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MISCARRIAGE OF JUSTICE

Don't be surprised if you see a poor person being oppressed by the powerful and
if 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 LAPRI8HBBLIC SERVANT FOR THE
SASKATCHEWAN GOVERNMENT ON ASSIGNMENT
This is the brick that led to lawsuit QBG. 1005 of 2002 and finally QBGTh&06 of 200!
'brick of injustice’ was hurletDlyice LaPris&ho was théttorney General,

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

SeeExhibit 1attached This is the coveage offax sent to Joyce Laprise from the
Saskatchewan Regional Director for the Minister of Social Services (Saskatchewan Govertr
Mr. David Hedlurtde faxed a copy of my amended claycéolapris which at that time

was under a publication bésLaPriseook a one year sabbatical of one year to complete the
Saskatchewan Government's mission 'to get rid of' Arlene Lowery and the organization she
The Anchorage and then returned to this same employer.

SeeExhibit 2 Joyce LaPrise's questionable actions are described in a letter addressed to -
Board of Directors of The Anchiti@gefound on the file from
the Saskatchewan Labour Board through Actessatioim

BRICK #.2MR. GORDON DAUNCR¥GISTRAR
OF THE SASKATCHEWAN COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH (REGINA)
&
MR. DARRYL BRO®WCOUNCIL FOR THE
SASKATCHEWAN GOVERNMENT

IRREGULARITIESLKEGALITIES

1. TELECONFEREN®¥er the Chamber's meeting of December 01st, 2005, the Order | hi
written and filed with the Court of Queen's Bench was challenged by council, actually Mr. D¢
Brown, for the Attorney General for the Saskatchewware@ovRefer to the Supreme Court of
Canada (SCC) Affidavit of Arlene Lowery in support of an opportunity to Take Leave to App
decision made by the Saskatchewan Eoimisit3. Mr. Brown's letter to Mr. Dauncey.

2. INACCURACIES IN 'EVEREBORTF*SeeExhibit4Not e: CHAMBERG S
OF DECEMBER 01, 2005 was removed ffgantiseRepods if it never even occurred but
replaced the outcome with a revised fiat from which a REVISED order was written to satisfy
3. REWRITINGHE ORDEHRefer to the SCC Affidavit. The word proposed was to be
added in brackets (proposed) after those parties that Justice Kovach said could be added tc
names of the defendants. These were directions given by Justice Kovach during the
telecordrence. Registrar, Mr. G. Dauncey acknowledged that Government of Canada shoulc
referred as proposed and verified this in writing to council for the Attorney General, Governr
Canada as noted in letter atta¢hamExhibit 5



http://nlt.scripturetext.com/ecclesiastes/5.htm

BRICK #.3MR. GORDON DAUNCEY

1. SENDING BACK FILED DOCUMENSE® these documents Bkhibit 7.

U Documents that | had filed with the régisbatuncdg go to Justice Chicoine re: allowing in |
evidence (in the absence of a Coroner's Inquest) in particular around the death of my gi
Autumn Statg support my pleading of a ‘wrongfedth' were returned to me once the regis
Mr. Dauncey got back from his holidays
He overruled the Deputy Registrar's decision to allow me to leave this for Justice Chicoi
Up 'til now the regisiiar Dauncénad arranged-a telecanfee with Justice Kowahb was on
the bench on December 01, 2005; he had rewritten the Order that | had filed Beweeks e:
replaced the originaltfiat read differently and did not note that not one of council objecte:
LaPrise begraddeghe ensured that Justice Chicoine was on the bench for arguments an
was lobbying for council with Justice Glecging me the ability to file an application to hav
evidence allowed in and to have the matter heard at a diférahisveot in Regina.

So Justice Chicoine refused then to read the evidence and Mr. Dauncey simply ghean '
date and sent the documémtsupport my pleading of a 'wrongfubaelato’ me.

| was so miffed over thisssitidjrieving | sent them by registered mail to Justice Chicoine's
Estevan, SKThe returned docurseare attachedEthibi6. and other details are in my Affiday
the SCC in support of an appeal.

2. WITHHOLDING INFORMATION:

0  WherMr. Dauncey arranged a teleconference between Mr. Brown, Justice F. Kiowash an
concerned about it occurring so | attended the Registrar's office with a written number o
provide Justice Kovach beforeldienference begamas led to believe that all 5 council wc
included in this teleconference but only Mr. Brown was there perhaps representing all o
The registrar refused to delydist of questions to Justice Kovach before ttierexieebdVhen |
insisted he do thielfeving he was simply the messenger and | was being asked to partic
teleconference 2.5 hours later that | was not comfortablestithplurting out; "Arlene you di
call the shots around here!" to which | 'Heplieédion't because you're the government and I'
you!"l knew that | was up against an uneven balance of power and that Madame Justice
playing 'peek-boo’ through her blindfold.

Mr. Dauncey refuses to allow me to file a motion to be heard to have the autopsy report

new evidencé&urther he refused for me to file a motion to changeftbenvikegma to another

city | becae upset about this.

Shortly thereaftéhief Justice Laing ordered that the motions to change venues and to all

evidence be heaithese hearings were heard by no other than Justice Chicoine.

So | telephoned Mr. Dautwcask if this Chamberéeting was special in anyas/gywas

scheduled on a day in which Chamesm®toormally meéte said it was NOT special in any

other way bhe never disclosed it was to betapdib.

*The same miscarriage of justice occurred here agciddaithy20@hen Justice Chicoine

heard argumentSo | wrote via the Registrar's office to Chief Justidin loayngoncerns about

of this and he personally wrote me a letter assuring me | was being treated fairly. Read
3. ALTEREBILING DATE ON DECISI€HdEXhibit 8The 2nd most grievous brick of injustice.

U The registrar's office received through the mail as | had. Justice Chicaméis decision
whether to strike my clagsreceived in the maingtresidence on March 12th, 2008.

The registrar's office copy of the decision was also stamped March 12th, 2008, the very
received my copgyir. Dauncey &tkme a copy of the Style of Cause of the decision he had
received in theffice
He then claimed he'd faxed me afciygydecision on March 06th, 2008 lying-up toser
fraudulent act of changing the filing date in an attempt to narrow thkn@ppeal time

1 Mr. Dancey coule produced a record of having faxed me a record of this facsimile but h
not or could not because he never Bt {bist continued to deceive.




BRICK4 MR. DON MORGANIORNEY GENERAL,
SASKATCHEWAN GOVERNMENT

1. MISLEAD TO GAIN AN ADVANTAGE:

* Exhibit 9. is the Consent Orded the various signed copies of it.

This brick relates to@@nsent Order thatMr. Darryl Browepuncil for the AG. for the SK
Government having advised me that | had to remove the names of all pldiioveszvanteed on my
original Statement of Claim from my amended claim. After | informed him about the death of A
and before bmpleted the amended claim he advised me to remove the public servants' names.
i. Atthe end of October, 2005 | telephoned Mr. Brown to inform him that | had medical lear
grieve the death of Autumn Starr my infant granddaughtenvaiatied 28th, 2005.
Therefore | would not be attending court in November but that my husband would be thel
request an adjournment. It was at this time he informed me that | could not add the publi
servants as defendants as they coulditigateel and had immunity from civil actions.
He advised me that the Attorney General, Saskatchewan Government would be the one
only. * The Attorney General (Mr. Don Morgan) made the Consent Order and so the
government itself committeldayfas 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. | believe they did 'hoodwink' me. Other words for ‘hoodwink' are de
trickedduped, deluded, took in, conned, fooled, 'pulled the wool over our eyes'. What ma
this so despicable is that they collectively did this while | was grieving the death of my inf.
granddaughter.
The Order was first signed by my husband onfwhéelme represented me in court on
November 17th, 2005. He later had me sign another one that was backdated to the date
Autumn's death.
During this time of grief | did not question him advising me to sign this as he told me that
unable tdilgate any public servant and that they had immunity.
In the decision of Justice Chicoine he points out that in taking them off that | abandoned
possibility of litigating them in the fliherefore these public servants' names could have
remained on the Statement of Claim (Amended Fresh Copy) as | had intentions of doing.
Altering the course of justice to give yourself an advantage is a criminal act. Mr. Don Mo
Attorney Generaltfur Saskatchewan Government who did this is not above the law, he is
the law, he represents you and | and clearly is another breach of duty and trust and a cle
case of abuse of his 'powestice Chicoine knew thaCthisent Ordeas fradulently
acquired and that on my own I'd never have done this. It didn't matter as the outcome of
lawsuit was decided internally for the courts to be in control of their own processes.
il. This advise by the Saskatchewan Government'src@arcy| Brown was never sought
Mr. Brown approached me and advised me that | must remove them and acted like he wi
doing me a favor in advising me of this.
All the justices involved in this case and council who all signed this CensesiaDrder kn
the Attorney General, Saskatchewan Government was up to and they all 'kept quiet'.
Council for all the defendants knew that they were doing a favor for the Attorney General
Saskatchewan Government by signing this order and inatloaig gothdt.RIMINAL
CODEhat may apply is attached and is not inclusive. So who will make them be accounte
PERHAPS THE PUBLIC DOMAIN! This is our hope.
When Crownuacil/ Prosecutor Lane Weigers informed me they dropped the charges aga
Charlene's alleged perpetrators after it was set for trial & | asked him was that not irregul:
this stage and he laughed reminding me that they, the Crown are the law!
How dagerous is this for democracy?




BRICK #:5Honourable Madamd.IAN SCHWANN, Q.C.
Registrar for the Saskatchewan Court of Appeal

1. THREAT OF PROSECUTION:

U So|'got sick and tired of these tHutidsrick wall' and that this judiciary was
determined to make my pursuit of justice an exercise in futility | refused to perfect
appeal until the registrar revised the Events Reportjand reverset thfetliéing da
decision back to the original stamped date of MarchPat2€1&his timktook
ill and had to have .surgaywas still recovering.

So councilfiled a motion to force me to perfect my appeal or be proseCied.
irony here is thdt. Don MorgaMr.GordonDaunceyandMr.Darryl Browand

perhaps a few others for their criminal acts of undermining
justice, fraudulent acts of misleading and altering dasitisesnts clear as toav

went down.

| didn't shoup for that Chamber's meeting and had a doctor's note.

The matter was heard before Justice Cameron who gawimieta tetet

perfected or be prosecuted.

Justice Cameron notes that | am even late in filing wiyieipeblatantly incorrect if
he had noted that the Registrar, Mr. Gordon Dauncey of the Saskatchewan court
gueen's bench wrote over the actual filing date to make it appear that I-was in fac
AND | WAS NOT LAGé&cause if | had of been lateetfigtrar with the Saskatchewan
Court of Appeal would have NEVER allowed me to file an appeal ontthe decision
she didhecause Mr. Dauncey got caught-or &liefraud?

U Soon after all of this Dauncey was taken under The Attorney Geemal (Mr
Morgan), Saskatchewan Governmargpecial assignment.

2. APPEAL BOOK COMMISSIONED:

u

Registrar of the SK Court of Appé#airiberable Madame Lian Schwannsent Arlene
Lowery a letter telling sasked Mr. R. Watson, Q.C. and coutiseldefendant Dr. E.

Ivanochko to do my Appeal ERiuknotes that he graciously afgreledt
M. Watson served to be a serious CONFLICT OF INN[oIfj=E=1a{s Ria[o}=RRVES

representind.asked myself: Why would he do this for council andt masshrecen behalf of
council who would not give me a few weeks to grieve the death of Autumn but insisted | |
and he again would not give me a reprieve on filing my appeal as my husband just had n
surgery.

For certain he wasiwing it out of compassion, a favor or anything like that. | realized that
Schwann having commissioned him to do it had-seivéngetince again for the Attorney
General, Saskatchewan Government.

Mr. Watson, council and this court took advaraagheusby making it possible for ALL

of council's filed documernisat they filed for theriginal clainwhich they all knew were

set aside and not allowedoecauseTHEY NEVER FILED NEW OR AMENDED

Jl*Council doing my Appeal Book interfered withawgloping a cohesive argu

in the manner | had intentions of dEIERAY oJsEIN=1ele QIR ) (=T-RV/e] (V1 [XYo}
documents put together in a ‘bleéikter' manner which never did produce the original fiat.

1 The original fiat from December 01, 2005ated bdded was never prodideclments

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

Council and tkicourt knew what they were daivigch was more of the sara
miscarriage of justi




BRICK # GIUSTICE GUY CHICOMMANGE OF JUDGES

U When | saw Justice Guy Chicoine walk into Chambers and not Justice Fshtmkach |
considering the history on this file and the fact that even council requested the san
this case being involved and complex. the way he addresddd.dmywerg you have a
lot of material here and | don't want you keepmglu8:0@p.in. Then he addddv@s just
handed this file on the way into Chambers and have not)even read it
| was upset that Justice Kovach was no longer assigned to oversee this case. Afte
been party to a Chamber's meeting on December 01, 2005, a teleconference on Ji
2006 and another Chamber's meeting on January 17th, 2006 anceknwelvdhd ozede
the orders, it made only sense that it would be he who would hear arguments on M
But no, Justice G. Chicoine was assigned to it. Further, Justice Chicoine was assic
oversee lawsuit QBG. 1005 of A.D. 2002 whenilhseizeisbn a decision on this lawsi
compromising both lawsuits.

This set the stage for what transpired thereafter.
So | ask the public dom:

2. Do you think he should have heard argumentsingtviimat was going on?

4. Do you believe Justice Chicoine was briefed on this file?

BRICK #.7SASKATCHEWAN (SOUTHERN) CHIEF JUSTICE ROBERT LAl
Sol contacted Chief Justice Robert Lamgritingny concerns re: this court hearing and other
concerns providing this through the Registrar's office. Shortly thereafter | received a lettel
mail. He assured me that | was being treated fakeiyhilFigee
After his writing to nmegired Sine Die lawsuit QBG. 1005 of A.D. 2002 and low and behold w
into Chambers but Justice Chicoine. while still seized with a decision on the lawsuit | filed
implications for both with him being on the bench. He agletdriooit tbe day he'd be back or
bench.
U The matter that day was adjourned for more information to be filed but Justice Chicoir

himself to this lawsuit. Was this 'the luck or bad luck of the draw'.
NOTE18 months later another grandbaby died because this ministry (Protecties)Ssame
up with a lunatic cagetan for my daughter's baby.

These two precious First Nations' babies, our love

BRICK #.8 SASKATCHEWAN CHIEF JUSTICE JOHN KLEBUC
Part way through arguments for this appeal it was noted that when Justice Klebuc remin
council for the Attorney General, Saskatchewan Government that isedth&yo{ council on
behalf of their cligntsid not filed ndhat is a motion new or amé@ridestrike my claim that Mr.
Brown statétiguess we're done theait'the courtroom.was filled with laughter in which | nc
these judges all had a really good ihglh was before them was no laughing niatteruse
there were 4 grandchildren of mine who had not been protectesh@amaged to beexually
abusedall the while these protection workers and their counsellor knowing my daughter
and that dy had been abused and they nextee to set a precedent for all children left in th
statelGNORED! DURING THE COURSE OF THIS L $tdie of my grandchildriery
cold in their gravelsecause ahoregross negligence and wrongful degithisno laughing matter!
Secondly Justice Klebuc told me at the end of arguments that they (the judges | presum
speaking with others and that | would receive their decision. Who did they talk with? Wi
justice like a judicial iyodenied? year later they came up with a 2 paragraph decision.




The Regional Director of the

g BRI CE LAPRIS
® Exhibit 1.the covepage of fax sent to Joyce Laj
from the Saskatchewan Regional Directd*/lfc_)'rsﬂee of Soci A &1t of a7 A
Services (Saskatchewavernmerr. David Hedlun % delif 2
Jﬁmmmrgﬁmmrgﬁmh 7 ﬁ&m?vj
e . L “_E_Y@Wﬂei&

Saskatchewan Minister of Social
Services, Mr. David Hedlund was
key in the damages that Joyce
LaPrise was assigned to cause n
The SK Minister of Siat Services
Mr. Glenn Hagel was also in on
this. How do i know this? | know.
1 Why is Mr. David Hedlund
faxing my Statement of Claim
(Amended Fresh Copy) to
Joyce LaPrise? The answer i¢
clear. He was behind her
assigned mission to being
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down The Anch@age and
Arlene Lowery along with it.
1 Ms. LaPrise had a one year |
sabbatical to get the job done
and resumed her employment
with this department after
bringing dewn The Anchorage
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| BRICK #LJOYCELAPRISE
| Exhibit 2.Joyce Laprise's questionable behavior poir

| by the defendants' (Board of Directors) lawyer in his IS
i Saskatchewan Labour )

SEMAGANIS WORME ¢~ MISSENS Co

Barristers & Attorneys-At-Law
. Donald E. Worme, LL.B, ’ Saskatoon Office Gregory J. Curtis, B.A,, B.E4, LLB.*
Bonnie D. Missens, LL.B. #300 - 203 Packham Avenue Helen G. Semaganis, BA, ILB.
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, STN 4K5 :
Telepbone: (306) 6647175 (Asitinakaniseckan Askiy Indian Resorse) " Telefux: (306) 664-7176

This copy of Ms. Pat Crowe's(and all of the Board o

January 3.72003 Directors that Ms. LaPrise loadgdon the board for Th
Anchorage were in 'hot water'. The person who wrote t

note did not sign it but likely was perhaps their lawye
‘Ms Candice Pete | ‘because provideoy Labour sndards|a

839 Athlone Drive 3140 Grant Road

Regina, SK S4X 2H2 | ' Regina, SK 845 5H1.

Mr. Ivan Thofnsdn_ LMS/ Patricia Crowe -

151 Elmview Road o 62 Boucher Crescent
Regina, SK S4R 7B6 _ N Regina, SK S4R 7E3

Mr. Erick Gordon :  Ms. Darlene Kennedy

Box 397 : Box 488 ' :
Fort QuAppelle, SK S0G 180 Montmartre, SK S0G 3Mo0

-Dear Sirs and Mesdames:

Re: Arlene Lowery v. The ,Anchofage Counseliing, et al
Our File: 02DW6817.01 ,

Further to our letter and enclosures of December 11, 2002, we look forward to your.
comments so we may be in a position to respond to the opposing solicitor. Should we be

- unable to respond on your behalf you can be certain that Ms. Lowery's solicitor will proceed
without further regard.

-

You will also note from the material that was forwarded to you that it is the intention of Ms.
Lowery's solicitor to hold each of you jointly and severally liable for the damages incurred

. by his client whether you had been involved in any of the decision making or not. - Such
result is, as'| had explained to you in our meetings both proceeding and following the
mediation, sustainable at law if you are found by a Court to have been a proper director
at the material times.

o2
: - INDIGENOUS LAW GROUP
Comprehensive & Specific Claims With Offices & Affilintes Alternative Dispute Resolution
Treaty Land Entitlement Unit in Ottawa & Victoria Business Law Group
Straregic Planning Unit Email: lgalwarvior@sasktelnet Policy Researcl & Developmenis
Criminal & Givil Litigation Group * Mediator Naswral Resonrces Law Unir -

>An employee at SK Labour Standards has written ?a‘f'ri cia Cro we 3 L{-b ht.l"ﬂ'-FCJ .




"Joyce LaPrise has taken some

extraordinary steps in dealing with

the assets of the corporatiofor ) Z Leatd

which you can be held entirely | Unless the Directors changed the incorpg

liable." So, the defendant AG, SK The Anchorage Counselling & Rehabilitati

Gov't who set her up to do me/us ] Centre Incto the name of the program He:

harm (Part Three) shadibe liable. | ] the Nation Inc., which if it was, wasked |
R Januar)’, _31 2003 To date she and her emp|0yer haw(* ot it stilkemains The Anchorage... ...
 Bage2 gotton-away-with-it—Fhese =

9 >

Directors know what happened!

advise eifher Healing the Nati

In this regard, while I am not fretained to
your corporate responsibilities as-dire : .
to obtain specific advice in thisJye . As you may know, Hea_hng the Nation lnc_.» unc_l_er
the auspices of Director Joyce Laprise has taken some extraordinary steps iq dealing with
the assets of the corporation for which you can be held entirely liable. Apcordmgly, youare~_
urged fo seek legal advice in the event you should be/confronted with such event. Qf
course, should you wish to continue our service in this réspect we would be most happy

to hear from you. : .

Trusting'that the above is in order.

| already had a lawsuit against th
Directors wi@BG1005 of A.D.
2002 Mr. Worme was present at
~ mediation hearing to avoid the
matter from going to trigb | am

Donald E. Worme, Q.C. not sure what Mr. Worme's talkin

Barrister & Solicitor - about as my lawyer Mr. Perry Er
: - filed a lawsuit against them whic

QBG 1005 of A.D. 2002.

| had wanted Ms. Laprise litigate
from the beginning but litigating |
vigilante actions would have exp
theconspiracy and embarrassed
government. Of course the Dire
would be held liable if my lawyer
the law firm Olive Waller Zinkhar
Waller would have done his job.
What he did do was hold on to it
a two year statutory time lapsed
drgoped it protecting not my hushi
and my interests but his firm's an
his interests. Two of their primat
clients were at that time the
Aboriginal community and the N¢
Democratic Property (NDP). Thg
was 'out of pocket for $10,000.0
his /their @aompetence and Confli
of InterestArlene Lowery

DEW:.dm

INDIGENOUS LAW GROUP
Comprehensive & Specific Claims With Offices ¢ Affilintes Alternative Dispucte Resolution
Treaty Land Entitlement Unit in Ottawa & Victoria .Bm_imrnw Group
Strategic Planning Unit Email: legalwarrior@sasktel.net Polizy Research @Dmtopﬁlsmt
Crisninal & Civil Litigation Group . *Mediator Natural Resources Law Unit
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BRICK #.2 a
MR. GORDON DAUN(HE¥ISTRAR OF THE ]
SK COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH (REGINA) & [

MR. DARRYL BROW®MUNCIL FORSOV'T. ]
EXHIBIT 3Mr. Brown's lettdo Mr. Daunce i

B Soskatchewan

o T A T o A T

When you read this Iét’t_e[r’\y/oL
realize that all counsel knew
were to file new or amended
motion to strike my Statem

Claim (Amendé&desh Copﬁ
addition tfiling new or amemh
their substantive materials tg
support their motion 'to strike

Justice 9th Floor, 1874 Scarth Street
Regina, Canada
SaP3V7
Civil Law Division
6 Please Reply To:
Darryl J. Brown
Phone: 787-8953
Fax: 787-0581
— s
ourt of Queen’s Bench in
2425 Victoria Avenue e
REGINA, Saskatchewan W
S4P 3V7

t”——_‘__,_,.-_,, R T e

' LN e o
Attention: Office of the ocal Registrar LA HEGISTRAR'S

___OFFICE - Regina

|
4_
Sih A A l

Pt

One of those was to have be
an individual or collective

Statement of Defence but they

had NONBustice Chicoine
claimed that | had cause of
action when thigssuch a mis
representation of the amende
claim assisted couns€bunsel
is advising the registrad me
that my grandchildren are un
disability when they know thg

v. Government of Saskatchewan et al
- Q.B.G. No. 136 of 2005

a copy of the clerk’s notes regarding the last return of this matter
M. Justice Kovach. It is our collective recollection that five things

(}i\appened;

1) in response to a Motion brought by Arlene Lowery pursuant to Rule 165, her
proposed amendments to the pleadings themselves was allowed in the form Arlene
jLowery put forth in 2 document entitled “PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO
ADDRESS THE MOTION TO AMEND (R 165)%

t 2) given (2) no motion was brought for e adding of new parties (either

was NEVER eStab”?ﬁh%?- Ag]’ﬂmsuant to Rules 38 or 37 or any other Rule); (b) as a non-lawyer cannot act for an
s

decention & mi A

R
! Wiﬁbc\ﬂ

s

A

. Acid-frea Paper

infant (being someone under legal disability) by virtue of Rule 10 of the Queen’s

| Bench Rules, and (c)due to there being no notice scrved on any proposed new

defendants; the issue of whether the 4 proposed new infant plaintiffs or proposed new
defendants were to be added was set over to the next retum date of the matter, being
March 7, 2006, for argument;

3) the final version of proposed amendments to the Claim, (essentially the

? .
Wi
Lh ﬂ Irs. Lowery wishes to advance), was to be provided to the Defendants in the
"-? actio
)

By January 17", 2006, responding materials were to be provided by the

endants to Mrs. Lowery by the 7" of February, 2006, and Mrs. Lowery’s materials
pQuse were to be provided to the Defendants by February 28", 2006, with the
proceeding to argument on March 7%, 2006, at 2:00 p.m.,

) The Order of Gunn, J., of November 17", 2005, sealing parts of the file was
G oe Jontinued to and including March 7, 2006, and,

5) Mrs. Lowery was to appear in person or by counsel.

We have alsb\yeen made aware of what purports to be an issued Order which was
apparently issup# on December 23", 2005, by Arlenc Lowery (copy attached). We
were not appfoached with respect to its accuracy prior to issuance. [t is our collective

T

10



BRICK #.2 ‘%
MR. GORDON DAUNCREGISTRAR OF THE S‘
COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH (REGINA) &;:;

MR. DARRYL BROWBOUNCIL FOR SK GOV'
EXHIBIT 4TheEvents Report &

]
B e T I KR AT T A B AT I M N |

939

Written comments circledh red are those of Arlene Lowery

— g o~ o

Event Reportfor: QBG1306/2005 Bent Lete
S
Effective Date:  Monday, July 25, 2005
Judgment Amount: Clalm Amount:  §9,563,220.00
EVENT LIST
Event Type Event Decripti
ption Event F Effi
STATEMENT OF CLAIM > Pyt
NOTICE OF INTENT TO oy P
DEFEND/ANSWE  GOVT OF SASK, CALVERT, HAGEL, NILSON,  50.00 15-Aug-2005
NOTICE OF INTENT TO DEFEND/ANSWE  CHIEF JOHNSTON, GPL. FERGUSON; RCP DE 16-Aug-2005
NOTICE OF INTENT AVID HEDLUND 1?—Aug 2005
gg;?zi:Ech INTENT TO DEFEND/ANSWE DR, NORMAN, DR. LEIBEL & DR. RUTHNUM, 19Aug:zous
perence Council had ;IEF CAL JOHNSTOM & CPR. DEBBIE FERG  $100.00 30-Aug-2005
pErENcE to have RUTHNUM; DR. NORMAN & DR. LEIBEL $100.00 30-Aug-2005
perENCE known that R. IVANOCHKO $100,00 31-Aug-2005
FGOVT. OF SASK EMPLOYEES, PROOFOF  $0,00 07-Sep-200:
NOTICE OF MOTION  youdo not ROOF OF SERVICE $10.00 "
NOTICE OF MOTION file an $10.00
NOTICE OF MOTION . .
ORDER a_mended $10.00
noTice oFworioy  Brief of Law
BRIEF OF LAW before filing a R. NOR DR. LEIBEL & DR. RUTHNUM F1a00
ORDER N ot! ce of PREVIOUSO ER CONTINUES, APPLICATIO
g;DEiF;F Motion to
il aywv str'ike my AMENI?ED OF B BRIEF OF NOV10-05RE
NOVEMBER B
| BmeFoFLAW amen d e d RI MOVED AND RETURNE
BRIEF OF LAW claim or filing goyr or SAS
BRIEF OF LAW a Statement orf tse PLANBiER
OFFER TO SETTLE
of Defence
I 12-Jun-2
NOTICE OF MOTION and VENUE CHANGE uua
BRIEF OF LAW . ON BEHALE 000 oouta006
BRIEF OF LAW substantive O peaLs g:: f{g\; g:: :AASK.. PROOFOF  $0.00 12-Ccl-2006
BRIEF OF LAW materials fo DA,PRODFOFS  $0.00 12-0ct-2006
13-Oct-2006
ORDER S }Jpport AFPLICS DISMISSED - GOSTS TO DEDTS/RES zm;-zous
gggs:m S striking my $20.00 31-Oct-2006
JUDGMENT amended cHilc e o
claim. They OINE J MARCH 6-08 _ 06-Mar-2008
g(t):].av\\;syv\\;wth The SK Cowft QBG Registrar does n
: g ) .
sWo even itemize me filing of my Stateme

Claim (Amended Fresh Clopgye
concluded that the reason he didn’t i

the defence bettawss already fixed
strike” my claim and so they didn’
follow the railislo one was suppose
read it either, but now you can rea
The court system, lawyers count on ¢
litigants being-tafty got caught in th
own fraudulent actions and they "\
away with it!
A very SAD DAY for justice in Cal
for Hisbruised reeds™ and all Cang
who wish to repretferhselves
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BRICK#2 K

§ MR. GORDON DAUN(RBEGISTRAR OF THE §
' COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH (REGINA) &

et S T TV T R T TV T R T TRV P T

@VMW@&Z, ﬁ»LMﬁ%' T .

CANADA ) .
PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN ) Q.B.G. No. 1306 of 2005
. IN THE COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH
JUDICIAL CENTRE OF REGINA
BETWEEN: ‘
ARLENE LOWERY
, PLAINTIFF
~and - '
SASKATCHEWAN GOVERNMENT
-pamely-

SASKATCHEWAN COMMUNITY RESOURCES AND EDUCATION
PREMIER LORNE CALVERT, GLENN HAGEL, DAVID HEDLUND,
KIM WILSON, RON EPP, CHARLENE THURBIDE, JAMIE WEINTZ,

RV
954

SHARON DEITNER, ARLENE BISKKEY, BILL TINGLEY

SASKATCHEWAN CHILDREN'S JUSTICE
HON. JOHN NILSON, MLA.,
DR. C. NORMAN, M.D,, )
DR. 8. LEIBEL, M.D., DR. L. P. RUTHNUM, M.D.,
DR. E. IVANOCHKO (REG: PSYCHOLOGIST)

OF REGINA POLICE DEPARTMENT
STON, CORPORAL DEBBIE FERGUSON

EXPAR1|'Ed not need to be used here but this wa:

not reason to change the intent of the Order that ® DEFENDANTS
was deaved from the original fiat. They had to ARTE
~ . ORDER
rewrite it to remove Joyce LaPrise as addeely .
Presiding Judpe: Judge F. ¥ Kovach Date: Thursday, December 01, 2005

cheated;

peE

the application of the Plaintiff’s Notice of Motion. 165, and with
the following preseni” the Plaintiff, Arlene Lowery for herself; and the Defendants Solicitors:

Mir. B. Werry, for the City of Regina Police Department, Chief Cal Johnston and

Corporal D. Ferguson; & M. D. Brown, for the Government of Saskatchewan; Mr. R. Watson,

for Dr. Ivanochko and Mr. B. Hunter, for Doctors L.P. Ruthnum, 8. Leibel and C. Norman.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that:
1. Pursvant to Queen's Bench Rule 165 the Plaintiffs Application to amend claim is
granted; and forther may add

1.1. the amended proposals as in the Draft and,

1.2. the Plaintiff’s infant children, namely Charlene Marie Dobson, Jonathan Peter
Dobson, Kayla Christine Dobson and Lance ‘Wayne 1. LeCaine may be added as
Plaintiffs, and

1.3. the Defendants, Joyce LaPrise, and the Government of Canada, Attorney General;
noting that the Defendants will argue the validity of adding the additional parties,
with the exception of Joyce LaPrise. :

12



2. mermﬁﬁkmmmmm,m&g_m&mmwmm- o
final Amended Claim, in typewritien form by Tuesday, Jamuary 17, 2006. :

3. Thenefen&anmhavemmpemw,2ooe,mﬁ1emdmmnm,eithep , -
amending or filing new. : _ - :

4. The Plaintiff has until February 28, 2006 to flle and serve any written reply material o N
theDeléndanB’r&Bpomes,_ ) o :

5. Anmaﬂezsshanbeargueamhgadjoumedda;eofmm,zoos@z:oopm This L.
adjourned date, by consent of all parties, is made withthe expectation matters shall be

6. Madam Tustice Gunn’s Order of November 17, 2005, sealing portions of the Court file
to_becomimmduptnandincludingMath?,ZﬂﬂG,mlessaﬁ:rtherOrderismadeby
the Court. - . '

7. meommhmm.uwayismﬁanypmauiorwedbycomnsmm .
: ) : ’ Theactingregistrar correctly

’ : L AR
ISSUED at Regina SﬂSkﬂtchamﬂ]isxayZ;:t Decert changedthe date from the date of
§ ‘ Zyof 20 the Chamber's-meeting to the actug

datemy Order was being filed.

=

&
DATED at Regina, Saskatchewan, this 23zd day of December, 2005, by the Plaimtiff,
ARLENE LOWERY on her own behalf: P gy , and served

TO: LOCAL REGISTRAR ’

GISTRAR

AND TO:

Mr. R. Watson, Q.C. Lawyer in Charge of the File =~ -

Your file #:452.00-628 RAW @ Fax: 347-8350, - . : -
- BALFOUR MOSS ' ' ' o -
Barristers and Solicitors , ‘

700 - 2103 11th Avenue PR - ' -
Regina, Saskatchewan s o ' B
S4P 4G1 . '

13



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

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 councilThis is why Mr. Dauncey and Mr. Brown needed a teleconference
with Justice F. Kovach to alter the course of justie. This is why they required Wge y opinion!

2t

!
i
-
1
]

Judicial Centre of Regina

NATURE OF ORDER

Dee -/ /QLAMXMM&_&& M;#ﬂ

l . mt!uudmdé Aine pptid. Jeb. b There weneo
: % M«S dive proposacy - materials filed by
A : ué?iw m% v ‘&gbrw AT ) council fahe
T o Oseatelf Ao entel, Hos. aghot] [ Defendanfsr me
| fo Jelo dansdt devre Lenitton / - to respond to
] gmég wnatbnid % the D / because their coun
,1 . “ never filed new or
r - amendedor did they
ﬂLL Il feas) 4dhall bes W,L \ even a motion 'to
[ bos e ddppticned) Aets ﬂ? \ strike' my amendex
Vigich 7 &ODé (@ 2:00 prn . Jheo \ claim& they got awa
4 Y allppidics , 4> tnade toth
l be Mgtueds b Yot date .
dtm&u }thm.‘fo Deds v
{ fov. i7/os” szLd.n:? -pmﬁam» 4 Yo
% Ul fole b tonliniect wp ¥
M, ALaekis é,_; %g i”_fﬂgé; 7. 2006 ,
f _ l.f.ﬂjJ'M lf(.rzr}ﬁ{.bd‘ @L“{iﬂ W g d, ;&r_u
Yo Lk .
4 : uder . o‘CQ,Lw;M A2 Mﬂ
i Aitasnt 00 Meptonilids Jug Lrsnoell
: . M dmﬁlmmi
! ina Amith, ,
) 4 | ]
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FACSIMILE COVER SHEET

OFFIGE OF THE LOCAL REGISTRAR

JUDICIAL CENTRE OF REGINA

PLEASE DELIVER THE FOLLOWING = PAGES TO:

Mr. Dauncey fails to

mention my concerns  NAME-

in the leaving out ABDRESS:
of the names of my

grandchildren as

proposed infant EAN &

plaintiffs & the Gov't

of Canada as proposedSENT FROM:

This was agreed upon

in their teleconfernce. ADDRESS:
Of course Joyce Laprise

should have been on period!

But | had no sayo power!

lincluding cove

/%;o’fé Z

L

Cuizt

& =565

/57

Lo D

= A

OFFIGE OF THELOG
JUDICIAL GENTRE

- COURT HOUSE

L REGISTRAR
REGINA

2425 VICTORIAAVENUE

REGINA, SASKATCHEWAN
SAP av7

The only commenbn
the face of the documeng
filed as an exhibit was
by A. Lowerythe

commentsin the arrow
and circled in red.

CONFIDENTIALITY HOTIGE:

disclosure. Any privilege that exists is not waived.

ifyou are not the intended recipient:

FAX NUMBER:

Jnl Rlsedment

25 L Dow's

MJ?’H’

1 do net copy It, distribute o another persen or use iLfor any other purgose; and

2, defete it and advise mie By return e-mail or telephione.

Yoo A

/7

Tl 7/224

4%;1

ﬂ‘& DE -

/4
%@%;

THE A
| Dsrred &) e
[ TELEPHONENUMBER: (306)-181-5380  o0po <o . 0oy
B06)-181-1211 7~ s Ly A
| v Cr THeriih s,
'%é =0 ,/«/ s FTTE

z/alo,ﬂ/lf TEY T g /%’:QM /@«d/%é
L e TS [ SEE

This fax fand any attachment) was Intended Inr a specific recinient. It may conlam informatien thatis nrivileged. confidentlal or exempt from -

Ao i Llort 7o) iy fe S

" | called bak

because he said
he would file it if
he did not hear
from me. After
all of this I had

. no say anyway. |

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 6
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.

Mﬂé’v%f 7 Coniren 1%

¢ e

J’fb—f (7
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( . LOLs Lor suon Lot e suu-(a,‘-uosl 5K -JLISTICE CI‘JIL ?__.’-\l.l.'

= CANADA )
; PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN)

Q.B. No. 1306 of 2005

, IN THE COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH
Lo JUDICIAL CENTRE OF REGINA

BETWEEN:

ARLENE LOWERY

*i _

-and -

] SASKATCHEWAN GOVERNMENT
‘ ) - namely- i
- SASKATCHEWAN COMMUNITY RESOURCES AND DUCATTON*
( SASKATCHEWAN CHILDREN'S
. : DR. C. NORMAN, M.D.
. DR. S. LEIBEL, M.D., DR. L.P. RUTENUM, M.D.
‘ DR. E IVANOCHKO (REG. PSYCHOLOGIST)
CITY OF REGINA POLICE DEPARTMENT,
CHIEF CAL JOHNSTOWN, CORPORAL DEBBIE FERGUSON

w

DEFENDANTS
‘ ORDER -
) Thursday the Ist
h} day of December; 2005
J

A) The Plaintiff’s Motion to amend the pleadings pursuant to Rule 165 is allowed in the
{ foom set out in the dosument filed herein and entitled “PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO
' ADDRESS THE MOTION TO AMEND (R 165) other than with respect to the addition
\ of parties therein;

j B) - the issue of addition of parties and whether the proposed 4 new infant plaintiffs or

16



h

prv::rposed new defendants are to be added s et over ta the next return date of this matter,
- being March 7%, 2006. The style of canse in the Plaintiffs Amegded Claim or praposed ‘

Amended Claim is to describe such proposed additional parties either as “proy dpo

Plaintiff” or “proposed Defendant™ as the case may be; -

. O

)

E)

F)

G)

the ﬁ‘ual version of the proposed amended Claim the Plaintiff wishes to advance is 10 be
prou:ed to the Defendants by January 18%, 2004, xesponding materials to fhese proposed
amendments by the Defendants are to be provided to the Plaintiff by the 7% of February,

2006, and the Plaintiffs materials in
Tesponse are to be provided to the D '
February 28%, 2006 - i

atl roalters including the applications to strike this Claim and the other matters raised
herein are to be adjourned to March 7" 24

] - 2006, at 2:00 p.m., when it is anticipar
matters will be argued; s

the :?rde,r of Gumn, I. of November 17*, 200, scaling portions of the file -is to be
contmued to and including March 7. 20086, or as otherwise Ordered by the Courr;

the Plaintiff is to appear in PeTson or by counsel; and

there will be no costs awarded as against any parties for the within 01‘-der

Issued at the City of Regina. jo the Province of Saskatchewsn, this (é day of
T asaey 200

The tele
conference was
7 Januaryl 7th,
¥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 judgean
— uninformed
one at that who
=never read the
file before
~=hearing so he
told us.

The Order that
council & the
Registrar produced
to replace the Order
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?
Of course itd the
Amended Claim
entitled: Statement
of Claim (Amended
Fresh Copy) that wa
filed on the same
day that they rewrote
my Order. Also
'proposed
amendments' is
inaccurate & they all
know it!!!

17



BRICK 8. B
MR. GORDON DAUN(®BGISTRAR OF THE #

SASKATCHEWAN COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH (R
EXHIBIT 7. DOCUMEFi€8 by Arlene Lowery ar§§

|
i
»."' returned to her with his writingtanogh the filing d

A A T, I e T R A e T e T R Ay P T I U R A LJ[F_:I.*

CANADA . Q.B.G. No. 1306 of 2005
PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN
IN THE COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH
JUDICIAL CENTRE OF REGINA

BETWEEN:

ARLENE LOWERY

and Infant Children
CHARLENE DOBSON, JONATHAN DO
-and -
GOVERNMENT OF CANADA, ATTORNEY GENERAL
(PROPOSED)
for

Her Majesty the Queen as represented by:

Minister of Human Resources Skills and Development of Canada, Hon. Belinda Stronach
and

Minister of Canadian Hentage, on. Liza Frulla
and
Muuster of Indian Affairs and Northern Development, Hon. Andy Scott
-and-
SASKATCHEWAN GOVERNMENT, ATTORNEY GENERAL
Jor
Her Majesty the Queen as represented by:
Minister of Community Resources and Employment, Joan Crawford
and .
Minister of Justice, Mr. Quenell
-and -
DR. L. P. RUTHNUM, M.D,, DR. C. NORMAN, M.D., DR. S. LEIBEL, M.D.
—and-
DR. E. IVANOCHKO (REG. PSYCHOLGGIST)
-and-
CITY OF REGINA POLICE DEPARTMENT(
Board of Commissioners, Chief Cal Johnston, Corporal Debbie Ferguson
-and-
JOYCE LAPRISE (PROPOSED) DEFENDANTS

AFFIDAVIT OF ARLENE LOWERY, PLAINTIFF
In Support of Part 2 of the Amended Statement of Claim (Rule 165)

ARLENE LOWERY
FORGET STREET, REGINA, SASKATCHEWAN, s~ ¢ . 7%
Telephone: Residence: or Business: (306) 584-2625 Cell: 596-2292

#
Iz
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July 26, 2006

To the Local Registrar

COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH
2425 Victoria Avenue

Regina, Saskatchewan

S4P 4W6

Attention: Local Registrar for Hohourable Justice G. Chicoine
Re: Admission of Affidavit and Exhibits concerning Q.B.G. 1306 of A.D, 34

Please be advised that [ was in contact with the Honourable Justice Guy Chicoine by telephone on
Thursday, July 26th, 2006 concerning the above matter,

Justice Chicoine has agreed to look over this document and provide me anvanswer as to whether it can be
admitted as supporting materials to my arguments for Rule 165; and has requested that I submit this
document to the Registrar's Office to forward to him.

Once I know if it will be admitted, I will at that time provide all of the Defendants or legal counsel for
them, a copy of this Affidavit with supporting Exhibits. '

Thank-you for your attention to this matter,

Yours truly,

Afiene Lowery, B.
ol

cc. Defendants
file

19



CANADA

JUDICIAL EMHREC

RY %{-M

and Irgfam Children
CHARLENE DOBSON, JONATHAN DOBSCN

w (PROPOSED
Sk
, LYLE PLAINTIFES &
-and -
GOVERNMENT OF CANADA, ATTORNEY GENERAL |
: (PROPOSED) R

- . for
Her Majesty the Queen as represented by:
Minister of Human Resources Skills and Development of Canada, Hon. Belinda Stronach
: and
Minister of ‘Canadian Heritage, Hon. Liza Frulla
, and _
Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development, Hon. Andy Scott
-and -
SASKATCHEWAN GOVERNMENT ATTORNEY GENERAL
Jor
Her Majesty the Queen as represe'nted by: ~
Minister of Community Resources and Employment, Joan Crawford '
ond ‘

-

Minister of Justice, Mr. Quenell

i
X
i
\
A
w -and-
R
!
.
E
i

A o

DR. L. P. RUTHNUM, M.D., DR. C. NORMAN, M.D., DR. 8. LEIBEL, MD
DR. E.IVAN OCI-IKO-a(;dE-G. PSYCHOLOGIST)
CITY OF REGB\T:Amlii)-LICE DEPARTMENT
Board of Commissioners, Chief Cal Johnston, Corporal Debbie Ferguson
JOYCE LAPRIS:E?S]QOPOSED) DEFENDANTS

o L

AFFIDAVIT OF ARLENE LOWERY, PLAINTIFF
In Support of Part 2 of the Amended Statement of Claim (Rule 165)

ARLENE LOWERY
’FORGET STREET, REGINA, SASKATCHEWAN, S4T 4g#
Telephone: Residence: or Business: (306) 584-2625 Cell: 596-2292
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(e home st Feffer /o

e 6 -
“isTICE Citte WE Autusy 2o ‘ &

CANADA Q.B.G. No. 1306 of 2095°FR
OF SASKATCHEWAN

IN THE COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCE
JUDICIAL CENTRE OF REGINA

BETWEEN:

ARLENE LOWERY
and Infant Children

LE{UE N LVLE ARITIFFS
-and - ‘)QM £
GOVERNMENT OF CANADA, ATTORNEY GENERAL (PROP( SED) % K
for '
Her Majesty the Queen as represented by:
Minister of Human Resources Skills and Development of Canada, Hon. Belinda Stronach
: and
Minister of Canadian Heritage, Hon. Liza Frulla
and
Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development, Hon, Andy Scott
-and -
SASKATCHEWAN GOVERNMENT, ATTORNEY GENERAL
for
Her Majesty the Queen as represented by:
Minister of Community Resources and Employment, Joan Crawford
and
Minister of Justice, Mr. Quenell
-and -
DR. L. P. RUTHNUM, M.D., DR. C. NORMAN, M.D., DR. §. LEIBEL, M.D.
-and-
DR. E. IVANOCHKO (REG. PSYCHOLOGIST)
-and -
CITY OF REGINA POLICE DEPARTMENT
Board of Commissioners, Chief Cal Johnston, Corporal Debbie Ferguson
-and -
JOYCE LAPRISE (PROPOSED) DEFENDANTS

AFFIDAVIT OF ARLENE LOWERY, PLAINTIFF
Concerning 2 Revisions to; and Acknowledgment of Service of Affidavit
in Support of Part 2 of the Amended Statement of Claim (Rule 165) dated July 26, 2006.

ARLENE LOWERY
980 FORGET STREET, REGINA, SASKATCHEWAN, S4T #R.
Telephone: Residence: or Business: (306) 584-2625 Cell: 596-2292
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BRICK ?%
MR.GORDON DAUNGR¥GISTRAR OF THE|
SK COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH (REGINA

iEXHIBIT 8. DECISION FILING thativas stamped on it §

[ manually changed by Mr. Dauncey. :
AT A TR T B T A Al T 5 s T A Akl S 0y T AR S A ST 7

MAR-12-2008 12:31 : REGINA LR OFFICE 306 787 7217 P.002
‘ ZE Schibel D-
__ﬁl&b—ﬁ _
AXsre <
QUEEN’S BENCH FOR SASKATCHEWAN #é))
e I Citation; 2008 SKQB 115
Docket: Q.B.G. 1306 of 2005

Judicial Centre: Regina
) Changing the actual filing date of the decisior

& then lying about it goes to the credibility of

DR. C. NORMAN, M.D.
DR, §. LEIBEL, M.D,, DR. L.P. RUTHNUM, M.D. ‘
DR. E. IVANOCHKO (REG. PSYCHOLOGIST) T L t Q
CITY OF REGINA POLICE DEPARTMENT,
CHIEF CAL JOHNSTON, CORPORAL DEBBIE FERGUSON

BETWEEN: the Canadian Court System.
ARLENE LOWERY ‘

. P

-and - i QUEEN'S Bancw

UL aTe warsies
SASKATCHEWAN GOVERNMENT ™

-and - ' {

i

|
L 62:'358 I
]

DEFENDANTS
Coungel:
Arlene Lowery the plaintiff, for herself
Daryl 1. Brown for the defendant, Saskatchewan Government
Brad D. Hunter for the defendants, Dr. C. Norman, Dr. S. Leibel,
. and Dr, L.P. Rutbnam
Reginald A. Watson, QC. for the defendam, Dr. K. fvagochko
Katrina M, Swan for the Board of Police Commissioners for
the City of Regina, and the defendants,
Chief Cal Johnston aud Corporal Debbie Ferguson
Seott R. Moffat for the Government of Canada
DECISION . CHICOINE J.
March 6, 2008 ]
TOTAL P.002
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BRICK # 4THE BIGGEST BRICK OF AI_(DNSENT ORDERhlblt 9
HON. DON MORGAtbrney General for the Saskatchewan GowvaritheeoouncilidR. D. BROWN-ADVICES ARLENES
& LOWERY TO REMOVE ALL THE NAMES OF PUBLIC SERVANTS FROM HER AMENDED CLAIM. SOON f{
.1 FURTHERMORE MR. BROWN ADVISES HER HE WILL DO THE CONSENT ORDER FOR ME TO SIGN ALONG V\ﬁ

MR. DON MORGAN'S DEPUTY THEN PRGDSIORBDER TO BE SIGNED. .._-
AFTER THE FACT | FIND OUT THIS WAS ILLEGALLY OBTAINED AND | HAD BEEN PURPOSELY TR
TO PROTECT THESE PUBLIC SERVANTS.
’)’)’)

"'ﬂl.‘ IO T Jﬂﬁlﬁ.._\ﬂa:- L'l'-héclﬁ_pn %&MEL—E,_Q%,& kﬁwji§$um$e.m§yﬁﬁe¢m? l'.-‘ll' A e-:h..\- i

CANADA ) Q.B. No. 1306 of 2005
‘ PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN) :

IN THE COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH
J JUDICIAL CENTRE OF REGINA

\
BETWEEN:

ARLENE LOWERY
PLAINTIFF

~-and -

! SASKATCHEWAN GOVERNMENT
. -namely-

| SASKATCHEWAN COMMUNITY RESOURCES AND EDUCA‘I‘ION .

PREMIER LORNE CALVERT, GLEN HAGEL, DAVID HEDLUND, KIM WILSON, RON EPP; "
. CHARLENE THURBIDE, JAMIE WEINTZ, SHARON DEITNER, ARLENE BISKKEY, BILL : :
| TINGLEY,

: SASKATCHEWAN CHILDREN’S JUSTICE,
HON. JOHN NILSON, M.L.A., DR. C. NORMAN, M.D.
[ DR. 8. LEIBEL, M.D., DR, L P. RUTHNUM, M.D,
DR. E IVANOCHKO (REG. PSYCHOLOGIST)
ﬁ L CITY OF REGINA. POLICE DEPARTMENT, .
CHIEF CAL JOHNSTON, CORPORAL DEBBIE FERGUSON

N
o DEFENDANTS
l CONSENT ORDER
. Before the Honourable } Tuesday the 1%
| ‘ ) day of November, 2005
‘ in Chambers )
! N . UPON THE Agreement ef all parties to the within matter sither individually or through their
counsel it is hereby ordered that: . //
v

J‘ A) The applications brought in this matter by the Defendants to sirike the Plaintiff®s Claim or.iginall//
_ ] made returnable on November 1%, 2003, at the Court of Queen’s Bench, 2425 Victoria
Avenue, Regina, and the Plaintiff's Mohon 1o amend pleadings, to extend time to delwer
amended pleadings, and to strike the Statements of Defence pursuant to Rule 174 (a), r




f B)

Likely this wa
never filed as
when Mr.
Watson, Q.C.
did my Appeal
Book this is
another
document that

P

2

(i) and (i), made returnable November 15", 2005, at the Court of Queen’s Bench, 2425
Victoria Avenue, Regina, ars adjoumed to November 17, 2005, 10:00 a.m., at the Court of
Queen’s Bench, 2425 Victoria Avenue, Regina,

Through application of The Proceedings Against the Crown Act and The Public Qfficer's
Proiection Act, Premier Lorne Calvert, Glenn Hagel, David Hedlund, Kim Wilsen, Ron Epp,
Charlene Thurbide, Jamie Weintz, Sharon Deitner, Arlene Bisskey, Bill Tingley, and
Honourable John Nilson M.L.A. are hercby removed as Defendant’s from the Claim. The
Style of Cause is to be amended accordingly.

There will be no costs awarded as against any parties for the within Order.

DATED at the City of Reging, in the Province of Saskatchewan, this day of
, 2005.

he forgot (?) to
add. Wow!
This is our
justice system.

ﬂwfumn g’l %dt
his

Deputy Local Registrar

CONSENTED to this %ﬂy of @(‘ﬁ @6‘”\ ,'2005.

Sclicitor for the Government of Saskatchewan
Premier Lorne Calvert, Glenn Hagel, David
Hedlund, Kim Wilson, Ron Epp, Charlene
Thurbide, Jaime Weintz, Sharon Deitner,
Axlene Bisskey, Bill Tingley, and Honourable
John Nilson M.L.A.
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It states below: "This Order was prepared by thg
Deputy Attorney Generalnd .... These are the
parties responsible plus all others who had AN

part in it!
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