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Dear John Wyatt, Conan MacIntyre and Stephen the Lawless Liar Lichti,

Provision
11. Any person charged with an offence has the right:

d. to be presumed innocent until proven guilty according to law in a fair
and public hearing by an independent and impartial tribunal.

This right is being violated with gross impunity by suggesting that I do not have
the right to DEMAND that there be a public Record of the charges against Me
that matches the name and Title of the information before the Courts!!!

Similar provisions

Other Canadian legislation

The presumption of innocence is also protected by section 7 and section 11(e)
of the Charter. (In addition, section 7 serves to protect analogous fair trial
rights.) In certain circumstances in which both section 7 and section 11(d)
violations are claimed, a finding that one provision has been infringed will
necessarily entail a finding that the other has been infringed as well (R. v.
Rose, [1998] 3 S.C.R. 262; R. v. J.J., 2022 SCC 28). Where a Charter claim is
brought under both section 7 and section 11(d), these rights should be
assessed together where they are co-extensive (such as in the case of the
right to a fair trial and the right to make full answer and defence) and
separately where a concern falls specifically under one of the rights (such as
claims of overbreadth(over-stepping Your jurisdiction and authority to
cause harm to an innocent Man seeking relief and remedy from a
competent Court), which is a principle of fundamental justice under
section 7). Section 11(d) is also frequently considered in conjunction with the
open court principle, which is protected under section 2(b) (R. v.
Mentuck, [2001] 3 S.C.R. 442). A similar provision is also found in section 2(f)

https://scc-csc.lexum.com/scc-csc/scc-csc/en/item/1663/index.do
https://decisions.scc-csc.ca/scc-csc/scc-csc/en/item/19428/index.do?q=J.J.
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of the Canadian Bill of Rights. The Preamble of the Constitution Act,
1867 references judicial independence, an aspect of section 11(d) (note that
such protection under the Constitution is not greater than what is found in this
paragraph (Therrien (Re), [2001] 2 S.C.R. 3).

International human rights instruments binding on Canada

Provisions similar to section 11(d) are found in articles 14(1) and 14(2) of
the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights.

Purpose
Section 11(d) helps to ensure that only those who are guilty are ultimately
condemned by the criminal justice system. Section 11(d) protects the
innocent in two ways. First, section 11(d) guarantees the right of any person
charged with an offence to be presumed innocent until proven guilty beyond a
reasonable doubt. Second, section 11(d) guarantees that the process whereby
the guilt of any accused will be proved, will be fair. An essential component of a
fair process is that the trier of fact — whether judge or jury — be independent
and impartial (Dubois v. The Queen, [1985] 2 S.C.R. 350 at page 357; R. v.
Oakes, [1986] 1 S.C.R. 103 at paragraph 32). Section 11(d) does not
guarantee “the most favourable procedures imaginable” for the accused, nor is
the broad principle of trial fairness assessed solely from the accused’s
perspective (J.J., supra at paragraph 125). The right to a fair trial is considered
from the perspectives of the accused, the complainant, the community and the
criminal justice system at large (J.J., supra at paragraph 121).

For the umpteenth time, I have been found guilty of no crime, there is no public
Record of any charges for Sean von Dehn on any public facing website or in
the Court Case Lookup Tool.  It is 'unreasonable and incorrect' to suggest that
You, John Wyatt, telling Me that You represent the Judge and 'the Bench' of the
Superior Court of Justice?  So You are telling Me that a Superior Court Justice
Will endorse and support Your belief that You can use the bail supervisor
program to unlawfully inconvenience a Man and subject him to unnecessary,
undue harm by the loss of his rights so You can compel him to travel two and a
half hours for no other reason than to show that he is 'obedient' and 'compliant'
with the unconstitutional orders You are Giving him?  You could arrange a
phone interview instead, especially considering that in this case, I was the one
to book the next court date, I am the one writing the Court everyday as King
prosecution what evidence he has to support his allegations and he says
nothing at all, Nihil Dicit!
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And You represent the Judge?!  Either that is a lie, or You are the most
treasonous, corrupt judge I have seen war King against the constitutional rights
of Canada's People in a long time!

I clearly asked You why You cannot arrange to have a meeting with Me on the
phone, advising You that I have a Court hearing booked for December 3rd to
complain about exactly this fraud and Your complete disregard for My inherent
rights according to Canada's Charter AND My general, overall well being -
emotionally, psychologically, and even economically.  The 'Court' is not here to
exploit People who are presumed innocent, You are to ensure that My
constitutional rights are protected throughout the judicial process or I am
entitled to compensation because the loss of a right is a form of harm because
it is a breach of Trust.  Why?  Because the Constitutional Rights of Canada's
People are the only thing the Courts in any province or territory were Created
to do.  If they fail to do that which they were instituted to guarantee, then they
are not serving the People as advertised, which is a fundamental breach of
Justice and the public Trust.
When I tell You that My rights have been violated, all Court processes should
STOP until the Charter violation (called a Charter challenge) has been heard
because failing to do so only aggravates the harm like pouring salt in a wound
and the Courts generally don't like to increase their liability when My inherent
rights are the only thing they were Trusted to ensure are guaranteed in the first
place.

You are hereby on Notice of Civil and Criminal Liability because You
acknowledged that You are causing Me harm and violating My rights and
asserted that You have the right to do so until My innocence is proved by a
Court.  Wrong.  You have a legal and lawful obligation to presume I am not
guilty until Stephen the Lawless Liar Lichti proves his case.

I am inviting You to attend Court on December 3rd, 2025 and You can explain
to the Judge at the hearing why You believe You have the right to ignore My
protests in violation of My right to the presumption of innocence and to a fair
and public hearing that does not use a fake entity on the Court Case Lookup
Tool and public Registry.

Because this is a detail that the Court Will know because they obviously know
what name they are proceeding against on the Registry because some One in
Toronto is allegedly adding a hyphen to the name for the Court Case Lookup



Tool and nobody war King for the Court or prosecuting against Me can seem to
explain why?  It Will be the fourth time that police have tried to proceed against
Me using a fake name to avert the official Registry and because You can verify
these facts by using the Court Case Lookup Tool Yourselves (it is a public
database) not only do You have the legal and lawful obligation to presume I am
innocent and telling the Truth, but You can verify these facts for Your Self.

If John and Conan both believe that using a different name on the official
Registry that doesn't match the name or Title of the documents proceeding
before the Court isn't identity and Registry fraud with malicious intent...  Well,
frankly, I don't believe them.  I don't believe either one of them would be 'okay'
with some One using a fake name on the Registry to proceed against them or
faulting them with bail conditions when You've been found guilty of no crime,
but You expect Me to be okay with that?  And I'm supposed to believe that You
don't know the prosecutor is engaged in fraud and that You are conspiring with
him?

You Wish for Me to believe that the purpose of the bail supervisor program is to
ignore My rights, see how much You can inconvenience Me under threat of
arrest for failing to comply with orders I should never have been subject to in
the first place? If You believe that sounds reasonable, I would like You to come
to Court on December 3rd to explain Your reasoning to a judge.  You explain
why it is necessary to inconvenience Me in violation of My rights rather than
have a five minute phone call?  You tell Me how this is 'helping' Me to comply
with the unlawful bail conditions in violation of My rights, and why You don't
care that You're violating My rights.

If You read the Department of Justice website You can find a detailed
explanation of Section 24.1, the 'Provisions' of the Court.  You can look the
Word up on Your own if You Wish or You can read the explanation provided
by the Minister of Justice and Attorney General.  The Significance is to
indicate beforehand reference.  If rights related to due process are being
violated, it is a PRELIMINARY Issue which MUST be addressed before the
case can proceed.

No 'legitimate' Court would 'gaslight' a Notice of Liability for violating My
constitutional rights guaranteed by the Courts perpetrating the violation. 

https://www.justice.gc.ca/eng/csj-sjc/rfc-dlc/ccrf-ccdl/check/art241.html
https://www.justice.gc.ca/eng/csj-sjc/rfc-dlc/ccrf-ccdl/check/art241.html


Courts don't generally generate torts against themselves unless they are
engaged in fraud and hoping to 'railroad' what they call a self presented litigant.

If neither of You can explain to Me why Stephen the Lawless Liar Lichti is using
the name 'VON-DEHN' and a different case file number on the Registry (the
Court Case Lookup Tool), then I Will presume You are either criminally
negligent or conspiring with him,  In either case, You are liable to Me for
violating My rights and doing so with impunity after being advised of the
trespass.

You are hereby served in Your personal, private capacity.
Stephen Lichti is liable to Me for an additional five ounces of Gold for the
aggravated harm I was subject to today by bail supervisors claiming to
represent the Judge and 'the Bench' violating My rights with malicious intent
and impunity?  I'd like to know what a Judge has to say about that, please
come to Court on December 3rd.  You can get the details from William Coyte,
apparently You are in close communication with Virtual Crown and the City of
Ottawa.

King Sean, House von Dehn,

Hand of Stephen,
The Kingdom of Heaven Found a Sean

King Sean, House von Dehn <gnosticwisdom37@gmail.com> Tue, Nov 4, 2025 at 10:13 AM
To: cmacintyre@jhsottawa.ca, jwyatt@jhsottawa.ca, Virtual Crown Ottawa <virtualcrownottawa@ontario.ca>

   Core Values: 

1. We believe that every individual has intrinsic worth and has the right to be treated
with dignity and respect. 

2. We believe in the potential of all human beings and in their capacity for growth and
change. 

3. We believe that all individuals have the right to live in a safe and peaceful society
and that justice is best served through measures that resolve conflict and promote
the reparation of harm. 

4. We believe that individuals are responsible for their own actions and must be held
accountable for those actions. 

5. We believe that the root causes of crime are found within communities and that the
solutions to crime are also found in communities. 

6. We believe in serving community needs by cooperating and collaborating to
achieve a healthy and safe society



Wow, amazing!  So You believe I have SOME rights, just not the Constitutional rights
guaranteed by the Courts.  I don't care what rights You BELIEVE I have, I care about
Your obligation to guarantee that My Charter rights are not violated by Your lawless
dictates issued for no other reason than to satisfy Your lawless, inflated ego and
totalitarian dictates in violation of My rights and cleary with intent to cause Me additional
emotional, psychological and economic harm.

You are not required to have a legal degree, a bachelors degree is sufficient to work as
a bail supervisor but You have the audacity to tell Me You are equal in authority and
jurisdiction to a Superior Court Judge?  That is a lie for sure that I Wish to discuss with
the Judge on December 3rd.

You believe I I have rights, You just don't Wish to Honour the rights protected by
Canada's Charter and allegedly guaranteed in Canada's Courts and You allegedly
represent the Judge?  Nice try, John.

I look forward to hearing from You.  You have lots of time, You can tell Me in Writing why
You believe the bail program gives You the force of law to cause Me harm in violation of
My rights.  If You don't reply, I'll presume You don't have a legal or lawful excuse and
You are violating My rights because You are malicious fascists because that's certainly
the impression You've made upon Me.

Blessings,

King Sean, House von Dehn,
Hand of Stephen,
The Kingdom of Heaven Found a Sean
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