


 
INTRODUCTION  
 

f 
are   supported   with   some   preliminary   evi
 
Canada   has   had   a   public   display   of f   Jus f 

f   bribery   involving   SNC-Lavalin.  
 
These   vi vi
Federal   and   Provincial   governments,   and   all   levels   of   police.  
 
Canadian vi advocates   for   vi

f f  

 
freedoms   are   being   violated,   disregarded,   or   dismissed   by   our   own  

government,   law   enforcement,   and   judiciary   systems.   A   lack   of   integrity,   lack   of f   liability  
are   within   all   levels   of   governing   bodies.  
 

agre
 
SECTION   1  
 
SYSTEMIC   CORRUPTION:   CHILD   PROTECTION,    GOVERNMENT,   LAW   ENFORCEMENT,   PRIVATE  
AGENCIES  
 

1. Law   vi f   Canada   -   children   taken   from   parents   based  
 

2. Law   vi    to   the   Criminal   Code   of   Canada-children   killed,   neglected   and  
 

3. Law   vi f  
4. Infringement(s)   of 
5. Infringement(s)   on   Charter   Of   Rights   And   Freedom; 

 
[1]   The f   Canada,   1867,   defines   the   division   of   power   between   the   Federal   and   Provincial  

f  
f   Canada   (CCC)   are   the   specific   laws   put   into   place   to  

establish f   Canada   respects   the   Charter   of   Rights   and   Freedoms;   of  
f   Canada   and   is   in   place   to   assist,   specifically   and   most   importantly;   laws   to   protect  

children.   (Appendix   A,   Appendix   B)  
 
[2]   Without   any   legal   jurisdi vincial   governments   have   usurped   this   exclusive   federal  

not   respect   the   rights   and   freedoms   in   the   Charter.   Children   can   be   apprehended   without   warrant,   by  
force   and   without   evidence   of   harm.   The   provincial   laws   allow   these   apprehensions   based   on   risk.  
 
[3]   The   provincial   governments,   give   themselves   policing   power   to   apprehend   children;   outside   the   CCC  
or   they   give   policing   power   to    private  vices   (CPS);   such   as   the   Children’s   Aid   Society  
of   Ontario   (CAS),   et   al.   (Appendix   C)   
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[4]   Police   protocol   in   Canada   is   to   stand   down   and   let   the   public   or    private    federally   unregulated  

f   child   neglect   and   abuse.   This   agency   can   take   the   child   based   on   risk  
rather   than   evidence   of   harm.   If   there   is   no   harm   proven,   then   the   apprehension   of   the   child   is   a   crime  
under   the   CCC.   If   the   apprehension   of 
has   to   go   to   Family   Court,   which   is   a   provincially   created   and   regulated   civil   court;   which   also   does   not  
have   regard   for   the   CCC.   
 
[5]   Family   Court   does   not   have   any   inherent   or   statute   authority   to   determine   "the   best   interest   of   the  
child”,   it   is   the   federally   regulated   courts’   responsibility.   This   authority   is   called    parens   patriae  

est   interest   of   the   child   cannot   be  
overridden   by   the   Family   Court.  
 

“More   generally,   those   who   are   likely   to   be   at-risk   of   human   trafficking   include   persons   who   are  
socially   or   economically   disadvantaged,   such   as   some   Aboriginal   women,   youth   and   children,  
migrants   and   new   immigrants,   teenaged   runaways, children   wh
girls   and   women,   who   may   be   lured   to   large   urban   centres   or   who   move   or   migrate   there  
voluntarily.“  
 
From   the   Health   Canada   website:  

 
[6]   The   parents   and   children,   caught   up   in   the   CPS   system,   are   de
rights   and   freedoms.  
  
[7]   It   can   be   demonstrated   that   the   Federal   Government   was   well   aware   of 

negligence   of f   Act   of   Canada.   It   was  
brought 
in   2018   (T-2101-18)   and   the   other   in   2019   (T-132-19).   Evidence   of   these   serious   crimes   and   systemic  

f Court.   (Appendix  E
(i).to.(iv))
 The   courts   and   police   did   nothing   to   stop   the   neglect,   abuse   and   pedophilia   involved   in   these   cases.  
 

f   parents   and   their   children.   Local,   provincial  
and   federal   police,   the   provincial   and   federal   courts,   and   the   provincial   and   federal   governments,  
including  vits   fr f   vi
of   these   crimes   will   be   provided.  
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SECTION   2  
 
THE   SNC-LAVALIN   AFFAIR   -   FRAUD,   BRIBERY   AND   OBSTRUCTION   OF   JUSTICE  
 

1. Law   vi f   Canada   -   Fraud   and   Bribery   
2. Law   vi f f 

(1)  
3. Law   vi f   Ca

 
[9]   SNC-Lavalin faces   charges   of   fr
Libyan   government   officials   between   2001   and   2011.   If   convicted,   the   company   could   be   blocked   from  

e.
 

Trudeau,   f   Canada),   to   drop   the   criminal  
charges   against   SNC-Lavalin.   (Appendix   F)

f fused,   due   to   the   order   of   Police  
Commissioner   Brenda   Lucki. 
 
[11]   Subsequently,   the   Conflict   of 

f   did  
breach   the   conflict   of   interest   laws.   This   decision   by   the   Commissioner   confirms   that   the   crime   of 
of   Jus   has   occurred.    (Appendix   G) 
.
Norman.Traversy.filed.a.private.charge.against.Jus�n.Trudeau.for.Obstruce.Jusice.and.Conspiracy.to.
Obstruct.Jus�ce..A.hearing.was.set.to.hear.the.evidence.and.the.barred.4.complaints.from.entering.the
court.to.give.evidence.against.Trudeau.for.these.charge..(Appendix.H,I,J.K).)
 
 
[12]   SNC-Lav f   fraud,   bribery   and  

f 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
SECTION   3  
 
WORKERS   INSURANCE   PROGRAMS   -   CRIMINAL   FRAUD,   CRIMINAL   NEGLIGENCE,   MISAPPROPRIATION  
OF   FUNDS  
 

1. Infringement(s)   on   the   Charter   of f  
persons.  

2. Infringement(s)   on   the   Charter   of f   Right,   disability.  
3. Law   viol f   (1)  
4. Law   vi f 

 
[13]   WSIB   funds   are   being   misappropriated   outside   the   legal   requirements   of   the   Workplace    Safety  
and   Insurance   Act   (WSIA).   The   WSIB   is   unlawfu f   thousands   of   injured   workers.  
  
[14]   The   wording   of   the   Workplace   Safety   and   Act   is   clear;   It   states,   if   the   worker   is   injured,   the   worker  

fu
f   a   disagreement   occurs   between   the   employer   and   the   employee,   WSIB   is   to   liaise.  

Periodic   payments   are   to   be   paid   while   issues   are   under   appeal;   and   in   the   event   that   the   employer   is  
not   fulfilling   the   duty   under   the   Act   or   any   other   law   to   accommodate   the   injured   worker,   the   WSIB   is  

f   the   Act.  
 
[15]   Periodic   payments   required   by   a   d
of   the   appeal   f   the   Act   is   consistently   violated  
when   WSIB   ille f 
before   the   appeal   process   is   complete.   As   part   of   their   decisions,   and   without   the   required   medical  
ce a   case   managers   and   adjudicators   of 
diagnoses   provided   by   the   worker   with   illegal   "layperson   diagnoses”.   WSIB   is   also   defrauding   injured  

changing   their   diagnoses;   rendering  
injured   workers   ineligible   for   benefits.   We   see   this   occur   in   the   case   of   Dr   Brenda   Steinnagel   (Steinnagel  
v   Workplace   Health,   2016   ONSC2138).    
 
[16]   According   to   the   Criminal   Code   Of ful   excuse,  
contravenes   an   Act   Of   Parliament   by   willfully   doing   anything   that   forbids   or   by   willfu
anything   that   it   requires   to   be   done,   unless   a   punishment   is   expressly   provided   by   law,   guilty   of   an  
indictable   offence   and   liable   to   imprisonment   for   a   term   not   exceeding   two   years.   There   is   great   harm  
done   to   the   workers   when  f   the  
workers 
 

f   approximately   $52   million,   as   evidenced   on  
WSIB's   audited   financial   statement   (Appendix  L).   These   funds   have   now   been   unlawfully   removed   from  
the   WSIB funds   are   removed  

f 
investment   M f   other   provincial  
w
traded   on   the   Canadian   and   American   stock   exchanges.   
 
[18]   Provi
provincial   trust   acts;   surplus   funds   belong   to   the   beneficiaries,   and   NOT   the   government.   
 
[19]   As   defined   by   the   Criminal   Code   Of f  
fu fu
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CONCLUSION  
 
Under   the   Rule   of   Law   in   Canada,   not   the   government;   “not   the   prime   minister,   or   any   other   minister;  
not   the   Queen   or   the   Governor   General   or   any   lieutenant-governor;   not   the   most   powerful   bureaucrat;  
not   the   armed   forces;   not   Parliament   itself,   or   any   provincial   legislature   is   above   the   law.”  
Under   the   Rule   of   Law   in   Canada,   “no   independent   governing   agency   has   power,   except   those   given   to  

f   1867   and   1982,   or   their   amendments;   by   a   law   passed   by  
Parliament   or   a   provincial   legislature;   or   by   the   Common   Law   of   England,   which   we   inherited,   and  
which,   though   enormously   modified   by   our   own   Parliament   or   provincial   legislatures,   remains   the   basis  
of vil   law;   property   and   civil   rights,   of   the   whole  
country   except   Quebec   (which   has   its   own   civi
 

From   the   Government   of   Canada   website:     
 
Our   libe f 
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