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REASONS FOR CLAIM AND DETAILS / MOTIFS DE LA DEMANDE ET PRECISIONS

Explain what happened, including where and when. Then explain how much money you are claiming or what
goeds you want returned.

Expliguez ce qui s'est passe, en précisant ot et quand. Ensuite indiquez fa somme dargent que vous demandez
ou les biens dont vous demandez Ia restitution, explication & F'appui.

if you are relying on any documents, you MUST attach copies to the ciaim. If evidence is lost ar unavailable, you
MUST explain why it is not attached,

Si vous vous appuyez sur des documents, vous DEVEZ en annexer des capies a la demands. Si une preuve est
perdue ou n'est pas disponible, vous DEVEZ expliquer pourquoi elle n'est pas annexée.

What happened? (SEE PAGE 4)
Where?
When?

Que s’est-i
passé?
0a?
Quand?
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1 a website owned by
» and hosted on Computer servers owned by the

c. (“EasyDNS"), an Internet Service Provider (1Sp)
which also Operates under the name Eas

yWERB, at the following Uniform Resource
(URL) pages:

the Defendant, Tim Rourke (""Rourke”)

Defendant, Easy DNS Technologies In

Locator

a) http://www.causepimps.ca/andy-lehrer/t

1) L“EXHIBITS™ BOOK, EXHIBIT 1]

http://www.causepimps.ca/andy-leh rer/contributed

op.htmi (hereafter referred to as “Webpage

b)

%20%about%201ehrer.htmr
(hereafter referrad to as “Webpage 2") [EXHIBIT 2]

hﬁp://www.causepimps.ca/andy-lehrer/ARA/ara.html (hereafter referred to as
"Webpage 3") [“SUPPLEMENTAHY EXHIBITS”. EXHIBIT A4]
F

urther, on or about April 9 2015, Rourke posted a new page containing defamatogg
content at httg://www.causegimgs.ca/lehrer. html (hereafter referred to as ‘Webgage 4%}

[“ADDITIONAL SUPPLEMENTARY EXHIBt

c)

TS”, EXHIBIT B1 ]

2) The aforementioned pages

ry 2014, the pages in question had been hosted

Sepimps.ca site was suspended, apparently due
to violationg by Rourke of the company’s terms of service agreement. Since approximately
April 2014, Detfendant Rourke’s w

ebsite has been hosted by the Defendant EasyDNS. In
addition to providing web hosting services on its server,

EasyDNS also provides Doman
Name Services (DNS) to Rourke,

y the internet provider Fused until the cay

Notice of Libel Pursuant to the Libel and Slander Act, R.S.0. 1990, ¢. 1. 1

2 were served on
or about May 7, 2014, on Rourke [EXHIBIT 46] and EasyDNS demandin

g the removal of




| S
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replied refusing to remove the material claiming that "Whether the content is defamatory or
not is a dispute between you and the customer and a matter for the courts” and denying any

legal responsibility for the contents of the website.

5) Rourke has been engaging in a cyberbullying, harassment and online defamation campaign
against various individuals and organizations for over a decade. Most of his attention has
been directed at a non-profit tenant association, the Federation of Metro Tenants’
Associations ("FMTA"), and its current and former staff and board members. Rourke was a
member of the FMTA's board of directors until approximately 2000 when he was barred
from the organization after allegedly physically intimidating an individual at a public meeting
and then refusing the FMTA Board's demand that he apologize for-allegediy-physically
attacking-anether-board-member. Since that time, Rourke has vindictively engaged in a

campaign of harassment, vilification and defamation against the FMTA, its staff, board and

;

.— BACKGROUND
volunteers. Approximately ten years ago, Rourke established a website attacking the
organization and numerous individuals involved with it by name on a now defunct website

located at URL http://www.torontotenantsassociations.ca . In 2009, Rourke added a gallery

consisting of images of individuals involved with the FMTA and short descriptions of them,
many ot which defamatory or otherwise unfiattering and insulting. The gallery in question is

now located at the URL http://www.causepimps.ca/F MTA/gallery.htmi. [EXHIBIT 17]

6) Also in 2009, Rourke created the “Cause Pimps” website which was devoted to lengthier
defamatory attacks of a personal nature against individuals with the FMTA, as well as other

individuals and organizations, mostly anti-poverty and community activists, which Rourke

wishes to vilify. JEXHIBIT 4]

7) 1was elected to the FMTA'’s board in or around June 2008 and became its vice-chair shortly
thereafter and remained on the board until November 25, 2009, when | resigned as
commitments on another board | was serving on concurrently did not allow me enough time
to devote to the FMTA. At about the same time, | was added to the gallery on Rourke's anti-
FMTA webpage and a page attacking me was created by Rourke on his “Cause Pimps”
website. In August 2010, Webpage 1 was removed from the Google web search engine due
to copyright violations. Specifically, Rourke had illicitly used a photograph fer of me that had
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should the Court wich to examine it. The Defendant, as the avthor, already has access (g

the unredacted statement.

MALICE AND DAMAGES
52} 44) The Piaintiff pleads that the Defendants acted maliciously in that:

a. After a notice of libel was sent to the Defendants, they he continued to post defamatory
materials. Specifically, Webpage 1 was expanded in eary June 2014 with material
attempting to intimidate the Plaintiff by listing several of the Friends listed in my Goagle+

webpage;

: The Defendant did

not remove the original postings made on Webpages 1, 2, and 3 until on or about April 5,
2015, approximately 11 months after a Notice of Libel was served on the Defendant and

almost eight months after the original Statement of Claim was filed. Concurrent with

removing the original postings, the Defendant posted a new statement on his website,

Webpaqge 4, that made additional defamatory statements. Nor did the Defendant make any

commitment to remove Webpages 1, 2. and 3 permanently. hence his use of the word

“contingent” in the new page's title.

¢. The Defendants-have has not, as of this date, retracted the Postings and/or apologized to the
Plaintiff for having defamed him
53) 458) The Plaintiff pleads that as a result of the Posting, his personal and professianal

reputation have suffered; the Plaintiff has been brought into ridicule, scandal and contempt

both personally and professionally; the Plaintiff's livelihood has been threatened: and the

Plaintiff has suffered damages.

54) 46) The Piaintiff states that the conduct of the Defendants towards him has been malicious,
reckless and reprehensible and in complete and total disregard for his personal and

professional reputation and that such conduct warrants the imposition of aggravated and

punitive damages.

55} 4£) The Plaintiff pleads and relies on the Libel and Slander Act, R.S.0. 1990, ¢-L.12. and on

the civil tort of defamation.
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56) 48} Several of these pages appear, or have appeared, on the first page of results when my
name is entered into Google and thus has caused harm to me and hold the potential to

cause ongoing harm to my reputation.

= 57) 48) Rourke's defamatory webpages have been widely promoted on the internet by links to
7 them being posted on the comment sections of various blogs and by being listed in various
s internet directories, possibly by Rourke himself. These actions aggravate the damage to the
Plaintiff. As of January 6, 2012 the aforementioned defamatory web pages continue to be

broadcast on the internet.

58) 68) The Plaintiff states that the Defendants-are s liable to him for all damages flowing from

the defamatory words as set out herein.

59) 54 The Plaintiff states that by the publication of the words as set out herein, his reputation
has been seriously prejudiced and his integrity has been impugned. The Plaintiff has been

held up to ridicule and contempt as a result of the actions of the Defendants as set out in this

statement of claim.

60) 52} The Plaintiff further states that the conduct of the Defendants constitutes harassment. In
particular, the defendant Rourke has aggressively promoted the defamatory pages on the
internet, causing links to the defamatory pages to be posted in various locations on the

internet inciuding in the comment sections of various web logs ("blogs”), comment sections of

L 3 4
EER

news articles and other locations and by republishing the comments after they have been
removed by his previous Internet Service Providers and also causing the comment {o be
republished on other websites. The behaviour of the Defendant has caused the Plaintiff to be
fearful of physical and other forms of harm. The behaviour of the Defendant in targeting
friends and associates of the Plaintiff has caused strain to his personal relationships and his

ability to establish further social relationships.

61} 53) The Plaintiff further states that the conduct of the Defendants-p-theirin his failure to
properly, or at all, ascertain correct information prior to publication of the libels set out in this

statement of claim acted in a callous, malicious, and high-handed matter and that their

g R

cenduct should attract the censure of the court, The Plaintiff therefore seeks punitive

damages.
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g. the Defendant&easyQNSegeLRourke
have has beth published the statement of claim on theirrespestive websitag his website. in

Mmﬂ@e@ﬂd@%éas@wmmﬁ he-staternent-of claim-on
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platform-Seribd. The Defendants have thus furthered the libels after bei

the nnlina Bublichin
the-oaline-publishing

ng put on notice of

the defamation. Fheir His conduct is egregious, is deserving of the censure of this court

including the imposition of punitive damages.

€3) 86) The Plaintiff pleads that the Defendants deliberately, intentionally or reckiessly harmed

and damaged the Plaintiff by publishing and distributing the defamatory words and that they

acted with actual malice by either publishing and distributing the defamatory statements with
the knowledge that the information was faise or with reckless

disregard of whether it was
false or not.

64) 87) The Plaintiff seeks Costs on a substantig| indemnity basis.
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