
Elson issued and then I was arrested by the RCM P. The evidence clearly states otherwise. That is clear evidence of crime
and when I was st rapped to a bed and drugged against  my will that was torture. Kaysha was also tortured. I don’t  have
to say anything the evidence speaks for itself. Amy and other unknown regist rars t ried to force an appeal on me that
was not  mine and that  lease clearly shows they engaged in fraud. The fact  that  these documents did not  make it  onto
the court  record are evidence of fraud and whether it  was Amy direct ly or one of the other court  agents in the regist ry it
doesn’t  mat ter. The Court has a responsibility to not  have crimes commit ted in it . Amy and others are responsible for
covering the fraud that  was used to steal my house and the removal of evidence that has t rafficked my child. The
evidence in the engineering report  says that  there are criminals in the court . The evidence of the abduction in front  of
the court , the lease of DSR Karis Consult ing Inc., the fraudulent  warrant  sworn in by the RCM P, the torture and criminal
negligence file numbers all demonstrate that  crimes were commit ted in the court  and the t ime stamp on Elson’s orders
is proof of child trafficking and kidnapping was used to traffick the child. The evidence presented of the aforement ioned
crimes speaks to the need of having a new point of contact  with the Court.

With the evidence of Amy’s guilt  firmly established, there is no justification whatsoever that  she has anything to do with
my mat ters. Amy is abusing her posit ion by blocking the access to the court  because she is abusing the capacity granted
to her by the court  of appeal act to shield herself and others from criminal liability. The evidence of the abduction in
front of the court , the lease of DSR Karis Consult ing Inc., the fraudulent  warrant  sworn in by the RCM P, the torture and
criminal negligence file numbers all demonstrate that  crimes were commit ted in the court and the t ime stamp on
Elson’s orders is proof of child t rafficking and kidnapping was used to t raffick the child. No justification can be used to
have a criminal have any part  of my matters any thing other than having a different  person who will ident ify themselves
at  all t imes is unacceptable. If the court  refuses to do so then they will be making themselves complicit  to the
aforement ioned criminal act ivity which includes without  limitation torture, child t rafficking for the purposes of financial
and sexual exploitation, t reason,
M ortgage fraud and the crime of aggression.

I will direct  the Court ’s attention to some applicable sections of laws:

Art icle 13
Each State Party shall ensure that any individual who alleges he has been subjected to torture in any territory under

its jurisdiction has the right to complain to, and to have his case promptly and impartially examined by, its competent

authorities. Steps shall be taken to ensure that the complainant and witnesses are protected against all ill-treatment

or intimidation as a consequence of his complaint or any evidence given.

Art icle 4
1. Each State Party shall ensure that  all acts of torture are offences under its criminal law. The same shall apply to an
at tempt to commit  torture and to an act  by any person which constitutes complicity or part icipat ion in torture. 2. Each
State Party shall make these offences punishable by appropriate penalt ies which take into account their grave nature.

The no defence clause from 269.1 of the criminal code
No Defence

(3) It  is no defence to a charge under this sect ion that  the accused was ordered by a superior or a public authority to
perform the act  or omission that  forms the subject [1]mat ter of the charge or that  the act  or omission is alleged to have
been just ified by exceptional circumstances, including a state of war, a threat of war, internal polit ical instability or any
other public emergency.

This should make this very obvious the reasoning that I have, and that Court  has an obligat ion to restrain Amy and those
agents who are commit t ing crimes against  me.

Kind regards,

Dale Richardson, B.TECH, M ET, TT (AB), Associate (SK)
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North Bat t leford, SK
unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com
Tel 306 441 7010

The email in this signature is for humanitarian purposes only. For Greater Certainty, while it is owned by DSR Karis

Consulting Inc., this email is for humanitarian purposes and no business is conducted through this email. Email can

only be addressed to the person whose signature is affixed to the email. No email is to be addressed to DSR Karis

Consulting Inc. through unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com email for any purposes of any kind.

From: Groothuis, Amy <agroothuis@sasklawcourts.ca>
Sent: September 21, 2022 3:47 PM
To: Unity <unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com>
Subject: RE: CACV4048 - Richardson v Richardson (and other named Defendants)

Hi Dale,

I confirm that I will place this email and your letter on the court file.

As you know, the applications you filed need to be heard by a panel of three judges; you included dates in your notice of
motion on a date for regular Chambers, when only a single judge sits.  Rather than reject your documents for filing and
require you to revise them to indicate that they would be heard “on a date to be set by the Registrar” (which is the normal,
expected wording for an application to be heard by the Court), I accepted the documents for filing but noted that they
would be heard by a panel on a date that is, I assure you, the earliest possible date that the Court can accommodate.  I
hope you can understand why the applications are being set on (or about) November 4.  The Rules only envision a party
selecting a specific date for those applications heard in regular Chambers, which are set the second and fourth Wednesday
of every month.

Unfortunately, given the ongoing tenor and language used in your email correspondence, I am the only Registry staff who
reviews and responds to your emails, applications, and letters.  Until the Court orders otherwise or I no longer hold the
position of Registrar, it is I who will remain the point of contact with you.

Kind regards,
Amy

Amy Groothuis

Direct: 306.787.5258
Email: agroothuis@sasklawcourts.ca

From: Unity <unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com>
Sent: September 21, 2022 1:35 PM
To: Groothuis, Amy <agroothuis@sasklawcourts.ca>; Stevenson, Just in JU <just in.stevenson@gov.sk.ca>; Bilson, M ax JU
<M ax.Bilson@gov.sk.ca>; Karam, Jessica <jessica.karam@just ice.gc.ca>; Spray, Erin <Erin.Spray@just ice.gc.ca>;
ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com; patriciam@matrixlawgroup.ca; Regist rar, Court of Appeal
<CARegist rar@sasklawcourts.ca>
Cc: Price, Emily <Emily.Price@cas-sat j.gc.ca>; law.recept ion@calgary.ca; recept ion@matrixlawgroup.ca;
colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca (colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca) <colleen.sinclair@calgary.ca>; erin.spray@justice.gc.ca; Karam,
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Jessica <jessica.karam@justice.gc.ca>; 'just in.stevenson@gov.sk.ca' <just in.stevenson@gov.sk.ca>; emily.price@cas-
sat j.gc.ca; Annie Alport (aalport@millerthomson.com) <aalport@millerthomson.com>; hlaing@mcdougallgauley.com;
M arie K. Stack <m.stack@mckercher.ca>; vthomson@owzw.com; bcomba@emeryjamieson.com; Paula Safadi
<Paula.Safadi@albertacourts.ca>; carolinsask@yahoo.ca; cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net; chadrick.carley@syngenta.com;
ciprianbolah@gmail.com; cscarley@sasktel.net; dollyse13@gmail.com; donmvsb@icloud.com; eddieg@sasktel.net;
elysyshyn@hotmail.com; guizz4bel@gmail.com; hebertkim@hotmail.com; holmlaw@sasktel.net; j.wright@sasktel.net;
jhydukewich16@gmail.com; kcarley1@blackberry.net; barbcarley@icloud.com; bcgleason@earthlink.net ;
beningerlena@hotmail.ca; cadubyna@gmail.com; carleyc@sasktel.net; president@gc.advent ist .org;
sdannuc@gmail.com; gfernroger01@hotmail.com; info@contact .advent ist .org; info@nadadventist .org;
communicat ion@advent ist .ca; mhylton@mansaskadventist .ca; clindberg@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
swall@mansaskadvent ist .ca; carbeau@mansaskadvent ist .ca; ababida@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
dbaker@mansaskadvent ist .ca; mbart ley@mansaskadvent ist .ca; rbiscaro@mansaskadventist .ca;
fcela@mansaskadvent ist .ca; jdavila@mansaskadvent ist .ca; sdixon@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
tguderyan@mansaskadvent ist .ca; jkim@mansaskadvent ist .ca; alennon@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
smanly@mansaskadvent ist .ca; emanzanares@mansaskadvent ist .ca; rmarshall@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
rmena@mansaskadvent ist .ca; holiphant@mansaskadvent ist .ca; dpereira@mansaskadvent ist .ca;
lpoama@mansaskadvent ist .ca; lt ilihoi@mansaskadvent ist .ca; gali@albertaadvent ist .ca; aalvir@albertaadvent ist .ca;
rferary@albertaadventist .ca; ghodder@albertaadvent ist .ca; wwilliams@albertaadvent ist .ca;
lwilton@albertaadvent ist .ca; familyminist ries@albertaadvent ist .ca; acs@albertaadvent ist .ca;
president ial@advent ist .ca; anderson.cathy@advent ist .ca; page.campbell@advent ist .ca; guarin-
adap.chris@adventist .ca; mackintosh.grace@advent ist .ca; keys.t ina@adventist .ca; ainzee3@hotmail.com;
a.hydukewich@gmail.com; arlenk@xplornet .ca; bmgilbert92@gmail.com; barbcarley@icloud.com;
bcgleason@earthlink.net ; beningerlena@hotmail.ca; bkwon3004@gmail.com; cadubyna@gmail.com;
carleyc@sasktel.net; cgosadchuk92@sasktel.net; chadrick.carley@syngenta.com; cscarley@sasktel.net;
handdkivimaa@sasktel.net ; 'Dawn Lund' <d.lund@sasktel.net>; dollyse13@gmail.com; donmvsb@icloud.com;
elysyshyn@hotmail.com; Gary Lund <g.lund@sasktel.net>; guizz4bel@gmail.com; janoyany@hotmail.com;
j.wright@sasktel.net; 'James Kwon' <jkwon@mansaskadvent ist .ca>; jaysonalvarez017@yahoo.com;
jenbakos2013@hotmail.ca; jhydukewich16@gmail.com; jimrogersrce@gmail.com; kcarley1@blackberry.net;
j_harris07@hotmail.com; laghbo@gmail.com; laxdal52@hotmail.com; mcbean32@me.com; wgeates@sasktel.net;
lyle_williams@hotmail.com; mysha393@gmail.com; mazel@sasktel.net; mieke_williams@hotmail.com;
nursebear16@gmail.com; ooica15@gmail.com; geerdtsfamily@sasktel.net; luvme@sasktel.net; rhoda624@yahoo.com;
ve5tnt@yahoo.com; rondi_a_kapiniak@hotmail.com; ruby_ann_22@msn.com; s.beninger@hotmail.com;
t iibred7@yahoo.com; sheilargut@hotmail.com; sagreenhough@hotmail.com; sboateng20@out look.com;
tatarynj@hotmail.com; thegoodlife@lit t leloon.ca; txc164@case.edu; t ie454@hotmail.com; ve5lod@gmail.com;
zwfriend@yahoo.com; mcollins@mansaskadvent ist .ca; jdavila@mansaskadvent ist .ca; Julio Davila
<jdavila@burmanu.ca>; Andrew Kelley <andly777@yahoo.com>; Helen Becker <rhbecker@lit t leloon.ca>; Glenda
Nischuk <bet terliving2@sasktel.net>; Isaacdarko@burmanu.ca; irali@shaw.ca; Isaac Darko <isaacdarko@burmanu.ca>;
hank.julie@sasktel.net ; jmdesa70@gmail.com; dallasgareau@gmail.com; elahuc@sasktel.net;
clintonwahl@hotmail.com; m.hwiebe@sasktel.net; rzoerb@yahoo.com; marallen@sasktel.net ; orca@orcasound.ca;
carlamae@orcasound.ca; smariebaker6532@gmail.com; capcarad@sasktel.net ; jbergen.c@gmail.com;
mark_bergen123@yahoo.com; wendygareau@gmail.com; pegisn2prosperity@yahoo.ca; hall11ry@uregina.ca;
olson_retreathouse@hotmail.com; aimee_pocket t@hotmail.com; rleebs@sasktel.net ; joyceliebreich@hotmail.com;
kluneng71@gmail.com; hemar@sasktel.net; aleisha.j.mazier@gmail.com; zuzumami@gmail.com;
nursemickey@gmail.com; akothmolly@yahoo.com; james.oloo@alumni.uleth.ca; loisot te@gmail.com;
aarron11@msn.com; rey_taker_555@hotmail.com; strawberry459@hotmail.com; lisapreb@icloud.com;
ernie.proust@yahoo.com; akit rak@outlook.com; beamer072@yahoo.com; marjorit tariddell@gmail.com;
ednarogers28@gmail.com; rjsaccucci@hotmail.com; kerryphoto@gmail.com; lizzy.ss@shaw.ca; ruby.sparks@live.com;
teresawahl1@hotmail.com; gatwak@sasktel.net; cicilialamunu@gmail.com; e.wani@hotmail.com; bacon-
acres@hotmail.com; adamsmarilyn322@gmail.com; stebeng@yahoo.com; morenolina287@gmail.com;
marnie.m.peart@gmail.com; boniffer@gmail.com; europroconcrete@gmail.com; evelynsefu@gmail.com;
weszary@gmail.com; emaxi@mansaskadvent ist .ca; juanrobledo@txsda.org
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Subject: RE: CACV4048 - Richardson v Richardson (and other named Defendants)
Importance: High

Amy,

Place this let ter on the court  file and recuse yourself immediately. You will not delay the scheduling as you lack the
capacity to make any determinat ion on any urgency based on a technical report beyond the capacity of your posit ion as
a regist rar of the Court, nor do you have the capacity to join mat ters that  have been separated on the basis of an
engineering report . You are a lawyer not  an engineer or an engineering technologist .

For Greater Certainty and Clarity, I have attached the formal let ter to the court  requesting your recusal based on the
criminal complaints enclosed in the engineering report received by the Court  of Appeal for Saskatchewan. You have no
capacity whatsoever to speak on the engineering report or its urgency and delaying it  over my expert advice is a crime.
You are murdering people based on the evidence in the engineering report  that you have no capacity to make any
determinat ion on whatsoever. Nor does any lawyer have the capacity to make any determinat ion on the report. The
opposing counsel will have to get  their own experts to argue their mat ters in the Court.

Kind regards,

Dale Richardson, B.TECH, M ET, TT (AB), Associate (SK)
North Bat t leford, SK
unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com
Tel 306 441 7010

The email in this signature is for humanitarian purposes only. For Greater Certainty, while it is owned by DSR Karis

Consulting Inc., this email is for humanitarian purposes and no business is conducted through this email. Email can

only be addressed to the person whose signature is affixed to the email. No email is to be addressed to DSR Karis

Consulting Inc. through unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com email for any purposes of any kind.

From: Groothuis, Amy <agroothuis@sasklawcourts.ca>
Sent: September 21, 2022 9:55 AM
To: Stevenson, Just in JU <just in.stevenson@gov.sk.ca>; Bilson, M ax JU <M ax.Bilson@gov.sk.ca>; Karam, Jessica
<jessica.karam@just ice.gc.ca>; Spray, Erin <Erin.Spray@just ice.gc.ca>; ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com;
patriciam@matrixlawgroup.ca
Cc: Regist rar, Court  of Appeal <CARegist rar@sasklawcourts.ca>; Unity <unity@dsrkarisconsult ing.com>
Subject: CACV4048 - Richardson v Richardson (and other named Defendants)

Good morning,

I write with respect to the two applications filed by Mr. Dale Richardson in the above noted matter.  The Registry will
accept both applications for filing and will schedule them for hearing before the Court.  The purpose of my email is to
advise that the applications will not be heard on the date identified in the notice of motion (October 12 and October
26).  Rather, they will be heard on the same date, by the same panel of three judges.  At this point, I anticipate that the
applications will be set for hearing on Thursday, November 4 (please note that date is subject to confirmation).  I will
provide additional information to everyone once I have confirmed the date and time.

The applications include different parties, with different counsel on each.  The panel hearing these applications may have
direction either in advance to the hearing or at the hearing on the order and manner of proceeding. To the extent I receive
any direction in advance of the hearing date, I will share it with all of the parties.
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To ensure that everyone is on the same page, I provide this summary of the parties and counsel that Mr. Richardson has
identified on each application:

1. Application for Prerogative Relief filed September 11, 2022 (Motion for Mandamus, Prohibition and Certiorari)
a. Kimberley A. Richardson, non-party (defendant), represented by Patricia Meiklejohn
b. Amy Groothuis, unknown registrars of the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan, Justice Zuk, Registrar of

Land Titles, and the Attorney General of Saskatchewan (Defendants), represented by Max Bilson and
Justin Stevenson

2. Application for Prerogative Relief filed September 18, 2022 (Motion for Mandamus, Prohibition and Certiorari)
a. Kimberley A. Richardson, non-party (defendant), represented by Patricia Meiklejohn
b. Assistant Commissioner Rhonda Blackmore of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police (F-Division),

represented by the Attorney General of Canada
c. Jessica Karam
d. Ministry of Health, represented by Max Bilson and Justin Stevenson
e. The Saskatchewan Health Authority, represented by Chantelle Eisner

Each of the responding parties may file materials in response to the application(s), and at the very least I would ask that
you prepare a letter setting out whether you will be appearing to make submissions at the hearing date. We will provide a
PIN for each individual named party, upon a request being sent to the general Registry email:
caregistrar@sasklawcourts.ca.  This will allow an individual to see materials on the court file and upload documents for
filing.

If any questions arise from the above, please advise.  You may feel free to contact me by email or phone.

Kind regards,
Amy

Amy Groothuis

Registrar

Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan

Victoria Avenue Court House
2425 Victoria Avenue
Regina SK  S4P 4W6

Direct: 306.787.5258
Email: agroothuis@sasklawcourts.ca
www.sasklawcourts.ca
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significance, it was ignored and favour was given to all of the parties implicated in 

torture and the criminal negligence tied to evidence discussed earlier in this report. 

Figure 24: RCMP Cst. Roy Bringing File Numbers for Torture and Criminal Negligence

86 of 2976
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On July 23, 2020, the Royal Canadian Mounted 

Police and the Saskatchewan Health Authority 

succeed in preventing Dale and Kaysha from 

entering Court against them on behalf of DSR 

Karis Consulting Inc. and Justice R.W. Elson uses 

a divorce court interim order to steal all Dale’s, 

Kaysha’s, and the corporation’s assets and to give 

“custody” of Karis to her mother Kim; however, 

Justice R.W. Elson failed to steal the corporation’s 

shares due to the no share transfer restrictions 

clause in the Articles of Incorporation.

This is the Court of Queen’s 

Bench for Saskatchewan in the 

Judicial Centre of Battleford

00:09 Kaysha: “What is 

the reason for the arrest?”

Respondents: ... silence ...

*get in the van*
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Constable Read (male) told Kaysha 

here that he would tell her the reason 

for the arrest after, and Constable 

Parchenski (female) told Kaysha she 

was resisting arrest, despite her being 

unaware of the reason why.
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This Deputy Sheriff, an officer of 

the Court, was obligated to notify 

the Justice of Dale’s detainment as 

he participated in this arrest.

*why brother**feeling shame*
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*no eye contact*

04:14 Dale:  

“This is illegal.  

This is illegal.  

This is illegal.  

Look at this 

illegal activity.”

*punches Dale’s leg*
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Transcript of the Foregoing

Speakers:

Dale [Kaysha’s father taken for Mental Health without a warrant presented]

Kaysha [known as Kaysha and was taken under Public Health]

Robert [the man filming the video and asking questions as to why they were being arrested in 

front of court before a hearing against the RCMP]

Court Officer [the Deputy Sheriff of the Court that did not have a name tag but participated in 

the arrest]

Constable Parchenski [the only female officer, Caucasian]

Constable Read [the tall man, Caucasian]

Four other RCMP officers participated, the names of which were not provided in accordance 

with applicable law.

138

Robert signed contact 

tracing at the Court, but 

did not feel comfortable 

entering the Court 

without recording at 

least audio due to what 

he just witnessed, and he 

was denied entry by the 

Deputy Sheriff.

The Deputy Sheriff said 

that the Justice R.W. 

Elson was notified of his 

request to enter and 

leave to record which he 

purported that the justice 

denied.
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00:00  [Constant background talking]

00:00 Constable Parchenski:  (very faint)...under the public health...okay?

00:01 Dale: For what?  This is an illegal warrant!  

00:03 Robert:  Oh sorry.

00:04 Dale:  No it is not.  This is a lie. This is a lie.  This is a lie--

00:05  Constable Read: ...unintelligible...back on the sidewalk?

00:06 Constable Parchenski:  Come to my vehicle…(very faint)

00:07 Robert:  Sidewalk?

00:08  Constable Read:  Yeah.

00:09 Dale:  You are stopping me from doing a lawf--

00:09 Robert:  I was back up here.

00:09 Kaysha:  What is the reason for the arrest?  What is the reason for the arre—What is the 

reason for the arrest?  What is the reason—what is the reason for the arrest?  What is the reason

for the arrest?

00:11 Dale:  Listen... No, no you will not.  This is not a lawful arrest...this is not a lawful arrest. 

00:19  Constable Read:  ….unintelligible...

00:21 Dale:  No I’m not.

00:21 Constable Read:  Yes you are.

00:22 Kaysha:  What is the reason for the arrest?  What is the reason for the—what is the 

reason?  What is the reason?  What is the reason—what is the reason for the arrest?

00:22 Dale:  This is an unlawful arrest—pursuant to 269.1 of the criminal code of Canada, I’ve 

already, I’ve already applied to the...unintelligible.

00:31 Male voice:  ..unintelligible...

00:33 Dale:  Do not—do not touch her!  Do not touch her.  You see this wickedness?

00:37 Kaysha:  What is the reason?

00:39 RCMP Officer:  Put your hands behind your back.

00:39 Kaysha:  What is the reason for the arrest?  What is the reason?  What I the reason?  

What is the reason?  What is the reason?

00:39 Dale:  God is going to judge you today.  You will not live. Father in heaven, I ask of you 

this day to pour out your Spirit upon your children.  And Lord I ask of you this day to slay the 

servants of Baal and not allow them to touch her.

00:55 Kaysha:  What is the reason?  What is the reason?   What is the reason?  You did not state

a reason for the arrest?

00:55 Dale:  No! In the name of Jesus I ask of you this day in the name of Jesus, in the name of 

Jesus...Tell me what lawful reason you have to do this. Tell me the law—tell me—show me the 

warrant.

01:07 Robert:  Woah.

01:08 Constable Parchenski:  Stop
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01:08 Kaysha: What is the reason?  

01:08 Constable Parchenski:  Stop...unintelligible….

01:09 Dale:  No, No ...unintelligible...will not.  

01:10  Constable Read:  Give me your arm. Give me your arm now.  Give me your arm.

01:11 Constable Parchenski:  You’re under arrest.

01:13 Dale:  No you will not.  You’re doing something illegal..no...illegal...illegal...it’s illegal...

01:13 Constable Parchenski:  Stop.

01:14 Kaysha:  What is the reason? Stop!  Stop!

01:18  Constable Read:  We’ll explain it to you.

01:19 Female RCMP Officer:  You’re resisting arrest...unintelligible…

01:21 Kaysha:  No, what is the reason for the arrest.

01:24 Constable Parchenski:  The public health order… unintelligible

01:28 Kaysha:  No it’s not—that’s not what it says.  That’s not what it says.  That is not what 

the public—that is not what the public order says.  I’m not required to go with you.  I’m not 

required to go with you.

01:40  Constable Read:  Kay, get up—you can go.

01:41 Constable Parchenski:  Sit down. Get in the vehicle.

01:44 Kaysha:  You have my backpack on.  How am I supposed to sit down?

01:48 Constable Parchenski:  Lift your feet up. Lift your feet up.  Lift your feet up.

01:50 Robert:  What about the court hearing?

01:52  Constable Read:   You guys are not supposed to... here for a court hearing.   It’s a 

telephone hearing.

01:55 Robert:  No it’s not.

01:56  Constable Read:  Yes it is

01:56 Kaysha:  No it isn’t.  That’s not what’s listed.  That’s not what’s listed.

01:58 Robert:  It’s not.  It’s not a telephone hearing, Sir.  

02:01  Constable Read:  She’s not even supposed to be leaving the house.

02:04 Constable Parchenski:  She’s not supposed to be in public. Lift your feet.

02:06 Kaysha:  That’s not what it says.  It says that I can wear a mask.

02:06 Robert:  It’s notorized...it says--it says that you can wear a mask.  

02:10 Kaysha:  He’s pulling me.

02:11 Constable Parchenski:  Yes, ‘cause you’re arrested.

02:13 Robert:  It says that you can go to--to things that are necessary.  Isn’t court necessary 

though?

02:21 Dale:  ...the paperwork, those are my glasses.

02:24 Constable Parchenski:  You need to back up.  You’re gonna get arrested.

02:25 Robert:  Oh sorry.
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02:28 Male RCMP Officer:  You can be with him but just stay at a safe distance, okay?

02:30 Robert:  What about the court hearing?

02:32 Dale:  My agent can take my corporate property.

02:35 Constable Parchenski:  Give me your hand.

02:35 Dale:  No, Give my corporate property to my agent. 

02:38 Male RCMP Officer:  Here I’ll give it...

02:39 Dale:  Not your agent.  Let it go. Give it straight to the agent—the agent.

02:41 Robert:  Agent please. Thank you very--Thank you Sir.

02:42 Constable Parchenski:   Yayaya (very faint)

02:43 Dale:  Not you—the agent. Now, let you know now.

02:48 Male RCMP Officer:  Put your hands behind your back. 

02:49 Dale:  This is the declaration. This goes--The keys go to my agent.

02:52 Robert:  Oh...keys?

02:54 Dale:  Let ‘em go to his hands.  You see?  This is..

02:55 Male RCMP Officer:  Where are the keys?  Okay I can--You can watch me pass them to 

him.

02:59 Dale:  No you will not touch them.  They go straight to my agent. They are going straight 

to my agent.

03:05 Male RCMP Officer:  Oh yeah.

03:05 Male RCMP Officer:  Okay give him the key.  He’s right there, give him the key.

03:06 Dale:  You see?  You see—you—you’ve...

03:07 Robert:  Oh there’s another key?

03:09 Constable Parchenski:  If you put your phone down, you can--

03:11 Dale:  No. You see take my business phone—not you—my business phone.

03:13 Robert:  Oh...No I’ll grab it.  I’ll make sure that he’s comfortable.

03:16 Dale:  ...unintelligible...Federal corporation

03:22 Robert:  Take the business phone sir?  Thank you.

03:24 Dale:  This is—okay, okay.

03:28 Male RCMP Officer:  Are there any other belongings Dale, that…is there anything else 

that he needs?

03:29  Dale:  Those are a corporate property.

03:30 Robert:  Yeah

03:31 Male RCMP Officer:  They can go to him too.

03:32 Robert:  Ooooh careful. Wait I need that other one...could I...

03:34 Constable Parchenski:  Hey you gotta wait.  You have to wait a second.

03:35 Male RCMP Officer:  unintelligible...we can...up the seats if you want… unintelligible

03:38 Robert:  I need that other one sir.

141

Page 152 of 686

Page 1386 of 1536



03:40 Male RCMP Officer:  We’re not timing--we don’t have time to listen.

03:42 Robert:  That’s the corporate...

03:43 Dale:  You have to show me this warrant.  Show me this warrant.  Show me—that’s not 

corporate property—that’s corporate property.  Show me the warrant. 

03:52 Robert:  I need that USB.

03:52 Dale: Show me the warrant--before I go anywhere. Show me the warrant.

03: 53 Male RCMP Officer:  ...unintelligible

03:57 Constable Parchenski:  You’re under arrest….unintelligible

03:58 Dale:  No, show me the warrant.  Show me the warrant.

03:59 Male RCMP Officer:  Dale, we’ll show it to you when you get in.

04:03 Dale:  No, no, show me the warrant first.  Show me the warrant.  Show me the warrant... 

unintelligible (muffled)....illegal…

04:11 Constable Parchenski:  Read

04:12 Male RCMP Officers:  ...unintelligible...  

04:14 Dale:  This is illegal.  This is illegal.  This is illegal.  Look at this illegal activity.

04:22 Male RCMP Officer:  K, just get in the vehicle then.

04:23 Dale:  No, show me the warrant. Show me the warrant. Show me the warrant.  Show me 

the warrant.  Where is the warrant?

04:31 Male RCMP Officer:  We’ll show it to you when you get in.

04:32 Dale:  No.  Father in heaven, I pray of you--send your angels to help.  Send your Holy 

Spirit.  Send your angels and stop this illegal activity.  

04:43  Constable Read: do not kick, you’re gonna get it worse.

04:44 Dale:  Stop this illegal activity.  Stop this illegal activity.  Stop this illegal activity.

04:52 Male RCMP Officer:  Put your f---

04:54 Dale:  This is illegal.  This is illegal.

04:59 Male RCMP Officer:  ...unintelligible...that the USB?

05:00 Male voices in the background.

05:02 Robert:  Where?

05:02 Male RCMP Officer:  No it’s the one that was on the ground?

05:04 Robert:  Yeah somebody gave it to me...but a, what about the court hearing?

05:10 Male RCMP Officer:  Um, I think it’ll be adjourned.

05:10  Dale:  Not till I see the warrant.

05:12  Constable Read:  K right now you’re resisting arrest, you want that charge too? No 

that’s what you ...unintelligible...

05:14 Dale:  No, no...lemme see the warrant.  

05:16 Robert:  But he’s supposed to appear and so is the RCMP.
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05:20 Dale:  Let me see the warrant first.  Let me see the warrant first.  Let me see the warrant 

first.  Let me see the warrant first.

05:42 Robert:  The warrant?

05:42 Male RCMP Officer: ...unintelligible...the keys?

05:44 Robert:  I have keys—the warrant?

05:48  Constable Read:  We don’t know who you are so you could please get back...your vehicle.

05:52 Robert:  Well I need to go in there.

05:54  Constable Read:  Okay then go in there.

05:55 Male RCMP Officer:  Okay go in there.

06:00  Constable Read:   K, this is all his property?  I’m gonna take a picture of it, say that you 

got it.

06:04 Robert:  Well this is corporate property.

06:06  Constable Read:   Corporate property of who?

06:07 Robert:  Corporate property sir, of DSR Karis Consulting Incorporated.

06:31 Robert:  Oh my word.

07:00  Constable Read:   Is there a court case right now?

07:02 Male RCMP Officer:  What?

07:03 Robert:  It’s at ten o’clock.  One of you should come in as the respondent, because the 

RCMP is one of the respondents for the court case.  Which one of you is the representative of the 

RCMP?

07:12 Male RCMP Officer:  No RCMP member will be ...unintelligible...you can go in on your 

own, no RCMP member will be...unintelligible…

07:17 Robert: No RCMP is coming to the court hearing where they’re respondents of?

07:23  Constable Read:   I have no idea about the court case.  We’re not here for the court case.

07:26 Robert: Then why are you here?  

07:27  Constable Read:  arrest…

07:28: Robert:  How did you know he was going to be here if you didn’t know about the court 

case?

07:32   ...unintelligible Male RCMP Officer voices

09:17 Robert:  Oh that one’s heavy.

10:34 Robert:  Property…

10:41 Robert:  Um, excuse me, I have an issue.

10:47 Male RCMP Officer:  K, call the RCMP… unintelligible...something

10:48 Robert:  No I mean, I need to access the corporate phone

10:52 Male RCMP Officer:  K, you a corporate employee?

10:56 Robert:  I’m the, I’m an agent, could you, could you help me get this face unlocked?

11:00 Male RCMP Officer: No
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11:01 Robert:  Why?

11:01 Male RCMP Officer: He’s under arrest right now.

11:08 Male RCMP Officer:  Why do you need access to the phone?

11:11 Robert: I’m a corporate agent.  This is a corporate phone.  There’s strict…

11:13 Male RCMP Officer:  You said you’re just an agent. Now you’re a corporate agent?

11:16 Robert: It’s the same thing sir.

11:18 Male RCMP Officer:  So you can unlock it then.

11:20 Robert:  A corporate agent?

11:21 Male RCMP Officer: Ya

11:22 Robert:  I mean--

11:23 Male RCMP Officer: K, have a good day.

11:25 Robert:  It’s locked to him.

11:27 Male RCMP Officer:  Yeah well he’s in custody right now.

12:14 Robert:  Dear Father thy will be done on Earth as it is in Heaven.  I know not how You 

get things done, but nonetheless I will trust You.

12:41 Kaysha:  ...unintelligible

12:42 Robert: Me? Oh.

12:47 Male RCMP Officer:  ...unintelligible...so you you want me to—got it?

12:52 Robert:  Was there anything else that was present?

12:54 Male RCMP Officer:  No...unintelligible.

12:56 Robert:  Is that everything?

12:58 Kaysha:  That’s all the stuff that’s in there, and

13:01 Robert:  The corporate property’s in there

13:02 Kaysha:  Yeah and the corporate property, the keys, everything.

13:06 Robert: K

13:08 Kaysha:  Why is this one tight….unintelligible.

13:12 Robert:  Oh this is heavy.  So none of you is coming to the court hearing?  But--

14:48 Robert:  Well, the RCMP broke the law.  Not sure what to call this but I go in as proxy as 

a corporate agent, or agent, apparently some people think that’s different.  I just hope they don’t 

do any malpractice while they’re in the RCMP because they’re under investigation for some 

questionable stuff.

15:16 Knocking

15:20 Robert:  Hello sir

15:21 Court Officer:  Hi--There’s no recording on the premises sir.

15:23 Robert:  There’s a court hearing.

15:24 Court Officer:  No there’s not it’s been adjourned.
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EXAMPLE OF DISCRIMINATION/BIAS

Justice R.W. Elson based on the testimony of unknown members of the Royal Canadian 

Mounted Police directed them to keep Dale J. Richardson out of the Court of Queen's 

Bench for Saskatchewan on July 22, 2020 when there were two hearings he was 

scheduled to appear on. DIV 70 of 2020 and QBG 156-2020.

Figure 20: Fraudulent RCMP Warrant Redacted P1
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There are several issues with the first page of the warrant (See Figure 20: Fraudulent 

RCMP Warrant Redacted P1). Notably it states that a warrant for resisting arrest was 

issued on July 22, 2020 for arrest that took place on July 23, 2020. This confirmation is 

Figure 21: Fraudulent RCMP Warrant P4

shown in Figure 21: Fraudulent RCMP Warrant P4. The direction given by the the Court 

of Queen's Bench for Saskatchewan to the unknown member of the RCMP to prevent
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Figure 13: Interim Order Page 1
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Figure 14: Interim Order Page 2

CONTEXT SURROUNDING FIRST JUDICIAL ACTION IN DIV 70 of 2020
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Richards C.J.S.  

I. INTRODUCTION 

[1] This decision addresses four matters: two show cause applications and two applications for 

prerogative relief. 

[2] The show cause applications concern appeals initiated by Dale Richardson from decisions 

made by what was then the Court of Queen’s Bench in family law proceedings involving him and 

his former wife, the respondent Kimberley Richardson. As explained below, both of those appeals 

must be dismissed because Mr. Richardson has failed to establish that it is in the interests of justice 

that he be allowed to prosecute them to a conclusion.  

[3] The applications for prerogative relief concern various grievances that Mr. Richardson has 

against the alleged actions of a number of individuals ranging from the Registrar of Titles to an 

Assistant Commissioner of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police. As explained below, those 

applications must be dismissed as well.  

II. THE SHOW CAUSE APPLICATIONS 

A. Appeal CACV3745 

[4] On December 11, 2020, a Queen’s Bench judge sitting in Chambers made an order 

dismissing Mr. Richardson’s applications to: (a) vary an interim parenting order, and (b) dispense 

with service of documents. The Chambers judge also made an order requiring Mr. Richardson to 

pay child support. 

[5] Mr. Richardson filed a ten-page notice of appeal dated December 13, 2020, by which he 

took issue with “the entire Order”. Since that time, Mr. Richardson has failed to successfully 

complete any of the steps mandated by The Court of Appeal Rules [Rules] for moving his appeal 

forward; while he served and filed an appeal book and written argument on January 31, 2022, he 

subsequently demanded that those documents be removed from the Court file when he was 

dissatisfied with the form and content of the resulting filing fee receipt. The upshot is that he has 

not filed an appeal book nor a factum or written argument. He has, however, brought two 
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applications in this Court for prerogative relief. They were dismissed both in Chambers and on 

appeal to the Court proper.  

[6] A pre-hearing conference was held on March 9, 2022. At that time, Mr. Richardson advised 

of his intention to do nothing on this file until he got a “protection order” from the courts in Alberta, 

without explaining what any such order might be or might achieve. He has done nothing since then 

to move matters forward. A show cause hearing was scheduled by way of a notice dated 

September 27, 2022.  

[7] The approach that this Court takes in addressing show cause applications was summarized 

as follows in 6517633 Canada Ltd. v Norton (Rural Municipality), 2019 SKCA 45 [Norton]: 
[16] Accordingly, as something of a restatement of the approach described in 
paragraph 14 of Maurice Law, let me confirm that the core question in deciding whether 
to dismiss an appeal as abandoned pursuant to Rule 46(2) is whether it is in the interests of 
justice to make such an order. If an appeal is manifestly without merit, that will be 
determinative of the inquiry. Otherwise, the full range of relevant factors should be 
weighed and considered. Those factors will generally include, but not necessarily be 
limited to:  

(a) the adequacy of the appellant’s reason for the delay in moving matters forward;  

(b) the extent to which the respondent has expressed concern about the delay or 
attempted to have the appellant advance the appeal;  

(c) the progress, if any, the appellant has made in preparing the materials necessary 
to perfect the appeal;  

(d) whether, and the extent to which, the respondent has been prejudiced by the 
appellant’s failure to move the appeal forward or will be prejudiced if the appeal 
is allowed to proceed; and  

(e) whether the appellant has the willingness and the capacity to comply with the 
deadlines that might be imposed by the Court in relation to the perfection of the 
appeal. 

[8] All of this was explained to Mr. Richardson at the oral show cause hearing and he was then 

given an opportunity to address these considerations and show cause why his appeal should not be 

dismissed. Mr. Richardson did not speak to any of the considerations identified in Norton and 

chose, instead, to make various submissions about matters such as child trafficking, “bio 

weapons”, the “Convention Against Torture” and “The Engineering of Bioterrorism, Child 

Trafficking, Treason and the Crime of Aggression Update”, a document that he has authored. 
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[9] I find that Mr. Richardson has failed to show cause why he should be allowed to carry on 

with this appeal. Accordingly, it is dismissed with costs to Ms. Richardson fixed in the amount of 

$500 and payable forthwith. 

B. Appeal CACV3798 

[10] On February 19, 2021, a Queen’s Bench judge sitting in Chambers made an order directing 

the Registrar of Titles to transfer the title of what had been the Richardsons’ family home to two 

individuals. The house had been sold to them pursuant to a court order providing for its disposition.  

[11] Mr. Richardson filed a six-page notice of appeal on March 19, 2021. The style of cause 

was “DSR Karis Consulting Inc. v Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan and Kimberley 

Richardson” even though DSR Karis Consulting Inc. was not a party to the Chambers proceeding 

that gave rise to an appeal. This led to various difficulties as the Registry attempted to assist 

Mr. Richardson to sort out this irregularity. Again, as in CACV3745, Mr. Richardson took none 

of the steps required by the Rules to advance his appeal; an attempt to file his written argument 

and appeal book likewise proved unsuccessful when Mr. Richardson considered that the receipt 

generated upon payment of the filing fee was incorrect. He has not successfully filed an appeal 

book nor a written argument or factum.  

[12]  On March 23, 2021, almost immediately after filing his notice of appeal, Mr. Richardson 

did, however, apply to a Chambers judge of this Court for a stay. He therein sought to bar the 

transfer of the title of the family home. That application was dismissed. Mr. Richardson also filed 

an application for prerogative relief on March 23, 2021. It was scheduled to be heard with the 

appeal proper and remains outstanding.  

[13] A pre-hearing conference was held on March 9, 2022. As with CACV3745, 

Mr. Richardson advised that he intended to do nothing on the file until he received a “protection 

order” from the courts in Alberta. Subsequently, nothing further happened on the file. A show 

cause hearing was scheduled by way of a notice dated September 27, 2022.  

[14] Paralleling CACV3745, Mr. Richardson made no attempt to address the considerations 

identified in Norton when making his submissions to the Court. Rather, he insisted that the appeal 

had been filed by DSR Karis Consulting Inc. and that he personally could not speak to it because 
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he would thereby commit fraud. He advised that, as a person, he did not submit to the Court’s 

procedure and would be calling the police. 

[15] It follows from all of this that Mr. Richardson has failed to show cause why he should be 

allowed to carry on with his appeal. It is dismissed with costs to Ms. Richardson fixed in the 

amount of $500 and payable forthwith. 

III. THE APPLICATIONS FOR PREROGATIVE RELIEF 

[16] Dale J. Richardson v Kimberley Anne Richardson, CACV4048, is an appeal that 

Mr. Richardson filed on July 25, 2022. It takes issue with a July 22, 2022, Queen’s Bench 

Chambers decision wherein, among other things, Zuk J. declined to vary the conditions of the 

interim order governing parenting issues concerning Mr. and Ms. Richardson’s child and granted 

Ms. Richardson a judgment for divorce. 

[17] Mr. Richardson has since filed two applications for prerogative relief under CACV4048. I 

will deal with each of them in turn. 

A. The First Application 

[18] Mr. Richardson’s first application for prerogative relief was filed on September 11, 2022 

[First Application]. It names as respondents (a) Amy Groothuis, the Registrar of this Court, 

(b) “Unknown registrars” of the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan, (c) Justice Zuk, (d) the 

Registrar of Titles, and (e) the Attorney General of Saskatchewan. The relief sought by 

Mr. Richardson is framed as follows: 

168. This Motion for Writ of Mandamus Prohibition and Certiorari is made for 

1. Compel the Registrar of Land Titles to 

deliver all information relating to the fraudulent transfer of the property located at 
1292 95th, Street North Battleford, Saskatchewan, S9A 0G2,  

transfer the property located at 1292 95th Street North Battleford, SK back to the 
Applicant or any other party that the Applicant shall decide; 

2. An order to compel Justice J. Zuk 

to place the materials submitted by the Applicant by mail and received by the Court 
of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan July 22, 2022 on the official court record; 

and the transmission he received from DSR Karis by way of fax on July 20, 2022 
and any other material he has removed/excluded from the court record; 
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recuse himself entirely from any matter relating to the Applicant; 

3. An order to compel the Executive Council of Saskatchewan to; 

File and process the Application for Access for the Return of the Child Dated 
April 8, 2022; 

4. An order to compel Amy Groothius to; 

Place all communications between Dale J. Richardson on the court record; 

Place all evidence and documents previously filed or attempted to be filed by Dale 
J. Richardson or any of his affiliates on the court record; 

Recuse herself from any matter relating to Dale J. Richardson or any of his family 
members or affiliates; 

5. An order to compel the Attorney General of Saskatchewan 

to provide the Applicant with all the information requested in all of his access to 
information requests at no cost to the Applicant without any redaction; 

to pay any and all costs associated with this motion, or any of the orders associated 
with it, and for the maintenance, insurance and any other cost of the property at 
1292 95th, Street North Battleford until the resolution of the Appeal and any 
incidental matters associated with the matters subject to the mandamus and/or the 
appeal; 

To pay the legal costs of Applicant incurred from the Attorney General of 
Saskatchewan failure to do the public duty required by the office of the Attorney 
General of Saskatchewan; 

To pay the legal costs of the Applicant for any actions relating to this mandamus 

To pay the costs of a full report regarding the criminally negligent guidelines to 
the Applicant or other person that the Applicant shall decide. 

2. An Order prohibiting any registrar or agent thereof in the Court of Queen’s Bench 
for Saskatchewan or the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan from rejecting any document 
or any other evidence submitted by the Applicant for any reason; and 

3. Prohibiting the registrar or any agent thereof in the Court of Queen’s Bench for 
Saskatchewan from accepting any document from Kimberley A. Richardson or any agent 
acting on her behalf without notice to the Applicant; 

4. An order for a writ of Certiorari to examine the judicial actions of Justice J. Zuk 
and any other judge related to this matter; 

5. An Order with dispensing with service and ordering electronic service for the 
Mandamus and CACV4048. 

[19] As the respondents point out, the first problem with Mr. Richardson’s application is that it 

ignores this Court’s well-established approach to the exercise of its authority in relation to 

prerogative relief. Section 11 of The Court of Appeal Act, 2000, SS 2000, c C-42.1, does, of course, 

provide that “[t]he court may, in its discretion, exercise original jurisdiction to grant relief in the 

nature of a prerogative writ”. However, as was made clear to Mr. Richardson in dismissing his 

application for prerogative relief in Richardson v Richardson, 2021 SKCA 58 [Richardson SKCA], 
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the Court exercises that jurisdiction only in “extraordinary circumstances” (at para 21). Examples 

of such circumstances were summarized as follows by the Honourable Stuart J. Cameron in Civil 

Appeals in Saskatchewan: The Court of Appeal Act & Rules Annotated, 1st ed (Regina: Law 

Society of Saskatchewan Library, 2015) at 69: 
For special cases or exceptional circumstances in which the court exercised this 
jurisdiction, see:  

• Maurice v Priel (1987), 46 DLR (4th) 416, 60 Sask R 241 (CA) (Queen’s Bench 
judge a party to an application for prohibition, thus making this a special case for 
the Court of Appeal to exercise its original supervisory jurisdiction).  

• Royal Canadian Mounted Police v Saskatchewan (Commission of Inquiry), 
[1992] 6 WWR 62, 100 Sask R 313 (CA) (Queen’s Bench represented at inquiry, 
making it unseemly for the application for review of a ruling by the commission 
to be heard in that court).  

• Hartwig v Saskatchewan (Minister of Justice), 2007 SKCA 41 (Queen’s Bench 
judge acting as a commission of inquiry, making this a special case for the Court 
of Appeal to entertain an application by way of certiorari to quash portions of the 
inquiry report).  

• Pearlman v University of Saskatchewan, 2006 SKCA 105, 273 DLR (4th) 414 
(Queen’s Bench judge deciding a matter qua University Visitor, making this a 
special case for the Court of Appeal to exercise its original supervisory jurisdiction 
and entertain an application for judicial review by way of certiorari). 

[20] Generally speaking, this is a complete answer to Mr. Richardson’s attempt to seek an order 

for prerogative relief from the Court. The only exception to that bottom line is Mr. Richardson’s 

request for relief against Zuk J. That is an “extraordinary circumstance” in line with the cases 

referred to above in that obliging Mr. Richardson to bring an application in the Court of King’s 

Bench seeking relief against a judge of that Court would be unseemly. However, that ultimately 

takes Mr. Richardson nowhere because prerogative relief is not available against a superior court 

judge. See: Richardson SKCA at para 13. 

[21] Notwithstanding the Court’s established approach to the exercise of its jurisdiction in 

relation to prerogative relief, I am nonetheless inclined to the view that, in the unique 

circumstances of this case, it would be appropriate to exercise our jurisdiction and deal with the 

substance of Mr. Richardson’s application. If this Court declines to exercise its jurisdiction, 

Mr. Richardson will no doubt file his application in the Court of King’s Bench and will thereby 

impose unavoidable time and cost burdens on the respondents and on that Court. Given that 

Mr. Richardson has already had an opportunity to put his case forward in the Court of Appeal, it 

is in the overall interests of justice to address his application on its merits and to thereby resolve 
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it. I do so without in any way resiling from the substantial body of precedent that says the Court’s 

original jurisdiction with respect to prerogative relief should be exercised only very exceptionally. 

[22] That said, I do not propose to address the merits of Mr. Richardson’s application in any 

depth. His materials present a confusing mix of concerns about what he describes as systemic 

torture, criminally negligent implementation of “engineering controls used for the SARS-Cov-2” 

pandemic response, RCMP wrongdoings, unlawful arrests, improper actions taken by various 

members of the Court of King’s Bench, this Court and the Federal Court, child trafficking and 

various crimes including treason, mortgage fraud, crimes against humanity and criminal 

negligence causing death. All things considered, Mr. Richardson has simply failed to coherently 

marshal or establish the facts and the law necessary to make out a case for the relief that he seeks.  

[23] Mr. Richardson’s application for prerogative relief is dismissed. There will be no order 

with respect to costs.  

B. The Second Application 

[24] Mr. Richardson’s second application for prerogative relief was filed on September 18, 2022 

[Second Application]. The respondents are identified as: (a) Assistant Commissioner Rhonda 

Blackmore of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police; (b) Jessica Karam; (c) the Ministry of Health; 

and (d) the Saskatchewan Health Authority. The relief sought by Mr. Richardson is set out as 

follows in his application: 
173. This Motion for Writ of Mandamus and Prohibition is made for 

1. An order to compel the Assistant Commissioner Rhonda Blackmore of the 
RCMP and/or any of her agents operating in the jurisdiction of Saskatchewan; 

to issue arrest warrants for every person involved in the torture, criminal 
negligence, child trafficking and other related complaints in Canada and the United 
States; 

to remove Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson from the care of whomever she is with 
and deliver Karis to the Applicant or other such person as the Applicant shall 
decide, at a location to be determined by the Applicant, to comply with the 
Convention against Torture; 

to seize the property located at 1292 95th, Street North Battleford, Saskatchewan, 
S9A 0G2 and arrest all parties involved in the mortgage fraud; 

2. On order for the Saskatchewan Health Authority and the Ministry of 
Health to; 

End all covid related mandates in the province of Saskatchewan effective 
immediately; 
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Remove the unscientific diagnosis associated with the torture of the Applicant; 

Deliver all documentation relating to the Aerosol Generating Medical Procedures 
guidance at no cost to the Applicant 

3. An order to compel the Executive Council of Saskatchewan to; 

File and process the Application for Access for the Return of the Child Dated 
April 8, 2022; 

4. An order to compel Amy Groothius to; 

Place all communications between Dale J. Richardson on the court record; 

Place all evidence and documents previously filed or attempted to be filed by Dale 
J. Richardson or any of his affiliates on the court record; 

Recuse herself from any matter relating to Dale J. Richardson or any of his family 
members or affiliates; 

5. An order to compel the Attorney General of Saskatchewan 

to provide the Applicant with all the information requested in all of his access to 
information requests at no cost to the Applicant without any redaction; 

to pay any and all costs associated with this motion, or any of the orders associated 
with it, and for the maintenance, insurance and any other cost of the property at 
1292 95th, Street North Battleford until the resolution of the Appeal and any 
incidental matters associated with the matters subject to the mandamus and/or the 
appeal; 

To pay the legal costs of Applicant incurred from the Attorney General of 
Saskatchewan failure to do the public duty required by the office of the Attorney 
General of Saskatchewan; 

To pay the legal costs of the Applicant for any actions relating to this mandamus 

To pay the costs of a full report regarding the criminally negligent guidelines to 
the Applicant or other person that the Applicant shall decide. 

2. An Order prohibiting Assistant Commissioner Rhonda Blackmore or any agent of 
the F-Division of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police from interfering with, harassing or 
torturing the Applicant; or attending any residence owned, occupied or regularly attended 
by the Applicant for any unlawful purposes and 

3. An order prohibiting Jessica Karam from harassing, molesting, annoying, 
persecuting, torturing, interfering with the Applicant or trafficking his children; 

4. An order prohibiting Jessica Karam from representing the public interests in this 
matter or any matter relating to the Applicant or his affiliates in the province of 
Saskatchewan; 

5. An Order with dispensing with service and ordering electronic service for the 
Mandamus and CACV4048. 

[25] This application suffers from the same central flaw as does the First Application, i.e., it 

fails to respect the Court’s decisions concerning the exercise of its jurisdiction in relation to 

prerogative relief. Those decisions include, as noted above, a 2021 decision with respect to an 

earlier failed attempt by Mr. Richardson to obtain prerogative relief. However, as with the First 
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Application, it is in the interests of justice to deal with the substance of this application and to 

decide it on its merits.  

[26] I do not intend to analyze the Second Application in any depth. Suffice it to say that 

Mr. Richardson’s submissions, both written and oral, cover a broad and confusing range of matters 

from allegedly criminally negligent “Aerosol Generating Medical Procedures guidance”, to what 

is said to be a “correlation between judicial actions, child trafficking for the purpose of exploitation 

and bio-terrorism”, to the alleged “torturing and trafficking a child to conceal the distribution of a 

biological weapon”, to an allegation that “registrars in multiple courts were used to permit crimes 

to occur in the courts”, to a contention that “concealing the overthrow of the United States using 

court rules as an act of war and not in any way permissible”.  

[27] In short, Mr. Richardson has failed to advance a coherent evidentiary basis or legal 

rationale for the relief he seeks. His application must be dismissed. I would make no order as to 

costs. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

[28] As discussed above, the appeals in CACV3745 and CACV3798 are both dismissed with 

costs of $500 in each payable forthwith to Ms. Richardson. As well, the two applications for 

prerogative relief filed by Mr. Richardson in CACV4048 are dismissed. There is no order as to 

costs in relation to those matters. 

 “Richards C.J.S.”  
 Richards C.J.S. 

I concur. “Schwann J.A.”  
 Schwann J.A. 

I concur. “McCreary J.A.”  
 McCreary J.A.  
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Email:  AGC_PGC_SASKATOON@JUSTICE.GC.CA 

Assumed Lawyers for the Defendant Assistant Commissioner Rhonda Blackmore of the 

Royal Canadian Mounted Police F-Division

AND TO: JESSICA KARAM

Department of Justice Canada

410 22nd Street East, Suite 410

Saskatoon, SK S7K 5T6

Tel: 1 306 518-0800

Fax: 1 306 975-4030

Email:  AGC_PGC_SASKATOON@JUSTICE.GC.CA 

Self-Represented Litigant

AND TO: MCDOUGALL GAULEY LLP

500-616 Main St

Saskatoon, SK, CA S7H 0J6

CHANTELLE C. EISNER (Barrister #4518)

Tel: 306-653-1212

Fax: 306-652-1323

Email: ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com 

Lawyers for the Defendants Saskatchewan Health Authority

AND TO: MINISTRY OF JUSTICE AND ATTORNEY GENERAL

Government of Saskatchewan

1874 Scarth Street

Regina, Saskatchewan, S4P 4B3

MAX BILSON 

Saskatchewan Justice Legal Division, Suite 900

Tel: 1 306 787-5244
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Fax: 1 306 787-0581

Email: Max.Bilson@gov.sk.ca

Lawyers for the Defendant the Ministry of Health.

AND TO: MATRIX LAW GROUP LLP

1421 101 Street,
North Battleford SK, S9A 1A1

PATRICIA J. MEIKLEJOHN 

Tel: 1 306 445-7300

Fax: 1 306-445-7302

Email: reception@matrixlawgroup.ca 

Lawyers for the Defendant (Non-Party for the purposes of this motion) Kimberley A. 

Richardson.

AND TO: THE PUBLIC

Who have a right to be informed

The Province of Saskatchewan, and

Canada

Self-Represented for the We The People, 
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Court File No. CACV4048

COURT OF APPEAL FOR SASKATCHEWAN

BETWEEN:

DALE RICHARDSON

Applicant

- and -

KIMBERLEY A. RICHARDSON.

Non-Party (Defendant)

- and -

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER RHONDA BLACKMORE OF THE ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE (F-

DIVISION), JESSICA KARAM, AND THE SASKATCHEWAN HEALTH AUTHORITY.

Defendants

NOTICE OF MOTION

TAKE NOTICE 

THAT the Applicant will make a motion orally to the Court at the Courthouse at 2425 Victoria 

Avenue Regina, Saskatchewan on Wednesday October 26th, 2022 at 10:00 AM for the following 

relief.

1. A Writ of Mandamus and Prohibition with the following orders 

1. An order to compel the Assistant Commissioner Rhonda Blackmore of 

the RCMP and/or any of her agents operating in the jurisdiction of

Saskatchewan;

to issue arrest warrants for every person involved in the torture, criminal 

negligence, child trafficking and other related complaints in Canada and the 

United States;

to remove Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson from the care of whomever she is with 

and deliver Karis to the Applicant or other such person as the Applicant shall 

decide, at a location to be determined by the Applicant, to comply with the

Convention against Torture;
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to seize the property located at 1292 95th, Street North Battleford, Saskatchewan,

S9A 0G2 and arrest all parties involved in the mortgage fraud;

to deliver direct contact information for Cst. Malissa Sekela, which includes 

without limitation, cell phone number and email;

2. On order for the Saskatchewan Health Authority and the Ministry of Health to;

End all covid related mandates in the province of Saskatchewan effective 

immediately;

Remove the unscientific diagnosis associated with the torture of the

Applicant;

Deliver all documentation relating to the Aerosol Generating Medical 

Procedures guidance at no cost to the Applicant

2. An Order prohibiting Assistant Commissioner Rhonda Blackmore or any agent of the F-

Division of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police from interfering with, harassing or 

torturing the Applicant; or attending any residence owned, occupied or regularly attended

by the Applicant for any unlawful purposes and

3. An order prohibiting Jessica Karam from harassing, molesting, annoying, persecuting, 

torturing, interfering with the Applicant or trafficking his children;

4. An order prohibiting Jessica Karam from representing the public interests in this matter 

or any matter relating to the Applicant or his affiliates in the province of Saskatchewan;

5. An Order with dispensing with service and ordering electronic service for the Mandamus 

and CACV4048

THAT THE FOLLOWING MATERIAL WILL BE FILED IN SUPPORT OF THIS 

APPLICATION

2. Application for Dispensing With Service;

3. The Affidavit of Dispensing With Service

4. The Affidavit of Dale Richardson

5. Certified Letter of Consent from DSR Karis Consulting Inc. filed to the Court in CACV4048.

6. Pleadings and documents referred to in DIV 70 of 2020.
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INTRODUCTION

7. This Motion for Mandamus and Prohibition for Mandamus and Prohibition is filed by DALE 

RICHARDSON (the “Applicant”) against the Jessica Karam rogue agent of the Attorney General 

of Canada, Assistant Commissioner Rhonda Blackmore of the F-Division of the Royal Canadian 

Mounted Police, Saskatchewan Health Authority and Ministry of Health who are using their 

authority and/or their agents or affiliates are using their authority, position and numbers to 

unlawfully interfere with justice, to torture and terrorize the Applicant in a manner that is affecting

the public in a negative manner. The systematic torture and actions calculated to cause the 

physical destruction of the persons named outside of the Applicant, have been treated in such 

manner to punish, intimidate, coerce and torture the Applicant, and prevent him from bringing 

evidence to expose their crimes. Any such mention is reasonable and necessary. The Motion for 

Mandamus is in the public interest to hear, based on the effect cause by the failure of the 

aforementioned parties to act in accordance with their duties. The conspiracy between rogue 

agents of the RCMP and the SHA have deprived the Applicant of his right of defence and have 

placed his life and coincidentally the lives of the public at risk for the reasons listed herein and the

attached affidavit and documentation listed hereunder. This motion must be heard for the appeal 

to proceed. It is impossible otherwise. The failure of the Defendants to uphold the public interest 

and permit a critical failure in pandemic controls to interfere with the territorial integrity of

Saskatchewan, Canada and the United States cannot be permitted to continue especially since it 

happened as a direct result of interference with the family matter of the Applicant to torture him 

and his daughters and to destroy a federal corporation. This was done to prevent the reporting of 

the engineering report that exposed the distribution of a biological weapon that was used to 

overthrow the government of the United States and deprive the citizens of the United States and

Canada of their liberty.

FACTS

8. A freedom of information request submitted by the Applicant to the Ministry of Health of

Saskatchewan demonstrated that there was no risk assessment or engineering report for the 
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representation of the Aerosol Generating Medical Procedures (“AGMP”) guidance issued by the

Saskatchewan Health Authority (“SHA”), or was there any such risk assessment done or any 

justification of any kind provided the SHA. Justice Zuk ignored this evidence which formed a part 

of the defence of Dale J. Richardson (“Dale”) and ignored the engineering report and passed 

judgment without having the expert explain its relation to the facts and killed innocent people by 

his wilful exclusion of the information critical to the health and safety of the public without any 

expert evidence to the contrary.

9. The SHA guidance is based on a table issued by the Center for Disease Control (“CDC”) in 2001,

and it is used by the Public Health Agency of Canada and Canada several other jurisdictions in

Canada.

10. The representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA was the basis of the litigation by

DSR Karis, which is obligated by law to operate within the framework of the law. 

11. Rule 10-46(1),(2) and 10-47 of the Queen’s Bench Rules are used for the sale of homes being 

foreclosed.

12. On May 27, 2020 the Applicant in the course of his duties as CEO of DSR Karis signed a Non-

Disclosure Agreement that created a contractual relationship with his employer, DSR Karis and

Innovation Credit Union. 

13. On May 27, 2020 Kimberley A. Richardson attended the family home with Raymond Hebert and

Linda Hebert and removed the vehicle that was in the possession of the Applicant after learning 

that Karis K.N. Richardson was left in the care of her sister Kaysha F.N. Dery. 

14. On June 9, 2020 the Applicant acting as the Chief Executive Officer of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. 

(hereinafter known as “DSR Karis”) passed information to the business response team in

Saskatchewan relating to the criminally negligent representation of the Aerosol Generating 

Medical Procedures guidance issued by the SHA. No reasonable response was given to address 

the hazards involved with its representation.
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15. On June 10, 2020 the Communications Department of the SHA refused to address the hazards 

identified by DSR Karis when communicating with the CEO of DSR Karis by email. The SHA 

provided no information relating to any engineering report or risk assessment. The SHA did admit

that it was potentially placing its employees at risk using a criminally negligent arbitrary settling 

time without having any justification for the 2 hour settling time.

16. On June 25 2020 a number of parties in the federal a Saskatchewan government were notified 

about criminally negligent implementation of engineering controls used for the SARS-Cov-2 

pandemic response by DSR Karis by an email sent by its CEO on its behalf. The information 

provided demonstrated that the hazard was also present in the state of Washington.

17. On June 26, 2020 a number of parties in North Battleford were warned about the hazards arising 

from the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP provided by the SHA. 

18. On June 26, 2020 several financial institutions and regulatory agencies in the province of

Saskatchewan and federally were notified of the risk of financial losses to the shareholders 

arising from the hazards directly tied to the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

provided by the SHA. The fiduciary duty to the shareholders and the public was mentioned.

19. A rogue agent of the Ombudsman for Banking Services and Investments (“OBSI”) created, 

retained and transmitted a forged document based on a document sent to OBSI by DSR Karis on 

June 26, 2020. The forged document made it appear like the email was transmitted by the

Applicant from his personal email address. This forgery has been reported to 5 divisions of the

Royal Canadian Mounted Police. 

20. On June 29, 2020 the Applicant was served with a divorce petition from Kimberley A. Richardson 

with Patricia J. Meiklejohn as her counsel. The document contained contradictions, perjury and 

intent to defraud and was filed to the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan when it was in 

violation of the law. 

21. On June 29, 2020 the Applicant gained knowledge of a letter addressed to the CEO of DSR Karis

from the Association of Professional Engineers and Geoscientists of Saskatchewan after 
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receiving documentation that contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the

AGMP guidance issued by the SHA resulting from poor engineering practice. The letter from

APEGS did not address the severe threat to the pubic interest, but rather attempted to threaten

DSR Karis based on Facebook posts and YouTube videos. DSR Karis responded by way of letter 

directing APEGS of its legislated responsibility to the public interest with respect to engineering. 

No response was ever given by APEGS.

22. On July 3, and July 7, 2020 the Applicant attended the Battlefords RCMP detachment and made 

complaints on both days. The complaints on July 3, 2020 were torture pursuant to 269.1 of the

Criminal Code (2020-898119) and two counts of criminal negligence. One count of torture and on 

count of criminal negligence was initiated by the Applicant (2020-898911), and the other 

complaint (2020-898907) was on behalf of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. (“DSR Karis”). The SHA 

were the focus of the criminal negligence complaints and their agents were tied to the torture. The

complaint on July 7, 2020 was a complaint of torture with Karis K.N. Richardson as the victim 

(2020-922562). 

23. On July 7, 2020, the Applicant had a meeting with Chad Gartner of Innovation Credit Union 

(“ICU”) in which the information discussed was the property of his employer DSR Karis. Chad 

Gartner was informed of his fiduciary duty to inform the members of ICU of the risk of financial 

losses arising from the occupational health and safety hazard arising from poor engineering 

practice tied to the representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

24. On July 7, 2020 the Applicant attended the Battlefords Mental Health Centre (“BMHC”) to ask for 

his missing medical records from his access to records. The Applicant asked a manager to have 

the engineering department get back to him on the hazards arising from the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP provided by the SHA. A doctor who signed a certificate to admit him 

to the BMHC was present for the conversation. Cora Swerid was informed of the criminal 

negligence and the torture investigations that involved the SHA. No response was given by the

SHA to address the hazards arising from the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP.  
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25. On July 8, 2020 an email chain was sent by carbon copy to the Applicant that outlined a breach of

contract between the rogue agents of Innovation Credit Union and his employer DSR Karis 

Consulting Inc.. The email outlined a conspiracy to restrict the liberty of the Applicant, his 

employer and by proxy Karis K.N. Richardson.

26. The RCMP did not allow the Applicant to bring any further evidence as he indicated that he 

would, and was barred entry from the detachment.  

27. On July 22, 2020 Patricia J. Meiklejohn sent two emails to the Applicant of draft orders, one 

purportedly to correct a typographical error. The first email stated that Justice R.W. Elson 

requested the interim order through the agents of the court who contacted her. The interim orders

were dated for July 22, 2022.

28. From a sworn affidavit submitted to the Federal Court of Canada by the RCMP through Cheryl 

Giesbrecht exercising the capacity of the Attorney General of Canada in T-1404-20 testified that 

on July 22, 2020 Justice R.W. Elson directed them to prevent the Applicant from entering the

Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan. The unknown member of the RCMP responded with 

“we have a mental health warrant”.

29. On July 22, 2020 members of the PACT team showed up at the residence of the Applicant with 

two members of the Battlefords RCMP. The persons in attendance were as follows, Tonya 

Browarny, Ken Startup, Cst. Rivest and Cst. Reid. No direction was ever given to the Applicant to 

submit to any medical examination as required by the Mental Health Services Act. The RCMP 

were served for QBG-156 of 2020 after repeated attempts to gain access to the detachment by 

the Applicant to serve them were frustrated. Medical records from the BMHC state that the

Applicant was brought to the BMHC at the time of this incident.

30. On July 22, 2020 Tonya Browarny knowing that she did not comply with the Mental Health 

Services Act spoke with J. Engleke and proceeded with obtaining a mental health warrant based 

on fraudulent information from the Provincial Court of Saskatchewan.  Tonya Browarny’s notes 

confirm that she did not comply with the Mental Health Services Act and did not meet the criteria 

to lawfully obtain a warrant.
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31. The agents of the SHA stated that the Applicant’s religious beliefs are delusions. No agent of the

SHA knew what the specific religious beliefs of the Applicant were. Only members of the

Battlefords Seventh-Day Adventist church would possess any knowledge of his specific beliefs. 

Agents of the SHA attends the Battlefords Seventh-Day Adventist church.

32. On July 23, 2020 at about 9:50 am, the Applicant and his daughter Kaysha F.N. Richardson were 

unlawfully arrested attempting to enter the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan in 

Battleford SK, before any of the two hearings the Applicant was scheduled to appear on DIV-70 of

2020 and QBG-156. Both were first appearances presided over by Justice R.W. Elson. The

RCMP substantiated this time in an affidavit in T-1404-20.

33. On July 23, 2020 Justice R.W. Elson, with the full knowledge that he directed the RCMP to 

prevent the Applicant from entering the Court, made interim orders pursuant to no law and 

grossly exceeded his jurisdiction as a judge sitting in chambers on a first appearance. Justice 

R.W. Elson made no mention of having directed the Applicant’s obstruction that prevented the

Applicant from appearing for the matter, as can be observed in the wording of Justice R.W. 

Elson’s fiat shown below:

[1] Counsel for the petitioner has provided the court with her client’s informal 

estimate of the equity in the family home, roughly between $8,000 and 

$12,000. With this information, I am satisfied that the interim draft order 

should issue. This order includes authorization for the petitioner to list and 

sell the house, followed by an accounting for the proceeds. The only thing 

that should be included in the interim order is for the issue of the parenting to 

be revisited in one month’s time. This should occur on August 27, 2020. 

34. The second matter obstructed was the matter of QBG 156/20 DSR Karis Consulting Inc. v Court 

of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan et al dated July 23, 2020. Present in the court was Cliff Holm

appearing for the Seventh-Day Adventist Church, Lynn Sanya - SHA, Virgil Thomson – rogue 

agents of Innovation Credit Union, Micheal Griffin – APEGS. Justice R.W. Elson made no 

mention directing the RCMP to obstruct the Applicant from representing DSR Karis Consulting 

Inc. and the interests of the public. The documentation before the Court contained evidence of 
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the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the risk to 

the general public.

35. On July 23, 2020, Robert A. Cannon was contact traced at the court, and had to provide his name

to sheriff who participated in the obstruction of the Applicant. 

36. When the Applicant was brought to the BMHC he questioned the doctor’s and physicians why he 

was prevented from entering the Court by the defendants in QBG-156 when he was to represent

DSR Karis as the plaintiff. The Applicant demanded to see the mental health warrant. When 

persisting to ask these questions, the doctors directed the RCMP and attending health personnel 

to strip him, strap him to a bed, and forcefully medicate him. The Applicant was never examined. 

No expert report of the examination was ever provided to the Applicant. The sworn affidavit of the

RCMP submitted to the Federal Court of Canada confirms that the Applicant was not examined.

37. While the Applicant was being tortured, Robert A. Cannon filed a habeas corpus several times. 

One instance the habeas corpus was filed and then it was unfiled. The other documents 

submitted with the habeas corpus were not unfiled. After the third filing of the habeas corpus the

Applicant was released from the BMHC.

38. In QBG 921 of 2020 Justice N.D. Crooks on September 10, 2020 purported to state that there 

was no deprivation of liberty for any of the persons named in the Habeas Corpus proceeding, 

which includes without limitation, the Applicant, Kaysha F.N. Dery, and Karis K.N. Richardson. 

Crooks stated that the deprivation was “theoretical” and that Karis was the subject of a family law 

dispute. Justice N.D. Crooks denied Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson the right of Habeas Corpus 

contrary to section 10(c) of the Charter. The Habeas Corpus was filed by Robert A. Cannon to 

stop the agents of the Saskatchewan Health Authority from torturing the Applicant who was 

strapped to a bed and administered mind altering drugs that are designed to profoundly disrupt 

the senses. The torture upheld the trafficking of Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson. The 

documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA.
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39. On October 28, 2020 the Applicant appeared before Justice J.A. Caldwell of the Court of Appeal 

for Saskatchewan (“CASK”) for a motion to extend for the unlawful orders issued by Justice R.W. 

Elson. No one appeared for Kimberley A. Richardson, and audio, video and document evidence 

was presented. Justice J.A. Caldwell ruled in the favour of the party that was not present. The

CASK sent back all of the evidence filed to the court. The documentation contained evidence of 

the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

40. When presented with evidence that the testimony of Kimberley A. Richardson was perjured on 

November 26, 2020, Justice J. Zuk made excuses for the perjury and took the perjured testimony 

over the overwhelming evidence of the Applicant. Justice J. Zuk ignored evidence that the

Applicant was subjected to escalating family violence by his estranged wife Kimberley A. 

Richardson. Justice J. Zuk ruled in favour of the party that presented perjured evidence and who 

has demonstrated a pattern of violence towards the Applicant and the child of the marriage Karis 

Kenna Nicole Richardson. The documentation supplied by the Applicant contained evidence of 

the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

41. Patricia J. Meiklejohn presented to Justice J. Zuk in the chambers hearing the statement of claim 

of the Applicant in the Federal Court of Canada and complained that the Applicant was bringing a

matter before a federal court. The application in the Federal Court of Canada contained evidence 

of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the risk 

to the public.

42. Cheryl Giesbrecht, agent of the Attorney General of Canada submitted motions to the Federal 

Court of Canada that contained fraudulent shareholder information in regards to DSR Karis, and 

conspired with the defendant’s counsel in T-1404-20.  The Federal Court of Canada ruled in 

favour of fraud. The shareholder information of DSR Karis is available on the public record in 

Alberta.

43. Virgil Thomson submitted forged Federal Court documents to the Applicant. 

44. Rogue agents of the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan demonstrated extreme bias in 

denying the Applicant the ability to speak and bring evidence to defend himself in Court. This 
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includes without limitation, evidence of the unlawful abduction (arrest), Justice R.W. Elson 

ordering obstruction of justice, an officer of the court preventing the Applicant from entering the 

court, questionable actions of agents of the SHA by forcefully medicating the Applicant to prevent 

him from representing DSR Karis Consulting Inc. in matters against them that provided evidence 

of the distribution of a biological weapon by way of the guidelines issued by the SHA during the

SARS-Cov-2 pandemic response, and the evidence of the criminal complaints against Justice J. 

Zuk by DSR Karis and the Applicant before he made any decision on the matters on May 5, 2022 

and July 22, 2022.

45. On February 19, 2021 Patricia J. Meiklejohn appeared before Justice B.R. Hildebrandt for an 

application without notice to transfer the title of the property of the Applicant pursuant to the Land 

Titles Act. Fraudulent documents were submitted to the court signed by Clifford A. Holm. Justice 

B.R. Hildebrandt approved the fraudulent transfer of title using the Land Titles Act instead of the

Family Property Act.

46. On February 19, 2021 the Applicant appeared for two prerogative writs in chambers before

Justice J. Kalmakoff. Justice J. Kalmakoff informed the Applicant that prerogative writs can only 

be granted before a panel of judges according to the court of appeal act. Justice J. Kalmakoff 

heard the motion for two prerogative writs when it was impossible for the Applicant to succeed, 

and Justice J. Kalmakoff did not determine if torture occurred. Justice J. Kalmakoff exercised 

jurisdiction he did not posess. The motions contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

47. On March 1, 2021 an appeal CACV3708 was heard at the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan of a

constitutional Writ of Habeas Corpus. Among those present as counsel for the defendants were,

Clifford A. Holm, Cheryl Giesbrecht, Chantalle Eisner, and Michael Griffin representing APEGS.

Michael Griffin admitted it was the intention of defending counsel to punish Robert A. Cannon for 

actions taken by the Applicant and DSR Karis in the Federal Court of Canada. Michael Griffin 

committed fraud on the record by stating without any evidence that Robert A. Cannon was 
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counsel for the Applicant and DSR Karis. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

48. Every statement of claim or motion in the Federal Court of Canada for DSR Karis is signed by its

CEO.

49. The Applicant is self represented in the Federal Court of Canada and every statement of claim or 

motion bears his signature.

50. On March 26, 2021 the Applicant as the CEO of acting as agent of DSR Karis, appeared before

Justice J. A. Schwann in the CASK for a motion for stay of execution relating to appeal 

CACV3798 in which mortgage fraud was committed.   Justice J. A. Schwann ruled in favour of the

party who committed fraud and was not present. The motion contained evidence of the criminally 

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

51. On April 1 2021 the Applicant appeared before a three judge panel at the Court of Appeal for 

Saskatchewan to review orders of Justice J. Kalmakoff and provided over 6000 pages of 

evidence.  Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan and Kimberley A. Richardson were absent. 

The panel ruled in favour of the absent defendants. The documentation before the Court 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA.

52. On April 26, 2021 the Applicant fled to the United States to file for protection under the

Convention against Torture after being served an affidavit sworn in by an unknown member of the

Royal Canadian Mounted Police that admitted the RCMP were instructed by the Court of Queen’s

Bench for Saskatchewan to prevent the Applicant from entering into the Court on July 23, 2020. 

The Applicant was fearful of being tortured or killed if returned to Saskatchewan and 

subsequently fled to the United States for safety. The motion scheduled to be heard contained 

evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

53. On April 26, 2021 upon arrival to the Sweetgrass Montana point of entry, the Applicant was 

tortured in the presence of 5 witnesses, one of whom is an eight year old child. The CBP officers 
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attempted to coerce the Applicant to return to Canada after he asked for protection under the

Convention against Torture, and remove the 6 volumes of evidence of over 3300 pages. When 

the Applicant refused to remove evidence while fearful of his life, the U.S. Customs and Border 

Protection officers intimidated and coerced him to dispose of the evidence of him being the 

director of a Delaware corporation DSR Karis North Consulting Inc. (“Karis North”). The Applicant 

refused to remove evidence. The documentation presented at the border contained evidence of 

the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

54. Officer Brian Scott and Officer Brian Biesemeyer were the CBP officers directly responsible for 

the torture of the Applicant. The statement used in the immigration proceedings by the

Department of Homeland Security was a product of torture. 

55. The Applicant was subjected to torture and severe obstruction of justice in Canada and the 

United States while being held in custody of ICE, a defendant in T-1404-20.

56. On June 10, 2021 a motion was heard before Justice W. Pentney. Fraud was used to schedule 

the motion. The Applicant informed Justice W. Pentney that he was denied the motion materials 

by ICE a defendant in the underlying action, that he was being obstructed by the same and was 

being tortured by them. Justice W. Pentney proceeded with the motion with full knowledge of 

these conditions. Justice W. Pentney deceived the Applicant and committed fraud during the 

hearing. The documentation provided by the Applicant contained evidence of the criminally 

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

57. On June 15, 2021 Justice W. Pentney dismissed the motion of the Applicant when he was 

seeking relief from torture. Justice W. Pentney stated “Furthermore, I agree with the comment of 

Justice Kalmakoff at the acts the Plaintiff terms as torture “are all things that arose from were 

inherent in, or were incidental to measures that are authorized by law”. Justice W. Pentney 

upheld child trafficking and terrorism. Justice W. Pentney and Justice J. Kalmakoff are Prime 

Minister Justin Trudeau appointees.

58. On June 23, 2021 the Applicant served a motion titled On Petition for Writ of Certiorari in the

Supreme Court of the United States to U.S. Magistrate Judge Gordon P. Gallagher and the
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District Court of Colorado. Rogue agents of the District Court of Colorado committed fraud. The 

documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA.

59. On June 29, 2021 Michael Duggan fraudulently rejected materials sent with the Writ of Certiorari 

and other letters. A motion critical to the safety of the Applicant was fraudulently rejected by

Michael Duggan on July 2nd after the petition was filed on June 29, 2021. The documentation 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA and the torture used to suppress its reporting.

60. On July 13, 2021 The Applicant appeared before Immigration Judge Caley for a review of the 

credible fear determination by the Asylum officer. The Asylum officer was made aware that the

Applicant was tortured by the agents of DHS in order to make the statement. The Asylum officer 

refused to consider that the Applicant was being tortured in custody. When the Applicant raised 

the subject of being tortured in ICE custody before the Immigration judge, the judges stated that 

he did not have jurisdiction and could only speak about what happened in Canada. The 

Immigration judge refused to accept evidence from the Applicant and deprived of due process. 

No representative from DHS was at the hearing. Over 3500 pages of evidence was presented to 

DHS. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the

AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

61. On July 19, 2021 Officer Blevins attempted to intimidate and coerce the Applicant to consent to 

destroy his passport. 

62. On July 20, 2021 Circuit Judges Holmes, Matheson, and Eid of the United States Court of 

Appeals for the 10th Circuit fraudulently denied the Applicant’s Writ of Mandamus. The 

documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

63. Officer Blevins also brought a Canadian passport form for the Applicant to fill out on July 19, 2021

to get a travel document. The Applicant’s passport valid for 10 years was in the possession of

ICE.
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64. On July 26, 2021 Officer Blevins threatened the Applicant with federal prison for the purposes of 

unlawfully destroying his passport. When the Applicant refused to violate the law, Officer Blevins 

left and returned with the notice of non-compliance. 

65. On July 27, 2021 The Applicant sent a letter requesting that the consulate investigate the 

treatment of the Applicant and Officer Blevins intimidation and coercion. The letter contained 

evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and

crimes used to suppress its reporting.

66. On July 27, 2021 Prothonotary Mirelle Tabib of the Federal Court of Canada sent orders to the 

email of  Applicant to direct him to have a response for the Case Management of T-1367-20 when

the Federal Court of Canada was aware that the Applicant was being obstructed and tortured by

ICE a Defendant in T-1404-20 with no access to email.

67. On July 28, 2021 before 6 am Officer in Charge Christopher Jones spoke with the Applicant and 

refused to investigate the torture of the Applicant while in ICE custody.

68. On August 2, 2021 U.S. Magistrate Judge Kristin L. Mix of the District Court of Colorado issued 

fraudulent orders in a matter filed by the Applicant. The documentation contained evidence of the

criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to 

suppress its reporting.

69. On August 5, 2021 United States Judge Lewis T. Babcock of the District Court of Colorado 

dismissed the motion for relief on the basis of fraud. The documentation contained evidence of 

the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes 

used to suppress its reporting.

70. On August 6, 2021, Michael Duggan fraudulently tampered with an appendix sent to the Supreme

Court of the United States in which he re arranged the motion fraudulently calling it a petition to 

shut evidence out of court. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its 

reporting.
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71. August 13, 2021 Judge Lewis T. Babcock used fraud to dismiss the motion. Judge Lewis T. 

Babcock ignored the numerous references to the convention against torture, allegations and 

evidence of treason. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its 

reporting.

72. On August 16, 2021 Judge Lewis T. Babcock fraudulently dismissed 18 U.S.C. § 3771 case No. 

1:21-cv-02183-GPG without contemplating the public importance of reporting treason. The 

documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

73. On August 16, 2021 Judge Christine M. Arguello fraudulently dismissed case number 1:21-cv-

02208-GPG. The verbiage of her order was almost identical to the order made by Judge Lewis T. 

Babcock. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the

AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

74. On August 25, 2021 a Deputy Clerk known as A. K. From the United States District Court for the 

District of Columbia used fraud to reject the complaint of the Applicant. The documentation 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

75. On September 21, 2021 Chief Judge Phillip A. Brimmer of the District Court of Colorado 

fraudulently dismissed an action that presented compelling evidence and supporting case law for 

treason, torture and Crimes against Humanity. The documentation contained evidence of the

criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to 

suppress its reporting.

76. On September 28, 2021 J. Babcock was exposed in a Wall Street Journal Investigation for 

breaking the law by hearing cases where he had a financial interest and did not recuse himself.

77. On October 15, 2021 Acting Registrar of the SCC, David Power sent a letter to the Applicant. He 

attempted to dissuade the Applicant from appealing the unlawful orders from the Court of Appeal 
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for Saskatchewan. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its 

reporting.. 

78. On October 13, 2021 the Applicant appeared before Justice Vanessa Rochester in the FCC to 

appeal orders of P. Tabib obtained by fraud. Justice Vanessa Rochester ruled in favour of the 

parties who committed fraud. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its 

reporting.

79. On October 25, 2021 P. Tabib presided over a case management hearing in the FCC. The judge 

intimidated and coerced Applicant during the hearing to give up his right of defense. Chantalle 

Eisner attacked the petitioner verbally during the hearing when the Applicant mentioned intent to 

punish innocent parties by the SHA.

80. On October 28, 2021 the SCC denied Texas citizen Robert A. Cannon’s leave to appeal a habeas

corpus denied by fraud. He was punished with costs for an application that presented evidence of

the following crimes without limitation, fraud, torture, child trafficking for the purposes of sexual 

and financial exploitation, criminal negligence, treason in Canada and the United States. The 

documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

81. On November 16, 2021, Pastor David Baker of the Living Hope SDA Church (“LHSDAC”) 

contracted Robert A. Cannon for the first time and requested an apology in writing to present to 

the LHSDAC Church Board. The Board was considering disciplinary action against Robert A. 

Cannon for the Manitoba-Saskatchewan Conference of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church being 

named as defendants in an Application for Habeas Corpus filed by Robert A. Cannon, which 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

82. On December 12, 2021, Pastor David Baker invited Robert A. Cannon to speak with the church 

board who wanted to punish him for filing the Application for Writ of Habeas Corpus. The Board 
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made MOTION 21-139:  to recommend to the church at a special business meeting on January 

22, 2022 at 6:30pm in person at LHSDAC, for Robert A. Cannon to be placed under 

disciplinary action by censorship until October 31, 2022. The motion was carried.

83. On December 30, 2021 the Applicant attempted to enter the United States at the request of

United States citizen Robert A. Cannon. The Applicant presented a letter Robert A. Cannon and 

proof of his United States citizenship and documentation that contained evidence of the criminally

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress 

its reporting. The Applicant and his family were assaulted, intimidated and coerced into returning 

to Canada after United States citizen Robert A. Cannon warned of the risk of torture and death of 

the first witness to treason against the United States. The Applicant was tortured and threatened 

with return to Saskatchewan where he was tortured upon arrival to Coutts AB. The fraudulent 

warrant issued by rogue members of the Battlefords RCMP was the reason given for the unlawful

torture of the Applicant.

84. On January 4, 2022, the director of the Ministry of Justice for Saskatchewan, P. Mitch McAdam 

sent a letter to DSR Karis about constitutional questions for CACV3798. The letter fraudulently 

stated that the Applicant raised constitutional questions in the habeas corpus filed by Robert A. 

Cannon. The constitutional questions were tied to documentation that contained evidence of the

criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to 

suppress its reporting.

85. David Baker and the Board did not provide any information explaining the Reasons for Discipline 

for the scheduled censorship meeting until January 18 of 2022, five days before the hearing.

86. On January 21 of 2022, Clint Wahl emailed procedures for the disciplinary hearing that restricted 

the ability of Robert A. Cannon or his witnesses to provide any reasonable defense. Robert A. 

Cannon stated that the hearing was prejudicial in his open letter to the church on January 22 of 

2022. Robert A. Cannon and his witnesses declined to attend the prejudicial hearing. The 

evidence for Robert A. Cannon’s defense contained evidence of the criminally negligent 
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representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its 

reporting.

87. On January 22 of 2022 the church membership voted to approve motion 21-139 at the special

business meeting held January 22, 2022 done in Robert A. Cannon’s absence. 

88. On January 31, 2022 the registrars of the (“CASK”) created a fraudulent document from 

information provided to them by DSR Karis. This prevented the filing of CACV3798 which 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

89. On February 15, 2022 the Federal Court of Canada created a fraudulent court record that claimed

the Applicant acknowledged service that he did not receive. The direction deprived him of the 

motion record already filed to the Federal Court of Canada which was his defense for a vexatious 

litigant hearing brought by the SHA against him set for March 1 2022. The documentation 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting. Emily Price provided the Applicant the msg 

file purportedly sent with an acknowledgment. It is possible the msg file was forged. The Federal 

Court of Canada was forced to change the date.

90. On March 15, 2022 Patricia J. Meiklejohn served documents to the Applicant for the purposes of 

using court rules to remove the right of defense in DIV 70 of 2020, and to dismiss CACV3745 an 

appeal of the Applicant of Justice J. Zuk’s orders appealed December 13, 2020. Documentation 

for both matters contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting. 

91. On April 14, Justice J. Zuk admitted in his orders that the court was recording the Applicant, but 

the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan have denied any chambers recordings exists.

92. On April 26 2022 Justice J. Zuk attempted to coerce the Applicant into participating in the Court 

hearing against the advice of the family doctor of the Applicant without lawful cause. Justice J. 

Zuk determined that evidence that demonstrated the Applicant obtained custody of his eldest 
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daughter after being a permanent ward of Winnipeg Child and Family Services was part of an 

“adjournment” application that was never made and assessed costs against the Applicant.

93. On May 5, 2022 Justice J. Zuk created fraudulent orders and stated that the applications and its 

over 5600 pages of evidence was tied to a recusal application made by an unnamed nephew of 

the Applicant on May 5, 2022. Justice J. Zuk made a decision based on fraud to state that none 

of the materials submitted by the Applicant would be on the court record “Accordingly, the 

documents shall not form part of the court record nor shall they form any part of any decision 

arising from the matters before me today”. Documentation for the matters contained evidence of 

the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes 

used to suppress its reporting. 

94. On July 20, 2022 Justice J. Zuk received a fax from DSR Karis alerting Justice J. Zuk that he was

reported for crime. Justice J. Zuk received certified corporate records from the director of DSR 

Karis of its complaint and supporting materials. Jennifer Fabian committed fraud and stated in 

writing that the Applicant sent the materials to Justice J. Zuk for his personal complaint and stated

that they would be sealed in an envelope on the court record. Documentation contained evidence

of complaints made to law enforcement of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting. 

95. On July 22, 2022 Justice J. Zuk issued orders relating to the matters that he was reported for 

crimes to five divisions of the RCMP and to the Federal Bureau of Investigation. Justice J. Zuk 

contradicted his previous orders and included all of the evidence and used fraud to issue orders 

for financial gain. Documentation before Justice J. Zuk contained evidence of complaints made to

law enforcement of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the

SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting. 

96. On July 25 2022 unknown agents of the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan fraudulently 

applied court rules to prevent evidence or criminal activity from being placed before the court. It is

possible one of the agents reported used their position to shield themselves from being exposed 

for crime.
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97. On August 24, 2022 an Unknown Registrar of the CASK attempted to place the motion for

Mandamus in chambers where it was impossible for Dale to get relief after doing so for two 

motions for prerogative relief place before Justice J. Kalmakoff and then a subsequent time after 

that. This is an observed pattern of deliberate intent to prejudice.

ARGUMENTS

I. REASONS FOR MANDAMUS

98. For a Writ of Mandamus to be enforced, the Applicant must demonstrate that he has a legal right 

to compel the Defendant to do or to refrain from doing the specific act. The duty enforced must 

have two qualities:

1. It must be a duty of a public nature: and 

2. The duty must be imperative and not discretionary.

II. THE DUTY IS OF A PUBLIC NATURE

99. The duty to arrest the progression of torture is a public nature. On July 3, and 7, 2020 the 

Battlefords RCMP issued file numbers for torture for the Applicant and his daughter Karis K.N. 

Richardson. Torture is prohibited by section 12 of the Charter, and section 7 of the same is 

violated as torture is a gross deprivation of liberty. The Convention against Torture which has 

universal jurisdiction in Canada, expressly prohibits torture and demands that the perpetrators of 

torture be arrested. The Convention against Torture demands that all measures be employed by 

the state party to prevent acts of torture. No reasonable limits can ever exist to subject the public 

to crime. 

100. Justice Zuk in violation of the Charter by his actions set precedent that Black persons are not 

people under the Charter and have no rights as human beings and have less rights that a slave.

101. Child trafficking is not permissible by the Courts and it is of a public nature to stop child trafficking 

for the purposes of exploitation by the state.

102. Fraud is not permitted to be used in a court to obtain any order. Numerous instances of fraud 

have been used to deprive the Applicant and Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson of rights.
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103. The statistical analysis in the engineering report presents irrefutable evidence of criminal activity 

in DIV 70 of 2020 and the Alberta Queen’s Bench Matters and T-1404-20. Crimes committed in 

the courts is of the most extreme public nature. Jessica Karam is directly tied to the Alberta and 

T-1404-20 matters.

104. Jessica Karam used fraudulent shareholder information of a federal corporation for financial gain 

in T-1404-20. Jessica Karam abused the powers of the Attorney General of Canada to commit 

fraud, traffick a child and disrupt an essential service in a manner not authorized by law that was 

designed to cause harm to the public listed in sections (A)-(C) in 83.01(b) of the Criminal Code.

105. The Ministry of Health has no scientific justification for the issuance of the Aerosol Generating 

Medical Procedures neither does the SHA. As a part of the risk assessment used for the 

pandemic response the entire response must be re-examined based on faulty implementation. 

Since criminal negligence complaints are attached to the faulty risk assessment every death 

resulting from the pandemic response is criminal negligence causing death and all mandates 

must be stopped until a proper risk assessment can be conducted.

106. An observable pattern of deliberate intent to prejudice Dale by the Unknown Registrars of the

CASK and Amy Groothius cannot be permitted to continue. This is a 100% rate of deliberate 

intent to prejudice and is irrefutable evidence of bias. Deliberate intent is further reinforced when 

there is a 0% rate of errors against opposing parties that favour Dale, ruling out incompetence as 

there would be a reasonable distribution of errors affecting all parties involved. No such 

distribution occurs. All errors are skewed to give favourable outcomes to anyone who opposes

Dale

107. Exposing criminally negligent guidelines relating to the SARS-Cov-2 pandemic are in the utmost 

public interest. The public has a right not to be subjected to criminal negligence causing death.

III. THE DUTY MUST BE IMPERATIVE AND SHOULD NOT BE DISCRETIONARY

108. The prohibition on torture is an imperative duty. The Convention against Torture demands that the

perpetrators of torture be arrested. There is an obligation to investigate the torture as it has 
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continued because of the failure on the part of the RCMP to arrest the persons involved in the 

initial torture complaint, and further instigated torture with the parties implicated in the initial 

complaints. The torture of the Applicant continued even after he fled to the United States, in the 

presence of witnesses who have supplied affidavit evidence that is a part of this motion. 

109. There is no right of any person to commit crime, nor is there any discretion permitted anywhere 

for organized crime to be perpetrated in the government or any other organization in

Saskatchewan. This makes the duty imperative. Justice Zuk continued to further torture rather 

than restrain it and made a decision on a matter asking relief from torture in which he was 

implicated in and no reasonable person would believe that he had any reason to violate the

Convention against Torture and the Canadian Victims Bill of Rights (“CVBR”).

110. The right to life of the public is imperative. The state has no right to murder the public. No 

mandate derived by crime is enforceable and must be stopped. Court rules cannot be used to 

murder innocent people or deprive people of rights.

111. The arbitrary removal of rights from a person is not sanction nor does any judge have the right to 

torture people or commit crimes. 

112. No child should be subjected to deprivation of liberty and torture to shield crimes of other parties. 

113. No child should be trafficked by the courts or any other agency of the state.

IV. CLEAR RIGHT TO THE PERFORMANCE OF THAT DUTY: 

114. The issuance of the file numbers for the complaints of torture on July 3, 2020 and July 7, 2020 by 

the RCMP has placed the obligations of the Convention against Torture on the state party. 

115. The issuance of file numbers for criminal negligence complaints on July 3, 2020 by the RCMP 

places the right of the public to be protected from criminal negligence and every act that arose as 

a result of the criminal negligence. This includes every SARS-Cov-2 measure instituted after July 

3, 2020 as it arose as a result of multiple crimes. This includes without limitation, lockdowns, 

vaccination mandates and travel mandates.
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116. Children are persons under the Charter and have a right to not be victims of crime and torture. 

Parental consent does not give the state the right to victimize a child. The tests of section 7 and 

12 for cruel and unusual treatment will be applied to the treatment of a child used to shield 

criminal activity. 

(ii) Right to liberty

The liberty interest protected under section 7 has at least two aspects. The first aspect is 

directed to the protection of persons in a physical sense and is engaged when there is 

physical restraint such as imprisonment or the threat of imprisonment (R. v. Vaillancourt, 

[1987] 2 S.C.R. 636 at 652), arrest (Fleming v. Ontario, 2019 SCC 45 at paragraph 65), 

custodial or non-custodial detention (R. v. Swain, [1991] 1 S.C.R. 933; Winko v. British 

Columbia (Forensic Psychiatric Institute), [1999] 2 S.C.R. 625 at paragraph 64; R. v. 

Demers, [2004] 2 S.C.R. 489 at paragraph 30)......state compulsions or prohibitions 

affecting one's ability to move freely (R. v. Heywood, [1994] 3 S.C.R. 761 at 789). The 

physical restraint can be quite minor to engage the liberty component, such that 

compelling a person to give oral testimony constitutes a deprivation of liberty (Thomson 

Newspapers Ltd. v. Canada, [1990] 1 S.C.R. 425 at 536; R. v. S.(R.J.), [1995] 1 S.C.R. 

451 at 479; Branch, supra at 26; Re: Application under section 83.28 of the Criminal 

Code, [2004] 2 S.C.R. 248 at paragraph 67)

This aspect of liberty includes the right to refuse medical treatment (A.C., supra, at 

paragraphs 100-102, 136) and the right to make “reasonable medical choices” without 

threat of criminal prosecution: R. v. Smith, [2015] 2 S.C.R. 602 at paragraph 18. It may 

also include the ability to choose where one intends to live (Godbout, supra), as well as a

protected sphere of parental decision-making for parents to ensure their children's well-

being, e.g., a right to make decisions concerning a child's education and health (B.(R.), 

supra, at paragraph 80)

(iii) Right to security of the person

Security of the person is generally given a broad interpretation and has both a physical 

and psychological aspect. The right encompasses freedom from the threat of physical 

punishment or suffering (e.g., deportation to a substantial risk of torture) as well as 

freedom from such punishment itself (Singh, supra at 207; Suresh, supra, at paragraphs 

53-55). It is also engaged where police use force to effect an arrest (Fleming, supra, at 

paragraph 65).......Security of the person includes a person’s right to control his/her own 

bodily integrity. It will be engaged where the state interferes with personal autonomy and 

a person's ability to control his or her own physical or psychological integrity, for example

by........ imposing unwanted medical treatment (R. v. Morgentaler, [1988] 1 S.C.R. 30 at 

56; Carter, supra; Rodriguez, supra; Blencoe, supra at paragraph 55; A.C., supra, at 

paragraphs 100-102)......Security of the person will be engaged where state action has 

the likely effect of seriously impairing a person’s physical or mental health (R. v. Monney, 

30

Page 1438 of 1536



[1999] 1 S.C.R. 652 at paragraph 55; Chaoulli, supra at paragraphs 111-124 and 200; R. 

v. Parker, 49 O.R. (3d) 481 (C.A.)). State action that prevents people engaged in risky 

but legal activity from taking steps to protect themselves from the risks can also implicate

security of the person (Bedford, supra, at paragraphs 59-60, 64, 67, 71).

In addition, the right is engaged when state action causes severe psychological harm to 

the individual (G.(J.), supra at paragraph 59; Blencoe, supra at paragraph 58; K.L.W., 

supra, at paragraphs 85-87). To constitute a breach of one's psychological security of the

person, the impugned action must have a serious and profound effect on the person’s 

psychological integrity and the harm must result from the state action (Blencoe, supra at 

paragraphs 60-61; G.(J.), supra; K.L.W., supra. The psychological harm need not 

necessarily rise to the level of nervous shock or psychiatric illness, but it must be greater 

than ordinary stress or anxiety. The effects of the state interference must be assessed 

objectively, with a view to their impact on the psychological integrity of a person of 

reasonable sensibility (G.(J.), supra). Although not all state interference with the parent-

child relationship will engage the parent’s security of the person, the state removal of a 

child from parental custody constitutes a serious interference with the psychological 

integrity of the parent qua parent and engages s.7 protection (G.(J.), supra, at 

paragraphs 63-64; K.L.W., supra, at paragraphs 85-87)...... The Court has signaled the 

possibility that victims of torture and their next of kin have an interest in finding closure 

that may, if impeded, be sufficient to cause such serious psychological harm so as to 

engage the security of the person (Kazemi Estate v. Islamic Republic of Iran, [2014] 3 

S.C.R. 176 at paragraphs 130, 133-34).

Principles of fundamental justice

General

The principles of fundamental justice are not limited to procedural matters but also 

include substantive principles of fundamental justice (Re B.C. Motor Vehicle Act, [1985] 2

S.C.R. 486 at paragraphs 62-67). The principles of fundamental justice are to be found in

the basic tenets of our legal system, including the rights set out in sections 8-14 of the 

Charter (Re B.C. Motor Vehicle Act, supra, at paragraphs 29-30) and the basic principles 

of penal policy that have animated legislative and judicial practice in Canada and other 

common law jurisdictions (R. v. Lyons, [1987] 2 S.C.R. 309 at 327; R. v. Pearson, [1992] 

3 S.C.R. 665 at 683).

The principles of fundamental justice include the principles against arbitrariness, 

overbreadth and gross disproportionality. A deprivation of a right will be arbitrary and thus

unjustifiably limit section 7 if it “bears no connection to” the law’s purpose (Bedford, 

supra, at paragraph 111; Rodriguez, supra at 594-95; Malmo-Levine, supra at paragraph 

135; Chaoulli, supra at paragraphs 129-30 and 232; A.C., supra, at paragraph 103).

Overbreadth deals with laws that are rational in part but that overreach and capture 

some conduct that bears no relation to the legislative objective (Bedford, supra, at 
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paragraphs 112-113; Heywood, supra, at 792-93; R. v. Clay, [2003] 3 S.C.R. 735 at 

paragraphs 37-40; Demers, supra, at paragraphs 39-43). An appropriate statement of the

legislative objective is critical to proper overbreadth analysis. The objective must be 

taken at face value — there is no evaluation of the appropriateness of the objective.

Gross disproportionality targets laws that may be rationally connected to the objective 

but whose effects are so disproportionate that they cannot be supported. Gross 

disproportionality applies only in extreme cases where “the seriousness of the 

deprivation is totally out of sync with the objective of the measure” (Bedford, supra, at 

paragraph 120; Canada (Attorney General) v. PHS Community Services Society, [2011] 3

S.C.R. 134 at paragraph 133; Malmo-Levine, supra, at paragraph 169; Burns, supra at 

paragraph 78; Suresh, supra, at paragraph 47; Malmo-Levine, supra, at paragraphs 159-

160).

The issue of disproportionate punishment (if it will be imposed by Canadian government 

action) should generally be approached in light of section 12 of the Charter (protecting 

against punishments that are grossly disproportionate, and thus “cruel and unusual”), not

section 7 (Malmo-Levine, supra, at paragraph 160; R. v. Lloyd, [2016] 1 S.C.R. 130 at 

paragraph 43; R. v. Safarzadeh-Markhali, [2016] 1 S.C.R. 180 at paragraph 73)

Vagueness offends the principles of fundamental justice [1992] 2 S.C.R. 606 at 626-627 

and 643; Ontario v. Canadian Pacific Ltd., [1995] 2 S.C.R. 1028 at 1070-72; R. v. 

Levkovic, [2013] 2 S.C.R. 204 at paragraphs 47-48)

(ii) Procedural fundamental justice

The principles of fundamental justice incorporate at least the requirements of the 

common law duty of procedural fairness (Singh, supra, at 212-13; Lyons, supra, at 361; 

Suresh, supra at paragraph 113; Ruby, supra at paragraph 39). They also incorporate 

many of the principles set out in sections 8-14 of the Charter (Re B.C. Motor Vehicle Act, 

supra, at paragraphs 29-30)......Context is particularly important with respect to 

procedural fundamental justice — the more serious the infringement of life, liberty and 

security of the person, the more rigorous the procedural requirements (Suresh, supra, 

paragraph 118; Charkaoui (2007), supra, paragraph 25; Charkaoui v. Canada 

(Citizenship and Immigration, [2008] 2 S.C.R. 326, at paragraphs 53-58)....However, the 

guiding question is always the severity of the impact on protected interests rather than a 

formal distinction between the different areas of law (Charkaoui (2008), supra at 

paragraph 53).

While some types of abuse of process (e.g., delay) may be better considered in relation 

to other Charter protections, abuse of process captures at least two residual aspects of 

trial fairness: (1) prosecutorial conduct affecting the fairness of the trial; and (2) 

prosecutorial conduct that “contravenes fundamental notions of justice and thus 

undermines the integrity of the judicial process” (O’Connor, supra, at paragraph 73).
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The following are procedural principles of fundamental justice that have been found to 

apply outside the criminal context: the right to a hearing before an independent and 

impartial tribunal (Ruffo v. Conseil de la magistrature, [1995] 4 S.C.R. 267 at paragraph 

38; Pearlman v. Manitoba Law Society Judicial Committee, [1991] 2 S.C.R. 869, at 883; 

Charkaoui (2007), supra, at paragraphs 29, 32); the right to a fair hearing, including the 

right to State-funded counsel where circumstances require it to ensure an effective 

opportunity to present one’s case (G.(J.), supra at paragraphs 72-75 and 119; Ruby, 

supra, at paragraph 40); the opportunity to know the case one has to meet (Chiarelli, 

supra, at 745-46; Suresh, supra at paragraph 122; May v. Ferndale Institution, supra, at 

paragraph 92; Charkaoui (2007), supra, at paragraph 53), including, where the 

proceeding may have severe consequences, the disclosure of evidence (Charkaoui 

(2008) at paragraphs 56, 58; Harkat, supra at paragraphs 43, 57, 60); the opportunity to 

present evidence to challenge the validity of the state’s evidence (Suresh, supra at 

paragraph 123; Harkat, supra, at paragraph 67); the right to a decision on the facts and 

the law (Charkaoui (2007), supra, paragraphs 29, 48); the right to written reasons that 

articulate and rationally sustain an administrative decision (Suresh, supra, at paragraph 

126); and the right to protection against abuse of process (Cobb, supra, at paragraphs 

52-53). The application of these principles is highly contextual, but it may be assumed 

that if they apply outside the criminal context, they apply with greater force in the criminal

context.

Treatment or punishment by Canadian state actor

Detention for non-punitive reasons is a treatment — including the detention of permanent

residents and foreign nationals for immigration-related reasons, as authorized under the 

Immigration and Refugee Protection Act (Charkaoui v. Canada (Citizenship and 

Immigration), [2007] 1 S.C.R. 350 at paragraphs 95-98).

Cruel and unusual?

This is a high threshold. To be cruel and unusual the treatment or punishment must be 

“grossly disproportionate”: in other words, “so excessive as to outrage standards of 

decency”, and be “abhorrent or intolerable to society”. The threshold is not met by 

treatment or punishment that is “merely excessive” or disproportionate (Smith, supra, at 

1072; Morrisey, supra, at paragraph 26; Malmo-Levine, supra, at paragraph 159; R. v. 

Ferguson, [2008] 1 S.C.R. 96, at paragraph 14; Nur, supra, at paragraph 39; R. v. Lloyd, 

[2016] 1 S.C.R. 130 at paragraph 24; R. v. Boutilier, [2017] 2 S.C.R. 936, at paragraph 

52; Boudreault, supra at paragraph 45).

Extreme or irreversible treatments or punishments

Torture is “blatantly contrary to section 12” (Kazemi Estate v. Islamic Republic of Iran, 

[2014] 3 S.C.R. 176, at paragraph 52; Suresh v. Canada (Minister of Citizenship and 

Immigration), [2002] 1 S.C.R. 3, at paragraph 51). For the generally agreed-upon 
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definition of “torture”, see section 269.1 of the Criminal Code and Article 1 of the 

Convention against Torture.

117. From the previous sections quoted it is clear that the very mention of torture complaints for a child

and the clear deprivation of liberty, the section 7 violations, denial of principles of fundamental 

justice to prolong torture of the child and the parent to cover criminal negligence that affects the 

public as a whole gives a clear right to duty. Further compounding that right to duty is the 

trafficking of the child for the purposes of exploitation used to cover serious crimes The excessive

treatment the child and parent is so extremely offensive given it was done to prevent the 

exposure of criminal negligence tied to the implementation of SARS-Cov-2 measures from July 3,

2020 to the present. 

118. Black people are persons under the Charter and have rights. No party in any court has respected 

the rights of Dale as a black man and have used every excuse to deprive him of rights and 

sanction criminal activity and treat him worse than a slave. 

119. Black people have the right to the same protection from the law. Dale was never given any. 

120. Jessica Karam has demonstrated extremely racist, discriminatory, biased and predatory 

behaviour towards the Applicant and has ignored severe crimes against him and the public. 

Based on the crimes she has shielded, the evidence contained in the engineering report proves 

that Jessica Karam is a terrorist.

121. Jessica Karam is aware that she has been reported for crime in 5 divisions of the RCMP and to 

law enforcement in the United States and refuses to remove herself from the matters , 

demonstrating that she has no regard for the law, and a hatred of Dale J. Richardson.

122. A Caucasian woman paid $6.7 million dollars in legal fees and is not questioned and Dale was 

forced to pay child support while being a student and stripped of all assets by the courts and gave

them to the Caucasian whom who purportedly could not pay her bill and had to sell the family 

home on a first appearance for $170,000.00. That 3959% increased cost of legal fees over the 

value of the asset said not to be afforded is an impossibility. There ability to pay the cost of legal 
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fees demanded an accounting of funds before issuing any divorce. The payment of legal fees is 

evidence of criminal activity. Crimes cannot be used to obtain orders in any Court.

123. Justice J. Zuk was aware that he was reported for crimes which includes without limitation child 

trafficking for the purposes of sexual and financial exploitation, mortgage fraud, terrorism, 

treason, crimes against humanity and criminal negligence causing death. He was obligated to 

recuse himself from the matters.

124. Amy Groothius was aware that she was reported for crimes which includes without limitation child

trafficking for the purposes of sexual and financial exploitation, mortgage fraud, terrorism, 

treason, crimes against humanity and criminal negligence causing death. She was obligated to 

recuse herself from the matters. And the Unknown Registrarshad no right to refuse the 

documents based on rule contravention or place Dale in a position where it is impossible for him 

to succeed.

125. There is no right present anywhere for any person, organization or entity in Canada that has a 

right to commit crime or benefit from crime in any capacity.

126. Child trafficking and terrorism are not permissible and stopping every action derived from the 

commission of the forgoing crimes and the ones listed in the documentation hereunder are a 

clear right to duty.

A. There Was a Conspiracy to Defraud and Torture the Plaintiff by State and Private 

Actors.

127. Since Rule 10-46(1),(2) and 10-47 were used for homes that are in foreclosure, it could not be 

lawfully used by Justice R.W. Elson in the family matter. This demonstrates intent to defraud. 

128. No law permits a judge to order the sale of the home on a first appearance, or give possession of 

a home that a person is living in without consideration of where the person is going to live 

especially when there is a child involved. 

129. The RCMP seized the home of the Applicant and the registered office of DSR Karis Consulting 

Inc. without any lawful order of the court. The treasonous orders of Justice R.W. Elson were not 
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issued until 4:03 pm on July 23, 2020 and the RCMP unlawfully breached the property at about 2 

pm on July 23, 2020 clearly using force to take possession of the registered office to dispose of 

evidence of their criminal activity.

130. Justice R.W. Elson did not consider section 7 of the Family Property Act (SK) and in doing so, he 

violated the law expressly as there is no consideration made with any of these things in any order

given by Justice R.W. Elson. What Justice R.W. Elson exercised was tyranny and a complete 

disregard for the law and since force was used by members of the RCMP to accomplish this end 

and to overthrow the rule of law it is explicitly treason against Canada.

131. The actions of the named parties in this motion demonstrate conspiracy as defined by the

Criminal Code and have defrauded Dale beyond a reasonable doubt. The engineering report 

confirms this.

B. The Parties On July 23, 2020 are Conspirators to Treason and those who Worked to 

Conceal the Overt Acts of that Day

132. The actions taken by the defendants in this action and others affiliated with them mirror the 

actions taken by actors in the United States that have established case law that demonstrates 

that they are conspiring to commit treason. Conspiracy to altogether prevent enforcement of 

statute of United States is conspiracy to commit treason by levying war against the United States.

Bryant v. United States, 257 F. 378, 1919 U.S. App LEXIS 2212(5th Cir. 1919). The principle of 

comity demands that Canada respect the judicial decisions of the United States especially when it

comes to what constitutes treasonable conduct.  United States criminal case law does provide for

punishment of a treaty as in the case of a normal law. Treaty with foreign power was supreme law

of land; Congress could provide punishment for its infraction on deprivation of or injury to right 

secured by it, as in case of ordinary law.  In re Grand Jury (1886, DC Or) 11 Sawy 522, 26 F 749. 

An overt show of force is not required if the conspiracy is exposed early. The Government 

contends that, but for the timely interruption of the conspiracy by the apprehension of its 

leaders actual resistance would have come about. The greater part of the evidence relied 

upon by the government to establish the conspiracy related to facts which occurred before the 
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passage of the selective Draft Act. United States. Bryant v. United States, 257 F. 378, 1919 U.S. 

App LEXIS 2212 (5th Cir. 1919). Treason is a crime that it is impossible to commit without a 

conspiracy. 

C. The Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan or any Other Associated Party Has 

Failed to Comply with the UN Torture Convention and shielded criminally negligent 

guidelines that have resulted in death

133. The Applicant raised the question of unlawful, arbitrary and unconstitutional detention with this 

court in a motion to extend with Justice J.A. Caldwell in chambers on October 28, 2020, and in 

the orders denying the motion to extend, no mention is made of the arbitrary arrest as it played a 

factor into the issuing of the interim orders by Justice R.W. Elson, and the subsequent torture at 

the Battlefords Mental Health Centre at the hands of the RCMP and the SHA. Justice N.D. 

Crooks did not consider these circumstances when taking into account the deprivation of liberty 

for Karis K.N. Richardson and determined that it was theoretical. No application of the law to 

determine the validity of the detention, nor the deprivation of liberty. 

134. No lawful sanction was ever used to forcibly medicate the Applicant with psychoactive drugs 

designed to profoundly disrupt his senses, or warrant the inhumane, cruel and degrading 

treatment he received by being stripped, and strapped to a bed and drugged in a manner that 

placed him at severe risk of injury and death.

135.  APEGS failed to act in the public interest and allowed the crimes to be executed against the 

people of Saskatchewan with full knowledge that the AGMP guidance were not compliant with 

numerous laws including without limitation, Criminal Code, APEGS act and labour laws. 

136. Every judge in Saskatchewan presented with this evidence committed fraud and/or other crimes 

to prevent evidence of the criminal negligence relating to the implementation of SARS-Cov-2 from

ever being placed on the court record. 

137. The actions that affected the absence of the Applicant are criminal based on the sworn affidavit 

submitted to the Federal Court of Canada by Cheryl Giesbrecht on behalf of the RCMP. The 

sworn affidavit of Astra Richardson-Pereirra retired public servant of the RCMP who worked in 
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both the Major Crimes Unit and GIS has testified that the warrant does not follow RCMP protocol 

and that there is a second copy of every keystroke taken on any computer in Ottawa and the

RCMP failed to provide this. 

138. Amy Groothius and the Unknown Registrars are personally responsible for murder using the rules

of the court to prevent unscientific mandates from being used to distribute a biological weapon in

Canada and the United States and have directly affected the overthrow of the government of the

United States and concealing the treason that occurred in 2020 that was a direct result of the 

engineering guidelines that provided the means to overthrow the government of the United 

States. Justice J. Zuk and the Registrar of Land Titles is directly responsible for the same. 

D. The Conspirators in the United States Courts and Other Agencies Have Demonstrated 

Actions That are Consistent With Treason Against the United States

139. The unlawful rejection of the Supreme Court motion was necessary as the motion clearly 

demonstrated that the conditions of the Writ of Mandamus before the 10th Circuit were being met.

With the motion on the Court record, it would be problematic for the 10th Circuit especially since it

predicted punishment from the 10th Circuit. It also gave the corrupt agents in the 10th Circuit 

reason not to give the Applicant oral arguments as requested for the Mandamus, as he would 

have made those arguments in the hearing and referenced the 3300 page appendices leaving the

judges virtually no room to deny the Mandamus. The panel officially violated the Convention 

against Torture and kept any mention of treason and the Invariable Pursuit of the Object from 

being on the court record. 

140. On July 20, 2021 Circuit Judges Holmes, Matheson, and Eid of the United States Court of 

Appeals for the 10th Circuit abused their position as circuit court judges to use fraud to conceal 

evidence of complaints made to law enforcement of the criminally negligent representation of the

AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting to deny the Writ of 

Mandamus. 
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141. Article III, Section 3, Clause 1 of the UNITED STATES Constitution defines treason because it 

threatens the very foundation of the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, the Inalienable Rights to Life, 

Liberty and the Pursuit of Happiness. This definition can and should be used for Canada as well.

142. The right to not be tortured is an inalienable right under the United Nations Convention against 

Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment. Any statement 

determined that was obtained of torture cannot be used in any proceeding other than to prove the

person was tortured. There is compelling evidence that numerous statements were obtained by 

torture.

143. 18 U.S.C. § 3771 provides rights of the crime victim to be protected from the accused and since 

the Applicant was held by persons who have continually tortured and obstructed him, he has a 

right to be protected from them. The Applicant was not protected to conceal evidence of 

complaints made to law enforcement of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting. 

144. As a United States Judge Lewis T. Babcock had an obligation to overlook any purported 

deficiency and examine forthwith the documents that purported federal treason. The judge used 

his position to obstruct justice and committed an overt act of treason. In addition to thi,s he 

deprived the Applicant of rights pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 242 and the overt acts were party to 18 

U.S.C. § 241. J. Babcock fraudulently stated that the motion “does not include any claims, factual 

allegations or request for relief.” The denial of the torture complaint under the Convention against 

Torture does allow for the prosecution of 18 U.S.C. § 241. Treaty with foreign power was supreme

law of land; Congress could provide punishment for its infraction on deprivation of or injury to right

secured by it, as in case of ordinary law.  In re Grand Jury (1886, DC Or) 11 Sawy 522, 26 F 749.

J. Babcock was exposed for corruption in a newspaper article, and admitted his corrupt actions.

145. The overt actions of Michael Duggan delineates a determined effort to deprive the Applicant of 

rights who is both an Alien and Black. Michael Duggan demonstrates that he is acting as a part of

a conspiracy to prevent the enforcement of a United States Statute. It is reasonable that there is a

criminal civil rights violation pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 241. 18 USCS § 241 does not require that 
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any overt act be shown.  United States v Morado (1972, CA5 Tex) 454 F.2d 167, cert den (1972) 

406 US 917, 32 L Ed 2d 116, 92 S Ct 1767. 

146. Officer C. Jones covered for the crimes of Officer Blevins and the CBP officers and suggested 

that policy was resposible for the actions of Officer Blevins. 

147. On August 2, 2021 U.S. Magistrate Judge Kristin L. Mix demonstrated that she was a conspirator 

to preventing the enforcement of a United States statute, when acting like she could not clearly 

read the statutes listed in the document before her. The actions of Magistrate Judge Mix and 

Gallagher in concert with the person in the Clerk’s office demonstrates a conspiracy to prevent 

the enforcement of a United States statute. The continued detention of Jaime Naranjo-Hererra 

demonstrate that force is being used to prevent the enforcement of the statute as well. 

148.  There is overwhelming evidence of conspiracy, collusion, and complicity to torture, terrorism, 

crimes against humanity and numerous other crimes, and judicial interference.

E. The Trans-National Invariable Pursuit of the Object

149. It is indisputably clear that there has been a pattern of punishment towards the Applicant and his 

daughters in the judicial system in Canada and the United States. Including a severe level of 

judicial interference in the Supreme Court of the United States by rogue elements which includes 

without limitation Clara Houghtelling, Michael Duggan and Redmond K. Barnes. The foregoing 

treason by way of conspiracy which includes terrorism and shielding the rogue agents of ICU 

located in Saskatchewan, Canada who are co-opting a legitimate financial institution to fund the

Invariable Pursuit of the Object. This conspiracy includes judges in the Court of Queen’s Bench 

for Saskatchewan, and the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan participating in and shielding 

mortgage fraud. The Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan has openly declared that the Constitution 

of Canada has no validity for children or those whose political views oppose the government in 

direct opposition to the Charter.

150. The Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan declared that children are not persons and should not be 

afforded the right of habeas corpus. 
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151. The Invariable Pursuit of the Object can be traced through multiple courts in Canada and the

United States. This includes the following actors without imitation, Justice R.W. Elson, Justice 

Barnes of the Federal Court of Canada, OWZW, Virgil Thomson, and Michael Griffin counsel for

APEGS,  Registrar Amy Groothius and her assistants, Justice J. A. Schwann, Kimberley A. 

Richardson, Clifford A. Holm, Lisa Silvester, Patricia J. Meiklejohn and Justice B.R. Hildebrandt, 

district court of Nevada Judge Jennifer Dorsey, Immigration Judge Glenn Baker.  

152. U.S. Magistrate Judge Gordon P. Gallagher used fraud in order dated June 15, 2021 to conceal 

documentation that contained evidence of complaints made to law enforcement of the criminally 

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the CDC and SHA; and crimes used to

suppress its reporting. 

153. Immigration Judge Caley used fraud to conceal documentation that contained evidence of 

complaints made to law enforcement of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the CDC and SHA; and crimes used to suppress its reporting. 

154. On September 21, 2021 Chief Judge Phillip A. Brimmer of the District Court of Colorado 

dismissed an action that presented evidence and supporting case law of treason. His overt 

actions are consistent with a conspiracy to prevent the enforcement of a United States statute. 

Treason can not be treated as a civil matter.  Chief Judge Phillip A. Brimmer states “Applicant 

does not allege that any arrests have been made or that the grand jury has returned an 

indictment.” Included in the evidence is that there are open torture investigations in Canada, and 

that the evidence presented demonstrates that the actors in Canada and the United States are 

acting in concert. There is an obligation contained in article 5 of the Convention against Torture to 

prevent acts of torture and to “take such measures as may be necessary to establish its 

jurisdiction over such cases where the alleged offender is present in any territory under its 

jurisdiction”. The Convention against Torture does not require arrests to be made for an 

investigation to commence. The Convention against Torture permits the person who alleges 

torture to present their evidence for the purposes of conducting an investigation.
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155. Chief Judge Phillip A. Brimmer called compelling evidence of torture, and treason “frivolous”, 

“groundless and vexatious” and threatened to punish the Applicant for complaining of the torture 

and attempting to report treason. Chief Judge Phillip A. Brimmer is a traitor to the United States, 

and an enemy of the Crown as he is supporting the treasonous actors in Canada. 

156. The Applicant was obstructed from reporting torture, conspiracy to commit treason, terrorism, and

from presenting evidence of treason with United States citizen Robert A. Cannon.

157. Compelling evidence in 20-1815 in the Supreme Court of the United States demonstrates that the

actions of all of these actors are deliberately working in concert. The obstruction of the motion 

allowed for the furtherance of the torture of the Applicant and allowed the mismanagement of the 

COVID emergency to continue unreported.  Redmond K. Barnes, case analyst at the Supreme 

Court tampered with evidence from the Supreme Court of the United States by the Applicant and 

sent them to Jaime Naranjo-Hererra.  The five affidavits of the torture at the Sweetgrass MT point 

of entry, gives compelling evidence based on the testimony of the Applicant and the witnesses of 

the events.

158. These events demonstrate that there has been a prior demand for the duty both to the RCMP and

the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan, Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan, the Federal 

Court of Canada, the Department of Homeland Security, District Court of Colorado, United States

Court of Appeals for the 10th Circuit, and the Supreme Court of the United States. The sheer 

number of complaints and evidence supplied proves that there has been prior demands and 

unreasonable delay. 

The delay in question was been far longer than the process required. There 

was an obligation to protect the complainants from any ill treatment from the 

complaint of torture, and neither the Applicant nor his daughter Karis have 

had any protection from the ill treatment arising from the complaint, and left

Karis in the care of persons complicit to the torture. The public has had an 

unreasonable delay from the hindrance of criminal negligence complaints.

The Applicant is not responsible for being tortured by the persons he 

complained to of being tortured and persecuted by. And he is not responsible 

for the courts and other parties committing mortgage fraud in the courts to 

further punish him and Karis. Karis is not responsible for the punishment that 
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she has received because of the political opinion of her father the Applicant. 

The public is not responsible for being victimized by criminal negligence. 

The Attorney General of Canada has not provided any satisfactory 

justification for the delay by the RCMP, or for the Federal Court of Canada. 

The Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan has provided no satisfactory 

justification, nor has the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan. There has been 

no investigation of the torture, and all evidence supplied by the Applicant has 

been ignored by all of the aforementioned parties. Evidence has been 

provided by the Attorney General of Canada that incriminates the RCMP,

SHA and the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan in the torture of the

Applicant and his daughter Karis. There is no reasonable justification for 

delaying the investigation of criminal neglegence complaints that have 

caused deaths of the public.

V. NO OTHER ADEQUATE REMEDY IS AVAILABLE TO THE APPLICANT

159. It is indisputably clear that the corrupt agents in the courts have denied lawful requests not to be 

tortured, persecuted, stop child trafficking and murdering the public and the RCMP have 

perpetrated a gross dereliction of duty that directly resulted in the vast majority of the suffering 

and the losses incurred by the Applicant, Karis her sister Kaysha F.N. Richardson and the public. 

The RCMP are the means by which Karis has been used to torture the Applicant, and the means 

by which Karis is being trafficked mortgage fraud and the treasonous, totalitarian orders of Justice

R.W. Elson were issued. No other Court has examined the evidence and make a decision based 

on the facts and the law. 

160. There is no other way to remedy these matters as this is a matter of precedent. Either the court 

gives remedy or military intervention by the United States and the latter option is not a reasonable

way to obtain remedy.

161. The Unknown Registrars and Amy Groothius have thwarted all other attempts for Dale to 

exercise his rights and protect Karis from torture and being trafficked for the purposes of sexual 

and financial exploitation, and to protect the public from being murdered and deprived of their 

liberty. Without this motion it is probable that Dale will have more attempts made on his life and 

liberty, and the United States will send its military to put down the national security threat in

Canada by force.
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VI. THE ORDER SOUGHT WILL BE OF SOME PRACTICAL VALUE OF EFFECT

162. The obvious nature of the obligation of the RCMP to stop the torture and to not be engaged in 

torture, mortgage fraud, bio-terrorism, treason child trafficking and numerous other crimes is 

blatantly obvious. The Registrar of Land Titles, nor rogue agents of the Courts not engaging in 

fraud is of practical value. The public not being subjected to criminal negligence is a clear 

example of practical value. 

163. Stopping treason is of a practical effect, as is preventing a military intervention from the United 

States as that places innocent citizens at risk of being collateral casualties. 

164. Upholding the Charter and not allowing corruption to flourish in the judicial system is of practical 

value. 

VII. IN THE EXERCISE OF DISCRETION THERE IS NO EQUITABLE BAR TO THE RELIEF 

SOUGHT

165. The Applicant has done nothing but attempt to assert his lawful right not to be tortured and be 

free from criminal activity directed towards him his daughters and the public by multiple state and 

private actors in Canada and the United States. In spite of the gross systematic criminal actions 

taken against him, the Applicant has not responded in any like fashion towards any of the state or

private actors. He has only used legal means to avail himself of the child trafficking for the 

purposes of financial and sexual exploitation, torture, mortgage fraud, crimes against humanity 

and other grievous crimes he and the public are being victimized by. The torture of a child to 

suppress the reporting of crime that affects the public is not justifiable by any means. No 

equitable bar exists to the relief sought.

166. There is no equitable bar to relieving the murder of the innocent. 

167. There is no equitable bar to upholding the Charter or stopping the torture of Black people using 

the courts.
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VIII. BALANCE OF CONVENIENCE

168. Torture is an extreme prejudice that must be remedied, irreparable harm has been done to the

Applicant, and most importantly the child Karis, who has had irreparable harm done to her 

because of being trafficked for the purposes of exploitation and other gross criminal activity. An 

infant child who was deprived of a development that is rightfully hers to use her as an instrument 

of torture is sick, inhumane, disgusting, reprehensible, vile, tyrannical and disgustingly criminal 

and there is no other reasonable consideration, other than to immediately remove the effects of 

the torture which also includes returning the habitual residence that was taken to torture the

Applicant and separate him from Karis. 

169. The public has a right not to be subjected to crimes. 

170. Torture to affect the family matter is unreasonable and should never be sanctioned as a means to

punish a political dissident.

171. The Applicant has a right not to be punished for whistle-blowing crimes and must have the child 

trafficking and other crimes against him stopped and are well within the balance of convenience.

CONCLUSION

172. Without this Motion for Writ of Mandamus granted, it will allow the extreme prejudice 

demonstrated by state actors in Canada and the United States to effectively use the courts to 

commit crimes and silence the Applicant, to violate the constitution, commit treason, and torture 

the Applicant and an innocent child. No family matter should be used as a means to murder 

members of the public, overthrow a government and cover terrorist activity.

Relief Sought

173. This Motion for Writ of Mandamus and Prohibition is made for 

1. An order to compel the Assistant Commissioner Rhonda Blackmore of the RCMP

and/or any of her agents operating in the jurisdiction of Saskatchewan;

to issue arrest warrants for every person involved in the torture, criminal 

negligence, child trafficking and other related complaints in Canada and the 

United States;
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to remove Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson from the care of whomever she is with 

and deliver Karis to the Applicant or other such person as the Applicant shall 

decide, at a location to be determined by the Applicant, to comply with the

Convention against Torture;

to seize the property located at 1292 95th, Street North Battleford, Saskatchewan,

S9A 0G2 and arrest all parties involved in the mortgage fraud;

2. On order for the Saskatchewan Health Authority and the Ministry of Health to;

End all covid related mandates in the province of Saskatchewan effective 

immediately;

Remove the unscientific diagnosis associated with the torture of the

Applicant;

Deliver all documentation relating to the Aerosol Generating Medical 

Procedures guidance at no cost to the Applicant

3. An order to compel the Executive Council of Saskatchewan to;

File and process the Application for Access for the Return of the Child 

Dated April 8, 2022;

4. An order to compel Amy Groothius to;

Place all communications between Dale J. Richardson on the court record;

Place all evidence and documents previously filed or attempted to be filed by

Dale J. Richardson or any of his affiliates on the court record;

Recuse herself from any matter relating to Dale J. Richardson or any of his family

members or affiliates;

5. An order to compel the Attorney General of Saskatchewan

to provide the Applicant with all the information requested in all of his 

access to information requests at no cost to the Applicant without any 

redaction;

to pay any and all costs associated with this motion, or any of the orders 

associated with it, and for the maintenance, insurance and any other cost 

of the property at 1292 95th, Street North Battleford until the resolution of 

the Appeal and any incidental matters associated with the matters subject 

to the mandamus and/or the appeal;
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Declaration of Independence

28 U.S.C. § 455

18 U.S.C. § 3771

The Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court
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CASES  

In re Grand Jury (1886, DC Or) 11 Sawy 522, 26 F 749. 

United States v Morado (1972, CA5 Tex) 454 F.2d 167, cert den (1972) 406 US 917, 32 

L Ed 2d 116, 92 S Ct 1767

United States. Bryant v. United States, 257 F. 378, 1919 U.S. App LEXIS 2212(5 th Cir. 

1919)

United States. Bryant v. United States, 257 F. 378, 1919 U.S. App LEXIS 2212(5 th Cir. 

1919)
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NOTICE OF MOTION

TAKE NOTICE 

THAT the Applicant will make a motion orally to the Court at the Courthouse at 2425 Victoria 

Avenue Regina, Saskatchewan on Wednesday October 12th, 2022 at 10:00 AM for the following 

relief.

1. A Writ of Mandamus, Prohibition and Certiorari with the following orders 

1. Compel the Registrar of Land Titles to 

deliver all information relating to the fraudulent transfer of the property 
located at 1292 95th, Street North Battleford, Saskatchewan, S9A 0G2,

transfer the property located at 1292 95th Street North Battleford, SK back 
to the Applicant or any other party that the Applicant shall decide;

2. An order to compel Justice J. Zuk 

to place the materials submitted by the Applicant by mail and received by 
the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan July 22, 2022 on the official
court record;
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and the transmission he received from DSR Karis by way of fax on July 20,
2022 and any other material he has removed/excluded from the court 
record;

recuse himself entirely from any matter relating to the Applicant;

3. An order to compel the Executive Council of Saskatchewan to;

File and process the Application for Access for the Return of the Child 
Dated April 8, 2022;

4. An order to compel Amy Groothius to;

Place all communications between Dale J. Richardson on the court record;

Place all evidence and documents previously filed or attempted to be filed by
Dale J. Richardson or any of his affiliates on the court record;

Recuse herself from any matter relating to Dale J. Richardson or any of his family
members or affiliates;

5. An order to compel the Attorney General of Saskatchewan

to provide the Applicant with all the information requested in all of his 
access to information requests at no cost to the Applicant without any 
redaction;

to pay any and all costs associated with this motion, or any of the orders 
associated with it, and for the maintenance, insurance and any other cost 
of the property at 1292 95th, Street North Battleford until the resolution of 
the Appeal and any incidental matters associated with the matters subject 
to the mandamus and/or the appeal;

To pay the legal costs of Applicant incurred from the Attorney General of 
Saskatchewan failure to do the public duty required by the office of the
Attorney General of Saskatchewan;

To pay the legal costs of the Applicant for any actions relating to this 
mandamus 

To pay the costs of a full report regarding the criminally 
negligent guidelines to the Applicant or other person that the
Applicant shall decide.
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2. An Order prohibiting any registrar or agent thereof in the Court of Queen’s Bench for 

Saskatchewan or the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan from rejecting any document or 

any other evidence submitted by the Applicant for any reason; and

3. Prohibiting the registrar or any agent thereof in the Court of Queen’s Bench for 

Saskatchewan from accepting any document from Kimberley A. Richardson or any agent

acting on her behalf without notice to the Applicant;

4. An order for a writ of Certiorari to examine the judicial actions of Justice J. Zuk and any 

other judge related to this matter;

5. An Order with dispensing with service and ordering electronic service for the Mandamus 

and CACV4048

THAT THE FOLLOWING MATERIAL WILL BE FILED IN SUPPORT OF THIS 
APPLICATION

2. Application for Dispensing With Service;

3. The Affidavit of Dispensing With Service

4. The Affidavit of Dale Richardson

5. Certified Letter of Consent from DSR Karis Consulting Inc. filed to the Court in CACV4048.

6. Pleadings and documents referred to in DIV 70 of 2020.
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INTRODUCTION

7. This Motion for Mandamus, Prohibition and Certiorari for Mandamus and Prohibition is filed by

DALE RICHARDSON (the “Applicant”) against the Unknown Registrars of the Court of Appeal for 

Saskatchewan, Amy Groothius, Registrar of Land Titles, Justice J. Zuk and the unknown rogue 

agents of the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan who are using their authority, position 

and numbers to unlawfully interfere with justice, to torture and terrorize the Applicant in a 

manner that is affecting the public in a negative manner. The systematic torture and actions 

calculated to cause the physical destruction of the persons named outside of the Applicant, have 

been treated in such manner to punish, intimidate, coerce and torture the Applicant, and prevent 

him from bringing evidence to expose their crimes. Any such mention is reasonable and 

necessary. The Motion for Mandamus is in the public interest to hear, based on the effect cause 

by the failure of the aforementioned parties to act in accordance with their duties. Justice J. Zuk 

and several rogue agents of the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan have deprived the

Applicant of his right of defence and have placed his life and coincidentally the lives of the public 

at risk for the reasons listed herein and the attached affidavit and documentation listed hereunder.

This motion must be heard for the appeal to proceed. It is impossible otherwise. Based on the 

clear evidence of criminal activity in the courts a writ of Certiorari is demanded to examine the 

actions of the judge and it is an imperative public interest to do so.

FACTS

8. A freedom of information request submitted by the Applicant to the Ministry of Health of

Saskatchewan demonstrated that there was no risk assessment or engineering report for the 

representation of the Aerosol Generating Medical Procedures (“AGMP”) guidance issued by the

Saskatchewan Health Authority (“SHA”), or was there any such risk assessment done or any 

justification of any kind provided the SHA. Justice Zuk ignored this evidence which formed a part 

of the defence of Dale J. Richardson (“Dale”) and ignored the engineering report and passed 

judgment without having the expert explain its relation to the facts and killed innocent people by 
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his wilful exclusion of the information critical to the health and safety of the public without any 

expert evidence to the contrary.

9. The SHA guidance is based on a table issued by the Center for Disease Control (“CDC”) in 2001,

and it is used by the Public Health Agency of Canada and Canada several other jurisdictions in

Canada.

10. The representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA was the basis of the litigation by

DSR Karis, which is obligated by law to operate within the framework of the law. 

11. Rule 10-46(1),(2) and 10-47 of the Queen’s Bench Rules are used for the sale of homes being 

foreclosed.

12. On May 27, 2020 the Applicant in the course of his duties as CEO of DSR Karis signed a Non-

Disclosure Agreement that created a contractual relationship with his employer, DSR Karis and

Innovation Credit Union. 

13. On May 27, 2020 Kimberley A. Richardson attended the family home with Raymond Hebert and

Linda Hebert and removed the vehicle that was in the possession of the Applicant after learning 

that Karis K.N. Richardson was left in the care of her sister Kaysha F.N. Dery. 

14. On June 9, 2020 the Applicant acting as the Chief Executive Officer of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. 

(hereinafter known as “DSR Karis”) passed information to the business response team in

Saskatchewan relating to the criminally negligent representation of the Aerosol Generating 

Medical Procedures guidance issued by the SHA. No reasonable response was given to address 

the hazards involved with its representation.

15. On June 10, 2020 the Communications Department of the SHA refused to address the hazards 

identified by DSR Karis when communicating with the CEO of DSR Karis by email. The SHA 

provided no information relating to any engineering report or risk assessment. The SHA did admit

that it was potentially placing its employees at risk using a criminally negligent arbitrary settling 

time without having any justification for the 2 hour settling time.
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16. On June 25 2020 a number of parties in the federal a Saskatchewan government were notified 

about criminally negligent implementation of engineering controls used for the SARS-Cov-2 

pandemic response by DSR Karis by an email sent by its CEO on its behalf. The information 

provided demonstrated that the hazard was also present in the state of Washington.

17. On June 26, 2020 a number of parties in North Battleford were warned about the hazards arising 

from the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP provided by the SHA. 

18. On June 26, 2020 several financial institutions and regulatory agencies in the province of

Saskatchewan and federally were notified of the risk of financial losses to the shareholders 

arising from the hazards directly tied to the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

provided by the SHA. The fiduciary duty to the shareholders and the public was mentioned.

19. A rogue agent of the Ombudsman for Banking Services and Investments (“OBSI”) created, 

retained and transmitted a forged document based on a document sent to OBSI by DSR Karis on 

June 26, 2020. The forged document made it appear like the email was transmitted by the

Applicant from his personal email address. This forgery has been reported to 5 divisions of the

Royal Canadian Mounted Police. 

20. On June 29, 2020 the Applicant was served with a divorce petition from Kimberley A. Richardson 

with Patricia J. Meiklejohn as her counsel. The document contained contradictions, perjury and 

intent to defraud and was filed to the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan when it was in 

violation of the law. 

21. On June 29, 2020 the Applicant gained knowledge of a letter addressed to the CEO of DSR Karis

from the Association of Professional Engineers and Geoscientists of Saskatchewan after 

receiving documentation that contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the

AGMP guidance issued by the SHA resulting from poor engineering practice. The letter from

APEGS did not address the severe threat to the pubic interest, but rather attempted to threaten

DSR Karis based on Facebook posts and YouTube videos. DSR Karis responded by way of letter 

directing APEGS of its legislated responsibility to the public interest with respect to engineering. 

No response was ever given by APEGS.
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22. On July 3, and July 7, 2020 the Applicant attended the Battlefords RCMP detachment and made 

complaints on both days. The complaints on July 3, 2020 were torture pursuant to 269.1 of the

Criminal Code (2020-898119) and two counts of criminal negligence. One count of torture and on 

count of criminal negligence was initiated by the Applicant (2020-898911), and the other 

complaint (2020-898907) was on behalf of DSR Karis Consulting Inc. (“DSR Karis”). The SHA 

were the focus of the criminal negligence complaints and their agents were tied to the torture. The

complaint on July 7, 2020 was a complaint of torture with Karis K.N. Richardson as the victim 

(2020-922562). 

23. On July 7, 2020, the Applicant had a meeting with Chad Gartner of Innovation Credit Union 

(“ICU”) in which the information discussed was the property of his employer DSR Karis. Chad 

Gartner was informed of his fiduciary duty to inform the members of ICU of the risk of financial 

losses arising from the occupational health and safety hazard arising from poor engineering 

practice tied to the representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

24. On July 7, 2020 the Applicant attended the Battlefords Mental Health Centre (“BMHC”) to ask for 

his missing medical records from his access to records. The Applicant asked a manager to have 

the engineering department get back to him on the hazards arising from the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP provided by the SHA. A doctor who signed a certificate to admit him 

to the BMHC was present for the conversation. Cora Swerid was informed of the criminal 

negligence and the torture investigations that involved the SHA. No response was given by the

SHA to address the hazards arising from the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP.  

25. On July 8, 2020 an email chain was sent by carbon copy to the Applicant that outlined a breach of

contract between the rogue agents of Innovation Credit Union and his employer DSR Karis 

Consulting Inc.. The email outlined a conspiracy to restrict the liberty of the Applicant, his 

employer and by proxy Karis K.N. Richardson.

26. The RCMP did not allow the Applicant to bring any further evidence as he indicated that he 

would, and was barred entry from the detachment.  
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27. On July 22, 2020 Patricia J. Meiklejohn sent two emails to the Applicant of draft orders, one 

purportedly to correct a typographical error. The first email stated that Justice R.W. Elson 

requested the interim order through the agents of the court who contacted her. The interim orders

were dated for July 22, 2022.

28. From a sworn affidavit submitted to the Federal Court of Canada by the RCMP through Cheryl 

Giesbrecht exercising the capacity of the Attorney General of Canada in T-1404-20 testified that 

on July 22, 2020 Justice R.W. Elson directed them to prevent the Applicant from entering the

Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan. The unknown member of the RCMP responded with 

“we have a mental health warrant”.

29. On July 22, 2020 members of the PACT team showed up at the residence of the Applicant with 

two members of the Battlefords RCMP. The persons in attendance were as follows, Tonya 

Browarny, Ken Startup, Cst. Rivest and Cst. Reid. No direction was ever given to the Applicant to 

submit to any medical examination as required by the Mental Health Services Act. The RCMP 

were served for QBG-156 of 2020 after repeated attempts to gain access to the detachment by 

the Applicant to serve them were frustrated. Medical records from the BMHC state that the

Applicant was brought to the BMHC at the time of this incident.

30. On July 22, 2020 Tonya Browarny knowing that she did not comply with the Mental Health 

Services Act spoke with J. Engleke and proceeded with obtaining a mental health warrant based 

on fraudulent information from the Provincial Court of Saskatchewan.  Tonya Browarny’s notes 

confirm that she did not comply with the Mental Health Services Act and did not meet the criteria 

to lawfully obtain a warrant.

31. The agents of the SHA stated that the Applicant’s religious beliefs are delusions. No agent of the

SHA knew what the specific religious beliefs of the Applicant were. Only members of the

Battlefords Seventh-Day Adventist church would possess any knowledge of his specific beliefs. 

Agents of the SHA attends the Battlefords Seventh-Day Adventist church.

32. On July 23, 2020 at about 9:50 am, the Applicant and his daughter Kaysha F.N. Richardson were 

unlawfully arrested attempting to enter the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan in 
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Battleford SK, before any of the two hearings the Applicant was scheduled to appear on DIV-70 of

2020 and QBG-156. Both were first appearances presided over by Justice R.W. Elson. The

RCMP substantiated this time in an affidavit in T-1404-20.

33. On July 23, 2020 Justice R.W. Elson, with the full knowledge that he directed the RCMP to 

prevent the Applicant from entering the Court, made interim orders pursuant to no law and 

grossly exceeded his jurisdiction as a judge sitting in chambers on a first appearance. Justice 

R.W. Elson made no mention of having directed the Applicant’s obstruction that prevented the

Applicant from appearing for the matter, as can be observed in the wording of Justice R.W. 

Elson’s fiat shown below:

[1] Counsel for the petitioner has provided the court with her client’s informal 
estimate of the equity in the family home, roughly between $8,000 and 
$12,000. With this information, I am satisfied that the interim draft order 
should issue. This order includes authorization for the petitioner to list and 
sell the house, followed by an accounting for the proceeds. The only thing 
that should be included in the interim order is for the issue of the parenting to 
be revisited in one month’s time. This should occur on August 27, 2020. 

34. The second matter obstructed was the matter of QBG 156/20 DSR Karis Consulting Inc. v Court 

of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan et al dated July 23, 2020. Present in the court was Cliff Holm

appearing for the Seventh-Day Adventist Church, Lynn Sanya - SHA, Virgil Thomson – rogue 

agents of Innovation Credit Union, Micheal Griffin – APEGS. Justice R.W. Elson made no 

mention directing the RCMP to obstruct the Applicant from representing DSR Karis Consulting 

Inc. and the interests of the public. The documentation before the Court contained evidence of 

the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the risk to 

the general public.

35. On July 23, 2020, Robert A. Cannon was contact traced at the court, and had to provide his name

to sheriff who participated in the obstruction of the Applicant. 

36. When the Applicant was brought to the BMHC he questioned the doctor’s and physicians why he 

was prevented from entering the Court by the defendants in QBG-156 when he was to represent

DSR Karis as the plaintiff. The Applicant demanded to see the mental health warrant. When 
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persisting to ask these questions, the doctors directed the RCMP and attending health personnel 

to strip him, strap him to a bed, and forcefully medicate him. The Applicant was never examined. 

No expert report of the examination was ever provided to the Applicant. The sworn affidavit of the

RCMP submitted to the Federal Court of Canada confirms that the Applicant was not examined.

37. While the Applicant was being tortured, Robert A. Cannon filed a habeas corpus several times. 

One instance the habeas corpus was filed and then it was unfiled. The other documents 

submitted with the habeas corpus were not unfiled. After the third filing of the habeas corpus the

Applicant was released from the BMHC.

38. In QBG 921 of 2020 Justice N.D. Crooks on September 10, 2020 purported to state that there 

was no deprivation of liberty for any of the persons named in the Habeas Corpus proceeding, 

which includes without limitation, the Applicant, Kaysha F.N. Dery, and Karis K.N. Richardson. 

Crooks stated that the deprivation was “theoretical” and that Karis was the subject of a family law 

dispute. Justice N.D. Crooks denied Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson the right of Habeas Corpus 

contrary to section 10(c) of the Charter. The Habeas Corpus was filed by Robert A. Cannon to 

stop the agents of the Saskatchewan Health Authority from torturing the Applicant who was 

strapped to a bed and administered mind altering drugs that are designed to profoundly disrupt 

the senses. The torture upheld the trafficking of Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson. The 

documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA.

39. On October 28, 2020 the Applicant appeared before Justice J.A. Caldwell of the Court of Appeal 

for Saskatchewan (“CASK”) for a motion to extend for the unlawful orders issued by Justice R.W. 

Elson. No one appeared for Kimberley A. Richardson, and audio, video and document evidence 

was presented. Justice J.A. Caldwell ruled in the favour of the party that was not present. The

CASK sent back all of the evidence filed to the court. The documentation contained evidence of 

the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

40. When presented with evidence that the testimony of Kimberley A. Richardson was perjured on 

November 26, 2020, Justice J. Zuk made excuses for the perjury and took the perjured testimony 
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over the overwhelming evidence of the Applicant. Justice J. Zuk ignored evidence that the

Applicant was subjected to escalating family violence by his estranged wife Kimberley A. 

Richardson. Justice J. Zuk ruled in favour of the party that presented perjured evidence and who 

has demonstrated a pattern of violence towards the Applicant and the child of the marriage Karis 

Kenna Nicole Richardson. The documentation supplied by the Applicant contained evidence of 

the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

41. Patricia J. Meiklejohn presented to Justice J. Zuk in the chambers hearing the statement of claim 

of the Applicant in the Federal Court of Canada and complained that the Applicant was bringing a

matter before a federal court. The application in the Federal Court of Canada contained evidence 

of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and the risk 

to the public.

42. Cheryl Giesbrecht, agent of the Attorney General of Canada submitted motions to the Federal 

Court of Canada that contained fraudulent shareholder information in regards to DSR Karis, and 

conspired with the defendant’s counsel in T-1404-20.  The Federal Court of Canada ruled in 

favour of fraud. The shareholder information of DSR Karis is available on the public record in 

Alberta.

43. Virgil Thomson submitted forged Federal Court documents to the Applicant. 

44. Rogue agents of the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan demonstrated extreme bias in 

denying the Applicant the ability to speak and bring evidence to defend himself in Court. This 

includes without limitation, evidence of the unlawful abduction (arrest), Justice R.W. Elson 

ordering obstruction of justice, an officer of the court preventing the Applicant from entering the 

court, questionable actions of agents of the SHA by forcefully medicating the Applicant to prevent 

him from representing DSR Karis Consulting Inc. in matters against them that provided evidence 

of the distribution of a biological weapon by way of the guidelines issued by the SHA during the

SARS-Cov-2 pandemic response, and the evidence of the criminal complaints against Justice J. 

Zuk by DSR Karis and the Applicant before he made any decision on the matters on May 5, 2022 

and July 22, 2022.
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45. On February 19, 2021 Patricia J. Meiklejohn appeared before Justice B.R. Hildebrandt for an 

application without notice to transfer the title of the property of the Applicant pursuant to the Land 

Titles Act. Fraudulent documents were submitted to the court signed by Clifford A. Holm. Justice 

B.R. Hildebrandt approved the fraudulent transfer of title using the Land Titles Act instead of the

Family Property Act.

46. On February 19, 2021 the Applicant appeared for two prerogative writs in chambers before

Justice J. Kalmakoff. Justice J. Kalmakoff informed the Applicant that prerogative writs can only 

be granted before a panel of judges according to the court of appeal act. Justice J. Kalmakoff 

heard the motion for two prerogative writs when it was impossible for the Applicant to succeed, 

and Justice J. Kalmakoff did not determine if torture occurred. Justice J. Kalmakoff exercised 

jurisdiction he did not posess. The motions contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

47. On March 1, 2021 an appeal CACV3708 was heard at the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan of a

constitutional Writ of Habeas Corpus. Among those present as counsel for the defendants were,

Clifford A. Holm, Cheryl Giesbrecht, Chantalle Eisner, and Michael Griffin representing APEGS.

Michael Griffin admitted it was the intention of defending counsel to punish Robert A. Cannon for 

actions taken by the Applicant and DSR Karis in the Federal Court of Canada. Michael Griffin 

committed fraud on the record by stating without any evidence that Robert A. Cannon was 

counsel for the Applicant and DSR Karis. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

48. Every statement of claim or motion in the Federal Court of Canada for DSR Karis is signed by its

CEO.

49. The Applicant is self represented in the Federal Court of Canada and every statement of claim or 

motion bears his signature.

50. On March 26, 2021 the Applicant as the CEO of acting as agent of DSR Karis, appeared before

Justice J. A. Schwann in the CASK for a motion for stay of execution relating to appeal 

CACV3798 in which mortgage fraud was committed.   Justice J. A. Schwann ruled in favour of the
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party who committed fraud and was not present. The motion contained evidence of the criminally 

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

51. On April 1 2021 the Applicant appeared before a three judge panel at the Court of Appeal for 

Saskatchewan to review orders of Justice J. Kalmakoff and provided over 6000 pages of 

evidence.  Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan and Kimberley A. Richardson were absent. 

The panel ruled in favour of the absent defendants. The documentation before the Court 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA.

52. On April 26, 2021 the Applicant fled to the United States to file for protection under the

Convention against Torture after being served an affidavit sworn in by an unknown member of the

Royal Canadian Mounted Police that admitted the RCMP were instructed by the Court of Queen’s

Bench for Saskatchewan to prevent the Applicant from entering into the Court on July 23, 2020. 

The Applicant was fearful of being tortured or killed if returned to Saskatchewan and 

subsequently fled to the United States for safety. The motion scheduled to be heard contained 

evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

53. On April 26, 2021 upon arrival to the Sweetgrass Montana point of entry, the Applicant was 

tortured in the presence of 5 witnesses, one of whom is an eight year old child. The CBP officers 

attempted to coerce the Applicant to return to Canada after he asked for protection under the

Convention against Torture, and remove the 6 volumes of evidence of over 3300 pages. When 

the Applicant refused to remove evidence while fearful of his life, the U.S. Customs and Border 

Protection officers intimidated and coerced him to dispose of the evidence of him being the 

director of a Delaware corporation DSR Karis North Consulting Inc. (“Karis North”). The Applicant 

refused to remove evidence. The documentation presented at the border contained evidence of 

the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

54. Officer Brian Scott and Officer Brian Biesemeyer were the CBP officers directly responsible for 

the torture of the Applicant. The statement used in the immigration proceedings by the

Department of Homeland Security was a product of torture. 
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55. The Applicant was subjected to torture and severe obstruction of justice in Canada and the 

United States while being held in custody of ICE, a defendant in T-1404-20.

56. On June 10, 2021 a motion was heard before Justice W. Pentney. Fraud was used to schedule 

the motion. The Applicant informed Justice W. Pentney that he was denied the motion materials 

by ICE a defendant in the underlying action, that he was being obstructed by the same and was 

being tortured by them. Justice W. Pentney proceeded with the motion with full knowledge of 

these conditions. Justice W. Pentney deceived the Applicant and committed fraud during the 

hearing. The documentation provided by the Applicant contained evidence of the criminally 

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA.

57. On June 15, 2021 Justice W. Pentney dismissed the motion of the Applicant when he was 

seeking relief from torture. Justice W. Pentney stated “Furthermore, I agree with the comment of 

Justice Kalmakoff at the acts the Plaintiff terms as torture “are all things that arose from were 

inherent in, or were incidental to measures that are authorized by law”. Justice W. Pentney 

upheld child trafficking and terrorism. Justice W. Pentney and Justice J. Kalmakoff are Prime 

Minister Justin Trudeau appointees.

58. On June 23, 2021 the Applicant served a motion titled On Petition for Writ of Certiorari in the

Supreme Court of the United States to U.S. Magistrate Judge Gordon P. Gallagher and the

District Court of Colorado. Rogue agents of the District Court of Colorado committed fraud. The 

documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA.

59. On June 29, 2021 Michael Duggan fraudulently rejected materials sent with the Writ of Certiorari 

and other letters. A motion critical to the safety of the Applicant was fraudulently rejected by

Michael Duggan on July 2nd after the petition was filed on June 29, 2021. The documentation 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA and the torture used to suppress its reporting.

60. On July 13, 2021 The Applicant appeared before Immigration Judge Caley for a review of the 

credible fear determination by the Asylum officer. The Asylum officer was made aware that the
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Applicant was tortured by the agents of DHS in order to make the statement. The Asylum officer 

refused to consider that the Applicant was being tortured in custody. When the Applicant raised 

the subject of being tortured in ICE custody before the Immigration judge, the judges stated that 

he did not have jurisdiction and could only speak about what happened in Canada. The 

Immigration judge refused to accept evidence from the Applicant and deprived of due process. 

No representative from DHS was at the hearing. Over 3500 pages of evidence was presented to 

DHS. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the

AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

61. On July 19, 2021 Officer Blevins attempted to intimidate and coerce the Applicant to consent to 

destroy his passport. 

62. On July 20, 2021 Circuit Judges Holmes, Matheson, and Eid of the United States Court of 

Appeals for the 10th Circuit fraudulently denied the Applicant’s Writ of Mandamus. The 

documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

63. Officer Blevins also brought a Canadian passport form for the Applicant to fill out on July 19, 2021

to get a travel document. The Applicant’s passport valid for 10 years was in the possession of

ICE.

64. On July 26, 2021 Officer Blevins threatened the Applicant with federal prison for the purposes of 

unlawfully destroying his passport. When the Applicant refused to violate the law, Officer Blevins 

left and returned with the notice of non-compliance. 

65. On July 27, 2021 The Applicant sent a letter requesting that the consulate investigate the 

treatment of the Applicant and Officer Blevins intimidation and coercion. The letter contained 

evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and

crimes used to suppress its reporting.

66. On July 27, 2021 Prothonotary Mirelle Tabib of the Federal Court of Canada sent orders to the 

email of  Applicant to direct him to have a response for the Case Management of T-1367-20 when
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the Federal Court of Canada was aware that the Applicant was being obstructed and tortured by

ICE a Defendant in T-1404-20 with no access to email.

67. On July 28, 2021 before 6 am Officer in Charge Christopher Jones spoke with the Applicant and 

refused to investigate the torture of the Applicant while in ICE custody.

68. On August 2, 2021 U.S. Magistrate Judge Kristin L. Mix of the District Court of Colorado issued 

fraudulent orders in a matter filed by the Applicant. The documentation contained evidence of the

criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to 

suppress its reporting.

69. On August 5, 2021 United States Judge Lewis T. Babcock of the District Court of Colorado 

dismissed the motion for relief on the basis of fraud. The documentation contained evidence of 

the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes 

used to suppress its reporting.

70. On August 6, 2021, Michael Duggan fraudulently tampered with an appendix sent to the Supreme

Court of the United States in which he re arranged the motion fraudulently calling it a petition to 

shut evidence out of court. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its 

reporting.

71. August 13, 2021 Judge Lewis T. Babcock used fraud to dismiss the motion. Judge Lewis T. 

Babcock ignored the numerous references to the convention against torture, allegations and 

evidence of treason. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its 

reporting.

72. On August 16, 2021 Judge Lewis T. Babcock fraudulently dismissed 18 U.S.C. § 3771 case No. 

1:21-cv-02183-GPG without contemplating the public importance of reporting treason. The 

documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.
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73. On August 16, 2021 Judge Christine M. Arguello fraudulently dismissed case number 1:21-cv-

02208-GPG. The verbiage of her order was almost identical to the order made by Judge Lewis T. 

Babcock. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the

AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

74. On August 25, 2021 a Deputy Clerk known as A. K. From the United States District Court for the 

District of Columbia used fraud to reject the complaint of the Applicant. The documentation 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

75. On September 21, 2021 Chief Judge Phillip A. Brimmer of the District Court of Colorado 

fraudulently dismissed an action that presented compelling evidence and supporting case law for 

treason, torture and Crimes against Humanity. The documentation contained evidence of the

criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to 

suppress its reporting.

76. On September 28, 2021 J. Babcock was exposed in a Wall Street Journal Investigation for 

breaking the law by hearing cases where he had a financial interest and did not recuse himself.

77. On October 15, 2021 Acting Registrar of the SCC, David Power sent a letter to the Applicant. He 

attempted to dissuade the Applicant from appealing the unlawful orders from the Court of Appeal 

for Saskatchewan. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its 

reporting.. 

78. On October 13, 2021 the Applicant appeared before Justice Vanessa Rochester in the FCC to 

appeal orders of P. Tabib obtained by fraud. Justice Vanessa Rochester ruled in favour of the 

parties who committed fraud. The documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its 

reporting.
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79. On October 25, 2021 P. Tabib presided over a case management hearing in the FCC. The judge 

intimidated and coerced Applicant during the hearing to give up his right of defense. Chantalle 

Eisner attacked the petitioner verbally during the hearing when the Applicant mentioned intent to 

punish innocent parties by the SHA.

80. On October 28, 2021 the SCC denied Texas citizen Robert A. Cannon’s leave to appeal a habeas

corpus denied by fraud. He was punished with costs for an application that presented evidence of

the following crimes without limitation, fraud, torture, child trafficking for the purposes of sexual 

and financial exploitation, criminal negligence, treason in Canada and the United States. The 

documentation contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

81. On November 16, 2021, Pastor David Baker of the Living Hope SDA Church (“LHSDAC”) 

contracted Robert A. Cannon for the first time and requested an apology in writing to present to 

the LHSDAC Church Board. The Board was considering disciplinary action against Robert A. 

Cannon for the Manitoba-Saskatchewan Conference of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church being 

named as defendants in an Application for Habeas Corpus filed by Robert A. Cannon, which 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.

82. On December 12, 2021, Pastor David Baker invited Robert A. Cannon to speak with the church 

board who wanted to punish him for filing the Application for Writ of Habeas Corpus. The Board 

made MOTION 21-139:  to recommend to the church at a special business meeting on January 

22, 2022 at 6:30pm in person at LHSDAC, for Robert A. Cannon to be placed under 

disciplinary action by censorship until October 31, 2022. The motion was carried.

83. On December 30, 2021 the Applicant attempted to enter the United States at the request of

United States citizen Robert A. Cannon. The Applicant presented a letter Robert A. Cannon and 

proof of his United States citizenship and documentation that contained evidence of the criminally

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress 

its reporting. The Applicant and his family were assaulted, intimidated and coerced into returning 
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to Canada after United States citizen Robert A. Cannon warned of the risk of torture and death of 

the first witness to treason against the United States. The Applicant was tortured and threatened 

with return to Saskatchewan where he was tortured upon arrival to Coutts AB. The fraudulent 

warrant issued by rogue members of the Battlefords RCMP was the reason given for the unlawful

torture of the Applicant.

84. On January 4, 2022, the director of the Ministry of Justice for Saskatchewan, P. Mitch McAdam 

sent a letter to DSR Karis about constitutional questions for CACV3798. The letter fraudulently 

stated that the Applicant raised constitutional questions in the habeas corpus filed by Robert A. 

Cannon. The constitutional questions were tied to documentation that contained evidence of the

criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to 

suppress its reporting.

85. David Baker and the Board did not provide any information explaining the Reasons for Discipline 

for the scheduled censorship meeting until January 18 of 2022, five days before the hearing.

86. On January 21 of 2022, Clint Wahl emailed procedures for the disciplinary hearing that restricted 

the ability of Robert A. Cannon or his witnesses to provide any reasonable defense. Robert A. 

Cannon stated that the hearing was prejudicial in his open letter to the church on January 22 of 

2022. Robert A. Cannon and his witnesses declined to attend the prejudicial hearing. The 

evidence for Robert A. Cannon’s defense contained evidence of the criminally negligent 

representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its 

reporting.

87. On January 22 of 2022 the church membership voted to approve motion 21-139 at the special

business meeting held January 22, 2022 done in Robert A. Cannon’s absence. 

88. On January 31, 2022 the registrars of the (“CASK”) created a fraudulent document from 

information provided to them by DSR Karis. This prevented the filing of CACV3798 which 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting.
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89. On February 15, 2022 the Federal Court of Canada created a fraudulent court record that claimed

the Applicant acknowledged service that he did not receive. The direction deprived him of the 

motion record already filed to the Federal Court of Canada which was his defense for a vexatious 

litigant hearing brought by the SHA against him set for March 1 2022. The documentation 

contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by 

the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting. Emily Price provided the Applicant the msg 

file purportedly sent with an acknowledgment. It is possible the msg file was forged. The Federal 

Court of Canada was forced to change the date.

90. On March 15, 2022 Patricia J. Meiklejohn served documents to the Applicant for the purposes of 

using court rules to remove the right of defense in DIV 70 of 2020, and to dismiss CACV3745 an 

appeal of the Applicant of Justice J. Zuk’s orders appealed December 13, 2020. Documentation 

for both matters contained evidence of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting. 

91. On April 14, Justice J. Zuk admitted in his orders that the court was recording the Applicant, but 

the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan have denied any chambers recordings exists.

92. On April 26 2022 Justice J. Zuk attempted to coerce the Applicant into participating in the Court 

hearing against the advice of the family doctor of the Applicant without lawful cause. Justice J. 

Zuk determined that evidence that demonstrated the Applicant obtained custody of his eldest 

daughter after being a permanent ward of Winnipeg Child and Family Services was part of an 

“adjournment” application that was never made and assessed costs against the Applicant.

93. On May 5, 2022 Justice J. Zuk created fraudulent orders and stated that the applications and its 

over 5600 pages of evidence was tied to a recusal application made by an unnamed nephew of 

the Applicant on May 5, 2022. Justice J. Zuk made a decision based on fraud to state that none 

of the materials submitted by the Applicant would be on the court record “Accordingly, the 

documents shall not form part of the court record nor shall they form any part of any decision 

arising from the matters before me today”. Documentation for the matters contained evidence of 
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the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes 

used to suppress its reporting. 

94. On July 20, 2022 Justice J. Zuk received a fax from DSR Karis alerting Justice J. Zuk that he was

reported for crime. Justice J. Zuk received certified corporate records from the director of DSR 

Karis of its complaint and supporting materials. Jennifer Fabian committed fraud and stated in 

writing that the Applicant sent the materials to Justice J. Zuk for his personal complaint and stated

that they would be sealed in an envelope on the court record. Documentation contained evidence

of complaints made to law enforcement of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting. 

95. On July 22, 2022 Justice J. Zuk issued orders relating to the matters that he was reported for 

crimes to five divisions of the RCMP and to the Federal Bureau of Investigation. Justice J. Zuk 

contradicted his previous orders and included all of the evidence and used fraud to issue orders 

for financial gain. Documentation before Justice J. Zuk contained evidence of complaints made to

law enforcement of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the

SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting. 

96. On July 25 2022 unknown agents of the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan fraudulently 

applied court rules to prevent evidence or criminal activity from being placed before the court. It is

possible one of the agents reported used their position to shield themselves from being exposed 

for crime.

97. On August 24, 2022 an Unknown Registrar of the CASK attempted to place the motion for

Mandamus in chambers where it was impossible for Dale to get relief after doing so for two 

motions for prerogative relief place before Justice J. Kalmakoff and then a subsequent time after 

that. This is an observed pattern of deliberate intent to prejudice.
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ARGUMENTS

I. REASONS FOR MANDAMUS

98. For a Writ of Mandamus to be enforced, the Applicant must demonstrate that he has a legal right 

to compel the Defendant to do or to refrain from doing the specific act. The duty enforced must 

have two qualities:

1. It must be a duty of a public nature: and 

2. The duty must be imperative and not discretionary.

II. THE DUTY IS OF A PUBLIC NATURE

99. The duty to arrest the progression of torture is a public nature. On July 3, and 7, 2020 the 

Battlefords RCMP issued file numbers for torture for the Applicant and his daughter Karis K.N. 

Richardson. Torture is prohibited by section 12 of the Charter, and section 7 of the same is 

violated as torture is a gross deprivation of liberty. The Convention against Torture which has 

universal jurisdiction in Canada, expressly prohibits torture and demands that the perpetrators of 

torture be arrested. The Convention against Torture demands that all measures be employed by 

the state party to prevent acts of torture. No reasonable limits can ever exist to subject the public 

to crime. 

100. Justice Zuk in violation of the Charter by his actions set precedent that Black persons are not 

people under the Charter and have no rights as human beings and have less rights that a slave.

101. Child trafficking is not permissible by the Courts and it is of a public nature to stop child trafficking 

for the purposes of exploitation by the state.

102. Fraud is not permitted to be used in a court to obtain any order. Numerous instances of fraud 

have been used to deprive the Applicant and Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson of rights.

103. The statistical analysis in the engineering report presents irrefutable evidence of criminal activity 

in DIV 70 of 2020 and the actions of Justice Zuk. Crimes committed by a judge in the courts is of 

the most extreme public nature. A Certiorari to review the criminal actions of DIV 70 of 2020 is of 

a public nature.
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104. The Registrar of Land Titles cannot lawfully transfer title of a property being the subject of a 

divorce subject to the Family Property Act with an order pursuant to the Land Titles Act, and

Registrar of Land Titles is obligated to uphold the law and not participate in crime.

105. An observable pattern of deliberate intent to prejudice Dale by the Unknown Registrars of the

CASK and Amy Groothius cannot be permitted to continue. This is a 100% rate of deliberate 

intent to prejudice and is irrefutable evidence of bias. Deliberate intent is further reinforced when 

there is a 0% rate of errors against opposing parties that favour Dale, ruling out incompetence as 

there would be a reasonable distribution of errors affecting all parties involved. No such 

distribution occurs. All errors are skewed to give favourable outcomes to anyone who opposes

Dale

106. Exposing criminally negligent guidelines relating to the SARS-Cov-2 pandemic are in the utmost 

public interest. The public has a right not to be subjected to criminal negligence causing death.

III. THE DUTY MUST BE IMPERATIVE AND SHOULD NOT BE DISCRETIONARY

107. The prohibition on torture is an imperative duty. The Convention against Torture demands that the

perpetrators of torture be arrested. There is an obligation to investigate the torture as it has 

continued because of the failure on the part of the RCMP to arrest the persons involved in the 

initial torture complaint, and further instigated torture with the parties implicated in the initial 

complaints. The torture of the Applicant continued even after he fled to the United States, in the 

presence of witnesses who have supplied affidavit evidence that is a part of this motion. 

108. There is no right of any person to commit crime, nor is there any discretion permitted anywhere 

for organized crime to be perpetrated in the government or any other organization in

Saskatchewan. This makes the duty imperative. Justice Zuk continued to further torture rather 

than restrain it and made a decision on a matter asking relief from torture in which he was 

implicated in and no reasonable person would believe that he had any reason to violate the

Convention against Torture and the Canadian Victims Bill of Rights (“CVBR”).
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109. The right to life of the public is imperative. The state has no right to murder the public. No 

mandate derived by crime is enforceable and must be stopped. Court rules cannot be used to 

murder innocent people or deprive people of rights.

110. The arbitrary removal of rights from a person is not sanction nor does any judge have the right to 

torture people or commit crimes. 

111. No child should be subjected to deprivation of liberty and torture to shield crimes of other parties. 

112. No child should be trafficked by the courts or any other agency of the state.

IV. CLEAR RIGHT TO THE PERFORMANCE OF THAT DUTY: 

113. The issuance of the file numbers for the complaints of torture on July 3, 2020 and July 7, 2020 by 

the RCMP has placed the obligations of the Convention against Torture on the state party. 

114. The issuance of file numbers for criminal negligence complaints on July 3, 2020 by the RCMP 

places the right of the public to be protected from criminal negligence and every act that arose as 

a result of the criminal negligence. This includes every SARS-Cov-2 measure instituted after July 

3, 2020 as it arose as a result of multiple crimes. This includes without limitation, lockdowns, 

vaccination mandates and travel mandates.

115. Children are persons under the Charter and have a right to not be victims of crime and torture. 

Parental consent does not give the state the right to victimize a child. The tests of section 7 and 

12 for cruel and unusual treatment will be applied to the treatment of a child used to shield 

criminal activity. 

(ii) Right to liberty

The liberty interest protected under section 7 has at least two aspects. The first aspect is 
directed to the protection of persons in a physical sense and is engaged when there is 
physical restraint such as imprisonment or the threat of imprisonment (R. v. Vaillancourt, 
[1987] 2 S.C.R. 636 at 652), arrest (Fleming v. Ontario, 2019 SCC 45 at paragraph 65), 
custodial or non-custodial detention (R. v. Swain, [1991] 1 S.C.R. 933; Winko v. British 
Columbia (Forensic Psychiatric Institute), [1999] 2 S.C.R. 625 at paragraph 64; R. v. 
Demers, [2004] 2 S.C.R. 489 at paragraph 30)......state compulsions or prohibitions 
affecting one's ability to move freely (R. v. Heywood, [1994] 3 S.C.R. 761 at 789). The 
physical restraint can be quite minor to engage the liberty component, such that 
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compelling a person to give oral testimony constitutes a deprivation of liberty (Thomson 
Newspapers Ltd. v. Canada, [1990] 1 S.C.R. 425 at 536; R. v. S.(R.J.), [1995] 1 S.C.R. 
451 at 479; Branch, supra at 26; Re: Application under section 83.28 of the Criminal 
Code, [2004] 2 S.C.R. 248 at paragraph 67)

This aspect of liberty includes the right to refuse medical treatment (A.C., supra, at 
paragraphs 100-102, 136) and the right to make “reasonable medical choices” without 
threat of criminal prosecution: R. v. Smith, [2015] 2 S.C.R. 602 at paragraph 18. It may 
also include the ability to choose where one intends to live (Godbout, supra), as well as a
protected sphere of parental decision-making for parents to ensure their children's well-
being, e.g., a right to make decisions concerning a child's education and health (B.(R.), 
supra, at paragraph 80)

(iii) Right to security of the person

Security of the person is generally given a broad interpretation and has both a physical 
and psychological aspect. The right encompasses freedom from the threat of physical 
punishment or suffering (e.g., deportation to a substantial risk of torture) as well as 
freedom from such punishment itself (Singh, supra at 207; Suresh, supra, at paragraphs 
53-55). It is also engaged where police use force to effect an arrest (Fleming, supra, at 
paragraph 65).......Security of the person includes a person’s right to control his/her own 
bodily integrity. It will be engaged where the state interferes with personal autonomy and 
a person's ability to control his or her own physical or psychological integrity, for example
by........ imposing unwanted medical treatment (R. v. Morgentaler, [1988] 1 S.C.R. 30 at 
56; Carter, supra; Rodriguez, supra; Blencoe, supra at paragraph 55; A.C., supra, at 
paragraphs 100-102)......Security of the person will be engaged where state action has 
the likely effect of seriously impairing a person’s physical or mental health (R. v. Monney, 
[1999] 1 S.C.R. 652 at paragraph 55; Chaoulli, supra at paragraphs 111-124 and 200; R. 
v. Parker, 49 O.R. (3d) 481 (C.A.)). State action that prevents people engaged in risky 
but legal activity from taking steps to protect themselves from the risks can also implicate
security of the person (Bedford, supra, at paragraphs 59-60, 64, 67, 71).

In addition, the right is engaged when state action causes severe psychological harm to 
the individual (G.(J.), supra at paragraph 59; Blencoe, supra at paragraph 58; K.L.W., 
supra, at paragraphs 85-87). To constitute a breach of one's psychological security of the
person, the impugned action must have a serious and profound effect on the person’s 
psychological integrity and the harm must result from the state action (Blencoe, supra at 
paragraphs 60-61; G.(J.), supra; K.L.W., supra. The psychological harm need not 
necessarily rise to the level of nervous shock or psychiatric illness, but it must be greater 
than ordinary stress or anxiety. The effects of the state interference must be assessed 
objectively, with a view to their impact on the psychological integrity of a person of 
reasonable sensibility (G.(J.), supra). Although not all state interference with the parent-
child relationship will engage the parent’s security of the person, the state removal of a 
child from parental custody constitutes a serious interference with the psychological 
integrity of the parent qua parent and engages s.7 protection (G.(J.), supra, at 
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paragraphs 63-64; K.L.W., supra, at paragraphs 85-87)...... The Court has signaled the 
possibility that victims of torture and their next of kin have an interest in finding closure 
that may, if impeded, be sufficient to cause such serious psychological harm so as to 
engage the security of the person (Kazemi Estate v. Islamic Republic of Iran, [2014] 3 
S.C.R. 176 at paragraphs 130, 133-34).

Principles of fundamental justice

General

The principles of fundamental justice are not limited to procedural matters but also 
include substantive principles of fundamental justice (Re B.C. Motor Vehicle Act, [1985] 2
S.C.R. 486 at paragraphs 62-67). The principles of fundamental justice are to be found in
the basic tenets of our legal system, including the rights set out in sections 8-14 of the 
Charter (Re B.C. Motor Vehicle Act, supra, at paragraphs 29-30) and the basic principles 
of penal policy that have animated legislative and judicial practice in Canada and other 
common law jurisdictions (R. v. Lyons, [1987] 2 S.C.R. 309 at 327; R. v. Pearson, [1992] 
3 S.C.R. 665 at 683).

The principles of fundamental justice include the principles against arbitrariness, 
overbreadth and gross disproportionality. A deprivation of a right will be arbitrary and thus
unjustifiably limit section 7 if it “bears no connection to” the law’s purpose (Bedford, 
supra, at paragraph 111; Rodriguez, supra at 594-95; Malmo-Levine, supra at paragraph 
135; Chaoulli, supra at paragraphs 129-30 and 232; A.C., supra, at paragraph 103).

Overbreadth deals with laws that are rational in part but that overreach and capture 
some conduct that bears no relation to the legislative objective (Bedford, supra, at 
paragraphs 112-113; Heywood, supra, at 792-93; R. v. Clay, [2003] 3 S.C.R. 735 at 
paragraphs 37-40; Demers, supra, at paragraphs 39-43). An appropriate statement of the
legislative objective is critical to proper overbreadth analysis. The objective must be 
taken at face value — there is no evaluation of the appropriateness of the objective.

Gross disproportionality targets laws that may be rationally connected to the objective 
but whose effects are so disproportionate that they cannot be supported. Gross 
disproportionality applies only in extreme cases where “the seriousness of the 
deprivation is totally out of sync with the objective of the measure” (Bedford, supra, at 
paragraph 120; Canada (Attorney General) v. PHS Community Services Society, [2011] 3
S.C.R. 134 at paragraph 133; Malmo-Levine, supra, at paragraph 169; Burns, supra at 
paragraph 78; Suresh, supra, at paragraph 47; Malmo-Levine, supra, at paragraphs 159-
160).

The issue of disproportionate punishment (if it will be imposed by Canadian government 
action) should generally be approached in light of section 12 of the Charter (protecting 
against punishments that are grossly disproportionate, and thus “cruel and unusual”), not
section 7 (Malmo-Levine, supra, at paragraph 160; R. v. Lloyd, [2016] 1 S.C.R. 130 at 
paragraph 43; R. v. Safarzadeh-Markhali, [2016] 1 S.C.R. 180 at paragraph 73)
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Vagueness offends the principles of fundamental justice [1992] 2 S.C.R. 606 at 626-627 
and 643; Ontario v. Canadian Pacific Ltd., [1995] 2 S.C.R. 1028 at 1070-72; R. v. 
Levkovic, [2013] 2 S.C.R. 204 at paragraphs 47-48)

(ii) Procedural fundamental justice

The principles of fundamental justice incorporate at least the requirements of the 
common law duty of procedural fairness (Singh, supra, at 212-13; Lyons, supra, at 361; 
Suresh, supra at paragraph 113; Ruby, supra at paragraph 39). They also incorporate 
many of the principles set out in sections 8-14 of the Charter (Re B.C. Motor Vehicle Act, 
supra, at paragraphs 29-30)......Context is particularly important with respect to 
procedural fundamental justice — the more serious the infringement of life, liberty and 
security of the person, the more rigorous the procedural requirements (Suresh, supra, 
paragraph 118; Charkaoui (2007), supra, paragraph 25; Charkaoui v. Canada 
(Citizenship and Immigration, [2008] 2 S.C.R. 326, at paragraphs 53-58)....However, the 
guiding question is always the severity of the impact on protected interests rather than a 
formal distinction between the different areas of law (Charkaoui (2008), supra at 
paragraph 53).

While some types of abuse of process (e.g., delay) may be better considered in relation 
to other Charter protections, abuse of process captures at least two residual aspects of 
trial fairness: (1) prosecutorial conduct affecting the fairness of the trial; and (2) 
prosecutorial conduct that “contravenes fundamental notions of justice and thus 
undermines the integrity of the judicial process” (O’Connor, supra, at paragraph 73).

The following are procedural principles of fundamental justice that have been found to 
apply outside the criminal context: the right to a hearing before an independent and 
impartial tribunal (Ruffo v. Conseil de la magistrature, [1995] 4 S.C.R. 267 at paragraph 
38; Pearlman v. Manitoba Law Society Judicial Committee, [1991] 2 S.C.R. 869, at 883; 
Charkaoui (2007), supra, at paragraphs 29, 32); the right to a fair hearing, including the 
right to State-funded counsel where circumstances require it to ensure an effective 
opportunity to present one’s case (G.(J.), supra at paragraphs 72-75 and 119; Ruby, 
supra, at paragraph 40); the opportunity to know the case one has to meet (Chiarelli, 
supra, at 745-46; Suresh, supra at paragraph 122; May v. Ferndale Institution, supra, at 
paragraph 92; Charkaoui (2007), supra, at paragraph 53), including, where the 
proceeding may have severe consequences, the disclosure of evidence (Charkaoui 
(2008) at paragraphs 56, 58; Harkat, supra at paragraphs 43, 57, 60); the opportunity to 
present evidence to challenge the validity of the state’s evidence (Suresh, supra at 
paragraph 123; Harkat, supra, at paragraph 67); the right to a decision on the facts and 
the law (Charkaoui (2007), supra, paragraphs 29, 48); the right to written reasons that 
articulate and rationally sustain an administrative decision (Suresh, supra, at paragraph 
126); and the right to protection against abuse of process (Cobb, supra, at paragraphs 
52-53). The application of these principles is highly contextual, but it may be assumed 
that if they apply outside the criminal context, they apply with greater force in the criminal
context.
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Treatment or punishment by Canadian state actor

Detention for non-punitive reasons is a treatment — including the detention of permanent
residents and foreign nationals for immigration-related reasons, as authorized under the 
Immigration and Refugee Protection Act (Charkaoui v. Canada (Citizenship and 
Immigration), [2007] 1 S.C.R. 350 at paragraphs 95-98).

Cruel and unusual?

This is a high threshold. To be cruel and unusual the treatment or punishment must be 
“grossly disproportionate”: in other words, “so excessive as to outrage standards of 
decency”, and be “abhorrent or intolerable to society”. The threshold is not met by 
treatment or punishment that is “merely excessive” or disproportionate (Smith, supra, at 
1072; Morrisey, supra, at paragraph 26; Malmo-Levine, supra, at paragraph 159; R. v. 
Ferguson, [2008] 1 S.C.R. 96, at paragraph 14; Nur, supra, at paragraph 39; R. v. Lloyd, 
[2016] 1 S.C.R. 130 at paragraph 24; R. v. Boutilier, [2017] 2 S.C.R. 936, at paragraph 
52; Boudreault, supra at paragraph 45).

Extreme or irreversible treatments or punishments

Torture is “blatantly contrary to section 12” (Kazemi Estate v. Islamic Republic of Iran, 
[2014] 3 S.C.R. 176, at paragraph 52; Suresh v. Canada (Minister of Citizenship and 
Immigration), [2002] 1 S.C.R. 3, at paragraph 51). For the generally agreed-upon 
definition of “torture”, see section 269.1 of the Criminal Code and Article 1 of the 
Convention against Torture.

116. From the previous sections quoted it is clear that the very mention of torture complaints for a child

and the clear deprivation of liberty, the section 7 violations, denial of principles of fundamental 

justice to prolong torture of the child and the parent to cover criminal negligence that affects the 

public as a whole gives a clear right to duty. Further compounding that right to duty is the 

trafficking of the child for the purposes of exploitation used to cover serious crimes The excessive

treatment the child and parent is so extremely offensive given it was done to prevent the 

exposure of criminal negligence tied to the implementation of SARS-Cov-2 measures from July 3,

2020 to the present. 

117. Black people are persons under the Charter and have rights. No party in any court has respected 

the rights of Dale as a black man and have used every excuse to deprive him of rights and 

sanction criminal activity and treat him worse than a slave. 

118. Black people have the right to the same protection from the law. Dale was never given any. 
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119. A Caucasian woman paid $6.7 million dollars in legal fees and is not questioned and Dale was 

forced to pay child support while being a student and stripped of all assets by the courts and gave

them to the Caucasian whom who purportedly could not pay her bill and had to sell the family 

home on a first appearance for $170,000.00. That 3959% increased cost of legal fees over the 

value of the asset said not to be afforded is an impossibility. There ability to pay the cost of legal 

fees demanded an accounting of funds before issuing any divorce. The payment of legal fees is 

evidence of criminal activity. Crimes cannot be used to obtain orders in any Court.

120. Justice J. Zuk was aware that he was reported for crimes which includes without limitation child 

trafficking for the purposes of sexual and financial exploitation, mortgage fraud, terrorism, 

treason, crimes against humanity and criminal negligence causing death. He was obligated to 

recuse himself from the matters.

121. Amy Groothius was aware that she was reported for crimes which includes without limitation child

trafficking for the purposes of sexual and financial exploitation, mortgage fraud, terrorism, 

treason, crimes against humanity and criminal negligence causing death. She was obligated to 

recuse herself from the matters. And the Unknown Registrars had no right to refuse the 

documents based on rule contravention or place Dale in a position where it is impossible for him 

to succeed.

122. There is no right present anywhere for any person, organization or entity in Canada that has a 

right to commit crime or benefit from crime in any capacity.

123. Child trafficking and terrorism are not permissible and stopping every action derived from the 

commission of the forgoing crimes and the ones listed in the documentation hereunder are a 

clear right to duty.

A. There Was a Conspiracy to Defraud and Torture the Plaintiff by State and Private 
Actors.

124. Since Rule 10-46(1),(2) and 10-47 were used for homes that are in foreclosure, it could not be 

lawfully used by Justice R.W. Elson in the family matter. This demonstrates intent to defraud. 
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125. No law permits a judge to order the sale of the home on a first appearance, or give possession of 

a home that a person is living in without consideration of where the person is going to live 

especially when there is a child involved. 

126. The RCMP seized the home of the Applicant and the registered office of DSR Karis Consulting 

Inc. without any lawful order of the court. The treasonous orders of Justice R.W. Elson were not 

issued until 4:03 pm on July 23, 2020 and the RCMP unlawfully breached the property at about 2 

pm on July 23, 2020 clearly using force to take possession of the registered office to dispose of 

evidence of their criminal activity.

127. Justice R.W. Elson did not consider section 7 of the Family Property Act (SK) and in doing so, he 

violated the law expressly as there is no consideration made with any of these things in any order

given by Justice R.W. Elson. What Justice R.W. Elson exercised was tyranny and a complete 

disregard for the law and since force was used by members of the RCMP to accomplish this end 

and to overthrow the rule of law it is explicitly treason against Canada.

128. The actions of the named parties in this motion demonstrate conspiracy as defined by the

Criminal Code and have defrauded Dale beyond a reasonable doubt. The engineering report 

confirms this.

B. The Parties On July 23, 2020 are Conspirators to Treason and those who Worked to 
Conceal the Overt Acts of that Day

129. The actions taken by the defendants in this action and others affiliated with them mirror the 

actions taken by actors in the United States that have established case law that demonstrates 

that they are conspiring to commit treason. Conspiracy to altogether prevent enforcement of 

statute of United States is conspiracy to commit treason by levying war against the United States.

Bryant v. United States, 257 F. 378, 1919 U.S. App LEXIS 2212(5th Cir. 1919). The principle of 

comity demands that Canada respect the judicial decisions of the United States especially when it

comes to what constitutes treasonable conduct.  United States criminal case law does provide for

punishment of a treaty as in the case of a normal law. Treaty with foreign power was supreme law

of land; Congress could provide punishment for its infraction on deprivation of or injury to right 
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secured by it, as in case of ordinary law.  In re Grand Jury (1886, DC Or) 11 Sawy 522, 26 F 749. 

An overt show of force is not required if the conspiracy is exposed early. The Government 

contends that, but for the timely interruption of the conspiracy by the apprehension of its 

leaders actual resistance would have come about. The greater part of the evidence relied 

upon by the government to establish the conspiracy related to facts which occurred before the 

passage of the selective Draft Act. United States. Bryant v. United States, 257 F. 378, 1919 U.S. 

App LEXIS 2212 (5th Cir. 1919). Treason is a crime that it is impossible to commit without a 

conspiracy. 

C. The Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan or any Other Associated Party Has 
Failed to Comply with the UN Torture Convention and shielded criminally negligent 
guidelines that have resulted in death

130. The Applicant raised the question of unlawful, arbitrary and unconstitutional detention with this 

court in a motion to extend with Justice J.A. Caldwell in chambers on October 28, 2020, and in 

the orders denying the motion to extend, no mention is made of the arbitrary arrest as it played a 

factor into the issuing of the interim orders by Justice R.W. Elson, and the subsequent torture at 

the Battlefords Mental Health Centre at the hands of the RCMP and the SHA. Justice N.D. 

Crooks did not consider these circumstances when taking into account the deprivation of liberty 

for Karis K.N. Richardson and determined that it was theoretical. No application of the law to 

determine the validity of the detention, nor the deprivation of liberty. 

131. No lawful sanction was ever used to forcibly medicate the Applicant with psychoactive drugs 

designed to profoundly disrupt his senses, or warrant the inhumane, cruel and degrading 

treatment he received by being stripped, and strapped to a bed and drugged in a manner that 

placed him at severe risk of injury and death.

132.  APEGS failed to act in the public interest and allowed the crimes to be executed against the 

people of Saskatchewan with full knowledge that the AGMP guidance were not compliant with 

numerous laws including without limitation, Criminal Code, APEGS act and labour laws. 
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133. Every judge in Saskatchewan presented with this evidence committed fraud and/or other crimes 

to prevent evidence of the criminal negligence relating to the implementation of SARS-Cov-2 from

ever being placed on the court record. 

134. The actions that affected the absence of the Applicant are criminal based on the sworn affidavit 

submitted to the Federal Court of Canada by Cheryl Giesbrecht on behalf of the RCMP. The 

sworn affidavit of Astra Richardson-Pereirra retired public servant of the RCMP who worked in 

both the Major Crimes Unit and GIS has testified that the warrant does not follow RCMP protocol 

and that there is a second copy of every keystroke taken on any computer in Ottawa and the

RCMP failed to provide this. 

135. Amy Groothius and the Unknown Registrars are personally responsible for murder using the rules

of the court to prevent unscientific mandates from being used to distribute a biological weapon in

Canada and the United States and have directly affected the overthrow of the government of the

United States and concealing the treason that occurred in 2020 that was a direct result of the 

engineering guidelines that provided the means to overthrow the government of the United 

States. Justice J. Zuk and the Registrar of Land Titles is directly responsible for the same. 

D. The Conspirators in the United States Courts and Other Agencies Have Demonstrated 
Actions That are Consistent With Treason Against the United States

136. The unlawful rejection of the Supreme Court motion was necessary as the motion clearly 

demonstrated that the conditions of the Writ of Mandamus before the 10th Circuit were being met.

With the motion on the Court record, it would be problematic for the 10th Circuit especially since it

predicted punishment from the 10th Circuit. It also gave the corrupt agents in the 10th Circuit 

reason not to give the Applicant oral arguments as requested for the Mandamus, as he would 

have made those arguments in the hearing and referenced the 3300 page appendices leaving the

judges virtually no room to deny the Mandamus. The panel officially violated the Convention 

against Torture and kept any mention of treason and the Invariable Pursuit of the Object from 

being on the court record. 
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137. On July 20, 2021 Circuit Judges Holmes, Matheson, and Eid of the United States Court of 

Appeals for the 10th Circuit abused their position as circuit court judges to use fraud to conceal 

evidence of complaints made to law enforcement of the criminally negligent representation of the

AGMP guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting to deny the Writ of 

Mandamus. 

138. Article III, Section 3, Clause 1 of the UNITED STATES Constitution defines treason because it 

threatens the very foundation of the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, the Inalienable Rights to Life, 

Liberty and the Pursuit of Happiness. This definition can and should be used for Canada as well.

139. The right to not be tortured is an inalienable right under the United Nations Convention against 

Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment. Any statement 

determined that was obtained of torture cannot be used in any proceeding other than to prove the

person was tortured. There is compelling evidence that numerous statements were obtained by 

torture.

140. 18 U.S.C. § 3771 provides rights of the crime victim to be protected from the accused and since 

the Applicant was held by persons who have continually tortured and obstructed him, he has a 

right to be protected from them. The Applicant was not protected to conceal evidence of 

complaints made to law enforcement of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the SHA and crimes used to suppress its reporting. 

141. As a United States Judge Lewis T. Babcock had an obligation to overlook any purported 

deficiency and examine forthwith the documents that purported federal treason. The judge used 

his position to obstruct justice and committed an overt act of treason. In addition to thi,s he 

deprived the Applicant of rights pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 242 and the overt acts were party to 18 

U.S.C. § 241. J. Babcock fraudulently stated that the motion “does not include any claims, factual 

allegations or request for relief.” The denial of the torture complaint under the Convention against 

Torture does allow for the prosecution of 18 U.S.C. § 241. Treaty with foreign power was supreme

law of land; Congress could provide punishment for its infraction on deprivation of or injury to right
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secured by it, as in case of ordinary law.  In re Grand Jury (1886, DC Or) 11 Sawy 522, 26 F 749.

J. Babcock was exposed for corruption in a newspaper article, and admitted his corrupt actions.

142. The overt actions of Michael Duggan delineates a determined effort to deprive the Applicant of 

rights who is both an Alien and Black. Michael Duggan demonstrates that he is acting as a part of

a conspiracy to prevent the enforcement of a United States Statute. It is reasonable that there is a

criminal civil rights violation pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 241. 18 USCS § 241 does not require that 

any overt act be shown.  United States v Morado (1972, CA5 Tex) 454 F.2d 167, cert den (1972) 

406 US 917, 32 L Ed 2d 116, 92 S Ct 1767. 

143. Officer C. Jones covered for the crimes of Officer Blevins and the CBP officers and suggested 

that policy was resposible for the actions of Officer Blevins. 

144. On August 2, 2021 U.S. Magistrate Judge Kristin L. Mix demonstrated that she was a conspirator 

to preventing the enforcement of a United States statute, when acting like she could not clearly 

read the statutes listed in the document before her. The actions of Magistrate Judge Mix and 

Gallagher in concert with the person in the Clerk’s office demonstrates a conspiracy to prevent 

the enforcement of a United States statute. The continued detention of Jaime Naranjo-Hererra 

demonstrate that force is being used to prevent the enforcement of the statute as well. 

145.  There is overwhelming evidence of conspiracy, collusion, and complicity to torture, terrorism, 

crimes against humanity and numerous other crimes, and judicial interference.

E. The Trans-National Invariable Pursuit of the Object

146. It is indisputably clear that there has been a pattern of punishment towards the Applicant and his 

daughters in the judicial system in Canada and the United States. Including a severe level of 

judicial interference in the Supreme Court of the United States by rogue elements which includes 

without limitation Clara Houghtelling, Michael Duggan and Redmond K. Barnes. The foregoing 

treason by way of conspiracy which includes terrorism and shielding the rogue agents of ICU 

located in Saskatchewan, Canada who are co-opting a legitimate financial institution to fund the

Invariable Pursuit of the Object. This conspiracy includes judges in the Court of Queen’s Bench 
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for Saskatchewan, and the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan participating in and shielding 

mortgage fraud. The Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan has openly declared that the Constitution 

of Canada has no validity for children or those whose political views oppose the government in 

direct opposition to the Charter.

147. The Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan declared that children are not persons and should not be 

afforded the right of habeas corpus. 

148. The Invariable Pursuit of the Object can be traced through multiple courts in Canada and the

United States. This includes the following actors without imitation, Justice R.W. Elson, Justice 

Barnes of the Federal Court of Canada, OWZW, Virgil Thomson, and Michael Griffin counsel for

APEGS,  Registrar Amy Groothius and her assistants, Justice J. A. Schwann, Kimberley A. 

Richardson, Clifford A. Holm, Lisa Silvester, Patricia J. Meiklejohn and Justice B.R. Hildebrandt, 

district court of Nevada Judge Jennifer Dorsey, Immigration Judge Glenn Baker.  

149. U.S. Magistrate Judge Gordon P. Gallagher used fraud in order dated June 15, 2021 to conceal 

documentation that contained evidence of complaints made to law enforcement of the criminally 

negligent representation of the AGMP guidance issued by the CDC and SHA; and crimes used to

suppress its reporting. 

150. Immigration Judge Caley used fraud to conceal documentation that contained evidence of 

complaints made to law enforcement of the criminally negligent representation of the AGMP 

guidance issued by the CDC and SHA; and crimes used to suppress its reporting. 

151. On September 21, 2021 Chief Judge Phillip A. Brimmer of the District Court of Colorado 

dismissed an action that presented evidence and supporting case law of treason. His overt 

actions are consistent with a conspiracy to prevent the enforcement of a United States statute. 

Treason can not be treated as a civil matter.  Chief Judge Phillip A. Brimmer states “Applicant 

does not allege that any arrests have been made or that the grand jury has returned an 

indictment.” Included in the evidence is that there are open torture investigations in Canada, and 

that the evidence presented demonstrates that the actors in Canada and the United States are 

acting in concert. There is an obligation contained in article 5 of the Convention against Torture to 
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prevent acts of torture and to “take such measures as may be necessary to establish its 

jurisdiction over such cases where the alleged offender is present in any territory under its 

jurisdiction”. The Convention against Torture does not require arrests to be made for an 

investigation to commence. The Convention against Torture permits the person who alleges 

torture to present their evidence for the purposes of conducting an investigation.

152. Chief Judge Phillip A. Brimmer called compelling evidence of torture, and treason “frivolous”, 

“groundless and vexatious” and threatened to punish the Applicant for complaining of the torture 

and attempting to report treason. Chief Judge Phillip A. Brimmer is a traitor to the United States, 

and an enemy of the Crown as he is supporting the treasonous actors in Canada. 

153. The Applicant was obstructed from reporting torture, conspiracy to commit treason, terrorism, and

from presenting evidence of treason with United States citizen Robert A. Cannon.

154. Compelling evidence in 20-1815 in the Supreme Court of the United States demonstrates that the

actions of all of these actors are deliberately working in concert. The obstruction of the motion 

allowed for the furtherance of the torture of the Applicant and allowed the mismanagement of the 

COVID emergency to continue unreported.  Redmond K. Barnes, case analyst at the Supreme 

Court tampered with evidence from the Supreme Court of the United States by the Applicant and 

sent them to Jaime Naranjo-Hererra.  The five affidavits of the torture at the Sweetgrass MT point 

of entry, gives compelling evidence based on the testimony of the Applicant and the witnesses of 

the events.

155. These events demonstrate that there has been a prior demand for the duty both to the RCMP and

the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan, Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan, the Federal 

Court of Canada, the Department of Homeland Security, District Court of Colorado, United States

Court of Appeals for the 10th Circuit, and the Supreme Court of the United States. The sheer 

number of complaints and evidence supplied proves that there has been prior demands and 

unreasonable delay. 

The delay in question was been far longer than the process required. There 
was an obligation to protect the complainants from any ill treatment from the 
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complaint of torture, and neither the Applicant nor his daughter Karis have 
had any protection from the ill treatment arising from the complaint, and left
Karis in the care of persons complicit to the torture. The public has had an 
unreasonable delay from the hindrance of criminal negligence complaints.

The Applicant is not responsible for being tortured by the persons he 
complained to of being tortured and persecuted by. And he is not responsible 
for the courts and other parties committing mortgage fraud in the courts to 
further punish him and Karis. Karis is not responsible for the punishment that 
she has received because of the political opinion of her father the Applicant. 
The public is not responsible for being victimized by criminal negligence. 

The Attorney General of Canada has not provided any satisfactory 
justification for the delay by the RCMP, or for the Federal Court of Canada. 
The Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan has provided no satisfactory 
justification, nor has the Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan. There has been 
no investigation of the torture, and all evidence supplied by the Applicant has 
been ignored by all of the aforementioned parties. Evidence has been 
provided by the Attorney General of Canada that incriminates the RCMP,
SHA and the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan in the torture of the
Applicant and his daughter Karis. There is no reasonable justification for 
delaying the investigation of criminal neglegence complaints that have 
caused deaths of the public.

V. NO OTHER ADEQUATE REMEDY IS AVAILABLE TO THE APPLICANT

156. It is indisputably clear that the corrupt agents in the courts have denied lawful requests not to be 

tortured, persecuted, stop child trafficking and murdering the public and the RCMP have 

perpetrated a gross dereliction of duty that directly resulted in the vast majority of the suffering 

and the losses incurred by the Applicant, Karis her sister Kaysha F.N. Richardson and the public. 

The RCMP are the means by which Karis has been used to torture the Applicant, and the means 

by which Karis is being trafficked mortgage fraud and the treasonous, totalitarian orders of Justice

R.W. Elson were issued. No other Court has examined the evidence and make a decision based 

on the facts and the law. 

157. The Unknown Registrars and Amy Groothius have thwarted all other attempts for Dale to 

exercise his rights and protect Karis from torture and being trafficked for the purposes of sexual 

and financial exploitation, and to protect the public from being murdered and deprived of their 

liberty. Without this motion it is probable that Dale will have more attempts made on his life and 
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liberty, and the United States will send its military to put down the national security threat in

Canada by force.

VI. THE ORDER SOUGHT WILL BE OF SOME PRACTICAL VALUE OF EFFECT

158. The obvious nature of the obligation of the RCMP to stop the torture and to not be engaged in 

torture, mortgage fraud, bio-terrorism, treason child trafficking and numerous other crimes is 

blatantly obvious. The Registrar of Land Titles, nor rogue agents of the Courts not engaging in 

fraud is of practical value. The public not being subjected to criminal negligence is a clear 

example of practical value. 

159. Stopping treason is of a practical effect, as is preventing a military intervention from the United 

States as that places innocent citizens at risk of being collateral casualties. 

160. Upholding the Charter and not allowing corruption to flourish in the judicial system is of practical 

value. 

VII. IN THE EXERCISE OF DISCRETION THERE IS NO EQUITABLE BAR TO THE RELIEF 
SOUGHT

161. The Applicant has done nothing but attempt to assert his lawful right not to be tortured and be 

free from criminal activity directed towards him his daughters and the public by multiple state and 

private actors in Canada and the United States. In spite of the gross systematic criminal actions 

taken against him, the Applicant has not responded in any like fashion towards any of the state or

private actors. He has only used legal means to avail himself of the child trafficking for the 

purposes of financial and sexual exploitation, torture, mortgage fraud, crimes against humanity 

and other grievous crimes he and the public are being victimized by. The torture of a child to 

suppress the reporting of crime that affects the public is not justifiable by any means. No 

equitable bar exists to the relief sought.

162. There is no equitable bar to relieving the murder of the innocent. 

163. There is no equitable bar to upholding the Charter or stopping the torture of Black people using 

the courts.
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VIII. BALANCE OF CONVENIENCE

164. Torture is an extreme prejudice that must be remedied, irreparable harm has been done to the

Applicant, and most importantly the child Karis, who has had irreparable harm done to her 

because of being trafficked for the purposes of exploitation and other gross criminal activity. An 

infant child who was deprived of a development that is rightfully hers to use her as an instrument 

of torture is sick, inhumane, disgusting, reprehensible, vile, tyrannical and disgustingly criminal 

and there is no other reasonable consideration, other than to immediately remove the effects of 

the torture which also includes returning the habitual residence that was taken to torture the

Applicant and separate him from Karis. 

165. The public has a right not to be subjected to crimes. 

166. The Applicant has a right not to be punished for whistle-blowing crimes and must have the child 

trafficking and other crimes against him stopped and are well within the balance of convenience.

CONCLUSION

167. Without this Motion for Writ of Mandamus granted, it will allow the extreme prejudice 

demonstrated by state actors in Canada and the United States to effectively use the courts to 

commit crimes and silence the Applicant, to violate the constitution, commit treason, and torture 

the Applicant and an innocent child. A Certiorari is necessary given the statistical analysis proves 

corruption in the judicial matters. 

Relief Sought

168. This Motion for Writ of Mandamus Prohibition and Certiorari is made for 

1. Compel the Registrar of Land Titles to 

deliver all information relating to the fraudulent transfer of the property 
located at 1292 95th, Street North Battleford, Saskatchewan, S9A 0G2,

transfer the property located at 1292 95th Street North Battleford, SK back 
to the Applicant or any other party that the Applicant shall decide;

2. An order to compel Justice J. Zuk 
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to place the materials submitted by the Applicant by mail and received by 
the Court of Queen’s Bench for Saskatchewan July 22, 2022 on the official
court record;

and the transmission he received from DSR Karis by way of fax on July 20,
2022 and any other material he has removed/excluded from the court 
record;

recuse himself entirely from any matter relating to the Applicant;

3. An order to compel the Executive Council of Saskatchewan to;

File and process the Application for Access for the Return of the Child 
Dated April 8, 2022;

4. An order to compel Amy Groothius to;

Place all communications between Dale J. Richardson on the court record;

Place all evidence and documents previously filed or attempted to be filed by
Dale J. Richardson or any of his affiliates on the court record;

Recuse herself from any matter relating to Dale J. Richardson or any of his family
members or affiliates;

5. An order to compel the Attorney General of Saskatchewan

to provide the Applicant with all the information requested in all of his 
access to information requests at no cost to the Applicant without any 
redaction;

to pay any and all costs associated with this motion, or any of the orders 
associated with it, and for the maintenance, insurance and any other cost 
of the property at 1292 95th, Street North Battleford until the resolution of 
the Appeal and any incidental matters associated with the matters subject 
to the mandamus and/or the appeal;

To pay the legal costs of Applicant incurred from the Attorney General of 
Saskatchewan failure to do the public duty required by the office of the
Attorney General of Saskatchewan;

To pay the legal costs of the Applicant for any actions relating to this 
mandamus 

To pay the costs of a full report regarding the criminally negligent 
guidelines to the Applicant or other person that the Applicant shall decide.
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Sent: November 14, 2022 11:29 AM
To: Price, Emily
Cc: 'ceisner@mcdougallgauley.com'; 'hlaing@mcdougallgauley.com'; Karam, Jessica;

Marie K. Stack; 'justin.stevenson@gov.sk.ca'; 'vthomson@owzw.com'; Hibbitt, Tory;
Unity

Subject: Court File: T-1404-20  Richardson v. Seventh-Day Adventist Church et al
Attachments: 2020-11-10 Letter to Prothonotary Tabib (02079392x9DA40).pdf

Ms. Price,

Please forward the attached letter to Prothonotary Tabib.

Thank you,

Bruce  Comba
Partner

 Barristers, Solicitors, Mediators & Arbitrators
2400, 10235 – 101 Street NW | Edmonton, Alberta | T5J 3G1
T. 780.426.5220 | F. 780.420.6277 | TF. 1.866.212.5220

 E. BComba@emeryjamieson.com | W. www.emeryjamieson.com

We are an independent member firm of

Important – Confidential Information: This email message (including attachments, if any), is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. Any unauthorized use, distribution, copying or disclosure is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by telephone or email and delete the original transmission from your system without
making a copy. Thank you for your cooperation. This message has not been encrypted. Special arrangements can be made for encryption upon request.

Service of court documents by email is not accepted unless prior arrangements have been made to accept service in that manner.

Important – renseignements confidentiels : Ce message de courriel (y compris les pièces jointes, le cas échéant), est destiné uniquement à l'usage de la personne ou l'entité à
laquelle elle est adressée et pourrait contenir des informations privilégiées, confidentielles et exemptées de divulgation en vertu de la loi applicable. Toute utilisation,
distribution, reproduction ou divulgation non autorisée est strictement interdite. Si vous avez reçu cette communication par erreur, veuillez nous en aviser immédiatement par
téléphone ou par courriel et supprimer la transmission initiale de votre système sans faire de copie. Merci de votre collaboration. Ce message n'a pas été crypté. Nous pouvons
faire des arrangements spéciaux pour le chiffrement sur demande.

La signification de documents judiciaires par courriel n'est pas acceptée sauf si des dispositions antérieures ont été faites pour accepter la signification de cette manière.
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Unity

From: Unity
Sent: November 13, 2022 7:15 PM
To: RCMP.NSIN-RISN.GRC@rcmp-grc.gc.ca
Cc: kaysha.richardson@hotmail.com; Robert Cannon
Subject: Re: Multi Jurisdictional National Security Threat
Attachments: Word Report.pdf

Importance: High

Good evening,

I am writing to request materials be investigated that are matters of interest. Evidence has been collected at the
Chestermere RCMP detachment under file #20221414593. The member attached to it is Cp. Scott SMITH. I was advised
that the matters were outside the jurisdiction of Chestermere and since this is of a multi-jurisdictional nature, I have
elected to send this email.

Information has been forwarded to the Calgary Police Service, Regina Police Service, Saskatoon Police Service, Winnipeg
Police Service, North Battleford detachment, Ottawa Police Service, multiple divisions of the RCMP, the Federal Bureau
of Investigation in Austin Texas, the Department of Homeland Security in Charleston, SC, and the Office of the Director
of National Intelligence in Washington. A conversation with FBI agents from the Mt. Pleasant (in the Charleston SC area)
office advised that the information contained in the documentation should be provided to the joint terrorism task force
of the FBI as it has outlined a critical weakness in infrastructure that has been used to interfere with the territorial
integrity of Canada and the United States.

The engineering regulatory bodies in Canada are directly responsible for allowing this interference to take place during
the covid 19 pandemic. The risk assessment used on a federal and provincial level in multiple jurisdictions which
includes without limitation, Saskatchewan, Prince Edward Island, New Brunswick, British Columbia and at the Federal
level in Canada were criminally negligent and violated existing occupational health and safety laws. This improper
implementation of infection controls was the basis of criminal negligence complaints 2020-898907 and 2020-898911.
These are tied to torture complaints 2020-898911 issued July 3, 2020, and a torture complaint issued July 7, 2020, 2020-
922562 with Karis Kenna Nicole Richardson as the victim.

This information has demonstrated a large network of persons connected by ideology as outlined in the documentation.
There are also complaints that were started in the city of Calgary 2245 3817 for DSR Karis North Consulting Inc. a
Delaware corporation and 2245 3637 for myself.  A link to the documentation is included here:  CPS Letter from DSR
Karis Consulting Inc 11-06-2022.pdf

The information should also be included in the file started by SMITH. The Court of Appeal for Saskatchewan has been
heavily involved in suppressing the information that outlines the distribution of a biological weapon used to interfere
with the territorial integrity of Canada and the United States and has been reported to be a mechanism under which the
2020 United States presidential election was interfered with. It is highly probably that the elections in Canada could
have been affected as well.

The risk assessment is directly tied to the investigations into treason at the LVL 4 lab in Winnipeg as the PHAC is
responsible for issuing risk assessment for infection controls and it was a deliberate removal of critical information that
would introduce unknows into a system that would make a biological attack appear to be a random outbreak. Based on
the crimes used to suppress this information, bioterrorism is likely from a risk assessment standpoint. Both of my
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daughters have been tortured and trafficked and I myself have been tortured both in Canada and the United States as a
result of presenting this evidence that is now being presented to your department.

The civil courts have been the primary mechanism of supressing this evidence as the convention against torture and
ignoring the public interest and not investigating the criminal negligence. This allowed for the means of distribution of a
biological weapon to continue and further contagions could be used exploiting the critical weakness. Contained in the
file looked over by SMITH should contain my credentials which includes a Bachelor of Technology with and Engineering
and Applied Science Major from Memorial University and a Diploma in Mechanical Engineering Technology from
Saskatchewan Polytechnic. I have cc’d Kaysha Richardson and Robert Cannon in this email as they are witnesses to the
aforementioned complaints and have attended the FBI office in Austin Texas last week to start a complaint relating to
this information.

For any further questions feel free to contact me at this email or by phone at the number in the signature or at 587-575-
5045.

Hard copies will also be sent.

Kind regards,

Dale Richardson, B.TECH, MET, TT (AB), Associate (SK)
North Battleford, SK
unity@dsrkarisconsulting.com
Tel 306 441 7010
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