
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF CANADA 

(ON APPEAL FROM   ) 
(Name of the court appealed from) 

BETWEEN: 

(Name of the applicant as it appears on the court of appeal judgment) 
APPLICANT 

AND: (Status of party in the court appealed from) 

(Name of the respondent as it appears on the court of appeal judgment) 
RESPONDENT 

(Status of party in the court appealed from) 

               NOTICE OF MOTION TO A JUDGE OR THE REGISTRAR

(Name of the applicant) 

(Your address, telephone number, fax number 
and e-mail address, if any) 

(Name of the respondent) 

(Counsel’s name (or party’s if unrepresented), 
address, telephone number, fax number 
and e-mail address, if any) 

(If applicable, agent’s name, address, telephone 
number, fax number and e-mail address, if any) 
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MICHAEL AASENMCLENNAN ROSS LLP#1600,  300-5 AVE SWCALGARY, AB  T2P3C4T. 403-543-9150  F. 403-543-9150
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Her Majesty the Queen in Right of Alberta - Not a Respondent nor Party to Appeal or this Motionc/o Alberta Justice #1710,  635-5 ave SWCalgary, AB. T2P0M9T. 403-662-3825  F. 403-662-3824



BETWEEN: 

__________________________________________________________________ 
(Name of the applicant as it appears on the court of appeal judgment) 

AND: 

_________________________________________________________________
(Name of the respondent as it appears on the court of appeal judgment) 

  NOTICE OF MOTION TO A JUDGE OR THE REGISTRAR

TAKE NOTICE  that __________________________ (name) hereby applies to a judge or 
the Registrar pursuant to __________________________________(cite the provision of the 
Act or Rule under which the motion is made), for an order for:

or any other order that the judge may deem appropriate; 

AND FURTHER TAKE NOTICE that the motion shall be made on the following grounds: 

Clearly number each ground. 

_____ (Page #) 



You may include additional pages if you have more grounds. NOTE: 

SIGNED BY 

_____________________________________  
(Your signature) 

__________________________________ 
     (Date) 

_____ (Page #) 
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3.b) My reasonable requests for injunction to challenge discriminatory nature of Town bylaws,  contract bidding practices and documents and to define project scope for bidding costs were denied contrary to the low threshold per SCC decision in RJR MacDonald and all my evidence was not given proper weighting mor fair review.  The appeal panel decision is clearly contrary to many SCC case laws, statutes, and procedural fairness. Instead contrary to evidence, Alberta Courts unjustly shifted their lack of fairness and wrote false or misleading reasoning so as to blame and burden only me for goverments repeated errors and failings.
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3.a) As a rabbit rescuer in the Edmonton area, and as supported by some local residents who supported my going to court, I  was an interested bidder for contractiing - but I found the laws were poorly written and Canmore documents were very unfair and discriminatory against all potential rescuers trying to bid aginst kill contractors.  Town of Canmore bylaws  and contract documents clearly referred to feral rabbit as wildlife, whereas Alberta Wildlife Act had no specifics for domestic rabbit species thus an ambiguity as to legal ownership for contracting.   Alberta Courts unjustlly blamed me for both Respondents failures to provide clear laws, bylaws and contract bidding documents before Canmore offering a public contract tender. Alberta Courts unjustly denied stateutory legal rights per MGA s.7,10,536-538, Charter s.6(2) failing to apply Alberta Interpretation Act s.8,10; Alberta Human Rights Act and harter s.2 (religious-moral conscience), 6(2) (work mobility),15 anti-discrimination, equality under laws; contract law fairness, non-discriminatory: bidding practices, advertising, bid evaluation.
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Prior to and during the bidding, Canmore Officials deliberately misled Residents, Rescuers and the public as to crucial facts regarding feral rabbit mortality (90%), rescuers success (2008 Kelowna 650+, 2010 Victoria 1100+), total costs.Those Canmore breaches of contract fairness in bidding and deliberate misleading of public should not be tolerated by any Court which should be the vanguards for protecting integrity of democracy, freedoms of speech in law courts and to ensure fundamental democracy and truthfullness of public officials in government actions and public communications. Instead innocent animals and I are punished, our group efforts for a complete and humane solution unfairly denied along with our alleged legal civil rights which appear to be nothing but a myth intended to lure people with false hopes so as to feed the legal system with fees.
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6.) Thus Alberta Court judges acted with unfair prejudices or biases and so acted unjudically and their orders and decisions should be overturned and vacated by this court.  7.) For the sake of mercy, I ask this Court to recoinsider the inhumane slaughter of the feral rabbits  who are being suffocated by sulphuric acid gas to induce hypoxia - one of the most painful ways there is to die. With no end in sight as local residents who support rescuers and thier own Charter s,2  rights of religion, moral conscience will protect rabbits on their property, so the  realistic solution is fair collaboration with rescuers. Please do not let unjust, illogical decisions deny our humanity and turn all people of society into unfeeling, uncaring machines - as slaves in thrall to misapplied law rather than the greater good of society.8.) Given that the Charter of RIghts is Supreme Law, any of the foregoing are or should be exceedingly rare or unusual circumstances for any Court which purports to uphold the principles of Law - justice, fairness, equality, compassion. 



AFFIDAVIT 
IN SUPPORT OF YOUR MOTION  

(Sworn affidavit)

I, _______________________, DO HEREBY MAKE OATH AND SAY AS FOLLOWS: 
       (Your name) 

Clearly number each ground. 

NOTE: You may include additional pages if needed. 

Sworn before me in ____________________ in _______________________ on__________. 
         (Name of city, town, etc.)      (Name of province or territory)                 (Date) 

___________________________________ 
(A Commissioner for Oaths) 

___________________________________ 
(Your signature) 

_____ (Page #) 
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