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Introduction

Health Scare by Health Care Second Major Worldwide  Coup 

There is not other truer saying that "Nothing in Law supersedes the will of the people". Political
power belongs to the people. The laws of a Country belongs to the people as the collective
decision makers. Once the law of the land is established by the will of the people, then a
constitution is drafted and agreed upon. 

This is how it is supposed to be but we have all given away that power, through voting, for a
certain time between elections to political parties in most colonial countries. This was done by a
carefully crafted message repeated over and over of "those elected work for the people", when the
truth is, they never have. They created a false democracy to keep the people from truly
understanding the power they hold.

This can legally be changed with the right teams setup in all countries. This is a short introduction
to indicate what our initial team for such a huge country as Canada can bring to the table with our
"PowerShift to Freedom" strategy. 

In Canada democracy belongs to the parliament, and the political parties that make up parliament,
called the Crown, as within many countries who have kept the Queen as the sovereign which gives
her no power. These governments have taken the prerogative and executive power away and given
it to themselves without any true lawful recourse by the people through instilling for themselves
all immunity from prosecution other than their ability to prosecute their own members of
parliament. 

This new, "Health Scare by Health Care" second worldwide Coup, is a well thought out plan for
total domination and control of countries through Political Parties and politicians. Both the
representative and proportional representation democracy are Coup d'états, dating back to   the
1920's instigated by A.V. Dicey's parliamentary sovereignty scheme, by giving away our collective
political power which overrides our political rights otherwise known as popular sovereignty and
popular democracy and variations of direct democracy. 

Warmest regards and with humble respect for all the work of everyone worldwide in this stand for
our rights and freedoms.

Nicole Lebrasseur
CEO
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...The Great Political PowerShift Challenge

True freedom, is POWER shifting the executive power to the people as the final decision making
authority in each country.

In order to take our rightful place in each of our countries, the Queen, a  Governor, a Monarch or a
President,  must be replaced by the collective People as the HEAD of STATE with full prerogative
and executive powers over our Governments. 

We've always had what is known as parliamentary democracy, or other forms of democracy that
do not involve the people of the countries beyond voting for who will speak on their behalf. What
we are proposing is to switch to a collective policy democracy whereby the people work with
those they elect to solve issues and create solutions that work for them, in their riding, in their
province, in Canada as a whole. So the people can self-determine with those they elect, what
needs to be done. This will remove the corruption that is currently taking place worldwide due to
those elected working only for their respective political parties.

In a country such as Canada,  the Canadian and Indigenous people have a lawful collective right
to self- determination and to be understood as both together as having full prerogative, executive
powers. However in Canada to do so, the people must reach consensus of at least 51% majority
of the population from 7 provinces.

Only by these measures, can humanity be free from tyranny and control by the few.

A solution researched and designed by
The Canadian People’s Union, NFP 

October 2020 

Rhonda Cwynar
Nicole Lebrasseur CEO

The PowerShift to Freedom Guide
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PowerShift As an Evolving Solution:

*Credit to Powershift: From Party Elites to Informed Citizens, written by Vaughan Lyon Professor
Emeritus, Trent University, Political Science

  layered into the existing system of governance using

existing constituency areas and initially funded Federally at a cost of about $15 a year per

taxpayer, in Canada.

Constituency Riding Associations 

This is not an extra level of government.

The term "Constituency Riding Associations" is used here, however it could just as easily be
called something else that better suits what the people want or will relate to in their own
countries. 

   would bring evolving

referendum-style decisions and greater accountability by those elected.

Collective heads of state with final decision-making authority

This would force all candidates in elections to have a solid platform of solutions that will be
worked on through their elected term. It would, in turn, bring discussion, collaboration, and a
consensus style process to improving areas of issue and protecting the country and its assets for
the people.

We would finally have all members of elected governments (parliament) working together in
collaboration for the people instead of working only for their political parties.

Those elected, who do not follow what has been approved by the people or are found to be
working not in the best interest of the people, could find themselves easily removed.

Whoever is elected would no longer be given “carte blanche” to enact policies that are not in the
best interest of the country or its people.

It would remove any political party agenda towards personalized policies, it would bring back
critical input, Cabinet would no longer be sidelined and the work within our elected government
would be relevant again, for the people and their countries.

https://thepowershift.ca/


The Great Canadian Political PowerShift

PowerShift Your March to Freedom    www.thepowershift.ca

Shortly after Canada's new Constitution Act of 1982 was presented to the people, studies on what
people thought about it started.   The general consensus, 83% through some studies, was that
people want who they elect to represent them in their parliaments rather than following a party's
direction.   People then, and now, think that this change in how they are represented would
improve the quality of their government.

If the people want to bring in change to their own democracy, their ability to self-determine and
self-govern, they will have to do it themselves, for their children and grandchildren.

As a result, party's doubled down on messaging that they work for the people who elect them. 
Now, almost 40 years later, their consistent actions prove this couldn't be further from the truth.

Surely the people's concern for their children and grandchildren who will live in a more difficult
world than they themselves have experienced, will allow most of them to get past the fears and
reservations to amend and slowly change outdated systems of governance world-wide that they
were never really an integral part of.  
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Silent Bio Psychological Warfare Against
Humanity For World Domination 

ve·to /ˈvēdō/ noun: a constitutional right to reject a decision or proposal made by a law-making
body. "the legislature would have a veto over appointments to key posts"  

Strategically creating controle of all natural and human resources of the entire planet by
Corporate greed through the infiltration of over 100 Governments, the United Nations consortium:

 The World Bank Group dating back to World War II, through the establishment of the United
Nations consortium and the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO). Read more
 World Health Organization (WHO). Read more
 World Trade Organization (WTO). Read more

 International Labour Organization (ILO). Read more
 Public Private Partnerships (P3's). Read more
 World Economic Forum (WEF). The World Economic Forum is the International Organization for
Public-Private Cooperation and their Great Reset. Read more

 Global Health Security Police established by the White House Executive Order November 04,
2016 -- Advancing the Global Health Security Agenda to Achieve a World Safe and Secure from
Infectious Disease Threats. Read more
 Global Health Security The GHSA is governed by a Steering Group comprised of approximately
15 countries, international organizations, and/or non-governmental stakeholders. Read more

 Establishing the World Government in 2017

 Question everything:

Common sense dictates, that NO, you would NOT! Unless, you already have control over them.

If you had just gone through a world war such as WW2, and having given the most amount of
funding to re-establish countries, and pay to create the United Nations, would YOU give your
enemies or countries you can't truly trust veto power over you?

verb: exercise a veto against (a decision or proposal made by a law-making body). "the president
vetoed the bill"

https://thepowershift.ca/
https://www.nato.int/nato-welcome/index.html
https://www.who.int/
https://www.wto.org/index.htm
https://www.ilo.org/global/lang--en/index.htm
https://www.worldbank.org/en/topic/publicprivatepartnerships
https://www.weforum.org/videos/the-great-reset-726dedeacb
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-office/2016/11/04/executive-order-advancing-global-health-security-agenda-achieve-world
https://ghsagenda.org/ghsagovernance/
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The GREAT RESET For World Domination
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We don't need to accept
 The New Normal!
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Broken Trust Video

What about the Collective sovereignty & human rights of Canadians and Indigenous
Nations?

In Canada, sovereignty belongs to Crown, the Federal and Provincial Governments, as
they have never given us those rights and the rights they actually did give us,  can be
taken away any second...

Or so they think, if we allow them by doing nothing.

https://thepowershift.ca/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=sxpTFWBD1zs&t=812s
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Canadian Royal Proclamation 1982
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Celebration of The Constitution Act, 1982, Schedule B to the Canada Act 1982 (UK), 1982, c 11
UK Canada Act 1982 

Theft by Stealth

Then and now!

https://thepowershift.ca/
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See Document.
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The 1982 Constitutional Deception 

Treason committed by the Queen, the Governor General, the Senate,   the
Canadian  Federal Government and Provincial Premiers to the Canadian and
the Indigenous Peoples, including committing breach  of far too many
International Instruments along with the UK Government.

Excerpts from our Constitution Act 1867  

12. All Powers, Authorities, and Functions which under any Act of the Parliament of Great Britain,
or of the Parliament of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, or of the Legislature of
Upper Canada, Lower Canada, Canada, Nova Scotia, or New Brunswick, are at the Union vested in
or exerciseable by the respective Governors or Lieutenant Governors of those Provinces, with the
Advice, or with the Advice and Consent, of the respective Executive Councils thereof, or in
conjunction with those Councils, or with any Number of Members thereof, or by those Governors
or Lieutenant Governors individually, shall, as far as the same continue in existence and capable
of being exercised after the Union in relation to the Government of Canada, be vested in and
exerciseable by the Governor General, with the Advice or with the Advice and Consent of or in
conjunction with the Queen’s Privy Council for Canada, or any Members thereof, or by the
Governor General individually, as the Case requires, subject nevertheless 

 to be abolished or altered by the Parliament of Canada. (7)

(except with respect to
such as exist under Acts of the Parliament of Great Britain or of the Parliament of the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland)

65. All Powers, Authorities, and Functions which under any Act of the Parliament of Great Britain,
or of the Parliament of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, or of the Legislature of
Upper Canada, Lower Canada, or Canada, were or are before or at the Union vested in or
exerciseable by the respective Governors or Lieutenant Governors of those Provinces, with the
Advice or with the Advice and Consent of the respective Executive Councils thereof, or in
conjunction with those Councils, or with any Number of Members thereof, or by those Governors
or Lieutenant Governors individually, shall, as far as the same are capable of being exercised after
the Union in relation to the Government of Ontario and Quebec respectively, be vested in and shall
or may be exercised by the Lieutenant Governor of Ontario and Quebec respectively, with the
Advice or with the Advice and Consent of or in conjunction with the respective Executive Councils,
or any Members thereof, or by the Lieutenant Governor individually, as the Case requires, subject
nevertheless 

 to be abolished or altered
by the respective Legislatures of Ontario and Quebec. (33)

(except with respect to such as exist under Acts of the Parliament of Great Britain,
or of the Parliament of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland,)

https://thepowershift.ca/
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ABORIGINAL RIGHTS COMMISSION (Hansard, 23 February 1982)
https://api.parliament.uk/historic-hansard/commons/1982/feb/23/aboriginal-rights-
commission#S6CV0018P0_19820223_HOC_279 1/7 5.30 pm

We have to establish two matters. We have to establish what jusification, if any, there could be for
excluding part II from the charter. Surely, by doing that, one undermines any confidence that the
charter is intended to give or convey to the aboriginal peoples. It seems to be a step which might
almost have been designed to instil doubts and hesitation, so specifically to have excluded part II.
If, as I hope, the Committee agrees that part II should be part of the charter, we should make clear
how extensively the sense of the word "guarantees" in association with the charter is limited both
by what I believe to be the constitutional position of the Canadian legislature in future and also by
what I believe to be the political facts that are tacitly and, in some cases, explicitly acknowledged
in the wording of the schedule.

I shall now direct my attention briefly and appropriately at this stage to amendment No. 17 which
proposes that the word "existing" should be left out of paragraph 35 in part II of the schedule.

 Will the right hon. Gentleman answer this question? What difference
does it make whether part II is part of the description of the Canadian Charter of Rights and
Freedoms? Does it not mean only that part II is not subject to the words in section 1 which say
that they are to be interpreted subject to "such reasonable limits prescribed by law as can be
demonstrably justified in a free and democratic society?" Does this not mean that part II, dealing
specifically with aboriginal rights, is free from that limitation while part I is subject to the
limitation? Is part II not therefore in a privileged position compared to part I? Is there any other
difference?

Mr. George Cunningham

 The hon. Member for Islington, South and Finsbury has entered upon a most ingenious
train of thought. This will become news, perhaps headline news today or tomorrow—I forget which
day it is now in Canada—when the newspapers learn that the effect of their charter of rights and
liberties is actually restrictive and that the other parts of the constitution are guaranteed more
effectively and subject to less limitation and dubiety than the parts described as the charter of
liberties. This is a most alarming point, to which I hope an answer will be given.

Mr. Powell

ABORIGINAL RIGHTS COMMISSION
(Hansard, 23 February 1982)

https://app.designrr.io/projectHtml/612557?token=d99d7f5e72f9c22033284c17dbf61b47&embed_fonts=
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The insertion of the word "existing, " which nowhere else that I have found in the document
appears in connection with the aboriginal and treaty rights of the aboriginal peoples of Canada,
has not surprisingly been the subject of considerable anxious debate and questioning. I can see
at least two reasons why that word would be better away than present. Are the existing rights
rights that may in future be determined to have existed now? I think that it must be so. If either a
court decision or a legislative Act pronounces upon the state of the rights of the aboriginal
peoples at this moment, or at the moment of this legislation coming into effect, the consequence
of the word "existing" would be restrictive. Far from conveying the implication that whatever they
have now is preserved in perpetuity, it would actually open a loophole to the meaning and
interpretation of their rights being limited by subsequent judicial or legislative action.

The other difficulty that I find in the word "existing", which makes me wonder why it was inserted,
when the clause apparently would have been effective and intelligible without it, is that it appears
to recognise and affirm only existing rights and not any such rights as may in future either be
found to exist or be conferred upon the aboriginal peoples. Whatever the effect of "existing"—
whether it is retrospective or prospective—it seems to me to take and not to give. We should be
satisfied that this is not the effect before the schedule containing that word is accepted.

 The whole Committee is indebted to the right hon. Member for Down, South
(Mr. Powell) for focusing with his customary brilliance upon the real issue before us, for this
group of amendments is concerned with that part of schedule B to the Bill that purports to
entrench the aboriginal and treaty rights of the native peoples of Canada. I refer, of course, to
section 35 which is described as "Recognition of existing

Sir Bernard Braine

The hon. Member for Islington, South and Finsbury underlines the labile nature of this concept
"guarantee" in section 1 of the schedule. It becomes all the more incumbent upon hon. Members
to draw to the attention of those for whom we are legislating the extraordinarily inefficacious
character for the wording that an attempt has been made to devise with whatever objectives—
whether those that I apprehend or those suggested by the hon. Member for Islington, South and
Finsbury.

ABORIGINAL RIGHTS COMMISSION (Hansard, 23 February 1982)
https://api.parliament.uk/historic-hansard/commons/1982/feb/23/aboriginal-rights-
commission#S6CV0018P0_19820223_HOC_279 2/7 aboriginal and treaty rights".
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Section 35 qualifies the affirmation of aboriginal and treaty rights by referring to them as
"existing" rights. The hon. Member for Hackney, Central (Mr. Davis), speaking last week with his
usual clarity and incisiveness, described the highly unsatisfactory nature of this qualifying
adjective. I shall have something to add to what he said.

Both sections are of central importance to the native peoples. They were recognised as being so
by the Master of the Rolls, Lord Denning, in his judgment last month. Both are of immediate
concern to the Committee because they touch upon the rights of the native peoples of Canada;
and until this Bill is passed, any change in the constitution affecting their rights is our
responsibility. Let there be no doubt about that.

The rights to which the native peoples of Canada are entitled are set out in the International
Covenant of Civil and Political Rights, which has been ratified by the United Kingdom and by
Canada. I shall seek to establish, I hope to the satisfaction of the Committee, that the provisions
of section 35 are inadequate for the protection of Canada's native peoples and are inconsistent
with the provisions of the covenant. Parliament has an obligation, which the United Kingdom
accepted under the covenant, to ensure that the provisions of any law which we have the power to
enact are consistent with the covenant.

While I wish to concern myself specifically with an amendment to clause 1, section 35 of
schedule B, it is necessary and would be helpful to the Committee if I were permitted to make a
general observation on the relationships between the amendments tabled in my name and those
tabled by the hon. Member for Walsall. South (Mr. George), the right hon. Member for Battersea,
North (Mr. Jay) and the right hon. Member for Western Isles (Mr. Stewart).

"It defines the aboriginal peoples of Canada as the "Indian. Inuit and Métis peoples of Canada"." In
part I of schedule B on the new Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms, we find the only other
guarantee of native rights. This is section 25, which sets out to ensure that no other rights and
freedoms within the charter shall derogate "from any aboriginal, treaty or other rights or freedoms
that pertain to the aboriginal peoples of Canada"." Specific mention is then made in section 25 of
"any"—" that is the word to watch— "rights or freedoms that have been recognised by the Royal
Proclamation of October 7 1763; and any rights or freedoms that may be acquired by the
aboriginal peoples of Canada by way of land claims settlement"." We are not debating an
amendment to section 25. I shall only say in passing, therefore, that the section is vague to the
point of implying that there may be no aboriginal rights at all.

https://app.designrr.io/projectHtml/612557?token=d99d7f5e72f9c22033284c17dbf61b47&embed_fonts=
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As Edmund Burke said: "Magnanimity is not seldom the truest wisdom in politics." Modern
Canada is the fulfillment of that maxim. Canadians have laboured long and hard to fulfil that initial
honourable contact between two distinct peoples.

The suggestion that we ought not to discuss these matters. My right hon. Friend the Member for
Chesham and Amersham (Sir I. Gilmour) took me to task gently enough last week on Second
Reading for interfering in the internal affairs of an independent country. He accused me of
misrepresenting the Master of the Rolls whom I had quoted as saying that Canada was not a
wholly independent country.

Because, in a constitutional matter of this importance, touching as it does on the relations
between two friendly countries, it is necessary to avoid misunderstanding, with leave of the
Committee, II should like to comment on

10/31/2020 ABORIGINAL RIGHTS COMMISSION (Hansard, 23 February 1982)
https://api.parliament.uk/historic-hansard/commons/1982/feb/23/aboriginal-rights-
commission#S6CV0018P0_19820223_HOC_279 3/7 5.45 pm.

The amendments we have proposed to section 1 of schedule B have all been designed as an
entity; they interlock with one another to achieve our single purpose: the protection of native
rights in such a way that this Bill is compatible with both our international human rights
obligations—which are also obligations upon Canada—and, at the same time, is compatible with
the sovereignty of Canada as a federal State embracing peoples of diverse cultures.

These are not frivolous amendments. They do not, in any way, seek to impugn the Bill. They are
constructive and their inclusion, as a whole, in the Canada Act would provide a much better
constitution which would reflect with honour the unique relationship between the native peoples,
who rightly call themselves "the first nations" of Canada, and the Europeans who settled there
from the seventeenth century onwards. This relationship of distinct peoples is, after all, the
cornerstone on which modern Canada was built. One of the greatest achievements of British
statesmenship in the early nineteenth century was the building of trust and co-operation between
Upper and Lower Canada—between two very different peoples, Lower Canada comprising French
Catholics based on Roman law and Upper Canada comprising Anglo-Saxons and Scots
Protestants based on the common law. Here were two distinct peoples; the conquered and the
conquerors.

https://app.designrr.io/projectHtml/612557?token=d99d7f5e72f9c22033284c17dbf61b47&embed_fonts=
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 I am prepared to leave the matter, so long as it is fully understood by the
Committee that we have a perfect right to discuss in great detail the obligations still on us in
respect of the aboriginal peoples of Canada. I accept your ruling, Mr. Weatherill. Whether the
Committee has a right in law and constitutional convention to amend the Bill and whether we seek
to exercise that right is, of course, a matter for political judgment and each hon. Member must
decide that for himself.

Sir Bernard Braine

 I am not pursuing the point at any length, Sir, but it is necessary—Sir Bernard Braine

I now turn to the text of section 35 of schedule B. This is of central importance. It asserts in the
Canadian constitution that there are special rights which a particular group of Canadians should
have reserved to them, unlike other Canadian citizens. The section thus concedes that the native
peoples of Canada are ethnically and culturally distinct peoples who deserve a separate status
within Canada.

 The fact that the baby is only a small one does not make any difference.The Chairman

The Chairman of Ways and Means rightly grouped these amendments with others closely related
to them. However, the matter I wish to deal with primarily is the extent to which section 35
adequately protects the rights of Canada's native peoples.

Sir Bernard Braine I shall mention aspects which touch on our responsibilities, but I wanted to
remove, as there is a much wider audience for this Bill than we would perhaps normally expect,
any doubt about the correctness of my arguments: For the moment, suffice it to say that Lord
Denning made it clear, pointing a finger at this Parliament, that jurisdiction over Canadian affairs
remained for the time being with this Parliament.

It was bad enough to be told by a Canadian Minister that we had no option but to hold our noses
and pass this legislation. I make no comment on that suggestion save to say that—

 Order. None of the hon. Gentleman's remarks is relevant to the amendment.
Perhaps the hon. Gentleman would return to that aspect.
The Chairman

 Order. Mr. Speaker has already ruled on this point and it would be more profitable if
the hon. Gentleman addressed himself to the amendment.
The Chairman

With respect, that is precisely what Lord Denning said. I quoted his words and, as I recall, so did
the hon. Member for Walsall, South. I shall repeat those words so that there may be no doubt
about Lord Denning's remarks. He said: "In strict constitutional law, the Dominion of Canada is not
completely independent"—"

https://app.designrr.io/projectHtml/612557?token=d99d7f5e72f9c22033284c17dbf61b47&embed_fonts=
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As a State which is a party to the covenant, the United Kingdom has undertaken to take the
necessary steps, in accordance with our constitutional processes, to adopt such legislative or
other measures as may be necessary to give effect to the rights recognised in the covenant. We
cannot escape that responsibility. If we rubber-stamp a charter of rights for Canada that
contravenes the covenant which the United Kingdom has ratified, we shall be in breach of the
covenant.

On Second Reading, my hon. Friend the Member for Holland with Boston (Mr. Body) rightly said:
"So long as we choose to be fettered by those covenants…we should recoil from any legislation
that infringes upon them. To do otherwise would be dishonourable—even disreputable".—[Official
Report, 17 February 1982; Vol. 18, c. 362.]

That is a serious charge to make.

My hon. and learned Friend the Member for Solihull (Mr. Grieve) attempted last week to dismiss
our concern about the rights of the native peoples of Canada by stating that the Queen must be
advised in these matters by her Canadian Ministers. With respect, he over-simplified the problem. 

There is today an international yardstick by which legislation which affects human rights can be
judged. It is the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. The right hon. Member for
Down, South may not particularly care that we are subordinate to an international convention of
that sort. However, it exists and we support it. I am not referring here to some tenuous statement
of intent or declaration of principle which may, when inconvenient, be ignored. The international
covenant entered into force on 23 March 1976. It has been ratified by the United Kingdom and by
the Government of Canada. It is binding on our two countries.

Article I of the covenant expressly states: "that all peoples have the right of self-determination,
that, by virtue of that right, they freely determine their political status and freely pursue their
economic, social and cultural development"."Admittedly claims to self-determination in different
conditions around the world have often given rise to problems. There are usually two principal
problems. The first problem is the definition of "people". What constitutes a people who in the
terms of the covenant should have the right to determine their own destiny?

We must take responsibility for legislation enacted in our Parliament. Our Government have
ratified the international covenant and I shall show how the Bill contravenes it. The Bill is merely a
faithful copy, in two languages, of a resolution of the Canadian Parliament. That body does not
have to give legislative affect to its own resolution. That responsibility is ours and ours alone. We
are asked to pass the Bill and we will be responsible for what it contains. That responsibility
needs to be spelt out.
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The second problem, which is politically the more difficult, is the conflict which so often arises
between a claim to self-determination and the territorial integrity of an established State.

There is no question of the territorial integrity of Canada being put at risk by what we propose on
behalf of the Indian peoples. If the native peoples demand a form of self-government, it is self-
government within the sovereignty of Canada. I submit that the Indian peoples have a right to
that. They have already a degree of self- government under the Indian Acts. They are entitled to
negotiate with the Canadian Government. A greater degree of self-government will achieve for
them the most important objective, which is the continuation in future generations of their distinct
identity. They cry out to us to help protect them from assimilation with the Canadian majority of
European origin. In so doing they pose no threat to the integrity of Canada. Their right to continue
to flourish as Indian, Métis and Inuit peoples is fully recognised by the covenant.

Article 27 of the covenant states: "In these States in which ethnic religious or linguistic minorities
exist, persons belonging to such minorities shall not be denied the right…to enjoy their own
culture, to profess and practise their own religion, or to use their own language." They should not
be denied that right and we should not make it more difficult for them to preserve their separate
identity by failing to do our duty in this place while there is still time.

The first problem—whether we are dealing with a distinguishable people—does not arise. The
native peoples of Canada are distinct from the majority of the Canadian population of European
origin. The Indian and Inuit communities have their own languages, cultures, customs and
religions. The Royal Proclamation emphatically described them as separate peoples. Indeed, it
described them as nations. The British North America Act gives them a separate status in Section
91. That separate status is reinforced by the Indian Acts. It is recognised by the very amendment
to which I am speaking. It cannot be disputed that the native communities of Canada are peoples
in the fullest meaning of the covenant.

The second problem, which is often the more contentious of the two and is the threat to territorial
integrity, presents us with no difficulty in this instance. As I said on Second Reading, the native
peoples have not appealed to us to support them in any claim for secession. Whenever Canada
has found itself in danger, when these islands have found themselves in danger and when the
Empire and Commonwealth have been in danger, Indians have flocked to the colours.

10/31/2020 ABORIGINAL RIGHTS COMMISSION (Hansard, 23 February 1982)
https://api.parliament.uk/historic-hansard/commons/1982/feb/23/aboriginal-rights-
commission#S6CV0018P0_19820223_HOC_279 5/7
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Will the affirmation of existing rights under the Bill mean a continuation of the Canadian
Government's transparent failure in the past to pay any real compensation for acquisition of
native interests in land and resources? I am not inventing this because I am quoting from the
rulings of Canadian courts and statements by Canadian Ministers. The facts are there for all who
wish to see them.

 I have great sympathy for what the hon. Gentleman is saying. He has read out a list
of most serious infringements of the rights of the Indian peoples. Is it the hon. Gentleman's
contention that they could appeal to this Parliament or this Government against the infringement
of their rights? If so, did they do so; and if so, what did we do about it?

Mr. Grimond

 I do not wish to detain the Committee much longer. However, there are many
things that can be done. In a sense we are talking not merely to one another, although this is
British legislation. Surely we are talking to Canada itself. One hopes that what we say in this place
will find some echo in Ottawa, or in the provincial capitals across the country. There are many
things that can be done but the one thing that we should not do is pass this proposed legislation
without question.

Sir Bernard Braine

The Committee must consider how the Bill, which I repeat it is our responsibility to enact,
succeeds in safeguarding these basic human rights which we have a solemn obligation to protect
under the covenant. What does the section that seeks to affirm these rights say? It states that
existing rights of the Indian peoples of Canada are recognised and affirmed. What are these
existing rights? Do they merely amount to the right of these people to continue to live in future in
their existing state of deprivation? Is the right of the native peoples to suffer continuing erosion of
their land, their land titles and their treaty rights under the Acts of the Canadian Parliament? Is it
their right to stand still and meekly accept the discriminatory provisions of the Indian Acts, the
Territorial Land Act and other measures which have so gravely prejudiced them?

Is it the right of the Indian peoples to continue to live with existing discriminations against native
education languages, cultures and customs? Is it their right to continue with an existing
employment rate of 68 per cent? Is it their right to continue with their existing life expectancy,
which is 20 years lower than that of the average Canadian? Is it their right to continue to suffer
the existing suicide rate, that most cruel measure of any community's despair, which is out of all
proportion to the national average? Is it their right to continue to receive their existing derisory
share of federal expenditure, which over the past 14 years has increased by a mere 14 per cent. in
real terms, compared with 129 per cent. in other federal programmes?

 Bearing in mind the constitutional conference that is to take place shortly after
the constitution is patriated, does the hon. Gentleman agree that it is a matter of considerable
concern that the anxieties of the Indian peoples should be articulated here so that they might be
better taken note of at the constitutional conference?

Mr. Clinton Davis
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 Yes, I agree entirely. When the hon. Gentleman addresses the Committee I hope
that he will develop that argument.
Sir Bernard Braine

10/31/2020 ABORIGINAL RIGHTS COMMISSION (Hansard, 23 February 1982)
https://api.parliament.uk/historic-hansard/commons/1982/feb/23/aboriginal-rights-
commission#S6CV0018P0_19820223_HOC_279 6/7

I have great regard and affection for Canada. I have many friends in Canada and it gives me no
pleasure to ask these questions and to recite the catalogue of discrimination and deprivation. I
have done so because the limitation imposed by the word "existing" has to be seen for what it is
and because this Parliament cannot escape its obligations under the international covenant. If we
do not face that obligation fairly today, we shall have no further opportunity hereafter.

Commons on 6 October 1980. Hon. Members may recall that this was the first appearance of the
unilateral bid by the Canadian Prime Minister to patriate the constitution.

If native grievances are not clearly expressed in the Committee—nothing that I have said is not
supported by statements made by or on behalf of the Canadian Government—we shall be
rightfully accused at the bar of world opinion as having connived at the perpetuation of injustice.
We shall be shown to have casually disregarded our solemn duty to legislate in accordance with
obligations under the covenant.

As a result of strenuous and dedicated lobbying by native interests, the Joint Committee of the
Canadian Commons and Senate agreed unanimously on 30 January 1981 to include certain
guarantees of aboriginal rights in the agreement. That was good. The agreement was regarded as
a great achievement by the Minister for Indian Affairs, the Hon. John Munro. It established once
and for all, he said, the Indian people's position in Canada by enshrining aboriginal treaty rights in
the fundamental laws of Canada. 6 pm

The Committee has already heard the strange and chequered history of what is now before us as
section 35. An affirmation of native rights did not form part of the resolution that was introduced
in the Canadian House of

Significantly, in view of what was to happen, he added—the Committee should know this—that he
was concerned that, unless the resolution was approved, the native people's rights would become
tokens in the process of negotiation. Significantly, too, he expressed concern also that Premier
Blakeney of Saskatchewan would not support the charter. He found it surprising, as Premier
Blakeney had always been a friend to the native peoples.
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Suffice it to say that no mention was made to us in those representations about native rights and
their effect upon the provinces. There was very little manifestation in those days of lobbying by
Indian interests. The hon. Member for Walsall, South, to his great credit, was alone in putting their
case at the time. He put it cogently and indefatigably, as I am sure he will again do in this
Committee.

Behind the scenes we know how the provincial capitals, particularly in the West, were alive with
foreboding at the implications of what was then section 34. A private and significant exchange of
correspondence in May 1981, immediately after the unilateral resolution in the Canadian
Parliament, throws light on what was going on. The Toronto Globe and Mail of 19 November 1981
published a letter written by the Honourable Roy McMurtry, the Attorney-General of Ontario, to the
Honourable Jean Chretien, the federal Minister of Justice. In retrospect it is interesting to observe
that Ontario was not one of the eight dissenting provinces.

Section 35 of schedule B to the Bill subsequently appeared in the resolution, which I shall
describe as the unilateral resolution, of the Canadian Parliament of April 1981. It was then
numbered section 34 and it read as follows: "The aboriginal and treaty rights of the aboriginal
peoples of Canada are hereby recognised and affirmed." It did not contain the intrusive word
"existing". We all know the fate of the unilateral resolution. Strenuous lobbying was conducted
against it by the dissenting provinces. The reasons were many and I do not wish to go into them
now. Many of us were assailed by representatives of the provincial Governments in London. Some
of us had the pleasure and privilege of meeting the premiers themselves.

In his letter Mr. McMurtry revealed clearly the anxiety of his provincial Government about the
implications of the former version of section 35. He wrote concerning the affirmation of native
rights that "it appears that every law, federal or provincial, that is inconsistent with the provision
of the Constitution which recognises and affirms the aboriginal rights and the treaty rights of
Indians, Inuit and Metis, is of no force or effect to the extent of the inconsistency." He said that,
although the nature of the aboriginal rights was a matter of uncertainty, it appeared that they were
property rights of a kind. He said: "This would mean that even if it were at a future date the
overwhelming will of Parliament that certain land subject to aboriginal title should be
expropriated in the public interest…this would not be done." 

It is clear that the provinces were horrified that Indian rights to land and, indeed, as he went on to
explain in his letter, Indian treaty rights to hunting, trapping and fishing, might become immune
from legislation in a new Canadian constitution. It is evident that the provinces which have major
control over the resources in Canada's federal constitution were not prepared to concede that any
aboriginal or treaty rights to land should be entrenched. The truth was that treaty and aboriginal
rights which had been solemnly conferred on the native peoples of Canada by the Crown and
which are part of the constitution of Canada had been overlaid in the past by the Federal
Parliament for the benefit of the provinces.
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The Governor General of Canada has since stated that he would have used his prerogative to
disallow it. As a consequence the Canadian Prime Minister was forced to renegotiate with the
dissenting provinces. The price was paid. It was no more proper entrenchment of Indian rights. So
it was that the foreboding of the Minister of Indian Affairs in the constitutional resolution debate
of February 1981 came to pass. Aboriginal interests and treaty rights became a token in the
course of negotiation.

Mr. Nicholas Winterton (Macclesfield) Is my hon. Friend not saying in short that the Federal
Government have negotiated with the Government of Canada under Mr. Trudeau an agreement in
which the aboriginal, native and Indian peoples of Canada and their future have been totally
sacrificed?

The provinces were determined to ensure that a continuation of this process of erosion of native
rights would not, if they could help it, be stopped dead in its tracks by constitutional
entrenchment. At the same time it became clear that a Canada Bill based on a unilateral
resolution would probably founder. 

 I would not use such a word as "totally" in this context. We are dealing with a
civilised and friendly country where in the course of time—one would have hoped before this
request was made to us and before this legislation was brought to us—all this would have been
settled. I do not despair of the matter, even now, being resolved. The question has to be
answered.

Sir Bernard Braine
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How many from the Crown of Canada 
are responsible for these deceptions?
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Canadian Liberal Federal Cabinet
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The Plain Truth

The Canadian Government has been instrumental since the 60's in advancing our
country into the New World Order and then calling us conspiracy theorists. 

But who are the real conspirators against all Canadians and Indigenous Peoples
and the People worldwide?  

The facts speak for themselves, as actions speak louder than words, and finally,
the TRUTH can no longer be denied!

You can put any text here

The Canadian Peoples' Union has developed three strategies to help free
Canadians and the Indigenous peoples from tyranny and the end to the Health
Scare by health care.  Keep reading to find our more...

https://thepowershift.ca/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=oBMuYJTA1k0
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Senators Contact List 
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Senators page 2
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Senators page 3 

https://thepowershift.ca/


The Great Canadian Political PowerShift

PowerShift Your March to Freedom    www.thepowershift.ca

Senators page 4
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It is time to hold those
responsible, accountable!
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"There is no greater power on earth than an idea whose time has come".

                                                                                                              Victor Hugo

"Nothing in LAW supersedes the WILL OF THE PEOPLE
regarding our collective right to self-determine our  system of
governance".  ~ Nicole Lebrasseur
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Health "Scare" by Health Care, The
Final Enslavement of Humanity 2020...  

There is nothing more important than our freedom and why we must say NO to:  

1. Global Government established Since 2017. Read more

2. Creation of the World Economic Forum   MATRIX and Open Government reporting to USA.

.Read more

3. Forced  Masking, social distancing, and possible forced Vaccinations

4. The false representative democracy coup established in 1931, nor Proportional
representation and the like, without having established laws to protect the people from
corruption and domination.

Our Freedom Is Everything!

https://thepowershift.ca/
https://www.worldgovernmentsummit.org/
https://www.weforum.org/
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PowerShift to Freedom Action Plan 

You are richer and more powerful than you think!

1. The Citizen's Convention of Consent legally binding agreement to collective self-
determination and collective self- governance

2. Formal Canadian citizen's Letter of Independence  from the UK - Final severance
and repeal of the Canada Act 1982 c 11 UK and all other Acts and Statutes
relating to Canada and still part of the UK legislation.

3. Multiple Court actions such as: Class Actions, Malfeasance Mass Torts,
Constitutional Challenges, etc.
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"There is nothing more important than our freedom, otherwise, life becomes
meaningless".
                                                                                               ~ Nicole Lebrasseur

"The only ones who can save our countries for total tyranny are the people.
That is why we created the "PowerShift to Freedom" and why it's even more
important today!"

The only difference between slavery and freedom depends on who
makes the final decisions, the Governments or the People... 

THE CHOICE YOUR YOURS!

https://thepowershift.ca/


The Great Canadian Political PowerShift

PowerShift Your March to Freedom    www.thepowershift.ca

Our Humble Beginning 

The Canadian Citizen's Convention of Consent
Political Binding Agreement
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=42-jKI_fpwo


The Great Canadian Political PowerShift

PowerShift Your March to Freedom    www.thepowershift.ca

https://thepowershift.ca/


The Great Canadian Political PowerShift

PowerShift Your March to Freedom    www.thepowershift.ca

The Canadian People's Union (CPU) being the first of its kind is an intelligent, quiet evolution for
revolutions that need to take place without chaos, bloodshed, or fear of retribution. 

Intelligent, Quiet Evolution For Revolutions

It is also the most intelligent way for all Canadians and indigenous nations to be in control of
what happens in this country, including the control of our monetary system, all laws, and
especially all corporate laws and what the banks, including the world bank or the UN and what
they can and cannot do in our country. 

We must change the system to protect our country, our rights and all of our futures, which is why
all countries need to instill 100% veto rule by the people everywhere. 

This should be the only focus of all citizens in Canada and worldwide.
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The political party that controls the government style corporation is who controls all the assets
(shares) owned by the collective citizens and indigenous people.

All the decision-making power within the government style corporation rests with the political
elite that created it and their parties that control it. For centuries, the political elite have carefully
crafted and maintained an illusion that they are working for the collective citizens and indigenous
people. The harsh reality is that who the collective citizens and indigenous people vote for never
really have worked for them at all.

The whole "system" is designed to keep the people outside of it with most laws, legislations,
statues, etc., designed to keep them in a very narrow lane within their own countries.  A lane that
does not interfere with the growth and prosperity of that which is owned by the political elite and
their families and networks.

Decisions, by those they employ for a term through voting, are rarely made in their best interest,
unless it is close to voting time again.  This was all originally created world-wide so the
corporations the politically elite own and the families they belong to would be the ones benefitting
the most from decisions made.  

By design our government style corporations are based on a “party system” in which the collective
citizens and indigenous people get to vote away their individual right to self-determine to who
they think will do the best job of looking after them and their country, aka their best interests.
Better put, they vote to employ, for a term, who they think will work hardest for them, make the
price of their shares increase and thereby make their life easier.

Yet, it has become common that without full disclosure and consent of the people, governments
worldwide are handing over 50% plus control of a country’s assets, infrastructures, and public
service management to privatization. This means the interests of international corporations and
globalization are being placed above the rights, and best interests, of the collective citizens and
indigenous people who are the rightful owners/shareholders of our respective countries.

With this Declaration most sovereign independent countries (states) became owned by the
citizens and indigenous people born in them. The varying systems of governance within these
sovereign independent states (countries) that exist as government type corporations were now to
manage what is owned by the people, in the best interest of the people, and not themselves.

In 1960, the UN reached a milestone when the General Assembly adopted the Declaration on the
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples (General Assembly resolution 1514
(XV)), known also as the Declaration on Decolonization. It proclaimed the necessity of bringing
colonialism in all its forms and manifestations to a speedy and unconditional end and declares
that all people have a right to self-determination.
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Political Science Professor Vaughan Lyon’s POWER SHIFT strategy , the i-ACUSE Convention and
Canadian Peoples Union's visions together; with some minor tweaking and implementation, can
and will change Canada, thus saving our Country and all of our future before we lose it altogether
to a forced Globalization.  

Tweaking: Removal of ”Final Decision making Authority” for all levels of Governance and
Representation – Returning "Final Decision Making Authority" to the Citizens and Indigenous
Nations at all levels of Governance on each side of the TWO ROW WAMPUM TREATY. 

From PARTYOCRACY to CONSTITUENCY RIDING ASSOCIATIONS – Modus Operandi

It is why it is so important to take proper action NOW! Below, you will get a clear understanding of
Vaughan Lyon’s vision and legacy that he has left to his family, to all Canadians and future
generations.  

It is time to shift the power of final decision-making authority from the politically elite to the
collective citizens and indigenous people of every country. The rightful owners/shareholders of
the countries they are born to or became natural citizens of, and who should hold final decision-
making authority in order to protect their assets (their countries and the resources within them).

For the collective citizens and indigenous people of their own countries world-wide to become the
for decisions made by those elected to represent them within the various governments world-
wide.

With the introduction of debt, interest, and taxes, it has evolved into the collective citizens and
indigenous people footing the bill for decisions made that rarely, if ever, are in their best interest.

To Vaughan Lyon and his family, we are grateful and in gratitude for his hard work and their
patience as we all know how extremely hard it is to go against a system that has been entrenched
so deeply into Canadians and the Indigenous Nations to the point of almost completely
brainwashing us to the notion that we can’t do anything to change it. 

That is wrong in so many ways! But not anymore... Come shift with us to a POLICY Democracy for
all... 
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The PowerShift From Party Elites to Informed
Citizens by Vaughan Lyon

Canadian Vaughan Lyon is courageous. In his new book, Power Shift, he makes the case for
diffusing political party control. Lyon acknowledges, “Since the proposed model will involve the
transfer of power from the elites to citizens, some of those who are politically advantaged by and
comfortable with the present system will vigorously oppose it.” Anyone writing this sort of
proposal will come under fire from the well-established political class, but Lyon may be the person
to cut through the opposition. 

Sometimes the right message has to also come from the right messenger. As an educated and
accomplished political scientist, Lyon is that courier. More importantly, he is pro-government and
offers his ideas to strengthen the role of government and give it real legitimacy by connecting it
more directly to the governed. He writes with the authority of a scholar, offering clearly
researched conclusions and complete documentation. At the same time, Lyon’s language is clear
and concise with modern examples.

Vaughan Lyon iUniverse (Jan 3, 2013)   
Softcover $23.95 (346pp) 978-1-4620-3763-6   
Clarion Rating: 5 out of 5  
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Power Shift does not call for the abolition of political parties. Rather, it presents the idea of
constituency parliaments (riding associations), bodies of representatives comprising one elected
official for every one-thousand voters. In the case of Canada, these local, close-to-the-voter
parliaments would then be the source of advice and information for the 308 members of the
Canadian House of Commons. It’s an idea that could easily be transferred to any representative
government and could have been proposed as 435 constituency parliaments (riding associations)
for each of the congressional districts in the United States. Though based on Canadian politics,
nearly every conclusion and observation in the book can be applied to the US governmental
system.  

Lyon has organized his presentation so that his solution is presented first, followed by his longer
case for change. This structure puts the primary idea into the reader’s mind and then shows how
it will work to solve many of the current problems our governments face. It is not difficult for
modern political watchers to accept the notion that party politics have become more important in
government than public policy, but Lyon shows how his constituency parliaments (riding
associations) would better connect citizens to their political leaders. 

The book addresses significant problems with the current system, things like voter apathy, special
interest groups, and an uninformed electorate. Lyon writes, “Interest groups of whatever kind will
no longer be able to claim they speak for us, because we will have the means to speak for
ourselves.” He also addresses the current political climate of constant crisis: “A crisis, real or
contrived, is valuable to politicians as a means of mobilizing support and diverting attention from
the policy failures that have led to the need to act.” Lyon then goes on to show how more direct
representation would get the governed interested and involved. 

Power Shift is offered to save and promote government. Conservatives will likely find flaws in
Lyon’s proposed implementation of constituency parliaments (riding associations), but many will
also appreciate the good sense and reason in his thinking. This book should be required reading
for anyone who sees that our current political structure is at a crossroads. The only people who
may find Power Shift a bit unsettling are those in the governing class who keep their power
through party politics and an uninvolved electorate. 

Reviewed by Thomas Kachadurian April 16, 2013

Vaughan Lyon's Power Shift Book Review
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Action #1: Sign Your Legal, Political Citizen's
Convention of Consent Agreement

This is a legal contract between the citizens to agree upon through majority.
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Are you ready to take control 

of your life, your country and 

your future for a better life 

for all?

Time is running out...
The time is NOW!

https://thepowershift.ca/


The Great Canadian Political PowerShift

PowerShift Your March to Freedom    www.thepowershift.ca

https://thepowershift.ca/


The Great Canadian Political PowerShift

PowerShift Your March to Freedom    www.thepowershift.ca

There is no other option...
For the sake of our children, It's up to you, and to each of us

to Power  to Freedom!Shift

Action #2 - Malfeasance Tort For The Right
to Self-Determination
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This would put the elected government under the Collective Heads of State (the citizens and
indigenous people) and thereby needing approval on all major decisions prior to implementing
them.

As most of the government style corporations operate day-to-day regardless of who is elected,
this would not affect the day-to-day operations of a country. Rather, it would allow a solid checks
and balances system to all major decisions made by those “term elected” positions that create
fundamental legislation, statutes, regulations, and laws that affect us all. This would mean more
referendum-style decisions and greater accountability by those elected.

Accomplished through:

1. Malfeasance lawsuits to end the vast corruption of governments world-wide.

2. Legal injunctions to protect the assets and rights of the people.

3. Legal constitutional challenges for the collective to self-determine.

4. Referendums on all major issues presented during elections.

5. Electing those who are nominated through constituency riding associations (running as
independent) in elections and thereby will represent the constituency that they are elected
through.

In Canada, the following have been used for the current Statement of Claim by Nicole Lebrasseur
and The Canadian People’s Union. This is not an “inclusive list” as the case has not yet reached
discovery. Rather this is what can easily be found by the public to prove justiciability based on
facts.

Cases, Acts, Statutes, Legislation
And International Law

There will also be laws, legislation, statues, and precedent set that is specific to each country.-

https://thepowershift.ca/


The Great Canadian Political PowerShift

PowerShift Your March to Freedom    www.thepowershift.ca

https://thepowershift.ca/


The Great Canadian Political PowerShift

PowerShift Your March to Freedom    www.thepowershift.ca

2. Royal Proclamation of the Constitution Act (1982)

Parliamentary Documents for Litigation

 (Hansard, Gazette, Official Letters, Official Committee Documents,
Speeches, Government Reports)
Parliamentary Documents

3. Canada Elections Act, S.C. 2000, c.9 (Canada Elections Act)

5. Parliament of Canada Act, R.S.C., 1985, c. P-1 (Parliament of Canada Act)

6. Financial Administration Act, R.S.C., 1985, c. F-11 (Financial Administration Act)

7. Revolving Funds Act, R.S.C., 1985, c. R-8 (Revolving Funds Act)

1. British Hansard – all references to Canada Bill, Committee Discussion on Canada Bill, Kershaw
Report

8. J. Peter Meekison, Constitutional Patriation: The Lougheed-Levesque Correspondence (Queen’s
University: Institute of Intergovernmental Relations, Queen’s University)

9. Office of the Auditor General of Ontario – 2019 Annual Report, V 1, V 2, V 4

4. Canada Criminal Code Act, R.S.C. 1985, c. C-46 (Canada Criminal Code)

10. Office of the Auditor General of Ontario - The Fair Hydro Plan: Concerns About Fiscal
Transparency, Accountability and Value for Money, October 17, 2017

Our POWERSHIFT TO FREEDOM IS THE "ANTIVIRUS" AGAINST WORLDWIDE, 
COVID-19 TYRANNY and the NEW WORLD ORDER RESET BY OUR GOVERNMENTS
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2. Blenco v. British Columbia (Human Rights Commission), [2000] 2 S.C.R. 307

4. NATO 1949

3. Secession of Quebec, [1998] 2 S.C.R. 217

6. Meech Lake Documents, 1992 CanLIIDocs 88

1. British Columbia Power Corporation v. British Columbia (Attorney General), 1962 CANLII 672
(BC CA)

4. British Columbia (Civil Forfeiture) v Vo, 2012 BCSC 1476, para 25

Acts, Statutes and Legislation

1. The Statute of Westminster 1931

2. The Canada Constitution Act 1982, being schedule B to the Canada Act 1982, 1982 c.11 (UK)
(the Constitution)

3. Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms, Part I of the Constitution Act 1982, being Schedule
B to the Canada Act 1982 (UK), 1982 c.11 (the Charter)

Some Court Case Precedents 

5. Canada Constitution Act 1867, being the British North American Act 1867, (The Constitution
Act 1867)
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1. The UN North Atlantic Charter, June 2, 1941  

International Law Instruments Signed
onto or Bound by Canada

2. The UN Charter 1945 article 1 sec 2  

12. Universal Declaration of Human Rights, G.A. Res. 217 A (III), U.N. Doc. A/810, at 71 (1948),
art. 14  

13. Western Sahara, Advisory Opinion, ICJ GL No 61, [1975] ICJ Rep 12, ICGJ 214 (ICJ 1975), 16th
October 1975, United Nations [UN]; International Court of Justice [ICJ]

3. The UN Universal Declaration of Human Rights  

4. The UN International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights
  
5. The UN International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights
  
6. The UN General Assembly resolution 1803 (XVII) of 14 December 1962, “Permanent
sovereignty over natural resources”  

7. UN General Assembly, Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and
Peoples, 14 December 1960, A/RES/1514(XV)  

8. The UN International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, Part I, Article I; Part II, Articles 1, 2,
3 and 5  

9. UN General Assembly, International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, 16 December 1966,
United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 999, p. 171  

10. International law “Decolonization Declaration 1960” initiated agreed too and signed in 1941 as
the North Atlantic Charter, also referred to as the United Nations General Assembly Resolution
1514  

11. United Nations, Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, 23 May 1969, United Nations,
Treaty Series, vol. 1155, p. 331  
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Action #3 - Canadian Letter of Independence
From The UK

having each further
signed in agreement an individual “Indigenous and Civil Unified Sovereign Enactment” Convention
of Consent to our collective self-determination and self-governance between all other signatories,
now declare our formal independence from the United Kingdom and the Imperial Crown, and
revoke all powers within the BNA ACT 1867 and Canada Act 1982 (UK), 1982, c 11, also known as
the Constitution Act 1982 and agree to enforce the lawful transfer of all political, financial and
constitutional powers to the collective Canadian citizens and Indigenous peoples of Canada

We, the undersigned Canadian Citizens and Indigenous peoples declare that: 

.

as a free sovereign nation already determined within International law through
our collective right to political self-determination and self-governance, that we, the Canadian
citizens and indigenous peoples therefore do not need to ask any government or court permission
to officially serve upon the UK Government, Parliament, the Imperial Crown and the Canadian
levels of government our formal letter of Independence from the Constitution act 1982 enacted by
the UK Parliament at the request of the Canadian government without prior discussion with, nor
approval of the CANADA BILL by, the Canadian citizens and Indigenous peoples.

We declare that: 

THE PEOPLES OF CANADA FORMAL POLITICAL DECOLONIZATION

DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE

FROM

THE UNITED KINGDOM AND THE BRITISH IMPERIAL CROWN

June 09, 2020
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We further declare and command the United Kingdom Imperial Crown, Government and
Parliament to immediately:

1. Amend the Canada Act 1982 to reflect the demands by the undersigned Canadian citizens and
Indigenous peoples, by placing the Canadian and Indigenous peoples of Canada as the official
collective sovereigns holding all executive powers over Her Majesty the Queen, Elizabeth II, the
Federal and Provincial Governments and legislatures, the Supreme court of Canada and Canadian
armed forces and, RCMP and Police; 

2. Immediately formally declare the transfer of complete constitutional sovereign powers and
parliamentary sovereignty over Canada by the Imperial Crown and Parliament of the United
Kingdom, Her Majesty the Queen, Elizabeth II, the Governor General of Canada and the Canadian
Federal and Provincial Governments legislating jurisdiction, control over military and of all
corporate and common financial assets of Canada, both nationally and internationally within the
Combined BNA ACT 1867 and Constitution Act 1982 through the United Kingdom’s Parliamentary
Sovereignty over Canada, which should have been initiated by either the Governments of Canada
or the United Kingdom but was not, and is maintained to this day under strict Constitutional law
and copyrights; 

3. All Canadian parliamentarians, legislative assemblies, legislatures and Indigenous Band
Councils are to consult with and get written approval from their constituents or band members
prior to taking action on their behalf, and; 

4. Officially release by repeal as spent “CANADA ACT 1982 (UK), 1982, c 11” which was unlawfully
enacted by the United Kingdom and the Government of Canada and renamed in Canada “The
Constitution Act 1982” according to the Statute of Westminster 1931 and the United Kingdom and
the Imperial Crown, and revoke all powers within the BNA ACT 1867 and Canada Act 1982 (UK),
1982, c 11, also known as the Constitution Act 1982 and agree to enforce the lawful transfer of all
political, financial and constitutional powers to the collective Canadian citizens and Indigenous
peoples of Canada.

the unlawful acquisition of political and constitutional powers over the
Canadian citizens and the Indigenous peoples and over our natural resources and assets by the
United Kingdom(UK) Imperial Government and Parliament, Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II, the
Canadian Federal, Provincial and Territorial governments with the passing of the Canada Act 1982
(UK), is NUL and VOID and is to be retroactive to having gained our complete independence with
the enactment of 1931 Statute of Westminster. 

We further declare that:  

https://thepowershift.ca/


The Great Canadian Political PowerShift

PowerShift Your March to Freedom    www.thepowershift.ca

the peoples of Canada by the recognition of International Law and the
1960 Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, United
Nations General Assembly Resolution 1514, through self-determination and self-governance as a
country, have been seriously abused through the theft of our rights as a sovereign people and
sovereign country.

We further declare that:  

 the Constitution Act 1982 along with the combined BNA ACT 1867 now
fully belongs to the Canadian citizens and the Indigenous peoples of Canada which can be
revoked in its entirety or amended by the people who now by this Declaration, possess all
sovereign and corporation sole powers of Her Majesty The Queen and also possess the powers of
the federal, provincial and territorial governments.

We further declare that:

The burden of the Decolonization process through strict Constitutional ties to the Canada Act
1982 UK and the Canada combined Constitution of 1867-1982 rests both on the United Kingdom
and Canada;

all Supreme Court of Canada precedents alleging to the political rights of
the Canadian federal and provincial governments and the Crown over we, the Canadian citizens
and Indigenous people are based on the fraudulent Constitution of Canada 1867-1982, and is
proof of deception proving again, that the Canadian federal and provincial governments,
Parliament and Legislatures since 1931, have falsely represented the Canadian people to this day,
given that our Constitution still belongs through strict Constitutional law, to the United Kingdom.

We further declare that: 

Canada was only given the right to self-governance, along with the Indigenous Nations and the
French population collectively without the right to self-determination, by the United Kingdom,
Canadian federal and provincial governments who were and are still responsible for the
implementation and resolution of the Decolonization process;

However, at the hands of the United Kingdom, the Governments of Canada and Supreme Court of
Canada, we, the citizens of Canada and Indigenous peoples were deliberately made to believe that
we were a sovereign people living in a sovereign Country with no legal Constitutional ties to the
British Crown and the United Kingdom Governments;

The Constitution of Canada combined with the BNA act of 1867 will finally be without any strict
Constitutional or legal ties to the United Kingdom Imperial Crown, Her Majesty the Queen,
Government and Parliament.
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in regards to the many deceptions from 1931 to 1982 by the Canadian
and UK governments and the Crown. all laws created in the BNA Act 1867 and the Canada Act
1982 (UK)1982 c 11, being the Constitution Act 1982 by the United Kingdom and the Canadian
Federal, Provincial and Territorial Governments and Legislatures in regards to executive and
parliamentary immunity from criminal and civil charges presently enjoyed by the Canadian
Parliamentarians and Legislatures are now to be considered NUL and VOID and subject to
criminal and civil prosecution.

We further declare that: 

This further means that the UK Parliament and the Parliament of Canada are both in breach of
trust, and in breach of their signed International Agreements.

: this reminder serves to address the issues with the Canada Act 1982
(UK), 1982, c 11, the Canada Bill of the United Kingdom enacted March 29, 1982 by:
We further declare that

: it is up to the United Kingdom to help the Canadian citizens
and Indigenous peoples to clean up this Canadian Governance mess as it was created unlawfully
according to the Hansard discussions, and by Prime Minister Thatcher’s correspondence in the
collaboration with Prime Minister Pierre E. Trudeau, the Provincial Premiers, Canadian Senators
and the Supreme court of Canada in the enactment of the unlawful Canada Act 1982 enacted by
the United Kingdom Parliament March 29th, 1982.

Therefore, we further declare that

• illegally enacting this Bill without consideration of the Statute of Westminster 1931, the
Decolonization Declaration of 1960 and the collective rights of both the Canadian citizens and the
Indigenous people of Canada to self-determination; 

• not removing the UK Imperial Government, the Imperial Crown and Queen Elizabeth II as the
Sovereign, from being in full right of Canada, the provinces to and the Crown Corporation Sole; 

• the Canadian federal government purposefully not stipulating the required changes to reflect the
rights of the Canadian and indigenous peoples as the sovereigns and possessing the control of
the corporation sole of Canada and the provinces in their creating the Canada Bill to be enacted
as the Canada Act 1982;

The Canadian representatives questioned during meetings of the United Nations decolonization
committees made it clear months prior to the implementation by the United Kingdom of the
enactment of the Canada Act 1982, that self-determination was not a good idea for Canada and
now, it has been purposefully, criminally taken 60 years without rightful implementation, and;
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: the Canada Act 1982 was illegally enacted by the United Kingdom Parliament
through coercion and deceit by Pierre E. Trudeau, the Premiers and Parliament for the purpose of
defrauding the Canadian and Indigenous people of our full rights by purposefully leaving the
Queen as the Sovereign. Both the United Kingdom and our Canadian government since 1931 have
neglected their responsibility in formally declaring the lawful Sovereign rights of the peoples of
Canada. 

Legal recourse

• The United Kingdom through the virtue of strict constitutional law, not having formally
transferred all copyrights, patents and full ownership of the Canada Constitution 1867-1982, and
full Constitutional and Parliamentary sovereignty to the Canadian and Indigenous people, and;

• the UK not having transferred in 1931 within the Statute of Westminster, and again in the Canada
Bill 1982, (UK) c11, the full Constitutional and Crown control of Canada as a whole; the
Corporation Sole, the Crown Corporations of Canada, including the transfer of the complete
control of the Consolidated Funds and all within that rightfully belongs to the collective Canadian
and Indigenous peoples of Canada, as the rightful collective Sovereigns of Canada.

• The Canadian government did not create or demand a formal decolonization letter of
independence from the British Crown and the United Kingdom, and; 

An Act to give effect to a request by the Senate and House of Commons of Canada. [29th March
1982].

• This is an act of treason against the Canadian and Indigenous peoples of Canada since 1931,
1960 and 1982 to 2020.

Canada Act 1982 1982 CHAPTER 11

• instead, procuring for itself and guaranteeing the political power of the sole royal prerogative
“final decision making authority” and further executive authority over the provinces and the
peoples of Canada, as they solely act on behalf of Her Majesty The Queen, the Crown and the
Crown Corporation of Canada as long as  they maintained the present Canadian Constitution
without the people’s authority over our Governance;
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We, as a united collective of Canadian citizens and Indigenous peoples,
have been left with no other choices but to make these official declarations and political
statements as it is our lawful right to take these measures to protect our country, our resources
and to protect Canada’s National Sovereignty by remaining above and beyond all corporate and
International laws and treaties not agreed to by the Canadian citizens and Indigenous peoples
now that we know of the illegitimacy of the Canadian Constitution 1982 combined with the BNA
Act 1867, unlawfully enacted as the Canada Act 1982, (UK) 1982, c 11 by the United Kingdom
Government and Parliament and especially when our Canadian federal, provincial, territorial. and
now, municipal levels of Government have been overreaching their powers by implementing
dictatorial emergency laws without the consent of the legislatures and have placed the Canadian
citizens and Indigenous peoples and our economy in extreme jeopardy.

We further declare that: 

1. Constitution Act, 1982 enacted.The Constitution Act, 1982 set out in Schedule B to this Act is
hereby enacted for and shall have the force of law in Canada and shall come into force as
provided in that Act. 

No Act of the Parliament of the United Kingdom passed after the Constitution Act, 1982 comes
into force shall extend to Canada as part of its law.

Modifications etc. (not altering text) 

C1 
S. 2: By proclamation made at Ottawa 17.4.1982 it was declared that the Constitution Act 1982
should, subject to section 59 thereof, come into force on 17.4.1982

2. Termination of power to legislate for Canada 

Whereas Canada has requested and consented to the enactment of an Act of the Parliament of
the United Kingdom to give effect to the provisions hereinafter set forth and the Senate and the
House of Commons of Canada in Parliament assembled have submitted an address to Her
Majesty requesting that Her Majesty may graciously be pleased to cause a Bill to be laid before
the Parliament of the United Kingdom for that purpose: Be it therefore enacted by the Queen’s
Most Excellent Majesty, by and with the advice and consent of the Lords Spiritual and Temporal,
and Commons, in this present Parliament assembled, and by the authority of the same, as
follows: 
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• These actions further destroyed our economy, national sovereignty and will have traumatized
individuals, and families of the Canadian and Indigenous people in order to enforce tracking
measures in the Government’s attempt instill the global governance, new world order without the
Canadian citizen’s and Indigenous peoples explicit consent. 

• The use of methylprednisolone steroid was also used in other countries prior to the enforcement
of the quarantine confinement of Canadian population, and; 

• The deliberate suspension of surgeries and other required medical procedures are to be
considered criminal acts and treason committed against the Canadian citizens and Indigenous
peoples. 

• The various Canadian levels of Governance have enacted with malfeasance measures that
encouraged, instead of stopping the further destruction of our livelihood, our economy and
wellbeing through the enforcement of the quarantine measures during the SARS-CoV2 COVID-9
Pandemic Health scare. 

• The Canadian Federal and Provincial Governments and health care associations and
professionals have purposefully directed the Canadian healthcare practitioners to improperly
record death related cases to be attributed solely to COVID-19 in order to inflate the pandemic
death cases, and thereby keeping the people in fear through constant government and media
COVID-19 pandemic updates in order to justify our quarantine and subsequent removal of our
rights and freedoms through continued false emergency measures. 

• It is obvious that we as Canadians needed to take a political legal stand. Given the Canadian
Constitutional ties to the UK Imperial Government, The United Kingdom Is still legally responsible
for the injustices done to the Canadian citizens and Indigenous people and all who took part in
the same incompetent measures in regards to the pandemic to this very day.

The SARS-CoV2 COVID-19 negligent quarantine of the Canadian and
Indigenous population by the Canadian Governments, the threat of forced vaccinations, contact
tracing, constant tracking and the participation in this outright negligence and corrupt measures
by Health Canada is further keeping the people traumatized, and;

We further declare that: 

• The deliberate withholding of information and knowledge in regards to the proper medical
treatment protocol use of Methylprednisolone Steroid being effective for Covid-19 as early as the
beginning of March for COVID-19 Patients in Canada is the same protocol for the curing of SARS,
H1N1 and MERS symptoms; 
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IMMEDIATE CEASE AND DESIST INJUNCTION AGAINST THE FEDERAL AND PROVINCIAL
GOVERNMENTS OF CANADA

3. The Canadian Federal, Provincial and Territorial Governments of Canada legislating under the
unlawfully enacted “Canada Act 1982,(UK) c 11 on March 29th, 1982, and renamed in Canada “the
Constitution Act 1982” combined with the British North American Act 1867”.

: We also place on formal notice of our declaration to

1. The International Court of Justice, and; 
2. The International Crimes Court, and; 
3. The Supreme Court of Canada, and; 
4. The Supreme Court of the United Kingdom

2. the implementation of Emergency Quarantine Policies and ACTS, and; 

 the fabricated claims of independence throughout history placing governments
above the people under false pretenses as done in Canada, have been and are nothing short of
treason, and the propagating of fear thus causing deliberate mental anguish, and an outcome of
mass murder and genocide of the Canadian population. These actions need to be considered no
less than crimes against humanity, crimes against the Canadian people and Indigenous people
and need to be dealt with through criminal prosecution.

Furthermore:

These many reasons are why we, the Canadian citizens and Indigenous peoples given our
sovereign rights, are taking full control of our future and country through our full self-
determination rights and therefore, this formal declaration of independence document is to also
serve as an official Moratorium, Injunction to cease and desist legal notice and command,
officially served to: 

The Canadian Federal, Provincial and Territorial Governments are to cease and desist:

1. The United Kingdom Imperial Government, Crown and Parliament, and; 

2. Her Majesty Queen, Elizabeth II, along with the Governor General who acts on her behalf in
Canada, and; 

1. Implementing Executive Orders over the Canadian and Indigenous peoples, and; 

3. the Implementation of all International, national, provincial and territorial laws having been
implemented without the Canadian citizens and Indigenous peoples expressed consent; 
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4. the further negotiations of International Trade deals until the Canadian peoples and Indigenous
people have been placed as the final authority; and, 

5. all comprehensive land claims negotiations wrongfully affecting the Indigenous peoples.

• thepowershift.ca; 
• canadianpowershift.ca; and, 
• canadianpeoplesunion.com

The Governor General of Canada 
The Canadian Prime Minister 
The Premiers of Canada 
The Canadian Armed Forces

NOTE: more Canadian citizens and Indigenous peoples will be added on as signatories to this
formal declaration and verified on the Canadian Peoples Union NFP, Powershift websites at: 

 It should not take more than 5 minutes to place the Canadian people as the Sovereigns of
Canada with final decision making authority over all issues and over the Crown and the federal
and provincial governments.

FYI:

Signed on this 9th day of June, 2020 and issued by registered mail to all affected parties. The
United Kingdom shall have 15 days from receipt by Registered mail to enact the required changes
to the Canada Act 1982 combined with the BNA Act 1867.

The Canadian Peoples Union NFP 
nicole@canadianpeoplesunion.com 
The Great Canadian Political Powershift 
nicole@thepowershift.ca 
1845 Sixth Line Rd, 
Ohsweken Ontario, Canada, N0A 1M0 
Tel: 1-226-777-5580 

Nicole Lebrasseur 

CC: The International Court of Justice   
The International Crimes Court   
The Supreme Court of Canada   
The Supreme Court of the United Kingdom
Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II 
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UK in Breach of Self-Determination
International Law 2019

How the UK failed to properly decolonize Commonwealth   Countries, and Non self-
Governing Territories through deception creating another  legal precedent. 

.       

RIGHT TO COLLECTIVE SELF-DETERMINATION

LEGAL CONSEQUENCES OF THE SEPARATION OF THE CHAGOS ARCHIPELAGO FROM
MAURITIUS IN 1965.  Consequences under international law arising from the
continued administration by the United Kingdom of the Chagos Archipelago. 

Decolonization of Mauritius not conducted in a manner

consistent with the right of peoples to self-determination.

— United Kingdom’s continued administration of the Chagos Archipelago constitutes a
wrongful act entailing the international responsibility of that State — Continuing
character of the unlawful act — United Kingdom under an obligation to bring an end to
its administration of the Chagos Archipelago as rapidly as possible — Modalities for
completing the decolonization of Mauritius to be determined by the General Assembly.

 

Learn more

This is used as precedent

https://thepowershift.ca/
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INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE 
Peace Palace, Carnegieplein 
2, 2517 KJ 
The Hague, Netherlands
Tel.: +31 (0)70 302 2323 Fax: +31 (0)70 364 9928

THE HAGUE, 25 February 2019. The International Court of Justice (ICJ), the principal judicial
organ of the United Nations, has today given its Advisory Opinion on the Legal

Website: www.icj-cij.org Twitter Account: @CIJ_ICJ YouTube Channel: CIJ ICJ

Consequences of the Separation of the Chagos Archipelago from Mauritius in 1965. In that

LinkedIn page: International Court of Justice (ICJ)

Opinion, the Court, (1) unanimously, finds that it has jurisdiction to give the advisory opinion
requested; (2) by twelve votes to two, decides to comply with the request for an advisory opinion;
(3) by thirteen votes to one, is of the opinion that, having regard to international law, the process
of decolonization of Mauritius was not lawfully completed when that country acceded to
independence in 1968, following the separation of the Chagos Archipelago; (4) by thirteen votes
to one, is of the opinion that the United Kingdom is under an obligation to bring to an end its
administration of the Chagos Archipelago as rapidly as possible; (5) by thirteen votes to one, is of
the opinion that all Member States are under an obligation to co-operate with the United Nations
in order to complete the decolonization of Mauritius.

Press Release

Unofficial

No. 2019/9 25 February 2019

Legal Consequences of the Separation of the Chagos Archipelago from Mauritius in 1965

The Court finds that the process of decolonization of Mauritius was not lawfully completed when
that country acceded to independence and that the United Kingdom is under an obligation to bring
to an end its administration of the Chagos Archipelago as rapidly as possible

https://app.designrr.io/projectHtml/612557?token=d99d7f5e72f9c22033284c17dbf61b47&embed_fonts=
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Reasoning of the Court

I. HISTORY OF THE PROCEEDINGS

The Court begins by recalling that the questions on which the advisory opinion of the Court has
been requested are set forth in resolution 71/292 adopted by the General Assembly on 22 June
2017. It further recalls that those questions read as follows:

- 2 - (a) “Was the process of decolonization of Mauritius lawfully completed when

Mauritius was granted independence in 1968, following the separation of the

Chagos Archipelago from Mauritius and having regard to international law, including obligations
reflected in General Assembly resolutions 1514 (XV) of 14 December 1960, 2066 (XX) of 16
December 1965, 2232 (XXI) of 20 December 1966 and 2357 (XXII) of 19 December 1967?”; (b)
“What are the consequences under international law, including obligations reflected in the above-
mentioned resolutions, arising from the continued administration by the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland of the Chagos Archipelago, including with respect to the inability of
Mauritius to implement a programme for the resettlement on the Chagos Archipelago of its
nationals, in particular those of Chagossian origin?”
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The fact that the Court has jurisdiction does not mean, however, that it is obliged to exercise it.
The Court is, nevertheless, mindful of the fact that its answer to a request for an advisory opinion
represents its participation in the activities of the Organization, and, in principle, should not be
refused. Thus, the consistent jurisprudence of the Court is that only “compelling reasons” may
lead it to refuse its opinion in response to a request. The Court notes in this regard that some
participants in the present proceedings have argued that such reasons exist. Among the reasons
raised are that, first, advisory proceedings are not suitable for determination of complex and
disputed factual issues; secondly, the Court’s response would not assist the General Assembly in
the performance of its functions; thirdly, it would be inappropriate for the Court to re-examine a
question already settled by the Arbitral Tribunal constituted under Annex VII of United Nations

The Court notes that the General Assembly is competent, by virtue of Article 96, paragraph 1, of
the Charter, to ask the Court for an advisory opinion on any legal question. It considers that a
request for an advisory opinion to examine a situation by reference to international law, as is the
case here, falls into this category. It concludes from this that the request has been made in
accordance with the Charter and that the two questions submitted to it are legal in character. The
Court accordingly has jurisdiction to give the advisory opinion requested by resolution 71/292 of
the General Assembly.

Convention on the Law of the Sea in the Arbitration regarding the Chagos Marine Protected Area;
and fourthly, the questions asked in the present proceedings relate to a pending bilateral dispute
between two States which have not consented to the settlement of that dispute by the Court.
After examining these arguments, the Court reaches the conclusion that there are no compelling
reasons for it to decline to give the opinion requested by the General Assembly.

III. THE FACTUAL CONTEXT OF THE SEPARATION OF THE

CHAGOS ARCHIPELAGO FROM MAURITIUS

Before addressing the questions submitted to it by the General Assembly, the Court deems it
important to examine the factual circumstances surrounding the separation of the archipelago
from Mauritius, as well as those relating to the removal of the Chagossians from this territory. It
notes in this regard that, prior to the separation of the Chagos Archipelago from Mauritius, there
were formal discussions between the United Kingdom and the United States and between
the Government of the United Kingdom and the representatives of the colony of Mauritius.

When the Court is seised of a request for an advisory opinion, it must first consider whether it has
jurisdiction to give the opinion sought and, if so, whether there is any reason why the Court
should, in the exercise of its discretion, decline to answer such a request.

II. JURISDICTION AND DISCRETION
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Archipelago from Mauritius. They led to the conclusion, on 23 September 1965, of the Lancaster
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House agreement, by virtue of which the representatives of Mauritius agreed in principle to the
detachment in exchange for, among other things, a sum of £3 million and the return of the
archipelago to Mauritius when the need for the military facilities on the islands disappeared. On 8
November 1965, a colony, known as the British Indian Ocean Territory (“BIOT”), and consisting
inter alia of the Chagos Archipelago, detached from Mauritius, was established by the

On 7 July 1982, an agreement was concluded between the Governments of Mauritius and the

During the talks between the United Kingdom and the United States, which were held from

United Kingdom. In 1966, an agreement was concluded between the United States and the United
Kingdom for the establishment of a military base by the United States on the Chagos Archipelago.

February 1964 onwards, the United States expressed an interest in establishing a military
communication facility on Diego Garcia, the principal island of the Chagos Archipelago. The
discussions held in 1965 between the Government of the United Kingdom and the representatives
of the colony of Mauritius, for their part, concerned the question of the detachment of the Chagos

Between 1967 and 1973, the inhabitants of the Chagos Archipelago who had left the islands were
prevented from returning. The other inhabitants were forcibly removed and prevented from
returning. On 16 April 1971, the BIOT Commissioner enacted an Immigration Ordinance, which
made it unlawful for any person to enter or remain in the Chagos Archipelago without a permit. By
virtue of an agreement concluded between Mauritius and the United Kingdom on 4 September
1972, Mauritius accepted payment of the sum of £650,000 in full and final discharge of the

United Kingdom’s undertaking given in 1965 to meet the cost of resettlement of persons
displaced from the Chagos Archipelago.

United Kingdom, for the payment by the United Kingdom of the sum of £4 million on an ex gratia
basis, with no admission of liability on the part of the United Kingdom, in full and final settlement
of all claims whatsoever of the kind referred to in the agreement against the United Kingdom by or
on behalf of the Ilois. That agreement also required Mauritius to procure from each member of
the Ilois community in Mauritius a signed renunciation of the claims.

https://thepowershift.ca/


The Great Canadian Political PowerShift

PowerShift Your March to Freedom    www.thepowershift.ca

The Court considers that there is no need for it to reformulate the questions submitted to it for an
advisory opinion in these proceedings. Furthermore, there is no need for it to interpret those
questions restrictively. 1. Whether the process of decolonization of Mauritius was lawfully
completed having regard to international law (Question (a))

IV. THE QUESTIONS PUT TO THE COURT BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

In order to pronounce on whether the process of decolonization of Mauritius was lawfully
completed having regard to international law, the Court explains that it must determine, first, the
relevant period of time for the purpose of identifying the applicable rules of international law and,
secondly, the content of that law.

- 4 -

Two feasibility studies were conducted by the United Kingdom to determine whether a
resettlement of the islanders was possible and, if so, under what terms. It was concluded that
although resettlement was possible, it would pose significant challenges. To date, the
Chagossians remain dispersed in several countries, including the United Kingdom, Mauritius and
Seychelles. By virtue of United Kingdom law and judicial decisions of that country, they are not
allowed to return to the Chagos Archipelago.

In Question (a), the General Assembly situates the process of decolonization of Mauritius in the
period between the separation of the Chagos Archipelago from its territory in 1965 and its
independence in 1968. It is therefore by reference to this period that the Court is required to
identify the rules of international law that are applicable to that process. However, this will not
prevent it, particularly when customary rules are at issue, from considering the evolution of the
law on self-determination since the adoption of the Charter of the United Nations and of
resolution 1514 (XV) of 14 December 1960 entitled “Declaration on the Granting of Independence
to Colonial Countries and Peoples”. Indeed, State practice and opinio juris are consolidated and
confirmed gradually over time.

The Court turns next to the nature, content and scope of the right to self-determination applicable
to the process of decolonization of Mauritius. It begins by recalling that, having made respect for
the principle of equal rights and self-determination of peoples one of the purposes of the

United Nations, the Charter included provisions that would enable non-self-governing territories
ultimately to govern themselves.
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The Court notes that the adoption of resolution 1514 (XV) represents a defining moment in the
consolidation of State practice on decolonization. There is, in its view, a clear relationship
between this resolution and the process of decolonization following its adoption. The Court adds
that resolution 1514 (XV) has a declaratory character with regard to the right to self-determination
as a customary norm, in view of its content and the conditions of its adoption. It also has a
normative character, in so far as it affirms that “[a]ll peoples have the right to self-determination”.

The Court further observes that the nature and scope of the right to self-determination of peoples,
including respect for the national unity and territorial integrity of a State or country, were
reiterated in the Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning Friendly Relations and

The Court then examines the functions of the General Assembly during the process of
decolonization. It notes that the General Assembly has played a crucial role in the work of the

Co-operation among States in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations. By recognizing
the right to self-determination as one of the “basic principles of international law”, the Declaration
confirmed its normative character under customary international law.

The Court recalls that the right to self-determination of the people concerned is defined by
reference to the entirety of a non-self-governing territory. Both State practice and opinio juris at
the relevant time confirm the customary law character of the right to territorial integrity of a non-
self-governing territory as a corollary of the right to self-determination. The Court considers that
the peoples of non-self-governing territories are entitled to exercise their right to self-
determination in relation to their territory as a whole, the integrity of which must be respected by
the administering Power. It follows that any detachment by the administering Power of part of a
non-self-governing territory, unless based on the freely expressed and genuine will of the people
of the territory concerned, is contrary to the right to self-determination. In the Court’s view, the law
on self-determination constitutes the applicable international law during the period under
consideration, namely between 1965 and 1968.

United Nations on decolonization, in particular, since the adoption of resolution 1514 (XV). It
observes that it is in this context that it is asked in Question (a) to consider, in its analysis of the
international law applicable to the process of decolonization of Mauritius, the obligations
reflected in General Assembly resolutions 2066 (XX) of 16 December 1965, 2232 (XXI) of 20
December 1966 and 2357 (XXII) of 19 December 1967. The Court points out in this regard that in
resolution 2066 (XX) of 16 December 1965, entitled “Question of Mauritius”, the General
Assembly invites the United Kingdom “to take no action which would dismember the Territory of
Mauritius and violate its territorial integrity”. 
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In the Court’s view, by inviting the United Kingdom to comply with its international obligations in
conducting the process of decolonization of Mauritius, the General Assembly acted within the
framework of the Charter and within the scope of the functions assigned to it to oversee the
application of the right to self-determination. The General Assembly assumed those functions in
order to supervise the implementation of obligations incumbent upon administering Powers under
the Charter. Moreover, it has been the Assembly’s consistent practice to call upon administering
Powers to respect the territorial integrity of non-self-governing territories.

In resolutions 2232 (XXI) and 2357 (XXII), the General Assembly “[r]eiterates its declaration that
any attempt aimed at the partial or total disruption of the national unity and the territorial integrity
of colonial Territories and the establishment of military bases and installations in these
Territories is incompatible with the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations
and of General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV)”.

The Court turns next to the question of whether the detachment of the Chagos Archipelago from
Mauritius was carried out in accordance with international law. After recalling the circumstances
in which the colony of Mauritius agreed in principle to such a detachment, the Court considers
that this detachment was not based on the free and genuine expression of the will of the people
concerned. It takes the view that the obligations arising under international law and reflected in
the resolutions adopted by the General Assembly during the process of decolonization of
Mauritius require the United Kingdom, as the administering Power, to respect the territorial
integrity of that country, including the Chagos Archipelago. The Court concludes that, as a result
of the Chagos Archipelago’s unlawful detachment and its incorporation into a new colony, known
as the BIOT, the process of decolonization of Mauritius was not lawfully completed when
Mauritius acceded to independence in 1968. 2. The consequences under international law arising
from the continued administration by the United Kingdom of the Chagos Archipelago (Question
(b))

Having established that the process of decolonization of Mauritius was not lawfully completed in
1968, the Court then examines the consequences, under international law, arising from the United
Kingdom’s continued administration of the Chagos Archipelago (Question (b)). It is of the opinion
that this continued administration constitutes a wrongful act entailing the international
responsibility of that State. It concludes from this that the United Kingdom has an obligation to
bring to an end its administration of the Chagos Archipelago as rapidly as possible, and that all
Member States must co-operate with the United Nations to complete the decolonization of
Mauritius. Since respect for the right to self-determination is an obligation erga omnes, all States
have a legal interest in protecting that right. The Court considers that, while it is for the General
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Vice-President XUE appends a declaration to the Advisory Opinion of the Court;

Assembly to pronounce on the modalities required to ensure the completion of the decolonization
of Mauritius, all Member States must co-operate with the United Nations to put those modalities
into effect. As regards the resettlement on the Chagos Archipelago of Mauritian nationals,
including those of Chagossian origin, this is an issue relating to the protection of the human
rights of those concerned, which should be addressed by the General Assembly during the
completion of the decolonization of Mauritius.

Judges TOMKA and ABRAHAM append declarations to the Advisory Opinion of the Court;

Judge CANÇADO TRINDADE appends a separate opinion to the Advisory Opinion of the Court;
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Composition of the Court

Judges CANÇADO TRINDADE and ROBINSON append a joint declaration to the Advisory Opinion
of the Court; Judge DONOGHUE appends a dissenting opinion to the Advisory Opinion of the
Court;

A summary of the Advisory Opinion appears in the document entitled “Summary

The Court was composed as follows: President Yusuf; Vice-President Xue; Judges Tomka,

Judges GAJA, SEBUTINDE and ROBINSON append separate opinions to the Advisory Opinion of
the

Abraham, Bennouna, Cançado Trindade, Donoghue, Gaja, Sebutinde, Bhandari, Robinson,

Court; Judges GEVORGIAN, SALAM and IWASAWA append declarations to the Advisory Opinion of
the Court. ___________

Gevorgian, Salam, Iwasawa; Registrar Couvreur.

No. 2019/2”, to which summaries of the declarations and opinions are annexed. This press
release, the summary and the full text of the Advisory Opinion are available on the Court’s website
(www.icj-cij.org), under the heading “Cases” (click on “Advisory proceedings”). ___________
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United Nations organs and agencies of the system. The Court is composed of 15 judges elected
for a nine-year term by the General Assembly and the Security Council of the United Nations.

Independent of the United Nations Secretariat, it is assisted by a Registry, its own international
secretariat, whose activities are both judicial and diplomatic, as well as administrative. The
official languages of the Court are French and English. Also known as the “World Court”, it is the
only court of a universal character with general jurisdiction.

Note: The Court’s press releases are prepared by its Registry for information purposes only and
do not constitute official documents. ___________

The ICJ, a court open only to States for contentious proceedings, and to certain organs and
institutions of the United Nations system for advisory proceedings, should not be confused with
the other  mostly criminal  judicial institutions based inThe Hague and adjacent areas, such as
the International Criminal Court (ICC, the only permanent international criminal court, which was
established by treaty and does not belong to the United Nations system), the Special Tribunal
for Lebanon (STL, an international judicial body with an independent legal personality, established
by the United Nations Security Council upon the request of the Lebanese Government and
composed of Lebanese and international judges), the International Residual Mechanism for
Criminal  Tribunals (IRMCT, mandated to take over residual functions from the International
Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia and from the International Criminal Tribunal for
Rwanda), the Kosovo Specialist Chambers and Specialist Prosecutor’s Office (an ad hoc judicial
institution which has its seat in The Hague), or the Permanent Court of Arbitration (PCA, an
independent institution which assists in the establishment of arbitral tribunals and facilitates
their work, in accordance with the Hague Convention of 1899). ___________

The International Court of Justice (ICJ) is the principal judicial organ of the United Nations.

It was established by the United Nations Charter in June 1945 and began its activities in

April 1946. The seat of the Court is at the Peace Palace in The Hague (Netherlands). Of the six
principal organs of the United Nations, it is the only one not located in New York. The Court has a
twofold role: first, to settle, in accordance with international law, legal disputes submitted to it by

States (its judgments have binding force and are without appeal for the parties concerned); and,
second, to give advisory opinions on legal questions referred to it by duly authorized
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Raising the Roof to Parliament Adding We The People as 
The Executive Authority For Our Country!

There is a fine line between slavery and freedom and that depends on WHO is
controlling our governance, the People or Government... ~ NL

Constituency Parliaments Solution

https://thepowershift.ca/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=e8pc7yQ4M4I&t=1s
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Initially it is constituents (eligible voters and taxpayers) meeting with their elected official (MP,
MLA, Counsellor) and making sure their elected official can represent them properly by developing
a constituency position on issues and policy. This way those elected do not have to guess how
their constituents would respond to something like the Paris Accord, funding the building of roads
in other countries and so on.

Getting True Democracy Started!

This allows the collective citizens and indigenous people to voice their concerns in a way that
gets them to the table outside of the entrenched political party process that exists in many
countries in a way that is safe, respectful and transparent to all.  

Once the collective citizens and indigenous people (the constituents) are ready, educated and
wanting to more forward, Constituency Riding Associations could nominate independent
candidates, in all elections at all levels of government, that they feel would represent the needs of
the constituency better than those running as party candidates.

The success of the candidates running in elections (party or independent) either initially or for
consecutive terms, would depend far more on relationships they build up within their
Constituency Riding Association than it would on the relationships within their own political party.

It would then be the vote of the collective citizens and indigenous people of that constituency that
would ultimately decide who represents them within their system of governance for a particular
election term.

People would be able to vote for a person who works for a political party, or a person who works
for them. Eventually, should the people collectively decide through how they vote, party
candidates may be few and far between, just as independents are in most elections now.  There
would be a powershift from democracy inside the systems of government being only for political
parties to it being for the people.

People would have, for the first time in many countries, an alternative to the party system they are
not really a part of or would never vote within. They would be empowered. They would not be
voting their right to self-determine away every election. The candidate they vote for would have to
keep them informed and seek their voice.  

The people would remain involved in their own self-determination between elections.  They could
eventually see issues that crop up being dealt with faster and in ways we could only wish for now.
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Currently, in Canada, Nunavut is governed in a similar manner whereby the people stay engaged
and participate in collaboration with those they elect on major decisions.  

This process could be adopted on a constituency-by-constituency basis as elections occur. It
need not be adopted nationally all at once.

It would reverse the flow of policy direction from top-down to bottom-up.  The needs of the people
and the country would be put first, always.

 Eventually a 

The powershift to elected independent representatives

becoming the majority shifts the functions of organizing parliament and choosing a Prime

Minister and Cabinet that would normally be done be a party’s leadership.   This would

powershift from political parties controlling executive cabinet to the people via the independent

representatives.

system of parliament would be firmly based on the self-determination of the

collective constituents (the people).   

Citizens and Indigenous People would have a real opportunity to develop policy (policy
democracy) by having a seat at the table as a team with those elected and see the policies
represented in the Commons.

This would bring back real discussion, collaboration, critical thinking, solution-based approaches,
and much more, to how decisions are made within our parliaments world-wide.

It would remove the corruption that currently exists in every country with the politically elite
controlling the systems of governments and thereby creating legislation, agreements, financial
aid, etc., within their own networks world-wide to protect or serve themselves and not the people
they have been elected to serve.  

This would remove the political party style of politics that is exaggeratedly competitive,
adversarial, and divisive. It would remove the “partocracy” that creates an illusion of the party
candidate being for the people, while at the same time ignoring them between elections and
aiding the party to rob them of their rights and assets.

It would bring a level of transparency to every countries system of governance that the people
have been told is there, but which they are unable to access.
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Those elected who were "in favor" of these past reforms knew what was needed but found it hard
to gain acceptance during their terms.  As a result, the past reforms stop short of challenging the
basis of the people's political detachment, or apathy, the delegation of their political rights and
responsibilities to parties and, particularly, to party leaders.

 Within as little as one election cycle, countries could see the implementation of 
based on the work of the constituency riding

associations, collaborating with those elected due to an option for the constituents to retain
their right to have the opportunity to participate directly in determining the policies that the
elected leaders implement between elections.  A shift from parliamentary democracy to policy
democracy.

a
collaboratively arrived at Policy Agenda 

Other opponents will feel that staying with the colonial tradition countries should look to the US or
the UK for political models.  Yet, the people need political systems that meet their unique values
and challenges.  

This Policy Democracy would achieve through the deliberative discussions, collaboration, critical
thinking, and implementation of solutions brought forward by citizens and indigenous people with
their respected elected representatives.

While most citizens and indigenous people worldwide endorse constituency representation in
theory, for many, actually taking the plunge and becoming active supporters will involve personal
courage.

Opponents of this new model will cry that if constituency representation is implemented, "the sky
will fall".  Yet nearly all the reforms introduced by the party elites since 1931 have been proven to
only falsely claim to open up the system to more participation or, in the case of voting, maintain
what little participation there is.   

Countries that allow their people to have much more participation, who already enjoy a similar
system of parliament are Sweden, the Nordic countries and Switzerland. However, in these
countries the collective citizens and indigenous people still do not have final decision-making
authority. This means they still have few options should their government be corrupt or not make
decisions that in their country's or the people’s best interest.
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They will be able to be as involved, or as uninvolved, as they so choose, knowing that they always
will have a voice that will be heard.

We would be providing them with a system of governance that is true freedom for the very reason
that they will never have to give their voice, their right to self-determine, away.  

Instead, they would grow up, knowing a system of governance their ancestors fought wars for.

A democratic revolution to Powershift - from Party Elites to Informed Citizens

Through Powershift, our children and grandchildren would not have to take to the
streets to be heard.
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If you want FREEDOM, the PEN is mightier than the SWORD... Be wise!
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