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MISCARRIAGE OF JUSTICE  
Don't be surprised if you see a poor person being oppressed by the powerful and 

if justice is being miscarried throughout the land. For every official is 

under orders from higher up, and matters of justice get lost in red tape and 
bureaucracy.  Ecclesiastes 5:8  New Living Translation (©2007) 
 

BRICK WALL OF INJUSTICE 
             BRICK  #1. - JOYCE LAPRISE, PUBLIC SERVANT FOR THE  

SASKATCHEWAN GOVERNMENT ON ASSIGNMENT 
This is the brick that led to lawsuit QBG. 1005 of 2002 and finally QBG 1306 of 2005. This 

'brick of injustice' was hurled by Joyce LaPrise who was the Attorney General, 

Saskatchewan Government's 'scapegoat', hench(wo)man, 'hit(wo)man' or whatever name you 
attribute to someone who is assigned and paid to bring irreparable harm to another. 

 

See Exhibit 1. attached.  This is the cover-page of  fax sent to Joyce Laprise from the 

Saskatchewan Regional Director for the Minister of Social Services (Saskatchewan Government) 
Mr. David Hedlund.  He faxed a copy of my amended claim to Joyce Laprise which at that time 

was under a publication ban.  Ms. LaPrise took a one year sabbatical of one year to complete the 
Saskatchewan Government's mission 'to get rid of' Arlene Lowery and the organization she began 

The Anchorage and then returned to this same employer.                           
 

See Exhibit 2:  Joyce LaPrise's questionable actions are described  in a letter addressed to the 

Board of Directors of The Anchorage that I found on the file from                                                            
the Saskatchewan Labour Board through Access to Information. 

 

                     BRICK # 2.  MR. GORDON DAUNCEY, REGISTRAR 

OF THE SASKATCHEWAN COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH (REGINA) 
& 

                     MR. DARRYL BROWN, COUNCIL FOR THE                            

SASKATCHEWAN GOVERNMENT 

 
IRREGULARITIES & ILLEGALITIES 

1.  TELECONFERENCE  - After the Chamber's meeting of December 01st, 2005, the Order I had 

written and filed with the Court of Queen's Bench was challenged by council, actually Mr. Darryl 
Brown, for the Attorney General for the Saskatchewan Government.  Refer to the Supreme Court of 
Canada (SCC) Affidavit of Arlene Lowery in support of an opportunity to Take Leave to Appeal the 

decision made by the Saskatchewan Courts.  Exhibit 3.  Mr. Brown's letter to Mr. Dauncey. 

2.  INACCURACIES IN 'EVENTS REPORT' - *See Exhibit 4. Note: CHAMBER’S MEETING 

OF DECEMBER 01, 2005 was removed from the Event's Report as if it never even occurred but 
replaced the outcome with a revised fiat from which a REVISED order was written to satisfy council.  
3.  REWRITING THE ORDER - Refer to the SCC Affidavit.  The word proposed was to be 

added in brackets (proposed) after those parties that Justice Kovach said could be added to the 
names of the defendants.  These were directions given by Justice Kovach during the 
teleconference. Registrar, Mr. G. Dauncey acknowledged that Government of Canada should be 
referred as proposed and verified this in writing to council for the Attorney General, Government of 

Canada as noted in letter attached.  *See Exhibit 5.                                                                                                       

http://nlt.scripturetext.com/ecclesiastes/5.htm
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                                                   BRICK # 3.  MR. GORDON DAUNCEY 
1.  SENDING BACK FILED DOCUMENTS:  *See these documents at Exhibit 7. 

 Documents that I had filed with the registrar Mr. Dauncey to go to Justice Chicoine re: allowing in new 
evidence (in the absence of a Coroner's Inquest) in particular around the death of my granddaughter 
Autumn Starr, to support my pleading of a 'wrongful death' were returned to me once the registrar 
Mr. Dauncey got back  from his holidays.  

 He overruled the Deputy Registrar's decision to allow me to leave this for Justice Chicoine to consider. 
 Up 'til now the registrar Mr. Dauncey had arranged a teleconference with Justice Kovach who was on 

the bench on December 01, 2005; he had rewritten the Order that I had filed 3 weeks earlier; he had 
replaced the original fiat that read differently and did not note that not one of council objected to Joyce 
LaPrise being added; he ensured that Justice Chicoine was on the bench for arguments and now he 
was lobbying for council with Justice Chicoine denying me the ability to file an application to have new 
evidence allowed in and to have the matter heard at a different venue-that is not in Regina.                  
So Justice Chicoine refused then to read the evidence and Mr. Dauncey simply put an 'X' through the 
date and sent the documents, to support my pleading of a 'wrongful death' back to me.  

 I was so miffed over this and still grieving I sent them by registered mail to Justice Chicoine's address in 
Estevan, SK.  The returned documents are attached at Exhibit 6. and other details are in my Affidavit to 
the SCC in support of an appeal. 

  

2.  WITHHOLDING INFORMATION:  
 When Mr. Dauncey arranged a teleconference between Mr. Brown, Justice F. Kovach and me, I was 

concerned about it occurring so I attended the Registrar's office with a written number of questions to 
provide Justice Kovach before this teleconference began.  I was led to believe that all 5 council would be 
included in this teleconference but only Mr. Brown was there perhaps representing all of them. 

 The registrar refused to deliver my list of questions to Justice Kovach before the teleconference.  When I 
insisted he do this (believing he was simply the messenger and I was being asked to participate in a 
teleconference 2.5 hours later that I was not comfortable with) 'he lost it' blurting out; "Arlene you don't 
call the shots around here!" to which I replied, "No, I don't because you're the government and I'm suing 
you!"  I knew that I was up against an uneven balance of power and that Madame Justice was definitely 
playing 'peek-a-boo' through her blindfold.  

 Mr. Dauncey refuses to allow me to file a motion to be heard to have the autopsy report submitted as 
new evidence.  Further he refused for me to file a motion to change the venue from Regina to another 
city  I became upset about this. 

 Shortly thereafter Chief Justice Laing ordered that the motions to change venues and to allow in new 
evidence be heard.  These hearings were heard by no other than Justice Chicoine. 

 So I telephoned  Mr. Dauncey to ask if this Chamber's meeting was special in any way as it was 
scheduled on a day in which Chambers does not normally meet.  He said it was NOT special in any 
other way but he never disclosed it was to be audio-taped. 
*The same miscarriage of justice occurred here as did on March 07th, 2006 when Justice Chicoine 
heard arguments.  So I wrote via the Registrar's office to Chief Justice Laing with my concerns about all 
of this and he personally wrote me a letter assuring me I was being treated fairly.  Read on....... 

3.   ALTERED FILING DATE ON  DECISION:  see Exhibit 8.The 2nd most grievous brick of injustice. 

 The registrar's office received through the mail as I had.  Justice Chicoine's decision as to 
whether to strike my claim was received in the mail at my residence on March 12th, 2008.   

 The registrar's office copy of the decision was also stamped March 12th, 2008, the very date I 
received my copy.  Mr. Dauncey faxed me a copy of the Style of Cause of the decision he had 
received in their office but not before he wrote over the stamped number 12 with the number 6. 

 He then claimed he'd faxed me a copy of the decision on March 06th, 2008 lying to cover-up his 
fraudulent act of changing the filing date in an attempt to narrow the appeal time-limit.   

 Mr. Dauncey could've produced a record of having faxed me a record of this facsimile but he did 
not or could not because he never did this but just continued to deceive.  
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               BRICK 4.    MR. DON MORGAN: ATTORNEY GENERAL,                                           

SASKATCHEWAN GOVERNMENT                                                                                                             

1.  MISLEAD TO GAIN AN ADVANTAGE:   

This item is the most grievous of all and I've reason to believe it was a criminal act. 
*  Exhibit 9. is the Consent Order and the various signed copies of it.   

This brick relates to the Consent Order that Mr. Darryl Brown council for the AG. for the SK 

Government having advised me that I had to remove the names of all public servants that were named on my 
original Statement of Claim from my amended claim.  After I informed him about the death of Autumn Starr 
and before I completed the amended claim he advised me to remove the public servants' names.  The details:  

i. At the end of October, 2005 I telephoned Mr. Brown to inform him that I  had medical leave to 
grieve the death of Autumn Starr my infant granddaughter who died on October 28th, 2005.   

ii. Therefore I would not be attending court in November but that my husband would be there to 
request an adjournment.  It was at this time he informed me that I could not add the public 
servants as defendants as they could not be litigated and had immunity from civil actions.   

iii. He advised me that the Attorney General, Saskatchewan Government would be the one to add 
only. * The Attorney General (Mr. Don Morgan) made the Consent Order and so the 
government itself committed a felony as he/they knew what they  (that is council, the registrar, 
the Attorney General, members of the judiciary) were advising me to give themselves an 
advantage over me.  I believe they did 'hoodwink' me.  Other words for 'hoodwink' are deceived, 
tricked, duped, deluded, took in, conned, fooled, 'pulled the wool over our eyes'.  What makes 
this so despicable is that they collectively did this while I was grieving the death of my infant 
granddaughter. 

iv. The Order was first signed by my husband on my behalf when he represented me in court on 
November 17th, 2005.  He later had me sign another one that was backdated to the date of 
Autumn's death. 

v. During this time of grief I did not question him advising me to sign this as he told me that I was 
unable to litigate any public servant and that they had immunity.   

vi. In the decision of Justice Chicoine he points out that in taking them off that I abandoned all 
possibility of litigating them in the future.  Therefore these public servants' names could have 
remained on the Statement of Claim (Amended Fresh Copy) as I had intentions of doing.  
Altering the course of justice to give yourself an advantage is a criminal act.  Mr. Don Morgan, 
Attorney General for the Saskatchewan Government who did this is not above the law, he is not 
the law, he represents you and I and clearly is another breach of duty and trust and a clear cut 
case of abuse of his 'power'.  Justice Chicoine knew that this Consent Order was fraudulently 
acquired and that on my own I'd never have done this.  It didn't matter as the outcome of this 
lawsuit was decided internally for the courts to be in control of their own processes.   

vii.    This advise by the Saskatchewan Government's council, Mr. Darryl Brown was never sought.  
Mr. Brown approached me and advised me that I must remove them and acted like he was 
doing me a favor in advising  me of this. 

viii.  All the justices involved in this case and council who all signed this Consent Order knew what 
the Attorney General, Saskatchewan Government was up to and they all 'kept quiet'.  

ix.     Council for all the defendants knew that they were doing a favor for the Attorney General, 
Saskatchewan Government by signing this order and in their going along with it. CRIMINAL 
CODE that may apply is attached and is not inclusive. So who will make them be accountable?  
PERHAPS THE PUBLIC DOMAIN!   This is our hope.                                                                                
When Crown council/ Prosecutor Lane Weigers informed me they dropped the charges against 
Charlene's alleged perpetrators after it was set for trial & I asked him was that not irregular at 
this stage and he laughed reminding me that they, the Crown are the law!  

How dangerous is this for democracy? 
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BRICK # 5:   Honourable Madame LIAN SCHWANN, Q.C. 
Registrar for the Saskatchewan Court of Appeal 

 
1.    THREAT OF PROSECUTION: 

 So I 'got sick and tired of these tactics -the 'brick wall' and that this judiciary was 
determined to make my pursuit of justice an exercise in futility I refused to perfect my 
appeal until the registrar revised the Events Report and reversed the filing date of the 
decision back to the original stamped date of March 12, 2008.  Further at this time I took 
ill and had to have surgery and was still recovering.   

 So council  filed a motion to force me to perfect my appeal or  be prosecuted.  The 
irony here is that Mr. Don Morgan, Mr. Gordon Dauncey and Mr. Darryl Brown and 
perhaps a few others needed to be prosecuted for their criminal acts of undermining 
justice, fraudulent acts of misleading and altering documents as it seems clear as to what 
went down. 

 I didn't show-up for that Chamber's meeting and had a doctor's note.   
 The matter was heard before Justice Cameron who gave me a time-limit to get it 

perfected or be prosecuted. 
 Justice Cameron notes that I am even late in filing my appeal which is blatantly incorrect if 

he had noted that the Registrar, Mr. Gordon Dauncey of the Saskatchewan court of 
queen's bench wrote over the actual filing date to make it appear that I was in fact late-
AND I WAS NOT LATE! because if I had of been late the registrar with the Saskatchewan 
Court of Appeal would have NEVER allowed me to file an appeal on the decision - but 
she did because Mr. Dauncey got caught in a lie-or is it fraud? 

 Soon after all of this Mr. Dauncey was taken under The Attorney General (Mr. Don 
Morgan), Saskatchewan Government on a special assignment.   

2.  APPEAL BOOK COMMISSIONED: 
 Registrar of the SK Court of Appeal the Honourable Madame Lian Schwann Q.C. sent Arlene 

Lowery a letter telling she'd asked Mr. R. Watson, Q.C. and counsel for the defendant  Dr. E. 
Ivanochko to do my Appeal Book.  She notes that he graciously agreed to do it 

 Mr. Watson served to be a serious CONFLICT OF INTEREST for me and those I was   
representing.  I asked myself: Why would he do this for council and me since it was he on behalf of 
council who would not give me a few weeks to grieve the death of Autumn but insisted I be in court 
and he again would not give me a reprieve on filing my appeal as my husband just had major heart 
surgery.   

 For certain he wasn't doing it out of compassion, a favor or anything like that.  I realized that Ms. 
Schwann having commissioned him to do it had to be 'self-serving' once again for the Attorney 
General, Saskatchewan Government. 

 Mr. Watson, council and this court took advantage of me /us by making it possible for ALL 
of council's filed documents that they filed for the original claim which they all knew were 
set aside and not allowed in because THEY NEVER FILED NEW OR AMENDED.   

 *Council doing my Appeal Book interfered with my developing a cohesive argument 
in the manner I had intentions of doing.  This Appeal Book was three Volumes of 

documents put together in a 'helter-skelter' manner which never did produce the original fiat. 
 The original fiat from December 01, 2005, that I wanted added was never produced.  Documents 

that were filed with the filing date were NOT ADDED such as  the Style of Cause of the Statement 
of Claim (Amended Claim-Fresh Copy) in which there was no filing date.                               

Council and this court knew what they were doing-which was more of the same -a 
miscarriage of justice 
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                     BRICK # 6.  JUSTICE GUY CHICOINE-CHANGE OF JUDGES: 
 When I saw Justice Guy Chicoine walk into Chambers and not Justice F. Kovach I was shocked 

considering the history on this file and the fact that even council requested the same judge due to 
this case being involved and complex.   the way he addressed only me (Ms. Lowery you have a 
lot of material here and I don't want you keeping us here til' 8:00p.m.).  Then he added (I was just 
handed this file on the way into Chambers and have not even read it). 

 I was upset that Justice Kovach was no longer assigned to oversee this case.  After all he had 
been party to a Chamber's meeting on December 01, 2005, a teleconference on January 16, 
2006 and another Chamber's meeting on January 17th, 2006 and knew the case well and made 
the orders, it made only sense that it would be he who would hear arguments on March 07, 2006.   

 But no, Justice G. Chicoine was assigned to it. Further, Justice Chicoine was assigned to 
oversee lawsuit QBG. 1005 of A.D. 2002 when he was still seized on a decision on this lawsuit 
compromising both lawsuits. 

This set the stage for what transpired thereafter.   
So I ask the public domain: 

1. Do you believe Justice Chicoine never read the file?   
2. Do you think he should have heard arguments not knowing what was going on?    
3. Should we as the public expect he read it? 
4. Do you believe Justice Chicoine was briefed on this file? 
5. Was there favoritism towards these public servants and the Attorney General, Saskatchewan 

Government and the Attorney General, Government of Canada and even Joyce LaPrise? 
 

BRICK # 7.  SASKATCHEWAN (SOUTHERN) CHIEF JUSTICE ROBERT LAING 

So I contacted Chief Justice Robert Laing in writing my concerns re: this court hearing and other 
concerns providing this through the Registrar's office.  Shortly thereafter I received a letter from him in the 
mail.  He assured me that I was being treated fairly.  *See Exhibit 10. 
After his writing to me I retired Sine Die lawsuit QBG. 1005 of A.D. 2002 and low and behold who walked 
into Chambers but Justice Chicoine. while still seized with a decision on the lawsuit I filed and which had 
implications for both with him being on the bench.  He asked for it to return on the day he'd be back on the 
bench.  This was not legally appropriate unless he consolidated the two lawsuits -which he did not.   
 The matter that day was adjourned for more information to be filed but Justice Chicoine assigned 

himself to this lawsuit.  Was this 'the luck or bad luck of the draw'.     
NOTE: 18 months later another grandbaby died because this ministry (Protection Services) came 

up with a lunatic case-plan for my daughter's baby.                                                                                           

These two precious First Nations' babies, our loved ones, still need justice. 
                         BRICK # 8.   SASKATCHEWAN  CHIEF JUSTICE JOHN  KLEBUC 

1. Part way through arguments for this appeal it was noted that when Justice Klebuc reminded Mr. Brown, 
council for the Attorney General, Saskatchewan Government that he/they (that is all 5 of council on 
behalf of their clients) had not filed new (that is a motion new or amended) 'to strike my claim that Mr. 
Brown stated "I guess we're done then!" that the courtroom was filled with laughter in which I noted that 
these judges all had a really good laugh.  What was before them was no laughing matter because 
there were 4 grandchildren of mine who had not been protected and continued to be sexually 
abused (all the while these protection workers and their counsellor knowing my daughter was in a cult 
and that they had been abused and they neded justice to set a precedent for all children left in this 
state-IGNORED! DURING THE COURSE OF THIS LAWSUIT  two more of my grandchildren lay 
cold in their graves because of more gross negligence and wrongful deaths. This is no laughing matter! 

2. Secondly Justice Klebuc told me at the end of arguments that they (the judges I presumed) would be 
speaking with others and that I would receive their decision.  Who did they talk with?  Were my rights to 
justice like a judicial inquiry denied?  A year later they came up with a 2 paragraph decision. 

Attached below are Exhibits 1 to 10 inclusive. 
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The Regional Director of the 
Saskatchewan Minister of Social 
Services, Mr. David Hedlund was 
key in the damages that Joyce 
LaPrise was assigned to cause me. 
The SK Minister of Social Services 
Mr. Glenn Hagel was also in on 
this.   How do i know this?  I know! 

  Why is Mr. David Hedlund 

faxing my Statement of Claim 

(Amended Fresh Copy) to 

Joyce LaPrise?  The answer is 

clear.  He was behind her 

assigned mission to being 

down The Anchorage and 

Arlene Lowery along with it. 

 Ms. LaPrise had a one year 

sabbatical to get the job done 

and resumed her employment 

with this department after 

bringing down The Anchorage 

and causing me and my family 

irreparable damages?  The 

answer is clear! 

 

BRICK  #1. - JOYCE LAPRISE 
Exhibit 1.  the cover-page of  fax sent to Joyce Laprise 

from the Saskatchewan Regional Director for the Minister of Social 

Services (Saskatchewan Government) Mr. David Hedlund. 
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This copy of Ms. Pat Crowe's(and all of  the Board of 

Directors that Ms. LaPrise loaded-up on the board for The 

Anchorage were in 'hot water'.  The person who wrote this 

note did not sign it but likely was perhaps their lawyer 

because provided by Labour Standards' lawyer. 

 

 BRICK  #1. - JOYCE LAPRISE 
Exhibit 2.  Joyce Laprise's questionable behavior pointed out 

by the defendants' (Board of Directors) lawyer in his letter to the 

Saskatchewan Labour Board.   

 An employee at SK Labour Standards has written this. 
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"Joyce LaPrise has taken some 
extraordinary steps in dealing with 
the assets of the corporation for 
which you can be held entirely 
liable." So, the defendant AG, SK 
Gov't who set her up to do me/us 
harm (Part Three) should be liable. 
To date she and her employer have 
gotten away with it.  These 
Directors know what happened! 

Unless the Directors changed the incorporation 

The Anchorage Counselling & Rehabilitation  

Centre Inc. to the name of the program Healing 

the Nation Inc., which if it was, was fast-tracked, 

it still remains The Anchorage... .... 

 

I already had a lawsuit against these 
Directors with QBG 1005 of A.D. 
2002.  Mr. Worme was present at a 
mediation hearing to avoid the 
matter from going to trial so I am 
not sure what Mr. Worme's talking 
about as my lawyer Mr. Perry Erhardt 
filed a lawsuit against them which is 
QBG 1005 of A.D. 2002.   
I had wanted Ms. Laprise litigated 
from the beginning but litigating her 
vigilante actions would have exposed 
the conspiracy and embarrassed this 
government.  Of course the Directors 
would be held liable if my lawyer with 
the law firm Olive Waller Zinkhan & 
Waller would have done his job.  
What he did do was hold on to it until 
a two year statutory time lapsed and 
dropped it protecting not my husband 
and my interests but his firm's and 
his interests.  Two of their primary 
clients were at that time the 
Aboriginal community and the New 
Democratic Property (NDP).  Then I 
was 'out of pocket for $10,000.00 for 
his /their incompetence and Conflict 

of Interest. -Arlene Lowery 
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When you read this letter you will 

realize that all counsel knew they 

were to file new or amended a 

motion to strike my Statement of 

Claim (Amended-Fresh Copy) in 

addition to filing new or amended 

their  substantive materials to 

support their motion 'to strike' it.  

One of those was to have been 

an individual or collective 

Statement of Defence but they 

had NONE. Justice Chicoine 

claimed that I had no  cause of 

action when this is such a mis-

representation of the amended 

claim assisted counsel.   Counsel 

is advising the registrar and me 

that my grandchildren are under 

disability when they know that this 

was NEVER established. Again 

deception & misleading.-A.L. 

BRICK # 2.   
MR. GORDON DAUNCEY, REGISTRAR OF THE                                       

SK COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH (REGINA) & 

MR. DARRYL BROWN, COUNCIL FOR SK GOV'T. 

EXHIBIT 3.  Mr. Brown's letter to Mr. Dauncey 
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Council  had 
to have 

known that 
you do not 

file an 
amended 

Brief of Law 
before filing a 

Notice of 
Motion to 
strike my 
amended 

claim or filing 
a Statement 
of Defence 

and 
substantive 
materials to 

support 
striking my 
amended 

claim. They 
got away with 

this-Wow! 
The SK Court of QBG Registrar does not 
even itemize me filing of my Statement of 
Claim (Amended Fresh Copy).   I have 
concluded that the reason he didn`t is to HELP 

the defence because it was already fixed `to 
strike` my claim and so they didn`t have to 
follow the rules.  No one was suppose to 
read it either, but now you can read it. 
The court system, lawyers count on self-

litigants being daft-they got caught in their 
own fraudulent actions and they`ve gotten 
away with it!   
A very SAD DAY for justice in Canada 
for His `bruised reeds` and all Canadians 
who wish to represent themselves. 

Written comments circled in red are those of Arlene Lowery 

BRICK # 2.   
MR. GORDON DAUNCEY, REGISTRAR OF THE SK 

COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH (REGINA) & 
MR. DARRYL BROWN, COUNCIL FOR SK GOV'T. 

EXHIBIT 4.  The Events Report 
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,  

 

 

BRICK # 2.   
MR. GORDON DAUNCEY, REGISTRAR OF THE SK                   

COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH (REGINA) & 

MR. DARRYL BROWN, COUNCIL FOR SK.GOVERNMENT. 

EXHIBIT 5.  Order- filed by Arlene Lowery  

EXPARTE did not need to be used here but this was 
not reason to change the intent of the Order that 
was derived from the original fiat.  They had to 
rewrite it to remove Joyce LaPrise as added-they 
cheated. 
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 The acting registrar correctly 
changed the date from the date of 
the Chamber's meeting to the actual 
date my Order was being filed. 
which was c. 



 

14 
 
 

   

 

 

 

 

In the revised fiat and there is no mention of Joyce LaPrise as in the first fiat as it was rewritten to suitCOUNCIL AND 

MR. DAUNCEY, LEAVING OUT THAT JOYCE LAPRISE who WAS ADDED ON DECEMBER 01, 2005 with no 

objection to add her from all 5 members of council. This is why Mr. Dauncey and Mr. Brown needed a teleconference 

with Justice F. Kovach to alter the course of justice.  This is why they required a new judge -in my opinion!  

There were no 

materials filed by 

council for the 

Defendants for me 

to respond to 

because their council 

never filed new or 

amended-nor did they 

even a motion 'to 

strike' my amended 

claim-& they got away 

with it.!!!  
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The only comment on 

the face of the document 

filed as an exhibit  was  

by A. Lowery- the 

comments in the arrow 

and circled in red.   

I called back 

because he said 

he would file it if 

he did not hear 

from me.  After 

all of this I had 

no say anyway.  I 

did emphasize 

that my Order 

was fine except 

for the removal 

of the word Ex 

Parte and that as 

directed by 

Justice Kovach 

the addition of 

parties were to 

be added to the 

Style of Cause 

with the word 

proposed put in 

brackets  behind  

their designation  

as either infant 

children 

plaintiffs or 

defendants.  This 

Order was not  

O.K. but feeling 

bullied into 

accepting it .-A.L. 

Mr. Dauncey fails to  
mention my concerns  
in the leaving out 
of the names of my  
grandchildren as 
proposed infant 
plaintiffs & the Gov't 
of Canada as proposed. 
This was agreed upon 
in their teleconfernce. 
Of course Joyce Laprise  
should have been on period! 
But I had no say-no power! 
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BRICK # 2.   
MR. GORDON DAUNCEY, REGISTRAR OF THE SK  COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH (REGINA) & 

MR. DARRYL BROWN, COUNCIL FOR SK.GOVERNMENT. 

EXHIBIT 6.  Order- Mr. Brown drafted & approved by & filed by Mr. Dauncey to replace 

Arlene Lowery's Order WHICH WAS DONE RIGHT AFTER THE TELECONFERENCE.  
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The Order that 
council & the 

Registrar produced 
to replace the Order I 

had filed refers to 
the claim to be 

argued on March 
07th, 2006 as both 

the Plaintiff's 
Amended Claim or 

proposed Amended 
Claim.  Which is it? 
0f course it is the 
Amended Claim 

entitled:  Statement 
of Claim (Amended-

Fresh Copy) that was 
filed on the same 

day that they rewrote 
my Order.  Also 

'proposed 
amendments' is 

inaccurate & they all 

know it!!! 

The tele-

conference was 

January 17th, 

2006 & the filing 

date is January 

17th, 2006 and 

Arlene Lowery's 

Order filed with 

the court on 

December 23rd, 

2005 is now in 

the  waste-

paper basket.   

All of this is 

leading up to a 

new judge-an 

uninformed 

one at that who 

never read the 

file before 

hearing so he 

told us. 
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BRICK # 3. 
MR. GORDON DAUNCEY, REGISTRAR OF THE 

SASKATCHEWAN COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH (REGINA) 

EXHIBIT 7.  DOCUMENTS filed by Arlene Lowery are 
returned to her with his writing an 'X' through the filing date. 
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Changing the actual filing date of the decision 
& then lying about it goes to the credibility of  

the Canadian Court System. 

BRICK # 3. 
MR. GORDON DAUNCEY, REGISTRAR OF THE                           

SK COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH (REGINA) 
EXHIBIT 8.  DECISION FILING DATE that was stamped on it was   

manually changed by Mr. Dauncey. 
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BRICK # 4.- THE BIGGEST BRICK OF ALL - CONSENT ORDER-Exhibit 9 
HON. DON MORGAN-Attorney General for the Saskatchewan Government on the council of MR. D. BROWN ILL-ADVICES  ARLENE 

LOWERY TO REMOVE  ALL THE NAMES OF PUBLIC SERVANTS FROM HER AMENDED CLAIM  SOON TO BE FILED.  
FURTHERMORE MR. BROWN ADVISES HER HE WILL DO THE CONSENT ORDER FOR ME TO SIGN ALONG WITH ALL OF COUNCIL. 

MR. DON MORGAN'S DEPUTY THEN PRODUCES HIS ORDER TO BE SIGNED.  
 AFTER THE FACT I FIND OUT THIS WAS ILLEGALLY OBTAINED AND I HAD BEEN PURPOSELY TRICKED  

TO PROTECT THESE PUBLIC SERVANTS. 

THEY'VE ALL ACTED 'SHAMELESS' & 'LAWLESS'!  WHY?-because they are the law??? 
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Likely this was 

never filed as 

when Mr. 

Watson, Q.C. 

did my Appeal 

Book this is 

another 

document that 

he forgot (?) to 

add.  Wow! 

This is our 

justice system.           

s 
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It states below: "This Order was prepared by the 

Deputy Attorney General and .... These are the 

parties responsible plus all others who had ANY 

part in it! 
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NOTE:  *  At this time I am awaiting for these lawyers and public servants to be charged and 

PROSECUTED by those in authority to do so after which time I will file a lawsuit. - A. Lowery 

CRIMINAL CCODE THAT APPLIES TO THE CONSENT ORDER 

5. Breach of trust by public officer 

122.   Every official who, in connection with the duties of his office, commits fraud or a breach of trust is 

guilty of an indictable offence and liable to imprisonment for a term not  exceeding five years, whether or not 

the fraud or breach of trust would be an offence if it  were committed in relation to a private person. 

R.S., c. C-34, s. 
111. 

 

Parties to offence 

21. (1) Every one is a party to an offence who 

(a) actually commits it; 

(b) does or omits to do anything for the purpose of aiding any person to commit it; or 

(c) abets any person in committing it. 

Common intention 

(2) Where two or more persons form an intention in common to carry out an unlawful purpose and to assist 

each other therein and any one of them, in carrying out the common purpose, commits an offence, each of them 

who knew or ought to have known that the commission of the offence would be a probable consequence of 

carrying out the common purpose is a party to that offence. 

R.S., c. C-34, s. 21. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 PARTIES TO OFFENCES  

http://laws.justice.gc.ca/fra/C-46/page-2.html#codese:21
http://laws.justice.gc.ca/fra/C-46/page-2.html#codese:21
http://laws.justice.gc.ca/fra/C-46/page-2.html#codese:21-ss:_2_
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BRICK  #7.     Exhibit 10.   
SASKATCHEWAN (SOUTHERN)  

CHIEF JUSTICE ROBERT LAING addressing Arlene Lowery's concerns-claims 
Arlene Lowery's being treated justly.  
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Sadly, another 
grandbaby Lily 
died 13 months 
later as the SK  
Ministry of 
Child Protection  
gave my 
daughter their 
role to find a 
caregiver-
totally absurd. 
If this justice 
system was just 
with the death 
of her baby 
sister Autumn 
Starr and 
provided a 
Coroner's 
Inquest which 
she was denied 
only to protect 
the SK Gov't. 

To my precious 

grandchildren & 

grandbabies & to those who 

have suffered similar 

tragedies & injustices (the 

'bruised reeds' of our nation 

) I did my best.  God is in all 

efforts in seeking justice for 

the vulnerable.- Arlene 

Injustice anywhere is a threat to justice everywhere. 
 

My appeal letter to the Hon. Chief Justice of 

Saskatchewan Mr. John Klebuc to look into all of 

these matters. He did not respond. 


