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 FORM 25 

NOTICE OF APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL

Section 40(1), 44, and 55 of the Supreme Court Act,

Section 3-63 and 3-64 of The Queen’s Bench Rules,

Sections 7 and 10(c) of the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms, Part I of the Constitution

Act, 1982, being Schedule B to the Canada Act 1982 (U.K.), 1982, chapter 11,

Section 269.1 of the Criminal Code of Canada,

Article 6 and 9 of the UN Universal Declaration of Human Rights, and

Article 2, 12, and 13 of the UN Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or

Degrading Treatment or Punishment.

TAKE NOTICE that the Applicant ROBERT A. CANNON applies for leave to appeal to the SUPREME 

COURT OF CANADA, under section 40(1), 44, and 55 of the Supreme Court Act, section 3-63 and 

3-64 of The Queen’s Bench Rules, sections 7 and 10(c) of the Canadian Charter of Rights and 

Freedoms, section 269.1 of the Criminal Code of Canada, article 6 and 9 of the UN Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights, and article 2, 12, and 13 of the UN Convention against Torture and 

Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment from the judgment of the COURT OF 

APPEAL FOR SASKATCHEWAN in CACV3708 made on May 18 of 2021 dismissing an application for 

writ of habeas corpus and any other order that the Court may deem appropriate.

AND FURTHER TAKE NOTICE that this application is made on the following grounds:

The COURT OF APPEAL FOR SASKATCHEWAN acted against good faith by recognizing and citing acts

of judicial interference and criminal activity by the COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH FOR SASKATCHEWAN 

and ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE—an unlawful arrest in front of court preventing the 

attendance of DALE J. RICHARDSON which a Deputy Sheriff of the court participated in and 

subsequent dismissal of the corporate lawsuit he was representing sine die and the arbitrary 

unfiling of the third amendment of the application for writ of habeas corpus by the Applicant—in 

its orders for an application for writ of habeas corpus, but took no action to investigate or correct 

the same, which is the nature of the writ and a violation of section 10(c) of the Canadian Charter 

of Rights and Freedoms;



2 of 75

The COURT OF APPEAL FOR SASKATCHEWAN acted against good faith by recognizing and citing an 

act of torture by the SASKATCHEWAN HEALTH AUTHORITY and ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE—

after the unlawful arrest, DALE J. RICHARDSON being taken to BATTLEFORDS UNION HOSPITAL where

he was immediately strapped to bed and forcibly administered psychoactive drugs against his will

which prevented him from appealing the decision of the COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH FOR 

SASKATCHEWAN which exceeded its jurisdiction—in its orders for an application for writ of habeas 

corpus, but took no action to investigate or correct the same, which is the nature of the writ and a 

violation of article 2, 12, and 13 of the UN Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman 

or Degrading Treatment or Punishment;

The COURT OF APPEAL FOR SASKATCHEWAN acted against good faith by not applying the section 

10(c) right from Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms (the “Charter”) to the application for 

writ of habeas corpus for the infant child KARIS K.N. RICHARDSON setting the precedent that 

children are not persons under the Charter citing statutory family law as superseding the Charter 

while ignoring the fact that the writ was issued against JUSTICE R.W. ELSON which was 

responsible for administering such statutory family law and that JUSTICE N.D. CROOKS dismissed 

the application for KARIS K.N. RICHARDSON on the bold assumption that she was under a “lawful 

order of the court” without ever testing the same by way of habeas corpus—in violation of section 

10(c) of the Charter and article 6 of the UN Universal Declaration of Human Rights;

The COURT OF APPEAL FOR SASKATCHEWAN acted against good faith by exceeding its jurisdiction 

purportedly using discretionary power to not hear the constitutional questions with respect to the 

forced medical treatment—including without limitation strapping DALE J. RICHARDSON to a bed 

and drugging him against his will—permitted by sections 18, 18.1, 19, 20, 21, and 34 of The 

Mental Health Services Act and sections 38, 45, and 45.1 of The Public Health Act, 1994 and by 

purportedly using discretionary power to refuse fresh evidence of fraud and conspiracy by rogue 

agents of INNOVATION CREDIT UNION to restrict the liberty of DALE J. RICHARDSON given the 

substantial financial liability the same would incur if the corporate lawsuit he was hindered from 

representing was realized which is motive;

The COURT OF APPEAL FOR SASKATCHEWAN acted against good faith by proceeding to punish the

Applicant for exercising the section 10(c) Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms right to an 

application for writ of habeas corpus for DALE J. RICHARDSON who was strapped to a bed and 

drugged against his will for seeking remedy against the Canadian provincial and federal 

governments and the abduction of his infant daughter KARIS K.N. RICHARDSON by the power court

but without due process, by ordering costs in the amount of $12,000 to the Respondents instead 

of investigating and correcting the gross miscarriage of justice in the COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH 

FOR SASKATCHEWAN which necessitated a private citizen with no prior experience in law or 
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litigation to take legal action against those who committed such offences and the ATTORNEY 

GENERAL OF CANADA which defends the same, which is a violation of the fundamental principles 

of justice. 

The COURT OF APPEAL FOR SASKATCHEWAN has not taken any action in any capacity to correct the 

injustices herein and never will because the same has decided to endorse the actions of the 

COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH FOR SASKATCHEWAN even though it was unrepresented, the 

SASKATCHEWAN HEALTH AUTHORITY, and the ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE purporting that 

dismissal of the appeal by the Applicant are based on merit alone, and in such dismissal has 

shown that the Constitution of Canada has no validity in the PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN. 

SIGNED BY 

ROBERT A. CANNON 
1102 Ave L North, 
Saskatoon, SK S7L 2S1, Canada 
Tel: 1 306 480 9473 
Email: robert.cannon@usask.ca 

ORIGINAL TO: 

COPY TO: 

June 16, 2021 

THE REGISTRAR 

CARY RANSOME 
198 1st Ave NE 
Swift Current, SK, CA S9H 2B2 
Email: Cary.Ransome@innovationcu.ca 

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 
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NOTICE TO THE RESPONDENT: A respondent may serve and file a memorandum in response 
to this application for leave to appeal within 30 days of the date a file number is assigned in this 
matter.  You will receive a copy of the letter to the applicant confirming the file number as soon as 
it is assigned. If no response is filed within that time, the Registrar will submit this application for 
leave to appeal to the Court for consideration. 
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APPLICANT’S MEMORANDUM OF ARGUMENT 

PART I – STATEMENT OF FACTS

1. DALE J. RICHARDSON (“DALE”) and his daughter KAYSHA F.N. DERY (“KAYSHA”) sought 

opportunity to minister SEVENTH-DAY ADVENTIST CHURCH doctrine to the Battlefords and 

surrounding Indigenous communities. On April 1 of 2020, DALE founded DSR Karis 

Consulting Inc. (“DSR KARIS”), a Canadian federal corporation pursuant to the Canada 

Business Corporations Act which is a distinct natural person under subsection 15(1) of 

the same, to further this ministry, specifically in the field of mechanical engineering.

2. DSR KARIS, named after his infant daughter KARIS K.N. RICHARDSON (“KARIS”), sought to 

help local businesses with their Covid response by installing safe Heating, Ventilating, 

and Air Conditioning systems that mitigate the spread of contagions, an essential service,

and build a future for his children; DALE would do anything for his children. DSR KARIS 

was pursuing opportunities to help educate Indigenous persons and women in the field of

engineering and offered its essential services at cost to all not-for-profits and houses of 

worship in the Battlefords and surrounding areas in an effort to help faith communities 

open their doors again, this is engineering reimagined. Unfortunately, due to a series of 

coordinated efforts by unscrupulous persons, this ministry was hindered.

A. Criminal Negligence

3. DSR KARIS was hindered by the criminally negligent recommendations for Covid 

response from the SASKATCHEWAN HEALTH AUTHORITY which motivated businesses, 

already cash-strapped from the global shutdown, to hire unqualified professionals to 

install Heating, Ventilating, and Air Conditioning systems to mitigate the spread of 

contagions, such systems were not effective from an engineering perspective and 

threatened the safety of the general public. After repeated pleas to the SASKATCHEWAN 

HEALTH AUTHORITY to have a qualified engineer review its recommendations, on July 7 of 

2020, DSR KARIS notified INNOVATION CREDIT UNION about the criminal negligence 

requesting that it fulfill its fiduciary duty to its members by notifying them of the same as it

related to the Non-Disclosure Agreement that exists between them. INNOVATION CREDIT 

UNION responded by conspiring to limit DSR KARIS’s access to INNOVATION CREDIT UNION 

and its members by ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE intervention which was a breach 

of the Non-Disclosure Agreement. In response to a complaint of uttering threats made 

against DALE, he provided evidence to the contrary and on June 16 of 2020, the ROYAL 
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CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE attempted to return part of that evidence without conducting a

proper investigation. DSR KARIS made a complaint and provided evidence to the ROYAL 

CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE about the criminal negligence under sections 219 and 220 of 

the Criminal Code of Canada which to its knowledge was never investigated.

4. While DSR KARIS was pursuing the foregoing, its Chief Executive Officer, DALE, was 

being persecuted by the SEVENTH-DAY ADVENTIST CHURCH in collusion with his wife 

KIMBERLY A. RICHARDSON (“KIM”) for adhering to its doctrine and his infant daughter KARIS

was wrongfully removed and retained by his wife KIM on June 1 of 2020 under threat of

ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE intervention and tortured as a person and third person 

under 269.1 of the Criminal Code of Canada. The SEVENTH-DAY ADVENTIST CHURCH 

members responsible for such persecution including without limitation CLIFFORD A. HOLM 

advocate MASONIC dogma in the church and one of their close friends JEANNIE JOHNSON 

has ties to the SASKATCHEWAN HEALTH AUTHORITY, even possessing the influence to hire

DALE’s daughter KAYSHA as a permanent employee and peace officer at SASKATCHEWAN 

HOSPITAL where she was tortured under 269.1 of the Criminal Code of Canada.

5. Prior to being tortured at SASKATCHEWAN HOSPITAL, KAYSHA made complaints on July 10 

of 2020 to the CANADIAN UNION OF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES about workplace safety at

SASKATCHEWAN HOSPITAL, having prior knowledge of the criminal negligence being the

Chief Communication Officer of DSR KARIS, and 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 SASKATCHEWAN HOSPITAL inflicts severe mental pain and suffering on such minorities in

their care and is torture under 269.1 of the Criminal Code of Canada as all permanent 

employees of SASKATCHEWAN HOSPITAL are peace officers and officials under the same.

6. In the interest of the general public, DSR KARIS with its low socioeconomic status, sought 

remedy by pro se legal representation against the SASKATCHEWAN HEALTH AUTHORITY for 

its criminal negligence under sections 219 and 220 of the Criminal Code of Canada with

INNOVATION CREDIT UNION and the ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE as joint 

respondents for conspiracy and accessory after the fact under sections 465(1) and 463 of

the Criminal Code of Canada and with the SEVENTH-DAY ADVENTIST CHURCH as a joint 

respondent for its members affiliation with the SASKATCHEWAN HEALTH AUTHORITY and 

their relentless persecution of its Chief Executive Officer, DALE, and Chief 

Communication Officer, KAYSHA, which seemingly happened in response to inquiry into 

the SASKATCHEWAN HEALTH AUTHORITY, INNOVATION CREDIT UNION, and the ROYAL 

CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE.
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7. DSR KARIS submitted a pro se originating application in the COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH 

FOR SASKATCHEWAN IN THE JUDICIAL CENTRE OF BATTLEFORD on July 16 of 2020 which 

sought an order for an investigation into INNOVATION CREDIT UNION under The Credit 

Union Act, 1998, a Saskatchewan statute, arising from the infringement of the Non-

Disclosure Agreement.

8. The in chambers date for such application was scheduled for July 23 of 2020.

B. The July 23rd Terrorist Attacks

9. After many failed attempts by the SASKATCHEWAN HEALTH AUTHORITY and ROYAL 

CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE to intimate and coerce KAYSHA and her father DALE from 

attending the hearing on behalf of DSR KARIS under the guise of the Covid emergency 

and self-isolation, KAYSHA and her father DALE decided in the interest of the general 

public and CHRISTIANS and CATHOLICS everywhere to attend the hearing on behalf of DSR

KARIS to expose the mismanagement of the Covid emergency in SASKATCHEWAN.

10. On July 23rd of 2020 at approximately 10:00 AM CST, DALE, the power of attorney for

DSR KARIS, was detained under The Mental Health Services Act and KAYSHA, the Chief 

Communication Officer for DSR KARIS, was detained under The Public Health Act, 1994 

while acting on behalf of DSR KARIS. DALE and KAYSHA were both detained at the same 

time and place by six ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE officers and the COURT DEPUTY 

SHERIFF for different reasons with no declared warrant in front of the COURT OF QUEEN’S 

BENCH FOR SASKATCHEWAN IN THE JUDICIAL CENTRE OF BATTLEFORD minutes before they 

were to attend a hearing for DSR KARIS to expose the mismanagement of the Covid 

emergency in SASKATCHEWAN. As predicted by CONSTABLE READ during the unlawful 

arrest, JUSTICE R.W. ELSON adjourned the hearing; it was adjourned sine die, meaning it 

could not be reopened without the consent of the respondents.

11. While DSR KARIS was pursuing the foregoing litigation, DALE’s wife filed for divorce under

the legal counsel of PATRICIA J. MEIKLEJOHN of MATRIX LAW GROUP LLP, the partner of

CLIFFORD A. HOLM who was one of the influential persons advocating MASONIC dogma in 

the BATTLEFORDS SEVENTH-DAY ADVENTIST CHURCH. The in chambers date for such 

divorce petition was scheduled for July 23 of 2020 on the same docket seemingly as 

punishment for pursing litigation on behalf of DSR KARIS against the SEVENTH-DAY 

ADVENTIST CHURCH, the SASKATCHEWAN HEALTH AUTHORITY, INNOVATION CREDIT UNION, 

and the ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE for the mismanagement of the Covid 

emergency in SASKATCHEWAN. JUSTICE R.W. ELSON also presided over DALE’s divorce 

case and on July 22 of 2020 requested that his wife KIM draft an interim order for the 
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hearing the following day; JUSTICE R.W. ELSON granted this interim order on July 23 of 

2020 while DALE was absent, as he was detained for mental health, which gave his wife

KIM possession of their house and right to sell and DSR KARIS’s corporate records and 

registered office and gave her custody of KARIS. Later that day, KIM with her family and in 

the presence of the ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE came and took possession of

DSR KARIS’s property except for its corporate phone from ROBERT A. CANNON (“ROBERT”),

a UNITED STATES citizen, through intimation and coercion by armed ROYAL CANADIAN 

MOUNTED POLICE officers.

12. When the JUSTICE R.W. ELSON discovered DSR KARIS’s articles of incorporation, 

specifically the share transfer restrictions clause, he realized their egregious failure. The 

shares could only be transferred upon consent through resolution by the sole director of

DSR KARIS, DALE, and declaring him mentally insane was of no consequence, the shares

could not be transferred to KIM. 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 of Canada 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 the

MASONIC conspirators have sought to cover up this terrorist attack against a UNITED 

STATES citizen.

13. DALE and KAYSHA were both tortured by peace officers and officials under section 269.1 

of the Criminal Code of Canada and the UN Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, 

Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment (the “UN Torture Convention”) binding in

CANADA during their arbitrary, unconstitutional, and unlawful detainment. DALE was taken 

to BATTLEFORDS MENTAL HEALTH CENTRE and was strapped to a bed by ROYAL CANADIAN 

MOUNTED POLICE while SASKATCHEWAN HEALTH AUTHORITY officials drugged him against 

his will with two needles, one in each arm. DALE was administered drugs against his will 

whenever he asked for the warrant for his detainment which was finally given to him after 

a few days of detainment. DALE was officially admitted to BATTLEFORDS MENTAL HEALTH 

CENTRE on July 24 of 2020 for “paranoid religious, persecutory and grandiose delusions” 

after he was drugged on July 23 of 2020 and it was determined by biased medical 

professionals that he must be tied to a bed and drugged to cure him. CONSTABLE BURTON 

said “cause it’s a little different—Saskatchewan health care compared to Manitoba” and 

that he had been there for about 7 years in response to DALE’s mother AGATHA 

RICHARDSON saying “You should see his feet, I mean we don’t restrain people like that”. 

After being interrogated at BATTLEFORDS UNION HOSPITAL for hours, KAYSHA was taken by
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ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE to SASKATCHEWAN HOSPITAL, where she was also 

employed as a peace officer and had active complaints against through CANADIAN UNION 

OF PUBLIC EMPLOYEES regarding discrimination and occupational health and safety issues

with its Heating, Ventilating, and Air Conditioning systems. KAYSHA was detained while 

her union meeting was outstanding and she has never had the opportunity to meet with 

the union since, but is still a permanent employee and peace officer at SASKATCHEWAN 

HOSPITAL. DALE and KAYSHA were only released from detainment after an Application for 

a Writ of Habeas Corpus Ad Subjiciendum was filed for them.

14. Only after DALE and KAYSHA were secured in SASKATCHEWAN HEALTH AUTHORITY and 

subjected to torture, and ROBERT removed from the property with the ROYAL CANADIAN 

MOUNTED POLICE being integral to the process, did JUSTICE R.W. ELSON issue the interim 

order. It is indisputably clear that unlawful force used to seize possession of the 

registered office of DSR KARIS.

C. Habeas Corpus Ad Subjiciendum

15. ROBERT made repeated attempts to file an Application for a Writ of Habeas Corpus Ad 

Subjiciendum for DALE and KAYSHA against the SASKATCHEWAN HEALTH AUTHORITY and

ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE, first ex parte and after with notice with overwhelming 

evidence of their arbitrary, unconstitutional, and unlawful detainment which included 

video, audio, and documentary evidence; the application was submitted to a different 

judicial centre than BATTLEFORD, the COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH FOR SASKATCHEWAN IN 

THE JUDICIAL CENTRE OF SASKATOON in accordance with its court rules as it was closest to

ROBERT’s residential address. ROBERT’s third amendment to the Application for a Writ of 

Habeas Corpus Ad Subjiciendum was served to the SASKATCHEWAN HEALTH AUTHORITY, 

but the ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE refused service for such application and stated

that ROBERT’s evidence would not be added to the ongoing criminal negligence 

investigation unless he was a witness, in which case he would have to attend the 

BATTLEFORDS ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE detachment, the ROYAL CANADIAN 

MOUNTED POLICE detachment responsible for DALE’s and KAYSHA’s detainment. At the 

time, ROBERT did not feel comfortable leaving the jurisdiction of the SASKATOON POLICE 

SERVICE where the ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE have no jurisdiction. KAYSHA was 

released before the third amendment and DALE was released shortly after the third 

amendment was served to the SASKATCHEWAN HEALTH AUTHORITY which is responsible for

SASKATCHEWAN HOSPITAL, BATTLEFORDS UNION HOSPITAL, and BATTLEFORDS MENTAL 

HEALTH CENTRE.
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16. ROBERT with DALE and KAYSHA proceeded to attend the hearing for the foregoing 

application supposedly scheduled for Aug 18 of 2020 to request that an investigation be 

conducted into their arbitrary, unconstitutional, and unlawful detainment. They were 

denied entry to the hearing as the registrar claimed that the such application did not exist,

after such was disproven then claimed that it was never served, and after such was 

disproven 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.

17. ROBERT later filed by mail the fourth and fifth amendments to the Application for a Writ of 

Habeas Corpus Ad Subjiciendum which added DALE’s infant daughter KARIS and his 

affiliate CHRISTY DAWN PENBRUM (“CHRISTY”), who was punished for associating with him 

during his detainment, to those applied for, additional respondents, and orders similar to 

those in the application by DSR KARIS for July 23 of 2020 for an investigation into

INNOVATION CREDIT UNION that were judicially interfered with. JUSTICE N.D. CROOKS 

presided over this application on September 10 of 2020 and dismissed the matter in the 

first hearing in chambers on fake technicalities and without hearing the evidence in court, 

despite purporting that she reviewed the evidence in her official capacity;  JUSTICE N.D. 

CROOKS ordered ROBERT to pay costs which is expected in an Application for a Writ of 

Habeas Corpus Ad Subjiciendum if it is determined by the justice to be frivolous and 

vexatious. On September 22 of 2020, ROBERT filed an appeal to JUSTICE N.D. CROOKS’s 

decision in the COURT OF APPEAL FOR SASKATCHEWAN. Given the corruption demonstrated

in the COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH FOR SASKATCHEWAN, the ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED 

POLICE which is the national police force, and the SEVENTH-DAY ADVENTIST 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.

18. On October 5 of 2020, JUSTICE J.A. SCHWANN of the COURT OF APPEAL FOR 

SASKATCHEWAN ruled that ROBERT’s lawful application for dispensing with service which 

was intentionally misinterpreted as ex parte would not be permitted despite the 

overwhelming evidence of corruption 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 Writ of Habeas Corpus which is 

permissible in CANADA as the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms permits human 
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rights violations if they are to such reasonable limits prescribed by law as can be 

demonstrably justified in a free and democratic society.

D. Extreme Prejudice

19. On January 26 of 2021, ROBERT received notice of an upcoming hearing for the appeal to

the first habeas corpus in CANADA suspended by JUSTICE J.A. SCHWANN and submitted 

four months prior on September 23 of 2020; the appeal was to be heard on March 1 of 

2021 and ROBERT would be given four hours to present the case. On January 29 of 2021,

ROBERT attempted to file an Ex Parte Motion for Leave to Appeal to the Supreme Court 

for Writ of Habeas Corpus which purported the prejudice demonstrated by JUSTICE J.A. 

SCHWANN and JUSTICE J.A. CALDWELL of the COURT OF APPEAL FOR SASKATCHEWAN and 

requested the habeas corpus to be referred to the SUPREME COURT OF CANADA; 

otherwise, the COURT OF APPEAL FOR SASKATCHEWAN would have to decide whether to 

put JUSTICE J.A. SCHWANN and JUSTICE J.A. CALDWELL in prison. Such motion was denied

by JUSTICE RALPH K. OTTENBREIT purporting that he did not have the authority to file it. 

Under the instruction of JUSTICE RALPH K. OTTENBREIT, ROBERT served and filed a Motion

to Adduce Fresh Evidence for a Writ of Habeas Corpus which included such request to 

refer the case to a higher authority and included evidence of the involvement the rogue 

agents of INNOVATION CREDIT UNION in the July 23rd Terrorist Attacks such agents stood 

the most to gain from the fraudulent orders of JUSTICE R.W. ELSON.

20. On February 24 of 2021, JUSTICE J.D. KALMAKOFF of the COURT OF APPEAL FOR 

SASKATCHEWAN presided over writ of mandamus and prohibition in chambers; during such

hearing, he presumed to shield opposing counsel from questions as to where the sudden 

windfall came to pay for the previously infeasible legal fees on appeal purporting that 

such had no relevance. DALE learned on March 14 of 2021 that KIM came into money 

from mortgage fraud which included rogue elements of INNOVATION CREDIT UNION by the 

fraudulent sale of his house without his knowledge or consent and the unlawful transfer of

the title by way of an application to COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH FOR SASKATCHEWAN for 

transfer without notice which varied the orders of Justice R.W. Elson in contravention to 

applicable law which requires DALE to be present for the varying of orders. JUSTICE J.D. 

KALMAKOFF then proceeded to participate in the unauthorized practice of law when he 

assumed the role of opposing council to strike down the writ which was to force the 

officials of the COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH FOR SASKATCHEWAN to follow their own laws and

rules to accept evidence of torture and judicial interference to allow due process of law in 

his appeal for the right of custody.
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21. JUSTICE J.D. KALMAKOFF was unable to declare DALE mentally ill in chambers due to the 

overwhelming evidence to the contrary and was forced to simply construe him as such in 

his subsequent brief of law disguised as court orders which purported that DALE being 

strapped to a bed and drugged against his will and the abduction of his children was not 

torture. JUSTICE J.D. KALMAKOFF refused to make a decision based on the facts and legal 

arguments presented in the hearing; in the absence of PATRICIA J. MEIKLEJOHN making 

any legal arguments or presenting any evidence, JUSTICE J.D. KALMAKOFF went and 

created legal arguments for her and disregarded compelling evidence to the contrary in 

order to commit purgery in his brief of law to shield INNOVATION CREDIT UNION, the COURT 

OF QUEEN’S BENCH FOR SASKATCHEWAN, the mortgage fraud involving both, as the court 

would possess the funds pursuant to the final orders of JUSTICE R.W. ELSON disguised an

interim orders. JUSTICE J.D. KALMAKOFF was caught exercising extreme prejudice and 

misrepresenting the law in an attempt to avoid the responsibility of his position and his 

responsibilities under the UN Torture Convention.

22. On March 1 of 2021, ROBERT was ambushed by a panel of judges, specifically JUSTICE 

JACELYN RYAN-FROSLIE, JUSTICE GEORGINA JACKSON, and JUSTICE B.A. BARRINGTON-

FOOTE (the “Panel”) as he was not notified that DALE would be speaking in the hearing. 

The Panel attempted to exceed their jurisdiction purporting that they would decide on 

whether the constitutional questions pertaining to forced medical treatment would be 

permitted in the court room which beyond the scope of their power as defined by law. 

After witnessing the respondents request the court to punish ROBERT on their word alone 

in order to torture DALE, KARIS, and KAYSHA, the Panel decided to suspend their decision 

which tortured them anyway even after MICHAEL B. GRIFFIN was caught implicating all of 

the respondents in purgery and conspiracy to commit torture, terrorism, and restrict a 

persons liberty when he claimed that DALE and DSR KARIS were ROBERT’s clients and 

that ROBERT should be held financially responsible for their actions, both of which were 

lies.

23. One of the main perpetrators of the mortgage fraud, VIRGIL A. THOMSON of OWZW LLP, 

was not present and the only intervenor for the constitutional questions, LYNN CONNELLY 

representing the ATTORNEY GENERAL OF SASKATCHEWAN, was not present. The ATTORNEY 

GENERAL OF CANADA was present, but was not an intervenor in the constitutional 

questions—leaving the factums requesting the questions to be struck down defenceless.

24. On February 28 of 2021, KAYSHA submitted from federal prison to the UNITED STATES 

COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT and the SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED 

STATES applications relating to habeas corpus and the whistling-blowing the invariable 
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pursuit of the Object perpetuated by the Province to the North, also known as Canada, a 

country known for torturing its citizens abroad.

PART II – STATEMENT OF THE QUESTIONS IN ISSUE

25. Is the refusal of the court of last resort for the PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN to recognize 

children as persons under the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms—specifically 

with respect to the right to life, liberty and security of the person and the right not to be 

deprived thereof under section 7 and the right to writ of habeas corpus under section 

10(c)—despotism to a candid world, a crime against humanity under article 7 and war 

crime under article 8 of the Rome Statute, and a threat to the peace, breach of the 

peace, or act of aggression under article 39 of the United Nations Charter?

26. Is the legalization of   torture   by way of forced medical treatment under The Mental Health 

Services Act and The Public Health Act, 1994 in the PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN in 

contravention to UN Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading 

Treatment or Punishment despotism to a candid world, a crime against humanity under 

article 7 and war crime under article 8 of the Rome Statute, and a threat to the peace, 

breach of the peace, or act of aggression under article 39 of the United Nations Charter?

27. Is the refusal of the court of last resort for the PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN to honour and

exercise the right of Writ of Habeas Corpus against a Justice or Court involving torture 

and judicial interference despotism to a candid world, a crime against humanity under 

article 7 and war crime under article 8 of the Rome Statute, and a threat to the peace, 

breach of the peace, or act of aggression under article 39 of the United Nations Charter?

PART III – STATEMENT OF ARGUMENT

28. This APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL (this “Application for Leave”) is made 

under section 40(1), 44, and 55 of the Supreme Court Act in that the foregoing questions 

and facts demonstrate that the PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN has transgressed federal 

and international law and policy acting against good faith which is of public importance, 

as the same is not condoned by the free and democratic society of CANADA, nor the 

international community; this transgression is without limitation the refusal of the 

PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN to:

(1) uphold the right of Writ of Habeas Corpus against the judiciary as seen in the

Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms section 7 “right to life, liberty and security 

of the person and the right not to be deprived thereof” and section 10(c) right “on 
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arrest or detention...to have the validity of the detention determined by way of habeas

corpus”;

(2) to declare the constitutional invalidity of legalized torture under sections 18, 18.1, 19, 

20, 21, and 34 of The Mental Health Services Act and sections 38, 45, and 45.1 of

The Public Health Act, 1994 which both violate article 2, 12, and 13 of the UN 

Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or 

Punishment which necessitates that CANADA “take effective legislative, 

administrative, judicial or other measures to prevent acts of torture” and that 

“competent authorities proceed to a prompt and impartial investigation” of torture in 

addition to the protection of the “complainant and witnesses”;

(3) to recognize children as persons under the Canadian Charter of Rights and 

Freedoms, specifically sections 7 and 10(c), in accordance with article 6 of the UN 

Universal Declaration of Human Rights which recognizes all people as persons under

the law; and

(4) to not financially punishment a private citizen seeking to uphold the foregoing rights 

and treaties while the ATTORNEY GENERAL OF SASKATCHEWAN and CANADA seek to 

strike them down.

A. The PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN Violated the Fundamental Principles of Justice by 
Refusing to Uphold the Right to Writ of Habeas Corpus Against the Judiciary

29. The Great Writ, known as the Privilege of Writ of Habeas Corpus, is guaranteed by the 

Canadian Constitution for the prevention or speedy relief of a person or persons seized 

or imprisoned without due process of law and the Privilege of Writ of Habeas Corpus 

upholds and is endorsed by the UN Universal Declaration of Human Rights which 

purports that “No one shall be subjected to arbitrary arrest, detention or exile”.

30. The Privilege of Writ of Habeas Corpus guarantees that “You shall have the body” and 

when an Application for a Writ of Habeas Corpus is submitted to a court, justice, or judge 

on your behalf, the same shall forthwith direct the Writ to any person who has seized or 

imprisoned you, such person must bring or cause your body to be brought before the 

same within three days, unless distance requires additional time, for an investigation into 

the lawfulness of your seizure or imprisonment.

31. The Privilege of Writ of Habeas Corpus is a CHRISTIAN right that guards the Life and 

Liberty of all people inside and outside of the CANADA. Any person or persons who 
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attempts to suspend or worse abolish this CHRISTIAN right are ANTI-CHRISTIAN and seek to

abolish true CHRISTIANITY.

32. The Applicant would like to direct attention to the sections 7 and 10(c) 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 which were denied to 

the Child by JUSTICE N.D. CROOKS of COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH FOR SASKATCHEWAN in a 

effort to preserve judicial immunity, namely:

7. Everyone has the right to life, liberty and security of the person and the
right not to be deprived thereof except in accordance with the principles 
of fundamental justice.

10. Everyone has the right on arrest or detention (a) to be informed 
promptly of the reasons therefor; (b) to retain and instruct counsel 
without delay and to be informed of that right; and (c) to have the validity 
of the detention determined by way of habeas corpus and to be released 
if the detention is not lawful.

33. The COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH FOR SASKATCHEWAN suspended and abolished the 

CHRISTIAN right of the Privilege of Writ of Habeas Corpus by unfiling the third amendment 

of the application which was filed while the subjects of the application, DALE and KAYSHA, 

were detained and subsequently JUSTICE N.D. CROOKS of the same dismissing the fifth 

amendment on the basis that it was filed after DALE and KAYSHA were released, while 

outright abolishing the privilege for the new and appended subjects, KARIS and CHRISTY; 

the same constitutes suspension and abolishment and is a transgression of domestic and

foreign law and policy, those being sections 7 and 10(c) of the Charter and article 2, 12, 

and 13 of the UN Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading 

Treatment or Punishment as the subjects were subject to various forms of physical and 

psychological torture during their detainments and have the international right to have 

their case heard.

B. The PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN Systemically Violated the UNITED NATIONS 
Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or 
Punishment in Legislation, Administration, and the Judiciary

34. The Applicant would like to direct attention to the article 2, 12, and 13 of the UNITED 

NATIONS Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment 

or Punishment (the “UN Torture Convention”) which is an international instrument 

binding in CANADA and applies to this application as it purported the torture of DALE,

KAYSHA, KARIS, and CHRISTY, namely:
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 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 12

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. 

35. The Applicant would like to direct attention to the date of the judgment for the appeal 

which is May 18 of 2021 as this date is 225 days past the first motion on October 5 of 

2020 for dispensing with service interpreted as ex parte which constitutes suspension of 

the Privilege of Writ of Habeas Corpus; making matters worse, one of the subjects of the 

application is KARIS, an infant child, being purportedly subjected to unlawful custody and 

torture by JUSTICE R.W. ELSON, a COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH FOR SASKATCHEWAN official, 

in separating her from DALE, her father and primary caregiver, without cause or 

jurisdiction since July 23 of 2020.

36. If the Writ of Habeas Corpus had been issued ex parte in accordance with the UN Torture

Convention, the Charter, and the rules of this Court, an investigation would have been 

conducted within days into the unlawful detainment and torture of DALE, KAYSHA, and

KARIS as punishment for her father whistleblowing the mismanagement of the Covid 

emergency in and by the PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN. On July 23 of 2020, DALE was 
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taken in front of court by two of the respondents, the ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE 

with the active participation of the DEPUTY SHERIFF of the COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH FOR 

SASKATCHEWAN, and forcibly transferred to a facility where he was immediately strapped 

to a bed and drugged against his will with highly addictive psychoactive drugs which 

hindered him from appeal the orders made by JUSTICE R.W. ELSON that day in which he 

exceeded his jurisdiction to bury the case sine die.

37. To make matters worse, sections 18, 18.1, 19, 20, 21, and 34 of The Mental Health 

Services Act and sections 38, 45, and 45.1 of The Public Health Act, 1994 in the 

PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN sanction torture; although such sections were claimed as 

justification for the detainment’s of DALE and KAYSHA, respectively, neither was applied 

correctly as DALE never refused medical treatment as required by The Mental Health 

Services Act and Kaysha only went to court a necessary outing in compliance with the 

Public Health order issued under the The Public Health Act, 1994.

38. The foregoing acts were simply used as a cover for despotism which warrants an 

investigation into similar measures being used throughout Canada for public health with 

respect to the management of the Covid emergency and mental health to insure that the 

same is not happening elsewhere, this is of public importance, both domestic and 

international, as it relates to the upholding of the Charter and the UN Torture Convention.

C. The PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN Violated the Canadian Charter of Rights and 
Freedoms and UN Universal Declaration of Human Rights by Refusing to Uphold 
the Right to Writ of Habeas Corpus For An Infant Child

39. The Applicant would like to direct attention to article 6 and 9 of the UN Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights, with respect to the COURT OF APPEAL FOR SASKATCHEWAN’s 

claim that habeas corpus “to decide questions of custody” has “largely been replaced by 

provincial and federal legislation which now governs custody”; the same articles apply to 

this application as it purported the detainment and torture of DALE, KAYSHA, KARIS, and

CHRISTY, namely:

Article 6

Everyone has the right to recognition everywhere as a person before the 
law.

Article 9

No one shall be subjected to arbitrary arrest, detention or exile.
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40. The Applicant would like to direct attention to paragraph 94 of the orders of the COURT OF

APPEAL FOR SASKATCHEWAN with respect to the foregoing and also clarification that this 

application is not “questions of custody” but a question of crime and despotism, namely:

[94] While habeas corpus was historically the common law remedy to 
decide questions of custody, it has largely been replaced by provincial 
and federal legislation which now governs custody disputes between 
parents. As already indicated, Mr. Richardson was engaged in such a 
dispute with his wife, Kimberley. While Elson J. made an order granting 
Kimberley interim custody of Karis, he did so pursuant to the Divorce Act 
in the context of a family law dispute, which is a civil proceeding. In short,
the proposition that Karis’s custody should be subject to a habeas corpus
application is misplaced. Such disputes are properly dealt with under the 
appropriate provincial or federal legislation. See: S. v Haringey London 
Borough Council, [2003] EWHC 2734 (Admin). The Chambers judge did 
not err in concluding Karis was not deprived of liberty within the meaning 
of s. 10(c) of the Charter.

41. No evidence of any kind or at any point has been provided for the detainment and torture 

of DALE, KAYSHA, KARIS, and CHRISTY, other than “it’s a lawful order of the Court” or “I 

have no authority” implying that no evidence is necessary and no official can be held 

responsible for any crime he commits using his official capacity in the PROVINCE OF 

SASKATCHEWAN in contravention to all forms of law, this is despotism.

D. The PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN Tortured Dale J. Richardson by Financially 
Punishing the Applicant with Costs of $12,000 for Exercising his Christian and 
Legal Duty to Alleviate and Not Acquiesce to Torture for Which he Would Have No 
Defence

42. The Applicant made it clear to the Panel of judges for the COURT OF APPEAL FOR 

SASKATCHEWAN that the Applicant would have no defence for torturing DALE had the

Applicant done nothing when he had the Christian and legal right and duty to do 

something as seen in sections 3-63 and 3-64 of The Queen’s Bench Rules permitting the

Applicant to file habeas corpus for DALE. The COURT OF APPEAL FOR SASKATCHEWAN 

ordering another $12,000 of costs in additional to the $500 of costs ordered by JUSTICE 

N.D. CROOKS in chambers was furtherance of punishment, an endorsement of her 

actions, and as stated by DALE to the panel, torture to him by punishing a third person, 

especially considering that the justification given by MICHAEL B. GRIFFIN for ordering costs

against the Applicant was because of the lawsuits initiated by DALE in the FEDERAL 

COURT OF CANADA that had nothing to do with the Applicant, hence the punishment of a 

third person.
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43. The Applicant maintains that he should not be held financially liable for another persons 

lawsuit, that the Courts in the PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN have consistently lied about 

the basis of his application, and this application is and always will be an application for 

Writ of Habeas Corpus for an investigation into the detainment and torture of DALE,

KAYSHA, KARIS, and CHRISTY, for which KARIS is still subjected to.

44. Professional opinion of the Applicant: It would have been much cheaper for everyone to 

just initiate the habeas corpus investigation which had merit instead of spending so much

time and resources to cover up the application and its merits by many government 

officials in PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN.

PART IV – SUBMISSIONS IN SUPPORT OF ORDER SOUGHT CONCERNING COSTS

45. The Applicant seeks that the costs ordered against him be struck down on the basis that 

he should not be punished for exercising his Christian and legal duty to file an application

for Writ of Habeas Corpus for a person being subjected to forced medical treatment 

which is torture and others were abducted for being associated and cooperating with him.

The Applicant does not seek any form of compensation for himself, he was obligated to 

file this application under article 2.3 of the UN Torture Convention as he cannot torture

DALE even if ordered by a “superior officer or a public authority”. 

PART V – ORDERS SOUGHT 

1. Grant the appeal;

2. Order to add Dale J. Richardson as an applicant with the current 
Applicant for all further actions;

3. Remove Cary Ransome, Constable Cartier, Provincial Court of 
Saskatchewan, Reginald Cawood, and Tonya Browarny from all 
further actions and dispense with service of all further documents
for them;

4. Order for charging the previously ordered $12,000 and $500 
against the Applicant and any further costs ordered by the 
Respondents to the Attorney Generals of Saskatchewan and 
Canada;

5. Order for Affidavit of Robert Cannon affirmed on June 16 of 2021
to be adduced as fresh evidence for the appeal;

6. Order of a Writ of Certiorari; and

7. Any other relief deemed necessary or appropriate by this Court.
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ALL OF WHICH is submitted, 

June 16, 2021 ROBERT A. CANNON 
1102 Ave L North, 
Saskatoon, SK S7L 2S1, Canada 
Tel: 1 306 480 9473 
Email: robert.cannon@usask.ca 

ROBERT A. CANNON 
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PART VII – LEGISLATION
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