📘 **COURT VERSION – PART I
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY / OVERVIEW**
(For Charter Application, Factum, and Affidavit Master Document)
1. Introduction
This proceeding concerns not only the Applicant, Weizhen Tang, but also the broader structural failures of the Ontario Securities Commission (OSC) and the regulatory framework under which it operates. The issues raised here are of national public importance, including:
· Whether a provincial regulator can impose pre-trial cease-trade orders that effectively destroy a person’s livelihood.
· Whether asset freeze orders can be imposed without a hearing, preventing a defendant from retaining counsel or experts.
· Whether the use of non-independent, non-qualified “experts” can satisfy constitutional standards of fairness.
· Whether the cumulative system of enforcement creates inequality, especially for racialized minorities and new immigrants.
· Whether the lack of supervision and accountability permits systemic abuse.
The issues extend far beyond this case.
They question the constitutional boundaries of regulatory power in Ontario.

2. The Nature of the Applicant’s Case
The Applicant has been:
· subjected to a 16-year cease-trade prohibition,
· stripped of the ability to earn a living,
· financially immobilized by broad freeze orders,
· denied the practical ability to retain legal counsel or expert witnesses,
· and repeatedly prosecuted without independent financial experts.
The cumulative effect is a deprivation of:
· Section 7 Charter rights (life, liberty, security of the person),
· Section 11(d) rights (fair hearing and presumption of innocence),
· Section 15 rights (equal treatment without discrimination),
· and fundamental justice as required for any administrative or criminal process.
This application seeks constitutional remedies for systemic procedural unfairness.

3. Structural Problems Identified
The evidence and records show at least five systemic issues:
(a) Enforcement Before Evidence
The OSC routinely publicizes allegations, freezes assets, and imposes cease-trade orders before any hearing, creating irreversible reputational and financial harm.
(b) Non-Independent “Experts”
In both past trials and recent proceedings, individuals presented as “experts” lacked qualifications in:
· investment management,
· portfolio theory,
· derivatives trading,
· or hedge-fund operations.
This violates the principles of a fair hearing.
(c) Asset Freeze Orders Without Safeguards
The broad asset freeze orders made it impossible for the Applicant to:
· hire counsel,
· hire financial experts,
· maintain operations, or
· protect investors.
This undermines the ability to defend oneself.
(d) Disproportionate Impact on Racialized Minorities
Chinese-Canadian entrepreneurs, including the Applicant, have consistently faced:
· heightened enforcement action,
· harsher media exposure,
· and limited access to legal resources.
This raises equality concerns under Section 15.
(e) Lack of Oversight and Accountability
The OSC is self-policing:
it investigates, prosecutes, publicizes, and enforces its own decisions.
This is contrary to modern administrative-law standards of separation and independence.

4. Why This Case Is a Charter Case
This is not a simple regulatory dispute.
The Applicant seeks remedies because:
· the pre-hearing restrictions destroyed his ability to defend himself;
· the state’s actions caused irreversible financial and reputational harm;
· the proceedings lacked qualified expert evidence;
· the tribunal failed to provide procedural fairness;
· and the cumulative effect of enforcement amounted to a state-created deprivation of security and livelihood.
These are constitutional matters appropriate for Charter scrutiny.

5. The Remedy Sought
The Applicant seeks remedies including:
1. A declaration that the enforcement process violated Sections 7, 11(d), and 15.
2. A constitutional exemption permitting the Applicant to resume trading activities.
3. An order setting aside or suspending the lifetime ban and related orders.
4. A judicial direction requiring independent expert testimony in future proceedings.
5. Any further remedy necessary to restore fairness and protect the Applicant’s rights.

6. Why This Case Matters Publicly
This case raises fundamental issues:
· Can a regulator impose economic “civil death” before trial?
· Can publicity replace evidence?
· Can financial experts be replaced with office accountants?
· Can a person be prevented from earning a living for 16 years without meaningful review?
· Can a racialized entrepreneur be effectively silenced by structural power imbalance?
The answers will shape the future of regulatory fairness in Ontario.

7. Conclusion
This Charter Application is brought not only to correct the injustice suffered by the Applicant but to address a systemic failure that affects all investors, entrepreneurs, and regulated persons in Ontario.
This is therefore both an individual case and a public-interest case requiring constitutional remedy.

