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         Anti father 
         Anti male 
         Convoluted  
         Corrupt 
         Cumbersome 
         Discriminatory 
         Elite 
         Expensive 
         Secretive  

The Judges are: 

         Abusive 
         Anti father 
         Anti male 

 
         Biased 
         Corrupt 
         Criminal 
         Discriminatory 
         Illogical 
         Incompetent 
         Incompetent 
         Predetermined 
         Secretive 
         Unaccountable 
         Unconstitutional 
         Unelected 
         Unethical 
         Unlimited power  

 

 
 
The Judges have committed the following criminal code crimes against us. 

         Fraud 
         Extortion 
         Theft 
         Conspiracy 

 
 
Testimonial of Connie Brauer and Victor Harris, NS. 
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         Psychological torture 
         Punitive income used for court orders 
         Secret documents used  
         Slavery 
         Theft 
         Torture 
         Unending adult support 
         Unlawful enrichment 
         Verbal abuse in court 
         Violating the divorce act 
         Violating the income tax act 
         Violating our constitutional rights. 

 



 
GUARANTEED Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms 
    All of the  judges violated the following Charter Rights: 
 

Legal rights: rights of people in dealing with the justice system and law enforcement, 
namely:  

Section 7: right to life, liberty, and security of the person. 

Section 10: right to legal counsel and the guarantee of habeas corpus. 

Section 12: right not to be subject to cruel and unusual punishment. 

 Equality rights: 

(section 15): equal treatment before and under the law, and equal protection and 
benefit of the  

law without discrimination. 

Section 28, which states all Charter rights are guaranteed equally to men and women. 

 Section 31, which confirms that the Charter does not extend the rights of legislatures. 

Section Twenty‐four of the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms provides for 
remedies available to those whose Charter rights are shown to be violated. 

Under the heading "Enforcement," the section states: 

“ 24. (1) Anyone whose rights or freedoms, as guaranteed by this Charter, have been 
infringed or denied may apply to a court of competent jurisdiction to obtain such remedy 
as the court considers appropriate and just in the circumstances.  

(2) Where, in proceedings under subsection (1), a court concludes that evidence was 
obtained in a manner that infringed or denied any rights or freedoms guaranteed by this 
Charter, the evidence shall be excluded if it is established that, having regard to all the 
circumstances, the admission of it in the proceedings would bring the administration of 
justice into disrepute.” 

 
Sincerely,  
Connie Brauer and Victor Harris 

http://www.stopthetorture.info 




