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ONTARIO
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE

BETWEEN:

ROCCO GALATI

Plaintiff

-and -

DONNA TOEWS (AKA "DAWNA TOEWS"), KIPLING WARNER, CANADIAN
SOCIETY FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF SCIENCE AND PUBLIC POLICY
("CSAPP"), DEE GANDHI, JANES AND JOHNS DOE

Defendants

SUPPLEMENTARY AFFIDAVIT OF KIPLING WARNER
(affirmed March 29, 2023)

I, KIPLING WARNER, of the City of Vancouver, in the Province of British Columbia,

SOLEMNLY AFFIRM as follows:

1. I affirm this affidavit to supplement the affidavit I affirmed in support of this motion on

January 27, 2023 (my "initial affidavit").

2. With respect to paragraph 42(b) of the affidavit that the plaintiff affirmed on March 14,
2023 responding to this motion (the "plaintiff's affidavit"), I retrieved an excerpt of the Law
Society of British Columbia's Law Society Rules 2015, updated February 2023, from the website

for the Law Society of British Colombia, a copy of which is marked as Exhibit "A" to this affidavit.
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3. With respect to paragraph 56 of the plaintiff's affidavit, the purpose for which I described
the Society's approach to litigation is to explain why I consider it important to ensure the public
understands that there is no connection between the Society and the plaintiff, Action4Canada or

Vaccine Choice Canada.

4. I am of the view that the plaintiff's litigation approach on behalf of Action4Canada and
Vaccine Choice Canada is ineffective and a waste of court resources and the resources of those
who have donated to those organizations in the hope of challenging government restrictions related
to the coronavirus. I believe that the Society has taken a more effective litigation approach than
the plaintiff has taken on behalf of Action4Canada in challenging the provincial government of

British Columbia's restrictions related to the coronavirus.

5. I believe that the approach taken by Action4Canada, Vaccine Choice Canada and the
plaintiff to such litigation has been counterproductive, and undermines the credibility of groups
with legitimate concerns about the policy choices of governments in response to the pandemic.
For this reason, I believe it is important to distinguish the Society from the efforts of the plaintiff

and his clients.

6. With respect to paragraph 83(a) of the plaintiff's affidavit:

a. In January 2022 my co-defendant in this action Donna Toews, an individual whom
I had met because she had become aware of the Society and reached out in support of our
work, expressed to me concerns similar to those that I had been hearing from others about

the plaintiff, Action4Canada and Vaccine Choice Canada.

b. Specifically, she advised me that she had donated $1,000.00 to each of
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Action4Canada and Vaccine Choice Canada in response to their soliciting funds to
commence proceedings challenging government-imposed measures related to the
coronavirus but had not been kept apprised as to the status of each organization’s
proceeding and as to the use of her donated funds. She was only one of a long list of

individuals with similar grievances.

c. She, and others who had relayed similar concerns to me, considered the plaintiff,
and not just Action4Canada and Vaccine Choice Canada, to have made representations to
them that the plaintiff would pursue challenges to the government restrictions effectively

and on an urgent basis.

d. By the time Ms. Toews contacted me about this, the Society had concluded that it
would likely be in the interest of the public and, in particular, those concerned about
COVID-19 restrictions, for individuals in Ms. Toews' situation to obtain answers as to what

had happened to their funds donated toward that cause.

e. The Society's volunteers had also become increasingly burdened in reviewing and
responding to the public's inquiries as to what had happened to the funds donated to

Action4Canada and Vaccine Choice Canada.

f. The Society retained a lawyer named Gavin MacKenzie, whom I understand to be
a former Treasurer for the Law Society of Ontario and to be familiar with lawyers'

professional regulation, to assist Ms. Toews.

g. To my knowledge, Ms. Toews has not waived privilege over her communications

with Mr. McKenzie, nor have I or the Society.
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h. Rick Thomas is a volunteer with the Society who spoke with Ms. Toews and asked
me to connect her with legal counsel. Jonathan Reilly is one of the lawyers that the Society

engages at times, on corporate matters.

1. The Society's purpose in assisting Ms. Toews was not to injure the plaintiff: it was
to assist Ms. Toews in obtaining transparency as to what had happened to funds that she
had donated toward goals similar to those the Society was pursuing and in respect of which

the Society had received numerous inquiries.

7. With respect to paragraph 83(b) of the plaintiff's affidavit, I have at no point tried to
persuade Action4Canada or Vaccine Choice Canada to terminate any retainer agreements they
have with the plaintiff, either through Alicia Johnson or otherwise. Our statements about the
plaintiff were limited to the content of the FAQ on our website, and were intended to respond to

questions about why we did not retain him.

8. With respect to Ms. Johnson specifically, and in response to the affidavit that she affirmed
on March 11, 2023 in response to this motion, I met Ms. Johnson for the first time at a dinner
gathering at a mutual friend's home on April 23, 2021, to which she arrived at approximately 7:30

PM.

9. Ms. Johnson appears to depose at paragraph 16 of her affidavit that I spoke negatively
about the plaintiff at this dinner. I did not do so, and I did not observe any other person in

attendance doing so.

10. There were approximately six people who attended the dinner, all of whom were involved

with advocacy on issues overlapping with those on which the Society advocates, but I did not know
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any of them well.

11. I understand one of the attendees, Nemanja Nakic, will affirm an affidavit in support of

this motion. He was present for the entire dinner.

12. I spoke about the Society and its goals but at no point spoke negatively about the plaintiff.

13. I had periodic but infrequent contact with Ms. Johnson after that dinner. Specifically:

a. Ms. Johnson, as an individual who was involved with advocacy on the same issues
as the Society, would send me messages asking for advice as events unfolded during the

lockdowns.

b. Ms. Johnson and I had a handful of voice calls and video calls, all of which were
through the encrypted messaging service Signal. A copy of the entirety of our voice and
video call log Signal, of which I took a screenshot on March 17, 2023, is marked as Exhibit

"B" to this affidavit.

c. We did not have any phone calls.
d. I never had a video call with Ms. Johnson other than through the Signal app.
e. On every call I can recall with Ms. Johnson, she asserted that I should not work

with particular individuals or organizations. I told her on multiple occasions that the
Society was not interested in conflicts within the community. At one point, in response,

she said words to the effect that she "respected that I always stayed out of the drama".

f. One of Signal's features is that parties to a conversation may schedule messages to

automatically delete after a certain period. Ms. Johnson and I had that feature activated.
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The screenshot accordingly does not set out our messaging history, but does set out all our

calls through that app.
g. I did not exchange any text, i.e., SMS messages with Ms. Johnson.
h. Ms. Johnson and I exchanged very few emails. My earliest email exchange with

her is dated August 4, 2021. I recall her having a question regarding Deena Hinshaw v.
Patrick James King QB Action No. 2110-00751. None of our email correspondence

mentioned the plaintiff.

1. At 12:46 AM on September 23, 2021, I forwarded Ms. Johnson the email response
the Society received from Action4Canada in response to a friendly introduction I had sent
to them on December 5, 2020. I had not mentioned the plaintiff in it. Ms. Johnson
responded the same day. I forwarded that email thread to her after having discussed it with
her over the telephone for the purpose of demonstrating that we had made serious good
faith efforts to have amicable relationships with everyone whenever possible. Copies of
the emails I exchanged with Ms. Johnson on September 23, 2021 are collectively marked

as Exhibit "C" to this affidavit.

] I did not speak negatively about the plaintiff in any of my email exchanges or calls
with Ms. Johnson, other than as described further below with respect to a Signal video call
that occurred on September 23,2021, the day prior to Ms. Johnson leaving our Signal group

chat, at 9:26 PM.

14.  Ms. Johnson has been a divisive figure within the community involved in advocacy on

government restrictions related to the coronavirus. By way of example, a copy of a letter that
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various groups and associations co-signed and published that specifically made mention of her,
dated March 22, 2022, is marked as Exhibit "D" to this affidavit. A copy of a Facebook post she

published on May 31, 2022 is marked as Exhibit "E" to this affidavit.

15.  While I personally was on cordial terms with Ms. Johnson, I was cautious with respect to
her because I knew she had disputes with many members of the community and that she was also
affiliated with Action4Canada, Ms. Gaw and other affiliates of the plaintiff. I was at all times
aware of a lack of trust many activists in our community placed in Ms. Johnson from the many

grievances they had shared with me. I was careful in the discussions I had with her.

16.  Ms. Johnson became a formal member of the Society in late August or early September
2021.
17. In order to participate in a confidential group chat on Signal in which the Society's members

and directors discussed its advocacy efforts and strategy, Ms. Johnson executed a confidentiality
agreement (an "NDA") dated August 30, 2021, a copy of which is marked as Exhibit "F" to this
affidavit, by which she agreed not to disclose to anyone "the contents of any discussion, between

or among persons who are members or directors of the Society [...]".

18. Ms. Johnson executed the NDA entirely voluntarily, because she sought to participate in
the confidential group chat. In fact, she took two days to review the NDA before initialling every

page and executing it.

19. I did not make the statements that Ms. Johnson alleges in paragraphs nine through 17 and

20 of her affidavit except as I specify below.

20. Ms. Johnson and I had a video call on September 23, 2021, at 9:26 PM, during which she
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and I said the following:

a. Ms. Johnson asked a question to the effect of "what's the deal with [the plaintiff]
anyway?"
b. I expressed to Ms. Johnson the same views that the Society had published on its

website, as reproduced at Exhibit OOO to my initial affidavit.

C. I did relate to her a concern that had been related to me about the plaintiff retiring
abroad on the money he was paid for his constitutional challenges, as described in
paragraph 13 of her affidavit. I did not tell her that I considered the statement to be true,
but rather that someone had said this to me in the context of asking about the funds donated

to Action4Canada and other groups.

d. At paragraph 15 of her affidavit Ms. Johnson has mischaracterized a statement |
made about the consequences of a pleading being struck out. What I told her was that,
where a party's pleading is struck in an action, that party must start again, i.e., re-deliver a

pleading.

21.  Everything I said to Ms. Johnson on September 23, 2021 was in response to her questions
about the plaintiff and his clients. I at no point asked her to be a lobbyist, representative or agent

of the Society to anyone.

22. I would not do so as suggested in Ms. Johnson's affidavit. Ms. Johnson was known to be
affiliated with the plaintiff. It would be inconsistent with the policies and procedures of the
Society, and my own cautious approach, to propose that someone as controversial as Ms. Johnson

should act as an agent or representative, or lobby on behalf of the Society, without written
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authorization, or any consultation with our executive team.

23. The following occurred on September 24, 2021:

a. After some other members of the Society asked her questions about her relationship
with Action4Canada and the plaintiff, Ms. Johnson 'tagged' me in a message and asked that

I remove her from the Society's confidential Signal group chat.

b. I did not participate in the discussion that Ms. Johnson describes.

c. I disagree with Ms. Johnson's characterization of the tone of that conversation.

d. I did, in response to her request, remove her from the group.

e. I called Ms. Johnson after this, by telephone, not Signal video call as she claims. 1

did so because I understood her tagging me in a message to remove her from the group,
despite her being able to simply leave the group herself, to be a plea for support. [ wanted

to ensure that she felt listened to and did not leave with a grievance against the Society.

f. I did not call Ms. Johnson by Signal video, nor have the conversation with her that
she describes in her affidavit after she left the channel. That has been fabricated, as

demonstrated by the Signal call logs marked as Exhibit B to this affidavit.

g. I did not make the statement Ms. Johnson describes at paragraph 16 of her affidavit.
I did not know anyone, outside of the context of the Action4Canada and other COVID-19
related litigation, who the plaintiff had represented, declined to represent, or litigated

against.

h. I infer, based on the plaintiff's affidavit evidence, that Ms. Johnson may be referring

010



Electronically filed / Déposé par voie électronique : 29-Mar-2023 Court File No./N° du dossier du greffe : CV-22-00683322-0000

Toronto Superior Court of Justice / Cour supérieure de justice
1v

to Mr. Sobolev in paragraph 16 of her affidavit. While I was aware that Mr. Sobolev was
involved in an ongoing family law proceeding, I was entirely unaware until I reviewed the
plaintiff's affidavit on this motion that Mr. Sobolev and the plaintiff had ever discussed the

plaintiff's potential representation of Mr. Sobolev in that litigation.

1. Had I wanted to reach out to Ms. Gaw or Mr. Kuntz, [ would have done so formally,
in consultation with the executive team, and in writing, as I did in the letter that is marked

as Exhibit TTT to my initial affidavit.

24. The evidence at paragraph 20 of Ms. Johnson's affidavit is entirely fabricated.

25.  With respect to paragraph 5 of Ms. Johnson's affidavit, I have never taken the position nor
expressed that it does "not take hundreds of thousands of dollars to carry through a lawsuit in the

Courts".

26.  Thave expressed that the Society does not believe that it needs a quarter of a million dollars
to retain a lawyer to initiate a lawsuit. A copy of the video to which Ms. Johnson refers at
paragraph 6 of her affidavit is marked as Exhibit "G" to this affidavit and can be accessed at this
link. What I actually said was the following, with my emphasis added:

We're doing a Constitutional Challenge here in BC because healthcare is under
provincial mandate and as a result, if there's any successes for any legal challenges
in other jurisdictions like Ontario, it doesn't have any bearing necessarily here in
BC. So we need to initiate a legal challenge here in BC Supreme Court and we
believe that we can do that. We can do it economically and with a large amount of
public transparency along the way. We don't believe that we need a quarter
million for a lawyer's retainer. We can get started on a fraction of that. We
want enough public transparency that people will know court hearing dates, so that
people can follow all the procedural steps along the way and be able to see where
every penny is going. So if you'd like to participate, use your phone on that QR
code, you can go to the campaign page. There's funds flowing in right now. There's
a lot of excitement about it and we wanna keep that going. Thank you.

27. This is not the first time Ms. Johnson has mischaracterized comments in the video marked
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as Exhibit F. She also did so in a Facebook post she published on September 1, 2022, a copy of

which is marked as Exhibit "H" to this affidavit.

28.  With respect to paragraph 83(b) of the plaintiff's affidavit, I do not know what he means

when he says that I tried to "have [him] criminally charged for 'financial fraud'"'.

29. If what the plaintiff means is that I contacted police in relation to him, I have not done so.

30.  Ihave not taken any steps to try to persuade anyone to contact the police in relation to the

plaintiff.

31. I have not taken any steps to attempt to have anyone lay criminal charges against the

plaintiff.

32.  With respect to paragraph 83(b) of the plaintiff's affidavit, I do not know what he means

when he says that I tried to "have [him] disbarred".

33.  As set out above, the Society retained a lawyer to assist Ms. Toews in relation to the

complaint she filed with the Law Society of Ontario.

34, I have not filed a complaint either in a personal capacity or on behalf of the Society with
any regulatory or licensing body, including the Law Society of Ontario and the Law Society of

British Columbia, with respect to the plaintiff.

35. With respect to paragraph 84(b), I do not believe that the plaintiff's brand image is in
decline because of anything I or the Society have said. As set out in my initial affidavit, the courts
and various media sources have criticized the plaintiff. This has included, since the delivery of

the defendants' moving materials on January 31, 2023, materials the Law Society of British
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Columbia has published as part of its Professional Legal Training Course in which it refers to the
notice of civil claim that the plaintiff prepared for Action4Canada as "a recent example of wholly
inadequate pleadings". Copies of excerpts from these materials, dated February 2023, are

collectively marked as Exhibit "I" to this affidavit.

36. With respect to paragraph 88 of the plaintiff's affidavit:

a. I have at no point contacted police or other law enforcement personnel in relation
to the plaintiff.

b. I have at no point tried to "draft others to lay charges against [the plaintiff]".

c. I have at no point attempted to have the plaintiff "fired" or to have any agreements

that he has with anyone terminated.

37. With respect to paragraph 90(b) of the plaintiff's affidavit, in or around December 2022 an
individual named James Loewen interviewed me for his YouTube channel in relation to my work
with the Society. He published a video of our interview online on December 3, 2022, a copy of

which is marked as Exhibit "J" to this affidavit and can be accessed at this link.

38.  In response to questions from Mr. Loewen that he had not provided to me in advance, I
made comments about the plaintiff's litigation on behalf of Action4Canada and others between the
4:40 and 6:44 minute marks of the video, all of which I believe to be entirely true, or my view
based on true facts that I described. I did not prompt that question, and I was not aware I was
going to be asked anything about the plaintiff. I had at no time prior to that interview discussed

the plaintiff with Mr. Loewen.
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39.  1did not publish the video nor have any control over the interviewer's placement of the

plaintiff's image in the top-right hand corner of the video as I made the statements described above.

40. With respect to paragraph 90(c) of the plaintiff's affidavit, I deny that I have "destroy[ed]

[his] own donor base for the [Constitutional Rights Centre]" or somehow benefited from doing so.

41. I note that the decrease in donations that the plaintiff asserts that the Constitutional Rights
Centre experienced corresponds to the timeline during which: (a) public discontent with respect to
government measures relating to the coronavirus decreased because governments had loosened
those restrictions; (b) the plaintiff’s coronavirus-restriction-related litigation began to produce
negative results; and (c¢) the plaintiff had a lengthy illness, none of which had any connection to

me or the Society.

42.  With respect to paragraph 90(e) of the plaintiff's affidavit, the communications that the
plaintiff describes are between me and a lawyer licensed in British Columbia, Lee Turner, for the
purpose of giving or receiving legal advice. I at all times understood my communications with
Mr. Turner to be entirely confidential and solicitor-client privileged. I have not waived that

privilege.

43. With respect to paragraphs 6 through 8 of Ms. Gaw's affidavit regarding the fees that the

plaintiff charges:

a. Copies of email correspondence from the "Federal Employee Lawsuit Panel"
associated with the action in Federal Court of Appeal File No. A-67-23 to those involved
in that action and of an enclosed letter requiring $1,000.00 from each of the hundreds of

plaintiffs in that action for an appeal to the Federal Court of Appeal of the order granting a
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motion to strike the pleading the plaintiff prepared in that case are collectively marked as

Exhibit "K" to this affidavit.

b. In a video published July 23, 2021, in a panel discussion between Ms. Gaw and,
among others, Ms. Johnson, Ms. Pistilli and another individual named Amanda Forbes, the
panelists had the following exchange, with my emphasis added:

TG: And so I began to talk to a couple of different lawyers asking them and
trying to find out who would be the best lawyer to handle this case. Because I'd
already been at it for five years, I knew the global agenda—we've been trying to
warn people but they've been way too comfortable and haven't been paying
attention. And it was only when I spoke to Rocco, which I had heard about
through [...] and within five minutes I knew that this was the person for the job.
He completely knew about what was globally going on. He'd been trying to warn
people for the last 20 years since he was taking on the Bank of Canada. And so—
he told me—you know, this is the flat rate that he would charge. There's no
way we would want to charge by the hour here, you guys, we would be raising
double as much money for the time this man has put into this, and any other
lawyer. And so—all stipulations from every lawyer was that you need to raise
half, of the funds. The reason you need to raise half of the funds is because
it's such an expensive litigation that you need to know and the lawyer needs
to know that they're gonna be able to see this through. Can you imagine—it
costs hundreds of thousands of dollars and you can only come up with maybe
$20,000.00, $50,000.00—what kind of case are you gonna have on $50,000.00?
[...] And so I spent couple of months last summer trying to raise money. [...]
Anyways, we did. And you saw the amazing response we got from the crowd that
day. [...] It wasn't until December 25" as you say, that I had raised half of those
funds, along with coming to the rallies [...]. And so on January, first day that the
post office was open and the bank, I mailed Rocco half the funds and money sat in
trust and the rest of the money sits in trust as is standard for anybody. I know that
there's people out there—it's nonsense really and I don't even want to address it but
to say you need to show your books and you need to do this and you need to be
transparent. There's nothing to show. People have donated, and it's sitting in trust.
Rocco has half of it. He's using it. He's hired another lawyer. He has five
assistants. It takes money to run firms. Everybody's—why isn't he doing it for
free?

AF: He's doing it at cost, and I can tell you that because I sit in his office
once a month at least.

TG:  Right, and so I'm not going to justify any of those ridiculous statements or
comments people are making. The money remains in trust. As for lists of donors,

it's under the Privacy Act. Everyone, when you donate to a cause like this you are
donating freely and willingly and—

[...]
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DP: [...] I want to remind the people to just trust. Trust in God, this godly
woman, everything she's doing—she's being as transparent as she possibly can.
There's a whole Privacy Act. She can't reveal who the donors are—like, we can't
do that. And she's got client-lawyer confidentiality here. [...] When you have
given of your heart, you're not going to have access to the books.

A copy of this video is marked as Exhibit "L" to this affidavit and can be accessed at this

link.

c. On March 23, 2023, an organization called the Canadian Anti-Hate Network
published an article on its website, a copy of which is marked as Exhibit "M" to this
affidavit and can be accessed at this link, entitled "Corporate Ledgers show Action4Canada
raised over $790K in 2022. Here's how they spent it". Copies of the documents to which
the article links, documents that Action4Canada filed with the federal government, are
collectively marked as Exhibit "N" to this affidavit and can be accessed at this link.
Action4Canada listed among its expenses for August 2021 through August 2022

$201,681.71 in legal fees.

44.  Finally, since the filing of the defendants' moving motion materials, a YouTube video
published online on March 25, 2023, a copy of which is marked as Exhibit "O" and can be accessed
at this link, captures Ms. Gaw giving a lecture on St. Patrick's Day, March 17, 2023, to what the
video's caption describes as a dinner crowd of about 100 in Smithers, British Columbia, at the
annual general meeting of the Skeena-Bulkley Valley Christian Heritage Party. She presented
visually using web pages from Action4Canada. She said:

Legal action update. Rocco any time now is going to have our new notice of civil

claim. [...] And, uh, there are other things that have been going on. We're being

attacked profusely. There are people who are trying to take Rocco out. He's told

some of his story. When he got sick in December 2021, they tried to do him in.

And he survived it. He had to learn how to walk again, talk again, and he's out

there fighting. And we've got individuals that—you know—are going on social
media and making disparaging comments about him, defamatory comments, and
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one of them is Kip Warner and he has filed a libel suit against him. We've got
emails where he's getting members that he's egging on to get Rocco disbarred. This
is a very serious war we're in and we're up against very serious criminals. And so
we're going about it a little different, we're not rushing into the courts, because
we've got a strategy. That 391-page statement of claim was intended to be 391
pages, because Rocco and I said it's not a B.C. case, it's not a Canadian case, it's
global. And we don't put these actors into what's happening, in our statement of
claim, we got it all on record in the courts. And so the court came and says—the
judge was like you have legitimate concerns but you. Need to show your notice.
Which we're doing.

AFFIRMED BY THE DEPONENT at the City
of Vancouver in the Province of British
Columbia REMOTELY BY WAY OF VIDEO
CONFERENCE before me at the City of

Toronto in the Province of Ontario on .
March 29, 2023, in accordance with O Reg
431/20

KIPLING WARNER

1 J

A commissioner for tz{'léljfrlg affidavits
Amani Rauff, LSO No. 78111C
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Part 2 - Membership and Authority to Practise Law

Division 1 — Practice of Law

Members This is Exhibit “A” to the supplementary

Categories of membership affidavit of Kipling Warner affirmed before me
electronically by way of videoconference

2-1 The following are the categories of members of the Society: this 29th day of March, 2023, in accordance

with O Reg 431/20

(a) practising lawyers, as defined in section 1; I

-
o

|
(b) retired members; A Commissioner for taking affidavits,
Amani Rauff, LSO No.: 78111C

(c) non-practising members;

(d) Canadian legal advisor.

Member in good standing

2-2 Subject to Rules 3-18 (7) [Practice review] and 4-6 (2) [Continuation of membership under investigation or disciplinary
proceedings], a member of the Society is a member in good standing unless suspended under section 38 (5) (d) [Discipline

hearings] or under these rules.

Non-practising members

2-3 Any member of the Society in good standing may become a non-practising member by

(a) undertaking in writing to the Executive Director not to engage in the practice of law until released from the undertaking,

and

(b) paying the application fee specified in Schedule 1 and a prorated annual fee for non-practising members as provided in

Schedule 3.

[(2) rescinded 12/2020]

Retired members

2-4 (1) A member of the Society in good standing who has done one of the following qualifies to become a retired member:
(a) reached the age of 55 years;
(b) been a member of the Society in good standing for 20 of the previous 25 years;
(c) engaged in the full-time active practice of law for 20 of the previous 25 years.

(2) A lawyer who qualifies under subrule (1) may become a retired member by

(a) undertaking in writing to the Executive Director not to engage in the practice of law until released from the undertaking,

and

(b) paying the application fee specified in Schedule 1 and the prorated annual fee for retired members as provided in
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Paralegals

Supervision of limited number of designated paralegals

2-13 (1) In this rule, "designated paralegal” means an individual permitted under section 6.1 [Supervision] of the Code of

Professional Conduct to give legal advice and represent clients before a court or tribunal.

(2) A lawyer must not supervise more than 2 designated paralegals at one time.

Unauthorized practice

Unauthorized practice of law

2-14 (1) Alawyer must not knowingly facilitate by any means the practice of law by a person who is not a practising lawyer or

otherwise permitted to practise law under sections 15 to 17 or Rule 2-39 [Conditions for MDP].
(2) Without limiting subrule (1), a lawyer must not knowingly do any of the following:

(a) act as an agent or permit the lawyer's name to be used or held out in any way that enables a person to engage in the

unauthorized practice of law;

(b) send a process or other document to a person or do any other act that enables a person to engage in the unauthorized

practice of law;

(c) open or maintain an office for the practice of law unless the office is under the personal and actual control and

management of a practising lawyer.

(3) When the Society obtains a court order or an agreement restraining a person who is not a practising lawyer from the practice of
law, the Executive Director may publish generally a summary of the circumstances and of the order or agreement, in a form that

appears appropriate to the Executive Director.
[(2) amended 05/2021]

Inter-jurisdictional practice

Definitions

2-15In Rules 2-15to 2-27,
"business day" means any calendar day or part of a calendar day in which a lawyer provides legal services;

“entitled to practise law" means allowed, under all of the legislation and regulation of a home jurisdiction, to engage in the

practice of law in the home jurisdiction;

“legal matter” includes any activity or transaction that constitutes the practice of law and any other activity or transaction
ordinarily conducted by lawyers in British Columbia in the course of practising law, whether or not persons other than lawyers are

legally capable of conducting it;
“National Registry” means the National Registry of Practising Lawyers established under the National Mobility Agreement;

"permit” means an inter-jurisdictional practice permit issued under Rule 2-19 [Inter-jurisdictional practice permit];

021



Electronically filed / Déposé par voie électronique : 29-Mar-2023 Court File No./N° du dossier du greffe : CV-22-00683322-0000
Toronto Superior Court of Justice / Cour supérieure de justice

“provide legal services” means to engage in the practice of law
(a) physically in British Columbia, except with respect to the law of a home jurisdiction, or
(b) with respect to the law of British Columbia physically in any jurisdiction,

and includes to provide legal services respecting federal jurisdiction in British Columbia;

“resident” has the meaning respecting a province or territory that it has with respect to Canada in the Income Tax Act (Canada).
Inter-jurisdictional practice without a permit

2-16 (1) Subject to the other requirements of this rule, a visiting lawyer may provide legal services without a permit

(a) in the case of a visiting lawyer who is entitled to practise law in the jurisdiction of a reciprocating governing body of which

the visiting lawyer is a member, for a maximum of 100 business days in any calendar year, or

(b) in all other cases, on not more than 10 legal matters and for not more than 20 business days in total during any 12-month

period.

(2) Visiting lawyers must not hold themselves out or allow themselves to be held out as willing or qualified to provide legal services,

except as visiting lawyers.
(3) Subject to subrule (4), to qualify to provide legal services on a temporary basis under this rule, a visiting lawyer must at all times
(a) maintain professional liability insurance that

(i) is reasonably comparable in coverage and limits to the indemnity coverage required of lawyers under Rule 3-39 (1)

[Compulsory professional liability indemnification], and
(i) extends to the visiting lawyer's temporary practice in British Columbia,

(b) maintain trust protection insurance or other defalcation compensation coverage from a governing body that extends to

the visiting lawyer's temporary practice in British Columbia,

(c) not be subject to conditions of or restrictions on the visiting lawyer's practice or membership in the governing body in any

jurisdiction imposed as a result of or in connection with proceedings related to discipline, competency or capacity,
(d) not be the subject of criminal or disciplinary proceedings in any jurisdiction,

(e) have no disciplinary record in any jurisdiction, and

(f) not establish an economic nexus with British Columbia, contrary to Rule 2-17 [Disqualifications].

(4) On application of a visiting lawyer who otherwise qualifies under subrule (3), the Executive Director may allow the visiting lawyer

to provide legal services without a permit beyond the limits set in subrule (1).

(5) At the written request of a visiting lawyer affected by a decision made by the Executive Director under subrule (4), the

Credentials Committee may
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(a) confirm the decision, or
(b) substitute its decision.

(6) The requirement in subrule (3) (@) does not apply to a visiting lawyer who is exempt from professional liability indemnification
under Rule 3-43 [Exemption from professional liability indemnification ] with respect to legal services to be provided in British

Columbia.
(7) A visiting lawyer who provides legal services without a permit must, on request,

(a) provide evidence to the Executive Director that the visiting lawyer has complied with and continues to comply with this

rule, and
(b) disclose to the Executive Director each governing body of which the visiting lawyer is a member.

(8) Notwithstanding Rules 2-15 to 2-27, members of the Canadian Forces who are entitled to practise law in a home jurisdiction in

which they are members of the governing body
(a) may provide legal services for or on behalf of the Office of the Judge Advocate General without a permit, and

(b) do not establish an economic nexus with British Columbia under Rule 2-17 [Disqualifications], provided that they

provide legal services exclusively for or on behalf of the Office of the Judge Advocate General.

[(3) and (6) amended 04/2017; 12/2019, effective 01/2020; (2) and (8) amended 05/2021]
Disqualifications

2-17 (1) A visiting lawyer who has established an economic nexus with British Columbia is not permitted to provide legal services

without a permit under Rule 2-16 [inter-jurisdictional practice without a permit].

(2) For the purposes of this rule, an economic nexus is established by actions inconsistent with a temporary basis for providing

legal services, including but not limited to doing any of the following in British Columbia:

(a) providing legal services beyond 100 business days, or longer period allowed under Rule 2-16 (4) finter-jurisdictional

practice without a permit];

(b) opening an office from which legal services are offered or provided to the public;

(c) becoming resident;

(d) opening or operating a trust account, or accepting trust funds, except as allowed under Rule 2-25 [Trust funds];

(e) holding oneself out or allowing oneself to be held out as willing or qualified to provide legal services, except as a visiting

lawyer.

(3) A visiting lawyer who provides legal services in or from an office affiliated with the visiting lawyer's law firm in the visiting lawyer's

home jurisdiction does not, for that reason alone, establish an economic nexus with British Columbia.

(4) A visiting lawyer who becomes disqualified under this rule must cease providing legal services forthwith, but may apply under
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Rule 2-19 [Inter-jurisdictional practice permit] for an inter-jurisdictional practice permit or under Rule 2-79 [Transfer from another

Canadian jurisdiction] for call and admission.

(5) On application by a visiting lawyer, the Executive Director may allow the visiting lawyer to continue to provide legal services
pending consideration of an application under Rule 2-19 [Inter-jurisdictional practice permit] or 2-79 [Transfer from another

Canadian jurisdiction].

[(3) amended 05/2021]

Federal jurisdiction

2-18 (1) Despite Rule 2-16 [Inter-jurisdictional practice without a permit], a visiting lawyer who is not disqualified under Rule 2-17

(2) (b) to (e) [Disqualifications] may appear before any of the following tribunals without a permit:
(a) the Supreme Court of Canada;
(b) the Federal Court of Appeal;
(c) the Federal Court;
(d) the Tax Court of Canada;
(e) a federal administrative tribunal;
(f) service tribunals as defined in the National Defence Act;
(g) the Court Martial Appeal Court of Canada.

(2) Subrule (1) applies when a visiting lawyer is preparing for an appearance allowed under that subrule and otherwise furthering the

matter giving rise to the appearance.

Inter-jurisdictional practice permit

2-19 (1) A visiting lawyer who does not qualify to provide legal services without a permit under Rule 2-16 [Inter-jurisdictional

practice without a permit] or is disqualified under Rule 2-17 [Disqualification] may apply for a permit.
(2) A permit allows a visiting lawyer to provide legal services as follows:

(a) in the case of a visiting lawyer who is entitled to practise law in the jurisdiction of a reciprocating governing body of which

the visiting lawyer is a member, for a maximum of 100 business days;
(b) in all other cases, for a specific legal matter.
(3) A visiting lawyer applying under subrule (1) must deliver to the Executive Director

(@) a completed permit application in the prescribed form, including a written consent for the release of relevant information to

the Society,

(b) the application fee or renewal fee specified in Schedule 1,
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(c) a certificate of standing dated not more than 30 days before the date of application, issued by each governing body of

which the visiting lawyer is a member,

(d) proof of professional liability insurance as required under Rule 2-16 (3) (a) [Inter-jurisdictional practice without a permit],

and

(e) proof that the visiting lawyer maintains the trust protection insurance or other defalcation coverage required under Rule

2-16 (3) (b) [Inter-jurisdictional practice without a permit].

(4) Subrule (3) (b) does not apply to an application made by a visiting lawyer who is a member of a governing body in a jurisdiction in

which
(a) the visiting lawyer is entitled to practise law, and
(b) the governing body does not charge members of the Society a fee for the equivalent of a permit.

[(3) amended 04/2017; (3) amended 10/2020]

Application for inter-jurisdictional practice permit
2-20 (1) On receipt of an application for a permit, the Executive Director must
(a) issue or renew the permit, or
(b) refer the application to the Credentials Committee.
(2) If the Executive Director refers an application to the Credentials Committee under subrule (1), the Committee must
(a) issue or renew a permit, subject to any conditions or limitations the Committee may direct, or
(b) reject the application.

(3) If the Credentials Committee rejects an application, the Committee must, at the written request of the person applying under
Rule 2-19 (1) [Inter-jurisdictional practice permit], give written reasons for the decision.
Non-practising and retired members

2-21 (1) If a permit is issued under Rule 2-20 [Application for inter-jurisdictional practice permit] to a non-practising member or a
retired member, the member is released from the undertaking given under Rule 2-3 [Non-practising members] or 2-4 [Retired

members] only for the purpose allowed by the permit.

(2) If a non-practising member or a retired member qualifies to provide legal services as a visiting lawyer without a permit under
Rule 2-16 [Inter-jurisdictional practice without a permit], the member is released from the undertaking given under Rule 2-3 [Non-
practising members] or 2-4 [Retired members] only for the purpose of providing legal services under Rule 2-16.

Expiry and renewal of inter-jurisdictional practice permit

2-22 (1) Subject to subrules (2) to (4), a permit issued or renewed under Rule 2-20 [Application for inter-jurisdictional practice

permit] is valid for one year from the date it was issued.
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(2) Inthe case of a visiting lawyer who is not entitled to practise law in the jurisdiction of a reciprocating governing body of which

the visiting lawyer is a member, the permit expires on the completion of the legal matter for which the permit was granted.
(3) A permit ceases to be valid if the holder of the permit

(a) is not a practising member in good standing of a governing body,

(b) fails to maintain professional liability insurance as described in Rule 2-19 (3) (d) [Inter-jurisdictional practice permit],

(b.1) fails to maintain the trust protection insurance or other defalcation coverage described in Rule 2-16 (3) (b) [inter-

Jurisdictional practice without a permit], or
(c) is suspended or disbarred by any governing body.

(4) Before expiry of a permit under subrule (1), the holder of the permit may apply under Rule 2-19 [inter-jurisdictional practice

permit] for its renewal.

[(3) amended 04/2017]
Responsibilities of visiting lawyer

2-23 (1) The Act, these rules and the Code of Professional Conduct apply to and bind a visiting lawyer providing legal services.
(2) Itis the responsibility of a visiting lawyer providing legal services to

(a) record and verify the number of business days in which the visiting lawyer provides legal services, and

(b) prove that the visiting lawyer has complied with these rules.

[(2) amended 05/2021]

Enforcement

2-24 (1) and (2) [rescinded 09/2018]

(3) A fine imposed on a lawyer or former lawyer by a governing body may be enforced under Rule 4-45 (4) [Discipline proceedings

involving members of other governing bodies].

(4) A lawyer who practises law in another Canadian jurisdiction must comply with the applicable legislation, regulations, rules and

Code of Professional Conduct of that jurisdiction.

(5) The Executive Director may require a visiting lawyer to
(a) account for and verify the number of business days spent providing legal services, and
(b) verify compliance with any rules specified by the Executive Director.

(6) If a visiting lawyer fails or refuses to comply with a requirement under subrule (5) within 20 days, or such longer time that the

Executive Director may allow in writing,

(a) the visiting lawyer is prohibited from providing legal services without a permit,
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(b) any permit issued to the visiting lawyer under Rule 2-19 [Inter-jurisdictional practice permit] is rescinded, and

(c) the Executive Director must advise each of the governing bodies of which the visiting lawyer is or has been a member, of

the visiting lawyer's failure to comply and the consequences.

(7) A visiting lawyer who is affected by subrule (6) may apply to the Credentials Committee for restoration of any or all rights lost
under that subrule and the Committee may, in its discretion, grant the application, subject to any conditions or limitations it

considers to be in the public interest.
[(1) and (2) rescinded 09/2018]
Trust funds
2-25 A visiting lawyer providing legal services must not maintain a trust account in British Columbia, and must
(a) promptly remit funds received in trust to the visiting lawyer's trust account in the home jurisdiction, or
(b) ensure that trust funds received are handled
(i) by a practising lawyer in a trust account controlled by the practising lawyer, and

(i) in accordance with the Act and these rules.
Dispute resolution
2-26 If a dispute arises with a governing body concerning any matter under the Protocol, the Credentials Committee may do one
or both of the following:

(a) agree with a governing body to refer the matter to a single mediator;

(b) submit the dispute to arbitration under Appendix 5 of the Protocol.

National Registry of Practising Lawyers
2-27 (1) The Executive Director must provide to the National Registry the current and accurate information about practising

lawyers required under the National Mobility Agreement.

(2) No one may use or disclose information obtained from the National Registry except for a purpose related to enforcement of the

Act and these rules.

Information sharing

Sharing information with a governing body

2-27.1 (1) This rule applies to information collected in accordance with the Act and these rules about a lawyer, former lawyer, law

firm, articled student, applicant, visiting lawyer or a person who has applied to be a member of a governing body.

(2) Subject to subrule (3), when it appears to the Executive Director to be appropriate in the public interest, the Executive Director

may provide information to a governing body.

(3) The Executive Director must not provide confidential or privileged information to a governing body under subrule (2) unless the
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Executive Director is satisfied that the information
(a) is adequately protected against disclosure, and
(b) will not be used for any purpose other than the regulation of the legal profession in the jurisdiction of the governing body.
[added 09/2018]

Practitioners of foreign law

Definitions

2-28 In Rules 2-28 to 2-34,

"business day” means any calendar day or part of a calendar day in which a practitioner of foreign law provides foreign legal

services;
“permit” means a practitioner of foreign law permit issued under Rule 2-29 [Practitioners of foreign law];

“resident” has the meaning respecting a province or territory that it has with respect to Canada in the Income Tax Act

(Canada).

Practitioners of foreign law

2-29 (1) A person who qualifies under section 17 [Practitioners of foreign law] may apply to the Executive Director for a permit to

provide foreign legal services by delivering to the Executive Director

(a) a completed permit application in the prescribed form, including a written consent for the release of relevant information to

the Society, and
(b) the application fee specified in Schedule 1.

(2) The Executive Director may issue a permit to a person applying under subrule (1) if the Executive Director is satisfied that the

person
(a) is a member of the legal profession in one or more foreign jurisdictions,

(b) is not suspended or disbarred and has not otherwise ceased, for disciplinary reasons, to be a member of a governing

body or of the legal profession in any foreign jurisdiction,
(c) is a person of good character and repute,

(d) has practised the law of a foreign jurisdiction for at least 3 of the past 5 years, or undertakes in writing to provide foreign
legal services only under the supervision of a practitioner of foreign law who has practised law in that foreign jurisdiction for

at least 3 of the past 5 years, and
(e) carries professional liability insurance or a bond, indemnity or other security

(i) ina form and amount at least reasonably comparable to the indemnity coverage required of lawyers under Rule 3-39

(1) [Compulsory professional liability indemnification], and
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Fwd: Re: BC Supreme Court
COVID-19 Constitutional
Challenge

From: Kip Warner <kip@thevertigo.com>

To: Alicia Johnson
<aliciajohnsonvancouver@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, 23 Sep 2021 00:46:01 -0700
Disposition-

Notification-To: KIR@thevertigo.com

. : This is Exhibit “C” to the supplementary
User'Agent- EVO l Utl on 3 . 40 . O' 1 affidavit of Kipling Warner affirmed
before me electronically by way of

Secu rity: GPG si gn ed videoconference this 29th day of March,
2023, in accordance with O Reg 431/20

Attachments: 1 M
g

A Commissioner for tzking affidavits,
FY I Amani Rauff, LSO No.: 78111C

Kip Warner -- Senior Software Engineer
OpenPGP signed/encrypted mail preferred
https://www.thevertigo.com

Attachment: Forwarded message —
Re: BC Supreme Court COVID-19
Constitutional Challenge (Re: BC
Supreme Court COVID-19
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Lonstitutional vnailienge)

Re: BC Supreme Court
COVID-19 Constitutional
Challenge

From: Action4Canada
<callto@action4dcanada.com>

To: Kip Warner <kip@thevertigo.com>
X-Priority: 1
Date: Sun, 6 Dec 2020 16:56:34 +0000
(12/06/2020 08:56:34 AM)
X-
Originating-[75.157.36.107]
Ip:

Hi Kip,

| have forwarded your email to Tanya, | believe you spoke with her
yesterday. | interacted with one of your people handing out your

notices.

| have to say the card is not, in my opinion, well thought out. It does
not say who you are, or anything about you, it actually made me think

it was some type of scam.

| looked at your GoFundMe and your financial goal is limited. You are
playing with the Federal Government; they play hard and fast. Anything
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country.

| hope you have a good constitutional lawyer of the caliber of Rocco
Galati. It would be my hope that you could work with Action4Canada
and help usraise all the funds needed to get our legal action moving.

Best regards,

Jennifer
Action4Canada

From: Kip Warner <kip@thevertigo.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 5, 2020 7:56 PM

To: Action4Canada

Cc: Legal Action

Subject: BC Supreme Court COVID-19 Constitutional Challenge

Dear Tanya,

| was approached by one of your campaign organizers at today's
Vancouver Freedom Rally. Thank you for your work in your
Action4Canada

campaign.

I've organized a similar campaign your colleagues found of interest. It

just went public about a day or two ago. They asked me to bring it to
your attention.
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constitutional-challenge

Our campaign has some common overlap with yours and some
dissimilarities - the largest probably being that we are non-partisan.
Ultimately though we are all trying to achieve a better world through
some different tools.

If you would like to learn more beyond what is available on the
campaign page, I'd be happy to correspond or take a call at 604-551-
7988 to discuss further.

Yours truly,

Kip Warner -- Senior Software Engineer
OpenPGP signed/encrypted mail preferred
https://www.thevertigo.com

Attachments

Name Size
Forwarded message — Re: BC Supreme Court
COVID-19 Constitutional Challenge (Re: BC

Supreme Court COVID-19 Constitutional
Challenge)

9.8 kB
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Re: BC Supreme Court
COVID-19 Constitutional
Challenge

From: Alicia Johnson
<aliciajohnsonvancouver@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, 23 Sep 2021 10:06:05 -0700
To: Kip Warner <kip@thevertigo.com>

Mailer: iIPhone Mail (17D50)

Thankyou for this. Anything you have for me
to assist in trying to bridge this together
please send.

But if you could change emails to

aliciafreedomorg@gmail.com that would be
great.

This is my business email I use for work &
Cheers!

Alicia Johnson
aliciajohnsonvancouver@gmail.com
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/1 7170-000-VJo4JD

> 0On Sep 23, 2021, at 12:46 AM, Kip Warner
<kip@thevertigo.com> wrote:

FYI

>
>
>
>
> Kip Warner -- Senior Software Engineer
> OpenPGP signed/encrypted mail preferred
> https://www.thevertigo.com

> <Forwarded message — Re: BC Supreme Court
COVID-19 Constitutional Challenge>
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Vancouver, BC this 29th day of March, 2023, in accordance
with O Reg 431/20

To the WorldWide Freedom Rally:

I
A Cc issioner for takikig affidavits,
Amani Rauff, LSO No.: 78111C

As of the date of this letter the undersigned groups respectfully take over the organizaton and
running of any future Vancouver greater arca WorldWideRallies - the committee has been created
and