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FORM 7A PAGE 2       

  Claim No. 

REASONS FOR CLAIM AND DETAILS 

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

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

What happened? 
Where? 
When? 
 

 

See Schedule A and Schedule B. 
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Claim No. 

How much? $ 35,000.00 

(Principal amount claimed) 

ADDITIONAL PAGES ARE ATTACHED BECAUSE MORE ROOM WAS NEEDED. 

The plaintiff also claims prejudgment interest from August 12, 2025 under: 
(Date) 

(Check only 
one box) 

the Courts of Justice Act 

an agreement at the rate of % per year 

and postjudgment interest, and court costs. 

Prepared on: August 12 , 20 25 
(Signature of plaintiff or representative) 

Issued on: , 20 
(Signature of clerk) 

CAUTION TO 
DEFENDANT: 

IF YOU DO NOT FILE A DEFENCE (Form 9A) and proof of service (either an Affidavit of 
Service (Form 8A) or a Lawyer or Paralegal’s Certificate of Service (Form 8B)) with the 
court within twenty (20) calendar days after you have been served with this Plaintiff’s Claim, 
judgment may be obtained without notice and enforced against you. Forms and self-help 
materials are available at the Small Claims Court and on the following website: 
www.ontariocourtforms.on.ca. 

CAUTION TO 
PARTIES: 

Unless the court orders or the rules provide otherwise, THIS ACTION WILL BE 
AUTOMATICALLY DISMISSED if it has not been disposed of by order or otherwise two (2) 
years after it was commenced and a trial date or assessment under subrule 11.03(2) has 
not been requested. 

http://www.ontariocourtforms.on.ca/


Schedule A attached to Form 7A  

 

 

1.  The Plaintiff, Elisa Hategan (“Ms. Hategan”), claims against the Defendant, Michelle Hancock (“Ms. 

Hancock”):  

(a) General and aggravated damages in the amount of $35,000 for online harassment, defamation and 

loss of reputation;  

(b) Pre- and post-judgment interest pursuant to the Courts of Justice Act, RSO 1990, c C.43, as 

amended;  

(c) Costs of this action in the maximum amount permitted under Rule 19 of the Rules of the Small 

Claims Court, O Reg 258/98; and  

(d) Such further and other relief as this Honourable Court deems just. 

 

The Parties 

2.  The Plaintiff, Elisa Romero Hategan (“Ms. Hategan”) is a writer, freelance journalist and public 

speaker who resides in the greater Toronto area. Her articles have been published by Maclean’s 

Magazine, Global News, Canadian Jewish News, NOW Magazine, and other outlets. The winner of 

multiple professional writer grants from Canada Council for the Arts, Ontario Arts Council, and 

Toronto Arts Council, her writing has appeared in literary magazines such as The Fiddlehead, Grain, 

and Contemporary Verse (CV2). In 2019 she was nominated for a RTDNA award for a Global News 

article; the RTDNA awards honour the best Canadian journalists, stations and news organizations 

broadcasting in audio, video and digital media. As a consultant on terrorism, radicalization and 

political extremism, she has been interviewed by news media including but not limited to the CBC, 

BBC, Newsweek Magazine, The Guardian, Toronto Sun, Toronto Star, Globe and Mail, Maclean’s 

Magazine, Canadaland, Huffington Post and others. She operates the X account @elisahategan.  
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3.  Elisa Hategan emigrated from communist Romania as a child, in 1986. In 1991, at age 16, she was 

recruited by Canada’s largest white supremacist group in modern Canadian history, the Heritage 

Front, and became its female spokesperson. Two years later, at only 18 years old, Elisa defected from 

the group after spying on them for months. She filed over 30 affidavits with the Ontario Provincial 

Police, and testified against three group leaders in court. Her testimony was cited by the trial judge, 

Mme. Danielle Tremblay-Lamer, as being central to their conviction and jail sentences. Elisa’s 

experiences were portrayed in the 1998 CBC film White Lies, starring actress Sarah Polley.  

4.  The Defendant, Michelle “Mitch” Hancock (“Ms. Hancock”) is a resident of Burlington, ON. She is 

a recipient of ODSP and self-describes herself as a “mentally disabled” individual with a “learning 

disability”. Ms. Hancock is also engaged in various sundry jobs on the side, such as being an Uber 

driver. While the particulars of Ms. Hancock’s disability are unknown to the Plaintiff, the condition 

does not appear grave enough to constitute having a guardian, or someone with Power of Attorney, 

involved in her affairs.  

5.  Circa mid-to-late 2024, Ms. Hancock began identifying herself as a “journalist” and “content 

creator”. Ms. Hancock does not appear to have any journalism credentials or publication bylines. As 

of July 2024, Hancock’s profile description on X/formerly Twitter was: “I’m just here to make jokes 

and have fun, Because girls just wanna have fun      . A non binary biological lesbian who’s on 

#ODSP”. By 2025, Ms. Hancock had revamped herself as a “journalist”. Her foray into “journalism” 

appears to consist mainly of accompanying her new friend Caryma Sa’d and/or Sa’d’s boyfriend 

Adam Lee Wasserman to street demonstrations and public protests, filming the protesters on her cell 

phone, and subsequently uploading the clips to her X social media account, which she operates under 

the handle @mitch6669. Her account is found at the URL https://x.com/Mitch6669.  

https://x.com/Mitch6669
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6.  Both Ms. Hategan and Ms. Hancock identify as lesbian. Ms. Hategan runs a Gay and Lesbian Writers 

group and has given presentations in the LGBT community, locally and internationally. Her writing 

has appeared in LSTW Magazine, a lesbian and queer publication. In 2018 she was a presenter at the 

EGALE Canada’s National Conference. In 2019, she was a featured speaker at the 2019 ILGA 

(International Lesbian and Gay Association) biennial conference in Wellington, New Zealand.  

Background and Context  

7.  The common denominator between Ms. Hategan and Ms. Hancock is their friendship with Toronto 

lawyer and social media influencer Caryma Sa’d (“Ms. Sa’d”). It is that relationship that 

underscores Ms. Hancock’s defamatory comments and abusive online behavior toward Ms. Hategan. 

For that reason, the background and history of both parties’ relationships with Ms. Sa’d is essential to 

understanding the basis of the defamations that precipitated this lawsuit.  

The History between Elisa Hategan and Caryma Sa’d 

8.  Ms. Sa’d initially reached out to Ms. Hategan on X/formerly Twitter in July 2021, following an 

incident where Ms. Sa’d’s attempt to host a public comedy show featuring controversial anti-mask, 

anti-lockdown public figure Chris Sky was met with outrage and backlash in the community. The 

ensuing brawl outside Sa’d’s Chinatown Mall law office on Spadina Avenue inspired an article 

published by the Canadian Anti-Hate Network (“CAHN”) that Sa’d believed was defamatory.  

9.  Ms. Hategan had previously engaged in civil litigation with CAHN Chair and co-founder Bernie 

Farber and another CAHN member, but lost the lawsuit. At the time Sa’d contacted her with 

questions about her legal adversaries in hopes of getting information about her critics, Ms. Hategan 

was in the midst of trying to appeal the dismissal of her appeal due to time delays. She was also 

bound by a civil court-imposed gag order that prevented her from speaking about one of the litigants 

involved in the case. The only exception to the gag order was speaking with lawyers about the matter.  
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10.  Ms. Sa’d, by virtue of being a lawyer, assured Ms. Hategan – through written Direct Messages 

(“DMs”) and verbally – that everything she shared was bound by solicitor-client privilege. Ms. Sa’d 

pressed Ms. Hategan for details about her legal adversaries, asking for information that was not 

available online but was known to Ms. Hategan. At first Ms. Hategan hesitated, but Ms. Sa’d’s 

reassurances convinced her that everything she told Sa’d would be kept confidential. Ms. Sa’d used 

some of the “dirt” she obtained to wage a campaign against CAHN, which culminated in her own 

lawsuit, filed in July 2023. Sa’d’s action against CAHN was dismissed in September 2023 as having 

"no reasonable cause of action and therefore no reasonable prospect of success". Sa’d’s scandalous 

service attempt of CAHN Chair Bernie Farber at his house, which was filmed and posted on Sa’d’s X 

account, resulted in a March 2024 finding by the Law Society of Ontario (“LSO”) that Sa’d had:  

a) failed to act with honour and integrity 

b) engaged in harassing, and/or discriminatory conduct, and  

c) engaged in conduct that tends to bring discredit upon the legal profession. 

11.  The connection between Elisa Hategan and Caryma Sa’d quickly progressed into a close friendship 

and working relationship. From 2022 to September 30, 2023, they were best friends who co-authored 

12 articles that were published on Crier Media and in NOW Magazine, with 3 additional articles in 

progress. Hategan also published a positive op-ed about Sa’d. The majority of the articles were 

published under Sa’d’s name only, with Hategan acting as ghostwriter and/or editor without a byline.  

12. The understanding between Sa’d and Hategan was that Hategan was building Sa’d’s “brand” as a 

“journalist” and social media influencer, and they would split future profits and donations. At the 

time, Sa’d was reticent to call herself a “journalist”. Hategan mentored Sa’d on how to rebrand 

herself as a “journalist”, giving her advice and guidance on dealing with editors, sending out queries, 

and the general editorial process, while also serving as an informal motivational coach. By mentoring 
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Sa’d as a “journalist” and building up her “brand” to become profitable, Ms. Hategan believed that 

she was investing in her own future. In May 2023, Sa’d text-messaged her, “You are a big part of 

whatever success we have.” 

13.  On September 11-12 2023, Ms. Sa’d and Ms. Hategan published a longform, 85-page investigative 

article titled "The Hategate Affair”, which featured both their names as co-authors. The article was 

read by hundreds of thousands of people, if not millions, across Canada and internationally. Hategan 

authored two-thirds of the piece and edited the rest, with the express understanding that Sa’d would 

split all contacts and 50% of all donations and moneys that came from the article. Hategan reserved 

the Hategate domain url and pointed it to a website Sa’d commissioned, which featured “Make a 

Donation” buttons. Sa’d used her popular social media accounts to solicit funding for “journalism”. 

Sa’d collected thousands of dollars as a result of the article. The money was collected through 

donation buttons, direct e-transfers to Sa’d’s bank and PayPal accounts, GoFundMe pages, and other 

sources unknown to Ms. Hategan.  

14.  Despite Ms. Sa’d’s promises, Ms. Hategan did not receive a cent of her share of the money. She was 

also not reimbursed for travel expenses after she accompanied Ms. Sa’d and her boyfriend on work-

related trips, despite Ms. Sa’d having promised to do so, verbally and in writing. She was not even 

given the #Hategate tee-shirt that Sa’d promised she would receive – Sa’d made-to-order only one 

tee-shirt, which she wore during podcast interviews and media appearances. 

15.  On September 30, 2023, with no warning and without cause, Ms. Hategan was unexpectedly blocked 

on Ms. Sa’d’s social media accounts, cell phone, and email, by Sa’d’s boyfriend Adam Lee 

Wasserman (“Wasserman”). An ex-convict with a history of uttering threats, Wasserman has a 

history of seizing control of Ms. Sa’d’s communications and issuing ultimatums. Ms. Hategan has 

witnessed Wasserman become verbally abusive to Sa’d, and to both of them, including (but not 
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limited to) an explosive outburst in a North Bay hotel room that shook her. For two months in the 

summer of 2023, Ms. Hategan and Sa’d were forced to communicate behind Wasserman’s back, after 

he intercepted (by hacking Sa’d’s email) a confidential letter Ms. Hategan sent to Sa’d, in which she 

outlined her concerns over privacy and Wasserman’s controlling behaviour. 

16.  Wasserman jointly owns Sa’d’s principal X/Twitter account @carymarules, and has unrestricted 

access to Sa’d’s social media accounts and email addresses. As her law firm manager, he intercepts 

all phone calls that come into Sa’d’s law practice, decides who they take on as clients, and has used 

Sa’d’s law firm business email to send derogatory emails to Ms. Hategan. Hategan also believes he 

controls who Sa’d can communicate with on platforms and email addresses that bear her name. 

17.  Prior to engaging in a relationship with Ms. Sa’d in 2016 and becoming the manager of her law 

office, Wasserman operated the prostitution-related business Copycraigs, which enabled johns and 

sex workers to get hotel rooms without paying with their own credit cards. He then used bitcoin to 

buy the prostitution review board SP411.cc and became listed as its CEO, using the alias “Chase”. 

SP411 was described in a February 2020 Toronto Life Magazine article as “The TripAdvisor of sex 

work”. As SP411 CEO, Wasserman was repeatedly accused of extorting, blackmailing, and 

threatening sex workers.  

18.  Originally a resident of Montreal, Wasserman moved to Toronto in or around 2007 or 2008. Prior to 

this move, he served multiple-year prison sentences in Quebec for theft, robbery with disguise, 

conspiracy to steal, criminal harassment, and uttering threats. The full extent of Wasserman’s 

criminal record is not known to the Plaintiff.  

19.  On October 7, 2023, Wasserman published a defamatory Substack blog article under the monicker 

“The Gatekeeper”, which breached solicitor-client privilege and disclosed personal details about Ms. 

Hategan and Ms. Sa’d’s personal affairs and friendship. In his article, he admitted that he blocked 
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Ms. Hategan and gave Sa’d the ultimatum to choose between him or Ms. Hategan, after describing 

his jealousy over their closeness and the fact that they had exchanged “I love yous”.  

20.  After being unexpectedly blocked, Ms. Hategan read the defamatory Gatekeeper article by 

Wasserman, which contained a plethora of egregious lies and insults, and attempted to contact Sa’d 

by email. Sa’d had responded only once, stating that she no longer wished to work with Ms. Hategan. 

However, she did not inform Ms. Hategan that her emails were unwanted; nor did she respond to 

questions about the moneys owed to Hategan, or the breach of confidentiality caused by Wasserman’s 

publication. Given their history of communicating behind Wasserman’s back every time he threw a 

hissy fit and seized control of Sa’d’s accounts against both of their wills, Ms. Hategan had no reason 

to believe that this instance was different. She emailed Sa’d again, not knowing if Sa’d was getting 

her emails or if Wasserman was intercepting or deleting the messages.  

21.  Between September and November 2023, Ms. Hategan sent approx. 15 emails to Ms. Sa’d. The 

contents of those emails were predominantly related to: a) Wasserman’s defamatory Substack blog 

article; b) questions about money and credit related to the articles co-authored by Ms. Hategan, 

which were still drawing money for Sa’d, and 3) questions about Sa’d’s safety and Wasserman’s 

control (i.e. are you okay, what’s happening, are you getting my messages, are you seeing this, etc.). 

She never received a response, nor the money owed to her.  

22.  Ms. Hategan now believes that Ms. Sa’d defrauded her, with Sa’d making false promises and “love 

bombing” her as a way to elicit free labour for an entire year, on the promise that she would 

eventually be compensated. What initially began as Ms. Hategan generously offering to write one 

favourable article about Sa’d, after Sa’d contributed $100 to her legal costs fundraiser, turned into a 

year-long exploitation. In order to keep Ms. Hategan invested in labouring for her, Ms. Sa’d: 

1) promised to help Ms. Hategan find a place to stay,  
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2) promised to temporarily sublet one of her vacant office spaces to Hategan at reduced cost,  

3) promised to produce a podcast that would showcase Hategan’s life story and correct 

factual errors in the lawsuit she had lost  

4) promised to help her and others deal with cyberbullying by taking legal measures,  

5) promised to start a non-profit organization with Ms. Hategan in order to help her generate 

an income through grant-writing, public speaking, and fundraising campaigns, and  

6) promised to split “journalism” earnings with her.  

None of Sa’d’s promises came to fruition.  

 

23.  Ms. Sa’d’s promises, combined with affectionate exchanges, strung Ms. Hategan along for an entire 

year. Sa’d used Elisa not only as a ghostwriter and editor of articles, but as a mentor and personal 

advisor on a number of sensitive matters, fondly referring to her “my consigliere”. With Sa’d often 

calling her “brilliant” and using her as a sounding board in her quest to rebrand as a social media 

influencer and journalist, Elisa fielded Sa’d’s worst ideas, advising her not to publish video footage 

captured by her boyfriend, who had filmed unsuspecting women from a distance, and to refrain from 

posting videos mocking a woman who had just been assaulted, or interviews with neo-Nazis.   

24.  Sa’d used Hategan’s ideas and words (culled from emails and text messages) beyond just utilizing 

them in articles that garnered GoFundMe and e-transfer donations for her ghostwritten “journalism”. 

She also repurposed them for social media captions, and regurgitated Hategan’s lines in podcast 

interviews. Then she enlisted Ms. Hategan to do research for her, to review and opine on various 

Libel Notices and Statements of Claim, and to help with a Law Society Bencher Campaign.  

25.  At the time Ms. Hategan realized she had been defrauded and robbed of her earnings, she did not 

know Wasserman’s real name, nor that he had been convicted of robbery with disguise and 
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conspiracy to steal, and was accused of theft and robbery by others, including an ex-girlfriend who is 

convinced that he robbed her parents’ house and stole her mother’s jewelry. Despite not knowing his 

apparent history of threats and criminal harassment, Ms. Hategan feared for her safety – in January 

2023, Wasserman had expressed a desire to harm one of Sa’d’s critics. Between 2022-2023, Ms. 

Hategan and Ms. Sa’d exchanged text messages about Wasserman’s relentless impulse for revenge 

against their critics. In one September 23, 2023 iMessage, Sa’d wrote, “Revenge is just the garnish 

for me. Lee could make it the whole course lol”. 

26.  Ms. Hategan’s fear was compounded by the fact that she had knowledge of illicit activity conducted 

by Wasserman and Sa’d, which included stalking and harassing their critics (Sa’d sent Hategan 

videos of Wasserman photographing and filming female critics from a distance), and trespassing onto 

a suspected critic’s property at 4 AM to film her house and vehicle – scarcely a harmless act given 

Wasserman’s convictions and jailtime for robbery and criminal harassment.  

27.  In March 2024, Ms. Hategan reported Wasserman to York Regional Police, along with threats made 

by Sa’d’s client MaryAnn Watson, a resident of Victoria, BC who incited the public to carve a 

swastika into Ms. Hategan’s face. Watson appeared to work in concert with Sa’d and/or Wasserman, 

using her X account to cyberbully Hategan, going so far as to publish intimate details and facts that 

Hategan had communicated only to Sa’d, which weren’t posted anywhere on the internet. 

28.  Ms. Sa’d had confided to Ms. Hategan – in text messages – her decision to sue critics according to 

race and sex, for optics, sometimes without a cause of action, sometimes to extract “humiliation” or 

to ensure “libel chill” from her critics (in and around 2023 alone, Sa’d sued approx. ten people).  

29.  Ms. Sa’d also confessed to Ms Hategan that she wanted to enlist others in “a letter-writing campaign” 

to a critic’s workplace in an attempt to have him fired, and told her that she had done it before. She 

also planned to ambush the same critic and his wife during a New Year’s Eve dinner, in a plot to 
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cause a public disturbance intended to ruin their memorable event. Ms. Hategan pleaded with Sa’d 

(in two emails and by phone) to refrain from carrying out a plan that could lead to mischief charges 

and LSO sanctions, before Sa’d ultimately relented. Sa’d initially filed a baseless peace bond 

application against the same critic, and thereafter sued him for defamation in Small Claims court, 

claiming the man was a threat because he operated libelous, anonymous sock puppet accounts critical 

of her. The matter was settled in June 2025, with Sa’d issuing a retraction that contained the 

admission that she had “caused harm” to the man and his wife. 

30.  Ms. Sa’d also convinced Ms. Hategan to share her Schedule III prescription medication, telling her 

that she had “undiagnosed ADHD”. After Hategan shared her Ritalin with her, Sa’d was disappointed 

that Hategan had not been prescribed Adderall, and encouraged Hategan to go to her doctor and 

switch her prescription to Adderall, which Sa’d preferred, calling it an “upgrade” in text messages. 

31.  Starting in October 2023, soon after Wasserman and Sa’d blocked her without explanation and 

remuneration, Ms. Hategan began posting on her own X/Twitter page about her experience of being 

defrauded and exploited by Sa’d. She also wrote about Wasserman’s unrestricted access to Sa’d’s 

accounts, his hacking of private, solicitor-privileged correspondence, and of his volatile behaviour 

and control over Sa’d and her relationships. Nothing posted by Ms. Hategan was untrue.  

32.  Text messages between Ms. Sa’d and Ms. Hategan, which include Sa’d’s frank discussions of 

lawfare, stalking and scaring Sa’d’s “enemies”, and exchanges about the prescription drugs, 

corroborate Ms. Hategan’s account and offer irrefutable evidence of Sa’d engaging in behaviour that 

would be certainly be considered “unbecoming” of her profession. If investigated, Ms. Hategan 

believes that Sa’d’s actions would likely lead to her law license being revoked. 

33.  On November 18, 2023, Ms. Hategan publicly announced that she planned to write a rebuttal to 

Wasserman’s libelous Substack article. Ten days after, on November 29, she was contacted by 14 
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Division Toronto Police detective constable Diana Vigna (“Vigna”), Badge 82008, and informed that 

criminal harassment charges were being laid against her because she had purportedly disobeyed 

“multiple cautions and warnings” not to contact Caryma Sa’d.  

34.  Ms. Hategan has never received a single caution or warning telling her not to email Sa’d, who still 

owed her thousands of dollars, and whose boyfriend was actively spreading defamatory lies about 

Hategan. When Ms. Hategan attempted to tell DC Vigna that she was mistaken, Vigna 1) refused to 

believe anything other than what Sa’d had reported, and 2) refused to provide Hategan with evidence 

that she broke the law, which indicated to Hategan that Vigna was negligent in her investigation since 

the “numerous cautions” she spoke of did not exist. Instead, Vigna argued with Hategan, insisting she 

had disobeyed “numerous, multiple cautions” and this was the reason for her arrest.  

35.  Ms. Hategan was formally charged with “criminal harassment” on December 10, 2023. In the video 

recording of her arrest, she can be seen asking DC Vigna, if she ever laid eyes on evidence of those 

“numerous cautions and warnings”. Vigna, visible on AXON video, answers Hategan’s question 

(“May I ask, were you actually given any…actual evidence that I had been told anything?”) with an 

abrupt, “We have reasonable grounds to believe that. That’s why we’re charging you.” In fact, no 

reasonable grounds actually existed. Vigna then tells Ms. Hategan that she will receive all the 

“multiple cautions and warnings” in the disclosure from the Crown. Needless to say, no such 

evidence was produced. The idea that Elisa had been “cautioned” was fabricated by Sa’d, whose 

false statements were automatically accepted as fact by 14 Division police, most likely because she is 

a lawyer, resulting in the negligent investigation that led to Ms. Hategan’s wrongful arrests.  

36.  The Disclosure package, which Ms. Hategan received in spring 2024, shows that Ms. Sa’d lied to 

police numerous times, both on AXON Video and in writing; the lies included telling DC Vigna and 

other cops that Hategan had previously been cautioned by police. 14 Division police never fact-
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checked Sa’d’s lies, trusting her implicitly, presumably because of her profession. Many of the lies 

uttered by Sa’d on video are nearly-identical to lines in Wasserman’s Gatekeeper Substack article, 

leading Ms. Hategan to believe that Wasserman had coached Sa’d in what to tell police as a way to 

ensure Hategan would be wrongly arrested for a criminal charge Wasserman himself had been 

convicted and sent to prison for.  

37.  The majority of Ms. Sa’d’s lies to police are comprehensively refuted by Sa’d’s own text messages to 

Ms. Hategan, which offer verifiable evidence to the contrary. Ms. Hategan was released on her own 

recognizance with the condition not to contact Sa’d, whom she had not contacted since November 

2023, either directly or indirectly. As a result of these conditions, Ms. Hategan was unable to make 

further requests for Sa’d to pay her the thousands of dollars that she was defrauded of, and was 

effectively prevented from suing Sa’d for fraud, all the while the Limitations Act clock ran down. 

38.  In June 2024, Ms. Hategan was again arrested by 14 Division police and charged with “Failure to 

comply”, because Ms. Sa’d once again lied to police and convinced them that Ms. Hategan’s public 

tweets – which were not directly addressed to Sa’d (both women had mutually blocked each other on 

social media) were in breach of Hategan’s release condition not to contact Sa’d. Sa’d told police that 

Hategan social media posts ABOUT Sa’d were in breach, claiming they had been directed TO Sa’d. 

This is false. As usual, 14 Division police never investigated or fact-checked Sa’d’s lies before 

charging Hategan on Sa’d’s word alone, again exhibiting extreme prejudice in favour of Sa’d.  

39.  To ensure Ms. Hategan’s second arrest, Ms. Sa’d pestered and pressured police for several months 

and wrote a lengthy letter (approx. 60 pages) to DC Vigna, consisting of upwards of 100 

particularized lies that were never fact-checked – including the outrageously false accusation that 

Ms. Hategan had committed hate crimes; was responsible for firebombings; engaged in criminal 

activity; posed a danger to Sa’d because Hategan is Jewish and Sa’d has Palestinian roots; “joked” 
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about poisoning her office cats (an idea that Sa’d herself had invented, text-messaged to Hategan, 

and used in false police reports filed against at least four innocent people); and other egregious lies 

contradicted by Sa’d’s own text messages and historical archives. Ms. Sa’d also told 14 Division 

police that Ms. Hategan “gave confidential information to a third party”, and “slandered” Sa’d – 

finally convincing them to charge Ms. Hategan for a breach that never happened, despite the fact that 

slander is not a criminal tort.  

40.  Sa’d further lied to police, claiming that she did not owe Ms. Hategan any money (despite text and 

verbal communications between them about splitting credit, donations, and other compensations for 

Ms. Hategan). Sa’d has earned thousands of dollars from work performed at least in part by Ms. 

Hategan, and as a result of her journalistic mentorship. 

41.  Sa’d also told police there was no solicitor-client confidentiality between them, despite the fact that:  

1) Sa’d assured Hategan multiple times, both in writing and verbally, that their conversations 

were privileged and confidential  

2) Sa’d assisted Hategan informally, providing brief, ad hoc advice and moral support in at least 

three separate legal matters, and  

3) Sa’d reported Hategan to police for sharing “confidential information” that consisted of 

a) incriminating text messages and stalking videos that Sa’d had sent to Hategan, which 

Hategan shared with Jennifer Evans, a victim of Sa’d and Wasserman’s stalking, and  

b)  text messages showing Sa’d’s intent to write an anonymous, poison-pen article about 

Evans (who Sa’d had sued for defamation), which Sa’d published on Dean Blundell’s 

Crier Media under the fake name “Elizabeth Simmons”.  
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42.  Meanwhile, Sa’d’s boyfriend and her BC client MaryAnn Watson were both breaching privilege by 

publishing intimate details culled from privileged conversations Hategan had had with Sa’d, without 

permission or consent of the persons whose intimate details and images were used. Ms. Hategan 

believes that when it comes to solicitor-client relationships, even when a formal agreement has not 

been signed, the prerogative of giving consent before information is disclosed belongs to the client, 

not the lawyer. 

43.  The information Ms. Hategan shared was NOT “confidential” nor “slanderous”, but consisted of 

video and photographic evidence from Sa’d’s own text messages, which showed her boyfriend, 

Adam Lee Wasserman, stalking a Toronto entrepreneur named Jennifer Evans. Sa’d had sued Evans 

for defamation in Small Claims Court because Evans had accused Sa’d and Wasserman of, among 

other things, criminal harassment and stalking. Ms. Hategan voluntarily shared with Evans proof of 

stalking (which Sa’d text-messaged to Hategan), and proof that Sa’d herself had authored the poison-

pen defamatory article about Evans, all the while portraying herself as a victim being “harassed” by 

Evans. Such evidence would effectively destroy Sa’d’s defamation case against Evans, who was 

correct to suspect that she had been stalked. 

44.  As usual, 14 Division police automatically believed Sa’d when she falsely claimed that Ms. Hategan 

had breached her conditions by giving incriminating evidence about Sa’d to Evans, who then posted 

it online. At that time, there were no conditions preventing Ms. Hategan from speaking ABOUT Sa’d 

to anyone. Ms. Evans’ decision to release the screenshots Hategan had given her (of Sa’d’s DMs to 

Hategan) was also not unlawful or criminal. Still, Ms. Hategan was deprived of her liberty and 

incarcerated for an entire day, suffered bruises on her wrists from tight handcuffs, was forced to 

borrow tens of thousands of dollars to retain a lawyer, and was traumatized by her fifteen-month 

ordeal. When she asked police to explain what she had done wrong, a 14 Division detective (who did 
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not identify himself by name) came to stand outside the cell where Ms. Hategan was locked up and 

shouted at her to “Stop posting about Caryma on Twitter!”.  

45.  Ms. Hategan posting ABOUT what Sa’d had done to her, was not in breach of release conditions not 

to communicate WITH Sa’d. Nor was it a “breach” and “indirect communication”, as Sa’d alleged, 

for Ms. Hategan to tag the Law Society of Ontario (“LSO”), a regulatory body for lawyers, in her 

tweets on X, and to provide evidence of Wasserman’s stalking. Evidence that a woman was stalked 

by Sa’d’s boyfriend is neither “slander” nor “confidential information to a third party” that merited 

Hategan’s arrest, as cited in police reports she obtained through a Freedom of Information request 

after her charges were withdrawn.  

46.  In effect, Ms. Hategan was arrested twice, temporarily incarcerated, forced to borrow tens of 

thousands of dollars she cannot repay, suffered extensive reputational damage and the obliteration of 

her career as a public speaker and journalist, was deprived of her Charter rights (her freedom of 

expression and liberty of movement were restricted), and experienced physical and mental suffering 

as punishment – all because she refused to be silent about having been defrauded by Sa’d, and 

because she became a defence witness for Jennifer Evans.  

47.  Sa’d’s actions – enabled by 14 Division Toronto Police’s complicity and negligence – contravene 

section 423.1 of the Canadian Criminal Code, specifically the law that governs intimidation of a 

witness, section 140 (mischief), section 139(2)(a) (obstruction), and s. 131(1) on perjury. 

48.  On the morning of January 16, 2025, Ms. Hategan was contacted by a 14 Division police officer 

(“Badge 11989”) who left voicemails and sent an email instructing her to return his call immediately. 

Ms. Hategan’s lawyer, Megan Schwartzentruber, phoned him back since Ms. Hategan was 

experiencing a severe anxiety attack. Badge 11989 informed Ms. Schwartzentruber that her client 

would be charged with two more counts of “fail to comply” – again, strictly based on Sa’d’s word.  
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49.  A new breach charge raised the possibility, however slim, that Ms. Hategan – who didn’t have a 

surety – might not be released after surrendering to police. Ms. Hategan told her lawyer that she 

hadn’t done anything wrong and wasn’t going to surrender to police and risk being held in pre-trial 

custody – instead, she would jump off the Leaside Bridge on the morning she was scheduled to turn 

herself in to 14 Division. Ms. Schwartzentruber pleaded with Elisa, trying her best to reason with her 

and reassuring her that she would do everything in her power to make sure that wouldn’t happen.  

50.  When Ms. Schwartzentruber pressed Badge 11989 for the reason behind the decision, he told her that 

Sa’d was calling them so frequently and complaining so much, they “had to do something”. Clearly, 

the notion of telling her to stop calling 14 Division hadn’t been entertained; charging someone to 

placate Caryma Sa’d seemed the preferable option. After an intense week (and an additional $3000 in 

legal fees) where Elisa’s lawyer presented Badge 11989 with evidence showing she was innocent of 

Sa’d’s baseless accusations, Badge 11989 finally acknowledged, on the afternoon of January 24, that 

there were no grounds for Ms. Hategan to be charged criminally, and she “was not arrestable”.  

51.  Ms. Hategan did not find out the full details of what led to this near-arrest until July 2025, when her 

Freedom of Information request to Toronto Police Services was finally fulfilled, after an inexplicable 

four-month delay and Ms. Hategan’s escalation. The police reports show just how extensively Ms. 

Sa’d lied in attempts to have Ms. Hategan arrested for a third time. On Sa’d’s word, Badge 11989 

wrote that he was “satisfied with reasonable grounds that Hategan had breached her release order 

on two separate occasions, August 2024 and November 2024” and that she operated a Twitter 

account called “Dreamer” and possibly other anonymous pages critical of Sa’d. None of it was true. 

52.  Ms. Hategan does NOT own, nor know, who runs the Dreamer/@Focustnv or the @SP411 accounts 

on X, yet Sa’d has falsely communicated to police that she is responsible for them. Why? Because 

these accounts have posted negative criticism of Sa’d, so in her mind Hategan was obviously guilty.  
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53.  Ms. Hategan no longer had ownership of a domain she purchased for Sa’d two years earlier, as a 

favour. She let it expire after the dissolution of their friendship, because she had no reason to renew 

it. But nobody checked. A basic WHOIS search would have confirmed that the domain in question 

had transferred registrars. A simple production order would have confirmed that Ms. Hategan does 

not publish any tweets from any other X/Twitter account except for her namesake @elisahategan. 

And yet, 14 Division cops were about to charge her with TWO new counts of Failure to Comply, 

because Sa’d told them that “NO ONE ELSE would have ownership of the website, ONLY THE 

ACCUSED”. And she was taken at her word again, as if a lawyer’s word is tantamount to law.   

54.  Sa’d’s malicious fabrications, which are clearly aimed at depriving Ms. Hategan of her liberty and 

freedom of expression, are the reason why Elisa intends to aggressively pursue civil action against 

anyone who makes similar false accusations – and aims to quash Ms. Hancock’s barefaced lies that 

she operates “sock puppet accounts” to defame Sa’d. Ms. Hategan is concerned that Hancock is 

working in concert with Sa’d, or on her behalf, to continue smearing her as a “criminal harasser” and 

terrorizing her with unfounded threats of police involvement, simply because she has spoken openly 

about having been exploited and defrauded by Sa’d. 

55.  Ms. Sa’d has a clear and undeniable history of trying to have Ms. Hategan wrongly charged 

with “criminal harassment” – her last attempt nearly got Elisa arrested for operating 

anonymous social media accounts she does not operate, and owning internet domains she does 

not own. Sa’d was nearly successful in convincing 14 Division cops to charge her for a third time 

based on groundless accusations not backed by any proof. Therefore Ms. Hategan has every reason to 

take uncompromising precautions and take legal action against anyone who makes such accusations.  

56.  On January 27, 2025, three days after Badge 11989 informed Ms. Sa’d that they would NOT charge 

Ms. Hategan for a third time, a furious Sa’d published Elisa’s photograph on her @carymarules X 
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page, along with the photos of 8 other individuals who had criticized Sa’d on the internet. The photo 

collage was accompanied by Sa’d’s widely irrational conspiracy theory that Elisa was part of a 

“criminal element” and “coordinated” with other Sa’d “harassers” crisscrossing geographical time 

zones in a unified “hate campaign” to “incite hate and violence” against her. 

57.  In July 2025, and at other times unknown to the Plaintiff, Michelle “Mitch” Hancock retweeted / 

republished Ms. Sa’d’s libelous post about Ms. Hategan, promoting it to her 1250+member audience. 

58.  Ms. Sa’d’s libelous post is one of several where she indicates that she has been in communication 

with Toronto Police and their Hate Crimes Unit in efforts to report people for “criminal harassment” 

because they threatened her professional “reputation”.  Truth didn’t appear to matter, neither to Sa’d 

nor to those who retweeted her posts, like Ms. Hancock. If ONE person could be charged criminally 

for operating a Twitter account negative of Sa’d, it would send a chilling message to all of her critics: 

if you dare bad-mouth me and my boyfriend/cameraman, I can/will have you arrested. It is a 

testament to the power wielded by a lawyer’s license that Ms. Sa’d has become emboldened to the 

point where she believes she can convince police that over a dozen people from all across Canada 

who criticized or condemned her actions at any point over a four-year time span, are involved in a 

secret nationwide network devoted to “inciting hate and violence” against her.  

59.  On March 6, 2025, all charges against Ms. Hategan were officially withdrawn. 

60.  On March 7, Jennifer Evans publicly announced that Ms. Hategan would appear as a witness in the 

civil action between herself and Sa’d.  

61.  On March 10, 2025, Sa’d went to police again and perjured herself with a baseless 810 application 

for a peace bond against Ms. Hategan. The application was automatically allowed to continue by the 

courts and police – presumably because of Sa’d’s law license and the veneer of credibility it conveys. 

By that time, Ms. Hategan had had no contact with Sa’d for nearly sixteen months.  
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62.  Ms. Hategan had no idea that Ms. Sa’d had filed a peace bond application against her. She had not 

communicated with Sa’d since November 2023. She hadn’t been served with a summons either, 

before accidentally discovering her own name on the Ontario Courts docket just hours before the 

hearing was set to take place. On the evening of May 13, Ms. Hategan visited the website 

“ontariocourtdates.ca” and checked the next day’s Daily Court Lists, looking for Jennifer Evans’ 

name. Weeks earlier, Ms. Evans had told her that she believed Sa’d had filed a baseless peace bond 

application against her (although Evans had yet to be served). Ms. Hategan wanted to learn the 

courtroom number so she could attend by Zoom to support Evans. When she checked the docket, she 

was shocked to find her own name listed below Evans’.  

63.  On May 14, 2025, Sa’d’s baseless peace bond applications against both Ms. Hategan and Ms. Evans 

were thrown out of court by a judge within 2 minutes of the matters being brought up before the 

courts. The Crown requesting the withdrawal appeared to barely contain his disgust. As Ms. Hategan 

watched the proceedings via zoom, she believes she saw Ms. Hancock seated in the courtroom. If 

Ms. Hancock indeed accompanied Ms. Sa’d to the Toronto Armoury St. courthouse while Sa’d tried 

to obtain two baseless peace bonds against two innocent women, she can be presumed to be firmly 

entrenched with Sa’d and invested in her false accusations.  

64.  On May 25, 2025, Ms. Sa’d’s boyfriend Adam Lee Wasserman was arrested by Peel Police and 

charged with obstruction of justice. A month earlier, in April 2025, Wasserman had been charged 

with assault over an incident where he is alleged to have assaulted a female protester at a Mississauga 

rally. When arrested, he gave police a false name (using his longstanding alias “Lee Stevenson”), a 

fake date of birth, and a “no fixed address”. The fact that an ex-convict – and the manager of Sa’d’s 

law firm – would so readily lie to police and give them a fake name to evade criminal charges, does 

not come as a surprise to Ms. Hategan, given how frequently Sa’d herself has lied to police.  
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65. Unable to locate “Stevenson” (Ms. Hategan presumes he did not show up for fingerprinting, which 

would have uncovered his real name and history of criminal convictions and incarcerations), Peel 

Police came to Ms. Hategan’s doorstep on the morning of April 22, reaching out for information 

because she had previously filed a police report about “Stevenson”. Ms. Hategan assisted Peel Police 

in the investigation and told them everything she knew. Wasserman’s criminal charges for assault and 

obstruction are currently before the courts.

66. Throughout her ordeal, Ms. Hategan was extremely affected by Sa’d’s conduct and the failure of 14 

Division Toronto Police to investigate the false police reports that led to her two wrongful charges 

and near-third arrest. Ms. Hategan has suffered from chronic depression since being diagnosed 

around age 20. She has been hospitalized for five previous suicide attempts, starting in her teens. Ms. 

Hategan’s wrongful arrests caused her to suffer from suicidal ideation, to engage in self-harming 

behaviour, and to experience insomnia and near-daily panic attacks that have continued into the 

present. She also suffered a recurrence of PTSD, a clinical diagnosis she received after her Heritage 

Front defection. One of the 30 affidavits she gave to the OPP in 1993 involved a Toronto 14 Division 

police officer who was a Heritage Front member and had attended KKK rallies in Arkansas; as a 

result of Hategan’s disclosure, he faced Police Act discreditable charges. That the same 14 Division 

was now behind her wrongful arrests brought back the PTSD, flashbacks, crippling fear and anxiety 

she had suffered for several years in the 1990s.

67. For two years, Ms. Hategan had considered Sa’d her best friend and did not keep any secrets from 

her. As a result, she erred in confiding to Sa’d details about her phobia of police, rooted in her during 

her childhood in communist Romania. In 2022, she told Sa’d – who had been pressing her for details 

about the subject of her civil court gag order – that she did not want to violate the order. Elisa 

specifically told Sa’d, by text message and verbally, that she was terrified of police (despite not 

having a criminal record), and that if she was ever arrested for something, she would kill herself.
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Armed with this knowledge, between 2023-2025 Ms. Sa’d contacted police numerous times, 

boldfaced lying as she redoubled her efforts to have Ms. Hategan arrested. Along with these false 

police reports, Sa’d called in no less than four separate “wellness checks” on Elisa, even at times 

when she hadn’t said or done anything to merit such action. 

68.  Ms. Hategan has been traumatized by Sa’d’s actions and Toronto police’s complicity and unmerited, 

bizarre servility to Sa’d, which came at a cost of depriving Ms. Hategan of her Charter Rights. It is a 

servility all the more inexplicable because of how Sa’d and her boyfriend use Toronto police as props 

to advance her brand as a Twitter influencer. To that end, there is arguably no better example than 

what happened in January 2024, when Wasserman filmed a cop giving Tim Hortons Coffee to pro-

Palestinian protesters. The clip was clipped and spun to appear like Toronto cops were pro-Hamas, 

resulting in a groveling apology by Toronto police Chief Myron Demkiw and Sa’d’s video going 

viral, resulting in more followers, donations, and Twitter ad share income for the pair. 

69.  It took Elisa many years to overcome her police phobia. Graduating Magna cum Laude from the 

University of Ottawa with a double major in criminology and psychology, she served as a consultant 

with the London, UK-based Institute for Strategic Dialogue (ISD), and has assisted law enforcement 

such as the Ontario Provincial Police with advice and training on preventing radicalization and 

extremism in youth. As a keynote speaker for the Probation Officers Association of Ontario (POAO), 

she presented workshops alongside OPP and RCMP officers. Her wrongful arrests and the high 

volume of false police reports Sa’d filed about her, which are still registered in CPIC, have destroyed 

her reputation in the law enforcement community. She has the right to pursue legal accountability.  

70.  In July 2025, she filed complaints with the Law Enforcement Complaints Agency (LECA) about 

three 14 Division police officers involved in her wrongful prosecutions and near-third arrest. Ms. 

Hategan firmly believes that there is more than enough evidence for police to charge Sa’d with 
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mischief, intimidation of a witness, obstruction, and perjury. Certainly much more than they had 

against Elisa before they became complicit in Caryma Sa’d’s quest to silence her by any means 

necessary. 

 

Michelle “Mitch” Hancock’s Relationship with Caryma Sa’d 

71.  Ms. Hategan has never met Ms. Hancock in person. She recalls that in 2022 Ms. Hancock followed 

Ms. Sa’d, then Ms. Hategan, on X/formerly Twitter. Hancock was part of Sa’d’s extended fanbase, 

but was not close to either Sa’d or herself. Ms. Hategan felt sorry for Ms. Hancock, whose nickname 

was “Mitch”, and what she perceived as her desperate need to be noticed by Sa’d. Elisa regarded 

“Mitch” as a lonely Twitter fan, among the first in line to buy a baseball cap Caryma was selling for 

$65 – an exorbitant amount for someone on ODSP to spend on what Elisa viewed as an unrequited 

celebrity crush. With this in mind, Elisa suggested to Ms. Sa’d that she handwrite personalized thank-

you notes to fans and include them in the packages being mailed out, as a way to offer greater value.   

72.  Ms. Hancock regularly gave “Likes” and retweeted Ms. Hategan’s posts. Their brief exchange via 

X/Twitter Direct Messages (“DMs”) show Ms. Hancock’s attempt to ingratiate herself to Ms. 

Hategan – who at the time was Ms. Sa’d’s closest friend. In Ms. Hategan's view, Hancock appeared 

exceedingly eager to get close to Sa’d and tried to run into Sa’d at public outings. Ms. Hategan 

recalls that Ms. Hancock attended Ford-fest in 2023, hoping to run into Sa’d, to no avail. Hancock 

also sent money to Sa’d multiple times, although she never met Sa’d in person until after the 

dissolution of Sa’d’s relationship with Ms. Hategan.  

73.  Ms. Hategan believes that as soon as she was blocked by Ms. Sa’d’s boyfriend, Adam Lee 

Wasserman, on Sa’d’s social media accounts and emails, Ms. Hancock immediately strived to 

become her replacement as Sa’d’s new sidekick.  
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74.  Ms. Hategan never published anything negative about Ms. Hancock prior to discovering – in July 

2025 – that Hancock had engaged in a year-long defamation campaign against her. Prior to Ms. 

Hancock engaging in her libel, the last words she had communicated to Ms Hategan were remarkably 

complimentary. On September 29, 2023, one day before Ms. Hategan was blocked and robbed of her 

earnings by Wasserman and Sa’d, Ms. Hancock had praised her effusively in a Twitter DM, writing, 

“Elisa I hope you know how much you are loved not just by me but by other people who support and 

love you for who you are and what you have accomplished.    ”  

75.  Ms. Hategan asserts that she did absolutely nothing to incur Ms. Hancock’s abusive behavior and 

derogatory comments. After being blocked by Wasserman and Sa’d, she unfollowed and blocked 

Sa’d’s closest circle of fans, which included Hancock – but said nothing to her, and published 

nothing about her.  

76.  Ms. Hategan blocked Ms. Hancock’s X/Twitter account in October 2023. She did not visit Hancock’s 

page and had no interest in fostering a parasocial relationship with Hancock, due to what she 

perceived as Hancock’s excessive devotion to Sa’d. To put it bluntly, she didn’t believe there was any 

point to nurturing a connection to someone so excessively fixated on Ms. Sa’d, who was sure to take 

Sa’d’s side no matter what. 

77. In or around April 2024, and/or at earlier times not known to the Plaintiff, Ms. Hancock started 

posting degrading and defamatory comments about Ms. Hategan on X, which were not seen by Ms. 

Hategan until July 2025.  

78.  Michelle “Mitch” Hancock’s defamatory comments on X/Twitter are overt attempts to protect 

Caryma Sa’d and Adam Lee Wasserman, the people Hancock calls her “friends”, from scrutiny or 

investigation. Hancock attacked Ms. Hategan without any provocation. She accused her of engaging 

in a “vendetta” and “vengeance tour” against her friends, Sa’d and Wasserman. Then she claimed that 
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Elisa was a “criminal harasser” “obsessed” with Sa’d, rather than a wrongfully-accused victim 

cleared of false accusations, striving to seek accountability for the traumatic events she suffered as a 

result of Sa’d’s unlawful conduct. 

79.  Ms. Hancock’s false accusation that Elisa is “obsessed” with Ms. Sa’d belies the fact that as far back 

as February 2022, Hancock displayed an excessive preoccupation with Ms. Sa’d. Though the two had 

never met and hadn’t established a friendship or working relationship, Ms. Hancock tweeted to Sa’d 

on a near-daily basis, sent her money on multiple occasions, and showered her with compliments and 

heart emojis. Ms. Hategan finds it ironic that Hancock would deride her with the jibe, “Caryma isn’t 

going to love you Elisa,” and believes it to be the result of Hancock’s jealousy over the close 

relationship she had had with Sa’d, who told Elisa that she loved her. She recalls Ms. Hancock’s two-

year long desperation to receive any crumb of attention from Sa’d, who paid little attention to 

Hancock until the dissolution of her friendship with Elisa.  

80.  Hancock’s tweets speak volumes about Hancock’s strong feelings for Sa’d. An excerpt: 

“Sent you some money to support you getting rest and obviously the warm snow pants” (Feb 1, 

2022). “I sent money to you earlier ! Not much but happy to help you! (Feb 5, 2022); “I will pay you 

anything to have one honestly I love your cartoons” (Aug 22, 2022); “Yesss I love to be in the 

Caryma club      ” (Aug 30, 2022); “Keep fighting the good fight Caryma! Yeah fuck off [critic’s 

name]” (Sept 2, 2022); “Whatever you are I love your vibe” (Nov. 5, 2022); “You make the world a 

better place” (Nov. 7, 2022); “At least they got your good side!” (Dec. 2, 2022); “I like your 

undercover look. It does you right” (Dec 4, 2022); “My main concern is you and your cameraman 

safety” (Dec 18, 2022); “You have 100% my support Caryma!” (Dec 18, 2022); “Love to see you 

laughing and smiling not taking this all seriously at all       ” (Dec 18, 2022); “And you look beautiful 

as well Caryma!    ” (Dec 18, 2022); “Nah, they just jealous of you girl! They wish they were as 
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great as you!” (Dec. 20, 2022);  “You have my support!” (Dec 20, 2022); “I would assume you smell 

like roses   Caryma                     ” (Jan 15, 2023); “Glad to see you having fun” (Jan 21, 2023); “I 

like that rainbow feather thing you are wearing @carymarules” (Feb 8, 2023); “Are you a superhero 

now Caryma?” (Feb 25, 2023); “I sent ya some bus money Caryma ✌🏻✌🏻” (Mar 3, 2023); “I already 

sent her bus money” (Mar 4, 2023); “Then Zach won’t get to see your beautiful face” (Mar 3, 2023); 

“Wooo             .Finally beat them at their own game Caryma” (Mar 4, 2023); “I love it you look so 

impressed       ”(Mar 5, 2023); “And I gave her the money so what?” (Mar 6, 2023); “I like the way 

you think Caryma” (Mar 25, 2023); “Hope you get elected! I would vote for you if I could” (Mar 31, 

2023); “Jokes on you I have e transfer money to Caryma” (Apr 7, 2023); “You always clear the 

record with facts Caryma! That’s why they are trying to silence you” (April 14, 2023); “Now you 

have to win Caryma” (April 15, 2023); “You will win this spy game Caryma”; “You are 

fabulous”(April 28, 2023); “Whatever the results are you are fabulous either way!” (April 28, 2023); 

“Im disappointed that you don’t think about me Caryma                                ”(May 8, 2023); “All hail 

Caryma!” (May 29, 2023); “Stand your ground Caryma!” (June 1, 2023); “You are exactly right 

Caryma!” (June 5, 2023); “I really dig your outfit Caryma. You always have good fashion 

sense    ”(June 6, 2023); “Love it! Especially when you dropped that in the water              . I like how 

your hat and glasses match” (June 8, 2023); “You always manage to find the action Caryma” (June 

10, 2023; “I always support your adventures Caryma!” (June 15, 2023); “Can’t wait to get my Hat 

from @CarymaRules!                  ”(June 16, 2023); “You’re bad Caryma                                    June 21, 

2023); “Is @Carymarules there?” (June 24, 2023); “Caryma you’re better at reporting than TMZ” 

(June 27, 2023); “I would love to hang out with your mom           ”(June 27, 2023), “I always applaud 

Caryma level of patience when dealing with these people” (June 28, 2023); “Hahaha Caryma! You’re 

bad                            ” (June 29, 2023); “I love you completely ignoring what’s happening behind you. 
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They don’t deserve your attention or respect IMHO” (June 29, 2023); “You’re one bad ass chick! 

Especially in that cannabis shirt           ” (June 30, 2023); “Don’t let them get you down Caryma! You 

got more supporters than haters!” (July 3, 2023); “You go Caryma!” (Jul 10, 2023); “I 100% agree 

with you Caryma” (July 4, 2023); “I rather have a save Caryma hat from @CarymaRules              ” 

(July 6, 2023); “Caryma is going to own their asses.” (July 14, 2023); “Yeah Caryma stop stalking 

me                        ” (July 17, 2023); “Looking pretty comfy there Caryma” (July 19, 2023); “You are 

becoming a celebrity Caryma       ” (July 29, 2023); “Caryma you like soccer?” (Jul 30, 2023); “Did 

you have bets on who would win Caryma?” (Aug 7, 2023); “What did you get Caryma?” (Aug 12, 

2023); “Caryma love ya holding down that flag!    ” (Aug 13, 2023); “Oooo are you at the ex 

Caryma?” (Aug 26, 2023); “Caryma your facial expressions are always my favourite                      ” 

(Sept 22, 2023); “Caryma can keep my money” (Sept 23, 2023); “Looking good Caryma!” (Sept 29, 

2023); “Caryma I feel like you want all the food                ” (Oct 22, 2023); “I consider Caryma a 

friend.” (Oct 26, 2023); “If Caryma needs a body guard I’m down                           ” (Oct 26, 2023);  “You 

look like a lot of trouble Caryma        Just standing there in your jacket                     ”(Oct 29, 2023); “You 

are very brave Caryma        ” (Nov 2, 2023); “Yeah you tell them Caryma!” (Nov 4, 2023); “Fabulous 

picture Caryma!                   ”(Nov 25, 2023); “Caryma hope you guys stay warm out there 

in the rain!” (Nov 26 2023); “I also support Caryma” (Nov 27, 2023); “I thought I was your friend 

Caryma”(Nov 28, 2023); “Caryma did you go somewhere else                         ”(Nov 29, 2023); “My bets 

on Caryma” (Nov 29, 2023); “I love how your just standing there unbothered” (Dec 1, 2023); 

“Caryma has the patience of a saint. But it also the weed” (Dec 5, 2023); “Caryma I love the 

comeback              ” (Dec 10, 2023); “Caryma is a boss” (Jan 1, 2024); “You are one badass chick 

Caryma! Keep fighting the good fight!             (Jan 1, 2024); “Caryma I see you giggling in the 
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background” (Jan 6, 2024); “Caryma are you being bad again?                ”(Jan 11, 2024); “If Caryma 

was a giant B towards you You probably 100% deserved it                        ”(Jan 21, 2024); “You tell em 

Caryma!     Love ya girl” (Jan 31, 2024); “Love the hat Caryma           ” (Jan 31, 2024); “I love you 

guys” (Feb 4, 2024); “Love how you brought back that rainbow feather boa Caryma!” (Feb 6, 2024); 

“I love when sassy Caryma comes out                ”(Feb 6, 2024); “Don’t worry I still love ya !              (Feb 

7, 2024); “Hope you have a good one Caryma!” (Mar 11, 2024); “Caryma kills me!                             ” 

(April 11, 2024); “Caryma are we gonna have a reconnection?                 ” (Mar 21, 2024); “Caryma you 

are always out doing something fun! Or risking your life to report news                     ” (Mar 23, 2024); 

“Someone who love you and Caryma                     ” (Mar 22, 2024); “You are only going to fly higher 

Caryma!” (Mar 23, 2024); “I like to play the game of where in the world is Caryma today                ” 

(April 1, 2024); “Move clouds so Caryma can see the sun!” (Apr 8, 2024); “Already got my tickets! 

Excited to see you talk about this” (Apr 16, 2024); “Glad to see the show tonight! Caryma you were 

amazing as always!” (Apr 18, 2025); “I love the outfit you’re wearing! Pink really suits you    ” 

(Apr 26, 2024); “I wish this was true Sonja but unfortunately I am not employed by Caryma. 

                     ” (April 28, 2024); “I have nothing against Elisa But what she’s doing to Caryma I can’t 

support. Caryma is my friend and she is trashing her because wants revenge for something she think 

she deserves.” (April 28, 2024); “Look at you caryma! Moving on up in the world! Great stuff!” 

(May 10, 2024); “Caryma is my friend and they don't like that.” (May 18, 2024); “She blocked me 

once she started trashing Caryma.” (May 28, 2024); “I like to text Caryma memes” (June 7, 2024); 

“Thank you for saying I write/sound like Caryma, one of my friends whom I respect and admire the 

most.”(June 22, 2024); “Looking good!    Love the shoes” (July 2, 2024); “I’m glad to be stuck in 

this with you Caryma!” (July 26, 2024); “I’ll be in my save Caryma hat” (Aug 14, 2024); “Apple 

picking with @Carymarules                     ” (Oct 12, 2024); “The sass I love it. Good on you buddy” 
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(Nov 22, 2024); “Caryma is our leader in the No jazz club” (Dec 10, 2024); “Love that look 

Caryma!      ” (Jan 19, 2025); “Caryma for PM!” (Jan 14, 2025); “Did Caryma get some” (Mar 22, 

2025); “I wanna know where Caryma’s dance moves are” (Apr 6, 2025); “Great videos you got here 

Caryma” (Apr 15, 2025); “A masterpiece product by Caryma” (May 7, 2025); “Unlike these awful 

people I want Caryma to live forever and be immortalized” (May 28, 2025); “That was a smooth 

entrance by Caryma” (June 16, 2025); “I love it when Caryma gets feisty.”(June 30, 2025);  

“Caryma isn’t going to love you Elisa” (July 4, 2025); “I remember that day we savoured 

watermelon outside in the beautiful weather. It was a fantastic day                         ”(July 10, 2025); 

“Watching @Carymarules eat seafood bowl is very entertaining. Can’t get too close, don’t want to 

get crabs.                  ”(July 26, 2025).  

 

Ms. Hancock’s Harassment Campaign against Elisa Hategan  

 

DEFAMATION  

The False and Defamatory Statements  

 

81.  Ms. Hancock has made and republished public statements about Ms. Hategan which contain false 

and defamatory statements that would reasonably be expected to lower her reputation in the eyes of 

the public, fellow journalists, and law enforcement.  

82. Between April 2024 and July 2025, Ms. Hancock falsely and maliciously posted and republished the 

following defamatory statements about Ms. Hategan (collectively, the “Defamatory Statements”): 

a) “She’s obsessed with Caryma I don’t know what’s happening to her but she needs to get off 

twitter and get some help” (Tweet dated April 28, 2024) 
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b) “I have nothing against Elisa  But what she’s doing to Caryma I can’t support. Caryma is my 

friend and she is trashing her because wants revenge for something she think she deserves.” 

(Tweet dated April 28, 2024)  

c) “I love how you’re using EH as your source. You really believe everything she posts? All of it 

is taken out of context just to smear Caryma because she’s on a vengeance tour. 

#IStandWithCaryma (Tweet dated May 15, 2024)  

d) “She blocked me once she started trashing Caryma.” (Tweet dated May 28, 2024); 

e) “Stop being such a obsessive nutcase you fucking lunatic. We don’t want anything to do with 

you.” ((Tweet dated June 17, 2025) 

f) “You’re a Nazi who needs to be locked up in a asylum  So obsessed because you were 

rejected” (Tweet dated June 18, 2025)  

g) “We all know it’s you Elisa You aren’t fooling anyone” (Tweet dated June 18, 2025)  

h) “Caryma isn’t going to love you Elisa” (Tweet dated July 4, 2025) 

i) “Go away Elisa. As you already probably know that I am already in a committed relationship 

so I don’t need to add another.” (Tweet dated July 4, 2025)  

j) “Her history is from 2023 Sue [to Sue-Ann Levy, while she is engaging with me on X]  

She’s like a crazy obsessed ex lover that you need a protection from because she won’t leave 

you alone and keeps living in the past.” (Tweet dated July 7, 2025)  

k) “This is a sock troll account run by Hategan former Neo Nazi Who is still using tweets from 

2023 for attention and to take revenge on Caryma and Lee” (Tweet dated July 7, 2025) 

l) “Cause they are crazy and obsessed with Caryma exposing what’s happening. We are finding 

out the truth thanks to her work” (Tweet dated July 7, 2025)  
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m) “They all use multiple anonymous accounts. Because they have no life and are devoted to 

being a criminal harasser that writes manifestos about their enemies. This has been going on 

for years Who’s paying them?” (Tweet dated July 8, 2025)  

n) “If you want me to stop stating the truth and talking send me a REAL cease and desist letter. 

Not some tweet from a social media platform” (Tweet dated July 8, 2025)  

o) “So obsessed it’s really creepy. Caryma needs a restraining order against you.”(July 24, 2025) 

p) “It’s always when I’m sleeping. He and Hategan could write millions of manifestos with their 

social media posts.” (Tweet dated July 28, 2025)  

q) “It’s always old screenshots and pictures too. From 2023 can’t they get something a bit more 

recent ? Bit obsessive to be still raging about something happening 2 years ago.” (Tweet 

dated July 28, 2025)  

r) “Especially using multiple anonymous sock accounts too. People really have no life and very 

obsessive.” (Tweet dated July 28, 2025)  

s) “Being threatened to be taken to court because of a personal vendetta against your friend is a 

wild take honestly.” Tweet is accompanied by GIF with caption: “WHEN YOU TRIGGER 

THE CRAZY PERSON” (Tweet dated July 29, 2025)  

t) “I’m curious about the obsession with me. It’s a fairly new account from May 2025. I hope 

it’s not her account, but I don’t believe it unless I have concrete evidence. Someone is 

creating multiple accounts to harass me, and I want them to face consequences for their 

actions.” (Tweet dated July 29, 2025)  

u) “Making multiple Anonymous sock accounts to harass me is a very pathetic way to show you 

have no actual life.” (Tweet dated July 30, 2025) 
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v) “These people are harassing me because they have a vendetta against my friends so they’re 

coming after me, which is pretty pathetic that you have to go after somebody’s friends cause 

you don’t like the person.” (Tweet dated July 30, 2025)  

w) “This is proving my statement that multiple new accounts are harassing me for no reason. 

This was made this month July 2025” (Tweet dated July 30, 2025)  

x) July 31, 2025 – Ms. Hancock retweeted a Caryma Sa’d X/ Twitter post dated January 27, 

2025. The tweet is accompanied by a photo collage of 9 people. The top row middle photo 

features a cropped photo of Elisa Hategan, which was taken when Ms. Hategan accompanied 

Sa’d to Ottawa on June 9, 2023. Sa’d cropped herself out of the photo, and used Elisa’s 

image to accompany a malicious and utterly false defamatory post which referred to Ms. 

Hategan as a “criminal element” who “incited” “harassment” and “specifically hatred and 

violence incited” against Sa’d, and related it to a random protester spitting at Wasserman.  

Ms. Hategan does not attend public protests, does not know who this spitter was, and had 

absolutely nothing to do with the incident Sa’d attempted to conflate with her name. She 

certainly has not conspired with them to “incite hatred and violence”, as Sa’d falsely alleges 

in the tweet Ms. Hancock retweeted from her @mitch6669 X account on July 31, 2025: 

“Got an unsolicited call from @TorontoPolice Hate Crimes Unit today, which marks the first 

time cops have reached out proactively to make an arrest based on my footage. But this 

spitting incident did not happen in a vacuum, nor was it a random attack.  

There is a coordinated, ongoing hate campaign intended to limit my participation in the 

public sphere as a lawyer, journalist, and citizen. I have been targeted nonstop since 2021, 

and my family, clients, friends, colleagues, and supporters harassed as proxies; my 

videographer takes the brunt of abuse. 
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This spitting situation likely got special attention due to widespread outrage online— the 

public relations department is perhaps the tail wagging the dog at @TorontoPolice. In fact, I 

have documented and/or reported countless other crimes with no meaningful follow up. A 

meeting is being set up with @TorontoPolice to discuss the underlying harassment, 

specifically hatred and violence incited against me by Gisela McKay, Elisa Hategan, Josh 

Chernofsky, Jennifer Evans, Deana Sherif, Joe Morin, Clayton Goodwin, John Thibeau, and 

Brett Stewart. 

This criminal element within the protest circuit is supported in part by politicians, union 

members, and certain media outlets. 

My case is only the tip of the iceberg.  #cdnpoli #ProtestMania  

 

83.  The Defamatory Statements refer expressly, and in some instances implicitly, to Elisa Hategan.  

84.  The Defamatory Statements contain serious allegations about Ms. Hategan in their plain and ordinary 

meaning or by virtue of the surrounding circumstances, which give the words a defamatory meaning 

and innuendo. The words complained of meant, were intended to mean, and were understood to mean 

that Ms. Hategan:  

 (a) is a liar;  

 (b) is crazy;  

 (c) is “obsessive;  and “very obsessive”; 

 (d) is “on a vengeance tour”; 

 (e) wishes to “take revenge on Caryma and Lee”; 

 (f) is “obsessed with Caryma”; “crazy and obsessed with Caryma”;  

 (g) is “a Nazi who needs to be locked up in a asylum”;  
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 (h) is “obsessed because you were rejected”;  

 (i) is “like a crazy obsessed ex lover that you need a protection from because she won’t leave  

 you alone”; 

 (j) has “no life and are devoted to being a criminal harasser”; 

 (k) is a person who Caryma Sa’d “needs a restraining order against”; 

 (l) “writes manifestos about enemies”; 

 (m) is an “obsessive nutcase”; 

 (n) is a “fucking lunatic”; 

 (o) “needs to get off twitter and get some help”;  

 (p) is “obsessive to be still raging about something happening 2 years ago”;  

 (q) operates “a troll account” on X/Twitter; 

 (r) is part of a “protest circuit” 

 (s) conspires with others (i.e. Antifa activists) to “harass” and be a “criminal harasser”,  

 (t)  is part of a “coordinated, ongoing hate campaign” against Caryma Sa’d and her boyfriend 

 (u) is associated with someone who spat at Adam Lee Wasserman; 

 (v) requires to be reported to the Toronto Hate Crimes Unit in a meeting set up by Sa’d; and 

 (w) has “incited hatred and violence” against Caryma Sa’d. 

85.  The full extent of Ms. Hancock’s defamatory statements and re-publishing of other persons’ 

defamatory statements is not known to Ms. Hategan but is known to Ms. Hancock.  
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86.  To date, nearly all of the defamatory statements continue to remain published on Ms. Hancock’s 

X/Twitter page, which has 1257 followers. As of today’s date, her account is open and accessible to 

the public. The damages stemming from these false accusations are ongoing and cumulative. Due to 

the seriousness of the false and defamatory statements, the defamation is actionable per se and 

special damages need not be proven.  

87.  The words complained of are plainly false and demeaning, and are calculated to impugn Ms. 

Hategan’s integrity, to embarrass and humiliate her, and to lower her professional and personal 

reputation in the estimation of the general public.  

88.  Further, or in the alternative, Ms. Hategan submits that by virtue of Ms. Hancock’s close association 

with Caryma Sa’d and her audience of 63,400 followers, and Sa’d’s frequent retweets and 

endorsements of Ms. Hancock, the defamatory posts have come to the attention of many people with 

whom Ms. Hategan has interacted, including fellow journalists and media professionals.  

89.  Ms. Hategan asserts that being falsely accused of operating “sock puppet accounts”, some of which 

are anti-Muslim, in a purported “vendetta” against Sa’d, and being slandered as “crazy and obsessed” 

by Hancock, who often boasts of her affiliation with Sa’d and Wasserman – has damaged her 

reputation and work as a journalist in a field where credibility and transparency are paramount.  

90.  Ms. Hancock’s malicious statements were noticed and further amplified by her supporters via likes, 

retweets, and derogatory responses from Hancock’s social media friends, who added to the pile-on. 

Further defamatory statements about Ms. Hategan elicited by Hancock’s original defamatory posts 

include the following: 

a)  “This obsession isn’t funny, it’s scary. They need some help. Seriously.” user @leighisdonex2,  

     07-04-2025; “Verbal diarrhea” – user @leighisdonex2 [describing Hategan’s writing] 07-28-2025 

b) “Oh boy. Hell hath no fury like a woman scorned.” – user @davidhindsmith, July 4, 2025 
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c)  “I don't want to be buddies with former(?) Fascists, as I don't believe there is a "former" 

component to that mental state. They don't believe in peace, order & good governance. Which is 

why I don't support anarchists either. Both mental states are inherently & deeply narcissistic.” – 

user @rita_rewerts, April 28, 2024  

 

91.  The Defamatory Statements, in their natural and ordinary meaning, as well as any meaning by way of 

innuendo, are inherently malicious since they are abusive, exaggerated, and disproportionate to the 

occasion on which they were published.  

 

MALICE 

Ms. Hancock’s Malice and Intent to Harm  

 

92. Ms. Hancock has openly stated her intent to keep “bothering” Hategan and other Sa’d critics, unless 

she is proven wrong. Directly in response to Ms. Hategan posting a Cease & Desist notice on her 

X/Twitter page, Hancock wrote: “I will keep saying what I want whether you like it or not. There’s 

no law against free speech”. The only way to prove Hancock wrong and to stop her abusive 

behaviour is through judicial intervention and/or police involvement.   

93.  On May 8, 2024, Ms. Hancock responded to one of Sa’d’s critics on X, who presumably requested 

that she delete defamatory comments, with the statement: “I wont (sic) be taking any post down since 

you constantly like to post about my friends. Once you stop bothering my friends I will stop 

bothering you. That includes Caryma and Lee.” Ms. Hancock’s defiant stance plainly shows her 

intent to continue publishing defamatory and disparaging comments about Sa’d’s critics in revenge / 

retaliation for Sa’d and Wasserman being criticized, which opens the possibility that Ms. Hancock’s 

defamations and cyberbullying are intentional and extortive acts of intimidation. A statement such as 

“Once you stop bothering my friends I will stop bothering you” conveys Hancock’s firm intention 
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to “bother” and behave abusively toward Caryma Sa’d’s critics until they are silenced. In Ms. 

Hategan’s view, this is both a threat and a form of extortion.  

94.  On February 19, 2025, Ms. Hancock responded to another critic of Ms. Sa’d, who alleged they were 

targeted with hateful comments by Sa’d’s “gang” of acolytes. Hancock writes: “I’m “dragging” this 

out because you and your friends won’t stop bothering people, so I’ll continue the same behaviour 

as you. If you stop, I will too.” Here Ms. Hancock again demonstrates her malice and intent to 

retaliate by “bothering” critics of Sa’d’s until they stop “bothering” Sa’d. Ms. Hancock’s definition 

of what constitutes “bothering” Sa’d appears to be a catch-all that contains any and all negative 

comments uttered about Sa’d on social media, whether legitimate, merited, or disparaging. 

95. Ms. Hancock has repeatedly and wholeheartedly defended whatever measures Sa’d and Wasserman 

have taken against their “enemies”. In a January 21, 2024 tweet, Hancock tells a woman who is 

critical of Sa’d: “If Caryma was a giant B towards you You probably 100% deserved it”. This 

statement offers justification to any abusive behaviour Sa’d might perpetrate against another person; 

in Ms. Hancock’s eyes, it is clear that Sa’d can do no wrong. In her own words, even if Sa’d behaves 

like a “B” (slang for “bitch”) to someone, that person undoubtedly deserved it.  

96.  In October 2023 tweets, Ms. Hancock accuses a trans teenager who criticized Sa’d of being 

“obsessed” and having an “obsession” with Sa’d. For over two years, Hancock has hurled the “you’re 

obsessive” accusation at a large number of people besides Ms. Hategan. Curiously, it is the same 

descriptor that Sa’d and Wasserman have used to disparage their critics for several years. Ms. 

Hategan is not at all surprised that Ms. Hancock would regurgitate Sa’d’s allegations verbatim.   

97.  Ms. Hancock’s malice and intent to harm through her online conduct is demonstrated on the face of 

her actions. Ms. Hancock published the Defamatory Statements in a deliberate attempt to tarnish Mr. 
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Hategan’s reputation and in an overt effort to defend her self-described “friend” Caryma Sa’d against 

Ms. Hategan’s verifiable allegations of fraud, impropriety, and unlawful activity. 

 

Ms. Hancock’s Pattern of Abusive Behaviour 

 

98.  Ms. Hategan believes that Ms. Hancock’s defamatory statements cannot be divorced from Hancock’s 

deep entrenchment with Ms. Sa’d and the promotion of her false narratives. Ms. Hancock has been 

emotionally and financially invested in promoting Sa’d’s false narratives about Ms. Hategan and 

other critics of Sa’d, for at least two years. Due to her close association with Sa’d, who promoted 

Hancock through endorsements, retweets, shoutouts and other means to her sizeable audience of 

approx. 63,000+ followers, Ms. Hancock has enjoyed significant exposure, widespread attention, and 

gained financial donations.  

99.  Ms. Hancock regularly accompanies Ms. Sa’d and Wasserman to public rallies, protests, and assorted 

gatherings. Her number of followers has vastly increased over the last year, a likely ego boost. She 

has started to copy Sa’d and Wasserman’s rebranding as “journalists”, and now calls herself a 

“journalist” too. Without Sa’d, it is probable that Ms. Hancock would return to a state where she was 

not noticed or lauded as a “journalist”, and did not have the relevance she believes she has today. 

100.  Ms. Hancock’s defamatory statements are not just libelous in themselves; they are a calculated, overt 

act of intimidation intended to cyberbully, shame, silence, and intimidate Ms. Hategan from speaking 

out about what happened to her, and from pursuing justice against Ms. Sa’d. Hancock’s malicious 

smears were intentionally published over a year’s time and are plainly intended to cast Ms. Hategan 

as a liar and a “crazy” person in order to shield Sa’d and her boyfriend from scrutiny over their 

unlawful actions. 
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101.  It is unknown to the Plaintiff whether Ms. Hancock decided of her own volition to appoint herself as 

a “guard dog“ for Ms. Sa’d, or if Sa’d and/or Wasserman enlisted Hancock’s aid in smearing their 

enemies. On October 26, 2023, Ms. Hancock tweeted: “If Caryma needs a body guard (sic) I’m 

down”. Ms. Hancock has repeatedly articulated and demonstrated her intent to disparage those who 

express negative opinions about her “friends”. To that end, she has consistently lashed out at 

journalists, at members of the LGBTQ community who expressed concerns with Wasserman or 

Sa’d’s behaviour, and at anonymous accounts she perceived as critical of them. 

Whether Ms. Hancock is now valiantly attacking Ms. Hategan to ingratiate herself with Sa’d, or 

whether Sa’d and Wasserman encouraged her wrong assumptions as a way to discredit Hategan, is 

not important. Regardless of whether Ms. Hancock was tasked or mandated to attack Sa’d’s enemies, 

it is clear that she took it upon herself to do so – even using first person plural pronouns (i.e. “we”) to 

suggest she spoke on Sa’d’s behalf during hostile interactions. 

102.  Ms. Hancock openly acknowledges that her online comments about Ms. Hategan are driven by her 

friendship with Caryma Sa’d. Hancock openly admits that her insults are motivated by her opinion 

that Ms. Hategan is posting untrue comments about Sa’d and Wasserman. Hancock’s words and 

actions plainly show that she feels righteous in defending her “friends” by insulting Ms. Hategan and 

repeatedly posting falsehoods about her. When others have attempted to correct Ms. Hancock, she 

has not been reasonable but instead doubled down on her erroneous assumptions.  

103.  Ms. Hategan remembers several occasions where Wasserman demanded that she delete social media 

posts he believed didn’t reflect well on Sa’d’s influencer “brand”, such as her tweets about her 

suicidal ideation. Hategan never deleted anything at Wasserman’s command, which infuriated him. 

She firmly believes that if Ms. Sa’d or Wasserman directed Ms. Hancock to stop posting about Elisa 

or to delete her content, Hancock would oblige, to avoid risking losing Sa’d’s friendship.  
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104.  Ms. Hancock insists that her defamatory statements are mere “opinion”, but none of her comments 

are accompanied by qualifiers suggesting that they are personal opinions. Rather, they are phrased as 

statements of fact. Concerned social media users cautioned Ms. Hancock, telling her she has to 

ensure that she has proof before making unfounded accusations, particularly as she is calling herself 

a “journalist”. Ms. Hancock has remained defiant, in spite of the fact that Sa’d herself, along with 

two other hardcore fans, were sued and forced to settle lawsuits after they too incorrectly and falsely 

accused innocent people of running anonymous accounts to defame Sa’d.  

105.  In response to criticism, Hancock has doubled down and insisted that she would continue to publish 

whatever she wanted, until she was proven wrong. On July 29, 2025, she wrote about 

@reader_writer78, an anonymous X account she falsely accused Ms. Hategan of owning: “I hope it’s 

not her account, but I don’t believe it unless I have concrete evidence.” This statement mirrors her 

December 30, 2024 post, which indicates her premeditated intent to defame with no regard for truth 

or accuracy: “In 2025 I’m gonna care less of what people think and tell more of how I feel. Get ready 

for me to speak my mind more than before.” 

106.  What Ms. Hancock has done is put the cart before the horse – punishing Elisa with abusive, false and 

malicious comments worded as statements of fact, and refusing to believe that she is innocent until 

Elisa can conceivably offer “concrete evidence” that she is not behind the anonymous accounts she 

has been falsely accused of operating. Ms. Hategan asserts that this presents an impossible challenge, 

and Hancock has created an insurmountable obstacle that ensures Elisa will continue to be defamed. 

The truth is, there is no way to “prove” to Ms. Hancock, in the absence of a court-mandated 

production order, that Elisa neither operates nor knows who operates the anonymous X accounts that 

Hancock and Sa’d have falsely accused her of running, and therefore this lawsuit is the only way to 

put Hancock’s lies to the strictest proof.  
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107.  Ms. Hancock’s defamation extends beyond her published statements about Elisa Hategan – the 

misattribution of the X account @reader_writer78 to Ms. Hategan is defamatory in and of itself. The 

X account @reader_writer78, which calls itself “West Coast Dispatches”, was created in May 2025. 

Its central focus appears to be disparaging Muslims with racist and derogatory comments attacking 

Islam, and advancing a pro-Israeli stance. Along with its anti-Muslim narrative, the account has 

posted criticism of Sa’d and Wasserman, but so have countless other X users. It also posted 

screenshots from @SP411STAR, another X account that Sa’d and her fans misattributed to Elisa.  

108.  While Ms. Hategan is Jewish herself, she views the majority of @reader_writer78’s posts as 

abhorrent. The account does not represent her political views, nor does it reflect her opinions on the 

conflict in Gaza and the Middle East. Ms. Hategan does not believe that anyone who publishes such 

statements would engage in a close friendship and working relationship with Sa’d, a Muslim woman.  

109.  Elisa is an immigrant herself, and has worked within the Jewish and Muslim community. For years, 

she was a speaker hired by numerous Jewish organizations, synagogues, and interfaith groups. In 

2018 she appeared as a featured speaker at the annual conference in Philadelphia, USA, of the 

Sisterhood of Salaam-Shalom, an international peacebuilding organization made up of Jewish and 

Muslim women advocating for peace and networking between the Jewish and Muslim communities.  

110. Ms. Hancock’s dogged insistence on linking Elisa to what can only be described as an anti-Muslim, 

anti-Islam account has damaged Elisa’s professional reputation as a consultant on anti-extremism, 

anti-racism and deradicalization matters. The reality is, Ms. Hategan was in the process of starting a 

non-profit organization together with Sa’d. The application was underway, and a Mission Statement 

had already been written, when she was abruptly blocked by Wasserman and Sa’d.  

111.  Ms. Hancock’s recurring lies that Ms. Hategan operates an anti-immigrant, Islamophobic account 

calling for the deportation of immigrants is repulsive and damaging to Elisa’s professional reputation 
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in the communities where she has been contracted to give speaking engagements and workshops. 

Most of her speaking engagement requests come through her social media platforms. 

112.  Ms. Hancock’s malicious and defamatory accusations that Elisa operates a racist, anti-immigrant  

X account are ironic, in light of the fact that Ms. Hancock herself has made frequent statements that 

reflect prejudice against immigrants by linking them to crime/criminal activity. She has opined that 

Canadians should become “more mean” to immigrants. Hancock’s anti-immigrant posts include:  

“We are too nice and need to start being more mean” (July 28, 2025); Haven’t you noticed that 

once immigration went up, crime went up?” (July 25, 2025); “Canadians first everyone else 

second. What about Canadians that need homes?” (Apr 7, 2025); Why are we building homes 

for immigrants and refugees when we should be doing it for Canadians who are living on the 

street because they can’t afford the expensive rental prices in this country” (April 7, 2025); 

“We need a new leader that will stand up for our country and crack down on mass immigration 

and crime” (Jan 7, 2025); “The government's prioritization of resources for immigrants appears 

to be higher than that for disabled citizens” (May 8, 2024); “I will vote for anyone who cuts 

down on immigration” (Nov 18, 2022).  

113.  Ms. Hancock has attended multiple events hosted by persons affiliated with the “Freedom Convoy” 

and the far-right extremist group Diagolon. In summer 2024, she accompanied Sa’d and Wasserman 

to Diagolon event “Road Rage Terror Tour” in Hamilton, ON. There, Hancock posed for photos with 

Diagolon leader Jeremy Mackenzie, white nationalist and Diagolon supporter Rob Primo (whose X 

posts include “Make Canada White Again”), as well as ex-Ontario MPP Randy Hillier. Ms. Hancock 

has worn clothing items labeled “Make Canada Great Again”, which convey the message that Canada 

is in decline because of immigrants. Ms. Hategan’s ethnicity as an immigrant of Jewish and partial 

Roma ancestry make her a target of far-right activists like Hancock’s newfound acquaintances.  

114.  Ms. Hategan asserts that Sa’d and Wasserman have a history of forming unsubstantiated opinions 

about the identities of anonymous social media account operators who are critical of Sa’d. Their 

accusations are so far outside the boundaries of logic or reason, they cannot be interpreted as 



42 
 

anything but malicious. Sa’d then shares her baseless assumptions with her close circle of zealous 

fans, prompting many to begin spreading Sa’d’s unfounded guesses as statements of fact.  

115.  In a June 16, 2023 text message to Ms. Hategan, Sa’d misattributed a pejorative anonymous account 

to a man she thought of as her biggest enemy, writing, “Keven is always my default assumption lol.” 

That month, Sa’d sued the man for defamation and was countersued, eventually issuing a retraction / 

admission that she “caused harm”. 

116.  The same man, Keven Ages, has also sued two of Ms. Sa’d’s most fervent fans, Stephanie Perrella 

and Tanya Fusco, for defamation and harassment. Like Ms. Hancock has done to Ms. Hategan, 

Perella and Fusco accused Mr. Ages of operating anonymous accounts critical of Sa’d, convinced 

they were right because Sa’d had made the same accusations. And just like Sa’d, Ms. Perella appears 

to have settled the lawsuit with a retraction and quasi-apology. Fusco’s matter is still pending. 

117.  Ms. Hategan believes that to Sa’d and her entourage of hardcore fans, which includes Ms. Hancock, 

she has replaced Mr. Ages as the new “default assumption”.  

  

Dropping Lawsuits in Exchange for False Testimony 

118.  On June 3, 2025, less than a month after Ms. Sa’d’s latest failed bid to terrorize Ms. Hategan by 

means of the criminal justice system, Hategan discovered that a woman named Aileen Tobias 

(“Tobias”) was posting defamatory lies about her on X. Tobias was falsely accusing Ms. Hategan of 

conspiring with a Toronto anarchist activist named Gisela McKay to spread “misinformation” about 

Caryma Sa’d via anonymous X account @SP411STAR.  

119.  Created in April 2024, @SP411STAR has posted information about Wasserman, identifying him as 

the owner/ CEO of SP411.cc. Naturally, Sa’d described @SP411STAR’s posts as “harassment”, and 

wrongly assumed that Ms. Hategan was involved with the account. Sa’d’s false accusations are 
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included in police reports Hategan was able to obtain in July 2025 through a Freedom of Information 

request to TPS. Ms. Hategan neither operates @SP411STAR nor @FOCUSTNV, nor knows who 

does. Neither does she interact with Gisela McKay, whose animosity toward Elisa is widely-known. 

120.  Prior to the accusation, Ms. Hategan had never interacted with Tobias. She didn’t know the woman. 

Alarmed at the false accusations, Ms. Hategan angrily tweeted to Tobias that her posts were libelous 

and she would be held legally liable. Almost immediately, Tobias deleted all her posts about Hategan. 

But after the fifteen-month ordeal Elisa endured as a result of Sa’d’s lies and recurrent efforts to have 

her arrested, she decided to investigate Tobias, and was shocked by what she uncovered.  

121. A cursory review of her social media posts revealed that Aileen Tobias, a Mississauga caterer and 

activist who operates the X account @mvexposedtv and @millennialmom81.bsky.social on BlueSky, 

is one of more than a dozen individuals Caryma Sa’d has sued in Small Claims Court. Tobias posted 

her lies about Hategan the very next day after Sa’d dropped her lawsuit against Tobias. 

122. Ms. Hategan was able to obtain a copy of the Sa’d v. Tobias Statements of Claim and Defence to 

review. Though brief (both are 5 pages respectively), the documents confirm that Sa’d sued Tobias in 

June 2024, after Tobias referred to her and Wasserman as “neo-Nazis”. However, the @SP411STAR 

account is not referenced anywhere in the court documents available for public access at the 

Brampton courthouse. It is NOT listed in Sa’d’s Statement of Claim as a cause for the legal action. 

And yet Aileen Tobias insisted that Sa’d sued her over @SP411STAR. Between June 3-4, 2025, 

Tobias posted the following remarks on X and BlueSky: 

a) “Caryma filed a defamation lawsuit on (sic) me regarding sp411star and I have a right to defend 

myself. I don’t want to waste the court system because of what Gisela McKay (sic) doing to people”. 

b) “I went through hell with the whole sp411star and pawn for Gisela McKay’s vendetta against 

Caryma and Lee. I’m done staying silent.”;“Caryma filed a defamation against me because of what 

Gisela is doing and the whole sp411star. Was I supposed to lie in court and not defend myself?” 

https://x.com/mvexposedtv
https://bsky.app/profile/millennialmom81.bsky.social
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123.  Ms. Hategan could not understand why Tobias would claim that Sa’d sued her over @SP411STAR, 

when court documents contain no references to @SP411STAR or Gisela McKay. She also couldn’t 

understand why Tobias was now pointing the finger at her and eight other people who all 

conveniently happened to be Sa’d’s biggest critics. Hategan now believes that Sa’d offered Tobias the 

option of dropping her lawsuit in exchange for Tobias identifying Sa’d’s enemies as operators of 

@SP411STAR, so Sa’d could have third-party corroboration and finally get rid of her longstanding 

critics by reporting them all to police for “criminal harassment”. Hategan also believes that Tobias 

was terrified at the prospect of being held liable for $35,000, and would have gone with whatever 

suited Sa’d’s narrative to get out of the lawsuit. 

124.  In June 2025, evidence came to light indicating that Ms. Sa’d had approached at least one other 

individual she had sued with an offer to “drop the case” against them, in exchange for inaccurate or 

false testimony against Sa’d’s other targets/enemies. On June 2, 2025, Wasserman’s stalking victim 

Jennifer Evans published screenshots on X of a Direct Message conversation between herself and 

one of the dozen+ individuals Sa’d had sued for defamation in Small Claims Court. This person, who 

is afraid to come forward because the offer was presented during a confidential Settlement 

Conference, told Evans that Sa’d had offered to “drop the case” in exchange for untruthful testimony 

against Evans. The offer was declined.  

125.  Ms. Hategan asserts that Sa’d and Wasserman believe that by getting their detractors charged 

criminally or smeared as harassers by way of a peace bond and Small Claims defamation lawsuits, 

their critiques of Sa’d and her boyfriend will be viewed as “harassment” and discounted by the public 

as malicious fabrication. Based on actual statements Sa’d told police, on video and in writing (which 

Hategan cannot publish because the evidence was obtained through Disclosure), Sa’d’s numerous 

false police reports contain plain and irrefutable evidence that Sa’d is trying to have people arrested 

and charged with criminal harassment as a reputation management tactic. After all, who will believe 
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a “criminal harasser” over a “lawyer in good standing with the Law Society of Ontario”? But 

legitimate criticism of Caryma Sa’d is NOT a crime. At most, it is a matter of civil litigation.  

 

Ms. Hancock Ignored and Mocked Ms. Hategan’s Notices of Libel 

126.  Ms. Hategan became aware of Ms. Hancock’s libelous posts in the first days of July 2025, when 

Hancock began replying to X threads where she was tagged. She then conducted a comprehensive 

search for Hancock’s handle @mitch6669 in conjunction with her own name, and discovered 

defamatory tweets going back more than a year. She also discovered that Hancock was engaging with 

anonymous X account @reader_writer78 and insulting it as if the account belonged to Ms. Hategan, 

and telling others it was operated by Hategan. Ms. Hategan has no idea who operates it. 

127.  Greatly concerned about Ms. Hancock’s defamatory posts, and her persistent misattribution of an 

anti-Muslim, anti-Islam account to her, Elisa posted a Cease & Desist notice addressed to “Mitch” in 

the thread she had been tagged, and on her own X page. Ms. Hancock’s response, dated July 8, was 

to tweet, “If you want me to stop stating the truth and talking send me a REAL cease and desist letter. 

Not some tweet from social media platform.” 

128.  On the afternoon of July 8, 2025, Ms. Hategan emailed the first of three Cease and Desist letters to 

Ms. Hancock, providing her with formal notices of libel. The ensuing correspondence between Ms. 

Hategan and Ms. Hancock displays Hancock’s confusion over what is opinion versus statement of 

fact. Hancock’s response also communicates her determination and resistance to removing any posts, 

while accompanied by an absolute refusal to acknowledge the possibility that she may be wrong.  

129.  Throughout July 2025, Ms. Hancock continued posting libelous comments about Ms. Hategan, where 

she was implicitly and explicitly referred to by name. Elisa emailed Hancock two additional Notices 

of Libel letters, on July 28 and July 31 respectively, which were ignored.  
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130.  Even though Ms. Hancock only responded to Ms. Hategan’s first Cease & Desist letter and did not 

acknowledge the subsequent letters, within hours of Elisa’s second letter, Ms. Hancock posted a 

thread on X where she complained about being “harassed” with “threats” of civil litigation. Although 

Ms. Hategan is not referred to by name, anyone who follows Ms. Hancock or Ms. Sa’d would 

recognize the references, particularly because of the previous exchanges about civil litigation.  

131.  Ms. Hancock refused to acknowledge Ms. Hategan’s third Notice of Libel letter. Nonetheless, within 

30 minutes of it being emailed to her, Ms. Hancock posted a link to an article about a lawsuit Ms. 

Hategan had been involved in years ago, which she lost. The article does not accurately describe the 

issues surrounding Ms. Hategan’s previous litigation, which involved unrelated torts and disputes, 

and has absolutely nothing to do with Ms. Hancock’s defamatory posts or the issues brought up in the 

3 Cease & Desist letters Ms. Hategan had sent. Ms. Hancock appears to have posted the article in an 

attempt to deflect from her tortious conduct, and present it as justification for ongoing defamations.  

132. Ms. Hancock is wrong to presume that Ms. Hategan losing one civil action means she has no 

reputation to defend. The allegations and torts involved in her previous lawsuit are irreconcilably 

different than the situation that forces her to sue Ms. Hancock now. Elisa losing a lawsuit is no carte 

blanche for Hancock to spin lies with impunity to further destroy her name and career prospects.  

133.  Elisa Hategan’s reputation as an author, freelance journalist or the woman who was centrally 

responsible for shutting down the Heritage Front has never been in dispute. At no point during any 

previous legal action have her courageous actions as a teenager been questioned. Nor does her civil 

court loss (where as a partly self-represented litigant, she was outmatched by approx. $275,000 to her 

$50,000 budget) discount Elisa’s credibility as a journalist and expert on radicalization and political 

extremism. Hancock’s conflation with an unrelated legal loss by Ms. Hategan aims to smear her as a 

“liar” in order to deflect from the serious allegations she has made about Sa’d and Wasserman.  
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134.  Ms. Hancock referenced the name of one of the parties involved in Ms. Hategan’s previous civil 

action to falsely accuse the @reader_writer78 account of being Ms. Hategan in disguise, further 

communicating the lie that Ms. Hategan operates that account. On July 19, 2025, Ms. Hancock 

tweeted to @reader_writer78: “I hope [REDACTED] decides to take you back to court.”  

135.  Ms. Hancock’s malice is reflected in her choice to highlight Elisa’s previous legal loss in Civil Court, 

while omitting all mention of circumstances where Elisa’s testimony proved both credible and 

invaluable to the Courts. In her 1994 judgement, Judge Tremblay-Lamer cited Elisa as being single-

handedly responsible for the convictions and jail sentences of three neo-Nazi white supremacists:  

“I found Ms. Hategan very credible, candid, calm and patient during an intensive cross-

examination. She has never contradicted herself, and her forthright demeanour and manner of 

expression left no doubt in my mind that she was credible. Such was the strength of her oral 

and affidavit evidence, that neither Mr. Droege’s testimony or that of any other witness could 

refute or even seriously challenge it. Based on the evidence of Ms. Hategan alone, I am 

satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendants are guilty.” 

 

136.  Ms. Hancock and other staunch members of Sa’d’s rabid fanbase have persistently attacked Elisa and 

called her a “Nazi”, referencing her brief involvement with the Heritage Front when she was a minor 

teenage girl more than thirty years ago, while omitting her central role in the collapse of the Heritage 

Front, and ignoring her decades-long demonstrable work in the Countering Violent Extremism 

(CVE) field in her adulthood. 

137.  Ms. Hancock’s dehumanizing insults, which cast Ms. Hategan, a Jewish woman who lost extended 

relatives in the Holocaust, as a “Nazi” and former “Nazi”, trace their inception to Fall 2023. Within 

days and weeks of Wasserman and Sa’d blocking Ms. Hategan without explanation or remuneration 

after she laboured for Sa’d for a year with the expectation that she would be compensated, members 

of Sa’d’s entourage, including her boyfriend, her mentally unwell BC client, and several zealous 

fans, started hurling the offensive slur at Ms. Hategan, calling her a “Nazi”, a “neo-Nazi”, and 
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“crazy”. Although Ms. Hategan suffers from clinical depression and anxiety, she has never been 

diagnosed with any condition that could skew her perception of reality. 

138.  There was absolutely no reason for Sa’d’s entourage to start painting Elisa as a dangerous “Nazi” or 

“former Nazi”, given that for the previous two years she was lauded by Sa’d and her fanbase as a 

heroine. Ms. Hancock’s own messages to Ms. Hategan in 2023 are laden with gushing praise, but this 

was before Sa’d and Wasserman had a motive to destroy Elisa’s credibility in order to preserve 

Caryma’s. On Sept 28, 2023, just one day before Elisa was blocked by Wasserman, Hancock wrote:  

“Elisa I hope you know how much you are loved not just by me but by other people who support you 

and love you for who you are and what you have accomplished.    ” 

139.  Ms. Sa’d’s extensive array of compliments and praises of Elisa Hategan are well-documented in their 

correspondence and in Sa’d’s social media posts and online publications, including a glowing 

Amazon review that she deleted the day after Elisa’s wrongful arrest. Less than 24 hours before her 

boyfriend issued Ms. Sa’d the ultimatum to choose between him and Ms. Hategan, demanding that 

she block Ms. Hategan immediately or lose him, Sa’d had sent her an endearing email, writing,  

“After a lifetime of you fighting, it’s my turn for the heavy lifting. I wish we were of the timeline 

where we had private island and limitless credit cards. I hope those versions of ourselves realize how 

good they have it. But I also know that in another timeline, we never properly crossed paths and this 

connection never came to be. So I realize how good I have it.” 

140.  The dehumanizing ad hominem attacks hurled at Ms. Hategan by Sa’d’s rabid fanbase are nearly 

always accompanied by valiant defences of Sa’d’s character, reducing and dismissing Elisa’s credible 

and evidence-backed accusations to the works of a “crazy” “Nazi” “obsessed” with Sa’d, in order to 

cast doubt and deflect from the potency and robustness of her allegations.  
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Ms. Hancock is liable for her false and defamatory statements 

141.  Ms. Hategan did not wish to bring this civil action forward, and expressed this sentiment in her Cease 

and Desist letters to Ms. Hancock, but Hancock’s behaviour leaves her no choice. In Ms. Hategan's 

view, Hancock is a self-described mentally-disabled person whose cognitive challenges and strong 

feelings for Sa’d have been exploited to the point that Sa’d has profited from Hancock (an ODSP 

recipient) giving her money and engaging in online spats to defend Sa’d’s honour. Ms. Hategan 

believes Hancock is viewed by Sa’d and Wasserman as useful because she can chauffeur them to 

protests – since she has a driver’s license but Sa’d does not, and Wasserman told Ms. Hategan that he 

didn’t renew his after he left Quebec. They also use Hancock as Wasserman’s backup camera, often 

on days when Sa’d doesn’t accompany him to protests. Ms. Hategan doubts that Hancock is 

compensated, but hopes that they at least cover the cost of her gas.  

142.  Ms. Hategan believes that Ms. Sa’d has a pattern of exploiting mentally and emotionally vulnerable 

individuals – persons such as convicted criminal harasser Donald Smith, a BC client of Sa’d’s who 

suffers from a cognitive disability and has threatened Sa’d’s critics, with some of the threats recorded 

on video; and her other client MaryAnn Watson, a resident of Victoria, BC, who cyberbullied Elisa 

for a year and threatened her with violence, and who Victoria police described as having “severe 

mental issues” after speaking with her in May 2025.  

143.  Ms. Hategan remembers how her own feelings were manipulated and exploited by Sa’d, who told 

Elisa that she loved her. At the same time, she categorically cannot allow Ms. Hancock’s defamatory 

statements to go unchallenged, given Sa’d’s verifiable history of lying to police, and her repeated 

attempts to have Elisa arrested and incarcerated for allegedly operating anonymous “sock puppet” 

accounts critical of Sa’d, which she has not done. These are the exact lies that Ms. Hancock, a close 

associate of Sa’d and Wasserman, is now spreading and promoting about Ms. Hategan. Elisa believes 
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that her liberty and future are at stake, and sees no alternative course of action than to sue Hancock 

and put her lies to proof – at the very least so that Hancock can understand that there are serious 

consequences to her malicious and thoughtless behavior.  

144.  It is obvious that Ms. Hancock believes that the consequences of defaming Sa’d’s enemies appear to 

be inconsequential or negligible, and that she is impervious. This viewpoint is reflected in Hancock’s 

public comments and written response to Ms. Hategan’s July 8, 2025 Cease & Desist letter: 

“I welcome you to waste the court time on matters that are fair use and within the bounds of 

the law. You cannot seize anything from someone receiving social assistance, such as ODSP. 

You will have difficulty proving that my personal opinions are damaging a “reputation.”  

I wish you good luck, but I will not be deleting any content.” 

145.  Ms. Hancock evidently believes that people who take legal action against her cannot collect since she 

is on ODSP and considers herself to be judgement-proof. However, Ms. Hancock does draw on 

additional sources of income, including money from odd jobs like her Uber driving, a June 2025 job 

settlement payout, and collecting cash donations from Sa’d’s fanbase under the auspices of being a 

“journalist”. Ms. Hancock clearly has money to spare, given that she donated money to Sa’d and 

bought overpriced merchandise from her since 2022. The Plaintiff asserts that Ms. Hancock lives 

with her elderly parents in a detached home, is an only child, and stands to inherit a sizeable 

inheritance, and thus her present status as an ODSP recipient does not preclude her from being sued, 

nor does it render her judgement-proof.  

146. Ms. Hancock’s conduct has been not only callous and high-handed, but also demonstrably malicious. 

Her complete disregard for Ms. Hategan’s reputation, mental health and dignity, while striving to 

attack her in defence of a woman who maliciously sought to deprive Ms. Hategan of her rightful 

earnings, her freedom of expression, and her liberty, is deserving of this Court’s condemnation.  
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July 30, 2021 – Caryma Sa’d initiates contact with Elisa Hategan 

 

Beginning in Fall 2023, Sa’d lies to Toronto Police and tells them that Ms. Hategan contacted her 

first because she wanted to enlist her help in pursuing “revenge” against people she had sued. 

Text message correspondence clearly shows that Sa’d pursued Hategan in order to extract 

information about her “enemies” at CAHN, who she herself would later sue – and lose. 
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Elisa Hategan advising Caryma Sa’d against taking actions that could have legal repercussions 
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Text Messages from Caryma Sa’d discussing her plan to write a Poison Pen article  

about Jen Evans 
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Caryma Sa’d comes up with the idea that her critics pose a threat to poison her cats. She 

then tells this lie to police and files baseless peace bond applications against a minimum of 

4 separate individuals, including false reports filed against Elisa Hategan 

 

“Lol this is a win. Imagine she’s logging onto her FB and sees “Caryma Sa’d liked your post”. The 

brick she must have shat. I liked the post to see if she’d connect the accounts. She tattled on herself. 

I’ve done it before, including with Gisela McKay.  

Honestly it’s like tricking sheep. Except sheep are smart enough to fear the sheep dog.” 

 

These are people Caryma has reported to police for harassment, claiming she feared for her safety.  

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1yRR8MZMtdSwmQvXZbuCTajA-eE4Pz2n_/view?usp=drive_link
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On Lawsuits, Libel Chill and Lawfare 
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Choosing lawsuits based on race and sex, sometimes with no cause of action 
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            Caryma Sa’d names all these people as “harassers” 
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Sa’d frightens critics, while reporting them to police as “criminal harassers” and claiming 

they make her fear for her safety 
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Organizing a letter-writing campaign to a critic’s workplace (for the second time) to get him fired 
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Before Elisa Hategan’s mentorship, Caryma 

Sa’d did not call herself a journalist 
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The following articles published under Caryma Sa’d’s name were produced as a result of her 

collaboration with Elisa Hategan. They range from written in majority by Sa’d, to 50-50% joint 

effort, to taking first drafts written by Sa’d and enhancing them. 

 

1) Op-ed: I was James Bowie’s client – and now I am being smeared by association 12/15/22 

2) “Freedom” Fighters Vs Antifaux: Not The Heroes We Need Or Deserve  02/01/2023 

3) Drag Storytime at the National Arts Centre  02/14/2023 

4) Smear Merchants And The Canadian Anti-Hate Network: Simple Pawns Or Knowing 

Proxies?  03/24/2023 

5) The Rise Of Culture Wars: How Polarizing Protests Are Dividing Communities In Ontario 

04/09/2023 

6) The Exploitation Of Children For Political Gain: A Look At Save Canada Vs. Antifaux At York 

Mills Collegiate  04/16/2023 

7) The Collapse Of Civility: Examining The State Of Governance At The Law Society Of 

Ontario  04/20/2023 

8) Understanding The Pattern Of Rage-Farming: Erica Ifill Vs Bingo The Dead Dog  07/29/23 

9) Safer In A Viper’s Pit: A New Chapter In My Disturbing Saga Of Online And Real-World 

Harassment  08/24/2023 

10) The Hategate Affair: Unmasking Canada’s Hate Industry  09/11/2023  

11) The Complexities Of Protest And Intolerance: Unraveling The 1 Million March 4 Children 

09/21/2023 

12) Clothed In Controversy: The Political Messages We Wear 09/22/2023  

In addition to the articles listed above, Hategan wrote a December 8 article about Sa’d serving 

her Statement of Claim to Erica Ifill. She also spent significant portions of time engaged in 

significant research and development of additional articles, at least 3 of which were close to 

completion.   

https://nowtoronto.com/news/op-ed-i-was-james-bowies-client-and-now-i-am-being-smeared-by-association/
https://crier.co/freedom-fighters-vs-antifaux-not-the-heroes-we-need-or-deserve-2/
https://caryma.substack.com/p/drag-storytime-at-the-national-arts
https://crier.co/smear-merchants-and-the-canadian-anti-hate-network-simple-pawns-or-knowing-proxies/
https://crier.co/smear-merchants-and-the-canadian-anti-hate-network-simple-pawns-or-knowing-proxies/
https://crier.co/the-rise-of-culture-wars-how-polarizing-protests-are-dividing-communities-in-ontario/
https://crier.co/the-exploitation-of-children-for-political-gain-a-look-at-save-canada-vs-antifaux-at-york-mills-collegiate/
https://crier.co/the-exploitation-of-children-for-political-gain-a-look-at-save-canada-vs-antifaux-at-york-mills-collegiate/
https://crier.co/the-collapse-of-civility-examining-the-state-of-governance-at-the-law-society-of-ontario-and-the-implications-for-the-future/
https://crier.co/the-collapse-of-civility-examining-the-state-of-governance-at-the-law-society-of-ontario-and-the-implications-for-the-future/
https://crier.co/understanding-the-pattern-of-rage-farming-erica-ifill-vs-bingo-the-dead-dog/
https://crier.co/safer-in-a-vipers-pit-a-new-chapter-in-my-disturbing-saga-of-online-and-real-world-harassment/
https://crier.co/safer-in-a-vipers-pit-a-new-chapter-in-my-disturbing-saga-of-online-and-real-world-harassment/
https://crier.co/the-hategate-affair-unmasking-canadas-hate-industry/
https://crier.co/the-complexities-of-protest-and-intolerance-unraveling-the-1-million-march-4-children/
https://crier.co/clothed-in-controversy-the-political-messages-we-wear/
https://crier.co/the-online-harassment-of-caryma-sad-is-ultimately-about-journalism-what-it-is-and-what-it-isnt-and-who-bears-responsibility-for-the-actions-of-journalists-2/
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June 2023 text messages between Sa’d and Hategan after her boyfriend Adam Lee Wasserman 

blocks Hategan on Sa’d’s social media against both women’s will. Wasserman got upset after he 

hacked a private email account that Sa’d gave Hategan where she could send a confidential letter, 

and without permission read Hategan’s concerns about his behaviour. 



151 
 

 

 

 



152 
 

 

 

 

  



153 
 

 

 

  



154 
 

September 2023 text messages between Sa’d and Hategan after her boyfriend Adam Lee 

Wasserman blocks Hategan on Sa’d’s social media against both the women’s will. 
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September 25, 2023 text messages from Sa’d to Hategan 

 

Sa’d offers Hategan approx. $250 to travel to North Bay with her for an article. Hategan spent 4 days 

working on the article, but was not reimbursed for her work or transport costs.  
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North Bay transportation costs that were not reimbursed by Sa’d 
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MESSAGES FROM CARYMA SA’D TO ELISA HATEGAN, Oct 2022 – Sept 2023 

 

“You’re an inspiration.” – Caryma Sa’d, October 15, 2022 

 

“There’s nothing they could say to make me question your intentions or authentic, innate goodness.” – 

Caryma Sa’d, Dec 2, 2022 

 

“You’re a miracle worker” – Caryma Sa’d, January 1, 2023 

 

“You can call me any hour of the day or night.” – Caryma Sa’d, January 7, 2023 

 

“I love you. And Lee loves you. We both love you.” – Caryma Sa’d, January 19, 2023 

 

“If spite isn’t enough to sustain that will [to live], I hope love is.” – Caryma Sa’d, January 27, 2023 

 

“The more I know you, the more I admire you.” – Caryma Sa'd, March 10, 2023 

 

“Elisa Hategan is a national hero who does not get due credit for her accomplishments.” – March 25, 

2023 

“You are a big part of whatever success we have.” – May 18, 2023 

“I made a promise to you that I would never break. But even not knowing you long has impacted me 

more than many lifelong friendships. […] You’re too important to erase.”  – Caryma, June 6 2023 

 

“I hope that I explain this right, but when you said “imperfect witnesses” earlier I was like, “Imperfect 

isn’t exactly it because Elisa hasn’t done anything wrong” – Caryma Sa’d, September 5, 2023 

 

“Canadian icon @ElisaHategan is not afraid to pull back curtains. She has a beautiful way with 

thoughts & words. Without her, there would be no #Hategate exposé.” - @CarymaRules Sept 18, 2023 

 

“You are a masterpiece” – Caryma Sa’d, September 7, 2023 

 

“I love you both.” – May 27, 2023 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1cTNs-kpULL1MYTo8xkxNxNJSmTGt0s3j/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1rGn9xeQ-dKT9kCK9m8XPXGCTpre8QszF/view?usp=drive_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1orifRkBc4mLUmVKVwMSRCDFdTO6nkcOT/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1SrAx27lHpxhJzZX5UXJPwAT_Svv7i3ZY/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1jJvqyT2DJEUVANaLckbBZ-S76UhAgDjw/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1blBFimxrp-DXyYF9ejiWaL2YKGic_X5v/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1PYNB3fgXKfzyxPaqX3vPYf9FyTF6GJtk/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1eliZCF5PFRSLCbZsQXQYV7l807m06TvU/view?usp=drive_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1I6j0PN2KUDJ4DV6wLX2OdhkSSGaywHfn/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1gYB8PoWBmU1GVSuzk3pEAWDZwFQA5flN/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1CTfL8b_TSx3VQmUpQ5xATS4X19_G44Hz/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/18xn3UmI6AliBf0pR3b_svTWvo-0N_6aG/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1Ad7xLdrQGAyl9wCHgcqNV_pwBr_B6aay/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1u04j8vY62cWnayi634xDbwmMx8jQX_h2/view?usp=sharing
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“I love you both.” – September 18, 2023 

 

I don’t think it was a figment of my imagination. The synergy, how our thoughts meld.” – Caryma Sa’d, 

September 18, 2023  

 

“I hate that he was careless in his expression, and hurt you. For that I am endlessly sorry.”  

 

“I’m sorry, but please don’t quit what we have.” – Caryma Sa’d, September 18, 2023 

 

“We would take bullets for each other” – Caryma Sa’d, September 29, 2023 

 

“After a lifetime of you fighting, it’s my turn for the heavy lifting. I wish we were of the timeline where 

we had private island and limitless credit cards. I hope those versions of ourselves realize how good they 

have it. But I also know that in another timeline, we never properly crossed paths and this connection 

never came to be. So I realize how good I have it.”– Caryma Sa’d, September 30, 2023 

 

“I’ve spoken with several officers ever since October 1st on this situation […] I provided supplemental 

reports on October 4th, 10th and 11th.” – Caryma Sa’d to police, October 14, 2023 

  

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1ECr_aCTfBH3E8zMxfpFTttE4O2LVv2YB/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1ECr_aCTfBH3E8zMxfpFTttE4O2LVv2YB/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1WXz-akhFRQk8z0doVD83biV-Lt2oqjdB/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1WXz-akhFRQk8z0doVD83biV-Lt2oqjdB/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1z4ciMJmJowJWMUYJwrIj0yn03WDQFDYG/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1FwAkmn1uSoaBBDm2KhVdUJrP1Hi27x9p/view?usp=sharing
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Article By Adam Lee Wasserman About Sa’d And Hategan’s Relationship 

https://web.archive.org/web/20231009080144/https://thegatekeeper.substack.com/p/my-story  

My Story 

 

Gatekeeper 

Oct 7, 2023 

We met in the back of a café. 

I remember the exact date, but She never can. That’s okay. She was engrossed in her notebook. I noticed 

how her face scrunched up in concentration, how she’d scribble quickly for a few minutes, and then 

pause, gazing into space. I approached her during one of these daydreams. She was friendly. I learned that 

she was an articling student on some sort of break. I had never heard of “articling” before, but it’s 

basically an apprenticeship for lawyers. After eight years of university and law school, She told me she 

only needed seven additional weeks working at a law firm to get licensed. She stubbornly insisted the 

world of law wasn’t for her but looked unhappy saying it.  

I invited Her to dinner. We sang karaoke. Truth be told, we have not spent a night apart ever since. 

(Except for her travelling across the country to report on court appearances, usually on a whim. I stay 

back and feed the pets.) 

After a few weeks of gentle encouragement, She decided she wanted to get called to the bar after all. I 

was there for every step along the way. I walked her to her first day back at the office. I met her for lunch 

to count down each day.  

I watched Her walk across the stage the day she became a lawyer. Her family was there too, sitting in a 

different section of the auditorium—they were uncertain about my intentions, and worried about their 

straight-edged, straight-A superstar rejecting traditional pathways to success. There was a period of 

estrangement borne out of obstinance.  

Fast forward a few years, and She was rubbing shoulders with the most esteemed members of her 

profession. Reporters kept calling for her opinions and commentary. She was constantly on the news. She 

was invited to speak at conferences. Even before they reconciled, her dad used to park on the sidewalk 

and proudly admire her signage at the front of the shopping mall where Her law office was located. 

The pandemic screwed everything up. But not really. We learned to pivot. 

In 2020, She decided to try something new. We rented a store in the shopping mall courtyard and hosted 

28 outdoor comedy shows throughout the summer.  

In 2021, her dad died. She was consumed by what-ifs about his COVID skepticism. She wanted to 

understand why. I supported her journey to try and resolve unanswerable questions. We began 

documenting the Freedom Movement, equipped with only iPhones and scooters.  

https://web.archive.org/web/20231009080144/https:/thegatekeeper.substack.com/p/my-story
https://web.archive.org/web/20231009080144/https:/substack.com/profile/173925413-gatekeeper
https://web.archive.org/web/20231009080144/https:/substack.com/profile/173925413-gatekeeper
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Everything changed after She published an editorial comic about a Controversial Personality. I thought he 

was too niche to bother with, but it was her call. Neither of us anticipated the response. The comic 

triggered an avalanche of mostly abusive notifications from right-wing accounts. This was only a few 

weeks after her dad’s burial; I was afraid she would sink into depression.  

To my surprise, she decided to publish another comic about the same Controversial Personality. Then 

another. We recorded a few silly vignettes. And so, her persona was born.  

It was me who suggested launching that summer’s comedy season by interviewing the Controversial 

Personality. We had no idea or warning that a group of people planned to ruin the event. A bunch of thugs 

showed up and blockaded the courtyard staircase. They were dressed in black wearing masks. They were 

ready to hit, and they did. It was the first time I saw real violence in the protest scene, and it happened 

outside Her office where, after four years, we had established our home. None of it made sense… why 

attack a comedy show when nobody had ever stopped the Controversial Personality from speaking at his 

own rallies? 

She was torn up. It was a cross-roads. We could try to return to normal life, or double down. After much 

deliberation, we recorded a vignette calling out a different Controversial Personality. There was no 

turning back.  

The fallout from the blockaded comedy show triggered a new avalanche of abuse, this time from left-

wing accounts. They smeared Her as a racist, white supremacist, and threat to her community. Some of 

the vigilantes who showed up to attack in real life were now destroying her reputation online. I promised, 

“We will find each and every last one of these fucking pricks.” And that’s what we did. 

 

 

Source: Twitter 

https://web.archive.org/web/20231009080144/https:/substackcdn.com/image/fetch/f_auto,q_auto:good,fl_progressive:steep/https%3A%2F%2Fsubstack-post-media.s3.amazonaws.com%2Fpublic%2Fimages%2F89c7c771-c8a0-4d99-8ee9-f04ab5f75349_769x485.jpeg
https://web.archive.org/web/20231009080144/https:/substackcdn.com/image/fetch/f_auto,q_auto:good,fl_progressive:steep/https%3A%2F%2Fsubstack-post-media.s3.amazonaws.com%2Fpublic%2Fimages%2F89c7c771-c8a0-4d99-8ee9-f04ab5f75349_769x485.jpeg
https://web.archive.org/web/20231009080144/https:/substackcdn.com/image/fetch/f_auto,q_auto:good,fl_progressive:steep/https%3A%2F%2Fsubstack-post-media.s3.amazonaws.com%2Fpublic%2Fimages%2F89c7c771-c8a0-4d99-8ee9-f04ab5f75349_769x485.jpeg
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I am not ideological, so the whole thing seemed stupid and crazy to me. The lines between right and left 

were blurry. She explained that an anonymous “antifascist” who showed up at the blockade was outing 

himself as an ex-Proud Boy. I asked, “What’s a Proud Boy?” I had a lot of catching up to do.   

A few weeks later, the same Proud Boy was in my face. He and his friend tried getting me killed by a 

Hindu Nationalist. When that didn’t work, they tried falsely portraying me as the guy’s best friend, 

instead. (I later came to learn that the Proud Boy and the Hindu Nationalist were themselves buddies, 

even after the former’s supposed switch to antifascism. Every accusation is a confession.) 

There were targets on our back. We were intimidated at rallies. Anonymous accounts hunted our private 

information. She was threatened in a park when the Proud Boy’s friend came up from behind and said, 

“We know where you live.” This rattled her sense of safety and security to its core. She needed a breather 

from the toxicity. That night, I started looking for a place to live outside the city. We packed up and 

relocated to Perth within a couple of weeks.  

Our move unexpectedly paid off. Perth is close to Ottawa, so we were able to cover the Freedom Convoy 

in 2022. Our footage travelled across the globe. From there, we returned to Toronto.  

In a slight change of pace, She wanted to document Doug Ford’s campaign trail leading up to the 

provincial election. Never in a million years did I expect her to end up in handcuffs, but that’s exactly 

what happened at an event in Hamilton. I was in shock. She got released with a trespassing charge. Within 

five minutes, journalists were on the phone. Now she was in the market for a lawyer.   

Prominent Lawyer contacted her, offering pro bono support. He got popular during the Freedom Convoy. 

He was vetted by mainstream media, or so we assumed. We had only met him once in person, at a bar– I 

am comfortable in my relationship with Her, so I ignored any misgivings. He did an excellent job, and 

She got vindicated when the charges were withdrawn. 

Not long after, Prominent Lawyer became Notorious Lawyer. He faced his own headline debacle and was 

labelled a predator. The story kept getting worse and worse. Online harassers made a big deal over a few 

staged photos of him and Her, grossly overstating their relationship. I knew she needed to say something 

publicly. The problem is, she is a perfectionist and has a full plate. It sometimes takes too long for her to 

execute non-work projects. She needed a writing partner.  

Enter Former Nazi. An unusual pairing, but this woman had been in Her Twitter DMs intermittently since 

the comedy show fiasco. They were tormented by many of the same accounts and individuals. I guess 

they bonded through trauma. Former Nazi presented herself as wanting to push out of a depressive slump; 

she felt robbed of her own life story. We were sympathetic, and open to a mutually beneficial 

collaborative relationship: she would help with writing articles, and in the process get back into the swing 

of creative work as a distraction and to focus on new opportunities.  

The first piece was great. It came out quickly, and got picked up by a local publication. They were both 

enthusiastic about future projects. I proposed making this an ongoing relationship. Former Nazi refused 

money, despite my insistence. This was our first mistake. It made for messy boundaries. And sure enough, 

the trauma bond started to look like love.  

In 2023, She began to slowly withdraw into her text messages and DMs with Former Nazi. A distance 

grew between us. For the first time in our relationship, I felt left out. It made me hollow inside.  

Former Nazi came to visit a few times, always showering Her with gifts: dried mango, fruit jam, books, 

and other trinkets. She gave her a fancy pen, saying that Amazon sent two items instead of one, so it was 

meant to be and now they were spiritually connected by sharing the same tool. She gave her a wireless 
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microphone, explaining that her partner had money to blow on office expenses before year end. To my 

dismay, she offered a few prescription pills to help with “concentration.” I threw these away. It was a hard 

line for me. 

On one occasion, they went to a magic mushroom retail store and tripped out in the park. I understood 

She was hoping for an epiphany, but none came.  

In June 2023, there was a large protest in Ottawa. Both sides assembled their street warriors. We decided 

to go film, and I suggested inviting Former Nazi so she could continue building a new catalogue of 

experiences and move forward. I was appreciative of her work, and wanted to show that her life story was 

not over. I also wanted Her to see that I support her endeavours so she would stop shutting me out.  

The trip went well, or so I thought. I expected they’d publish an article about what took place at the 

protest: the surprisingly large presence of Muslim families; MPP Joel Harden’s questionable claim of 

being assaulted by his own megaphone; tactics used by protesters and counter protesters. The possibilities 

were endless.  

Turns out, Former Nazi was too busy documenting me. She sent Her a fourteen-page letter dissecting our 

personal relationship. There were some backhanded compliments, but it was essentially a hit piece. I told 

Her, “Once a Nazi, always a Nazi.”  

I wanted their relationship to end at this point, but She insisted it could be salvaged. She begged me 

to give Former Nazi another chance, saying I misunderstood her intention behind the letter. She 

promised to dial back the relationship. At the same time, they continued exchanging platonic I love 

yous. I wasn’t happy.  

They wrote a few more articles, and then a bigger project. They coined a hashtag that gained momentum. 

Former Nazi did a good job of winning me back over. She stopped talking about me, and She seemed 

happy. We met for a celebratory dinner and I waved off her attempt to apologize for the hit piece in 

person. It was supposed to be a double date, but she and her partner were fighting. She was upset that her 

partner hadn’t finished the final chapters of their latest project. To make her feel better, She ribbed me 

about barely reading any of it. Of course, we all knew that I was busy questioning politicians in the street. 

There was some overstepping by Former Nazi as the project gained traction: she threatened an 

anonymous account with litigation on Her behalf without speaking to us; she tried policing how others 

used the hashtag; she had a public meltdown when a blogger neglected to include her name, which ended 

up being an inadvertent omission. I emailed her to stop being petty and negative. I was aware of her 

hangups about erasure, and She made a concerted effort to give her credit. 

There was a chance to turn things around when a Nazi veteran was honoured with a standing ovation in 

the House of Commons. We got an opportunity to travel to North Bay to interview him and his family. I 

invited Former Nazi to join us, figuring she might appreciate building her name on current events, rather 

than being stuck in the past.  

I thought this trip went well, too. We didn’t manage to locate the Nazi war veteran, but we pulled back the 

curtain to show our boots on the ground journalism in real time. We got flack online from the usual 

suspects, and others who took offence at our audacity to show up and ask questions. This comes with the 

territory because She gets criticized for every move she makes. 

A couple of days after returning home, I found out Former Nazi was publicly tweeting about committing 

suicide. It only came to my attention because one of our mutual stalkers was mocking the entire situation. 

I realized that not only was She mentioned in the post, but it was published mere hours after She shared a 



179 
 

picture of them smiling together. And all this in the middle of trying to promote a project that was gaining 

steam.  

It is not a crime to want to apply for MAID. Nor is it a crime to speak openly about it. But once you 

involve other people, it becomes their business. And my gut instinct was to protect Her and her brand, 

because none of this sat right. It may have been a cry for help, but we were not in a position to provide the 

necessary support. Some people cannot be reached because of the conditions they have. 

I blocked Former Nazi. There were objections and She unblocked. It took an ultimatum for Her to 

see the seriousness of my concerns. I have never issued an ultimatum before. She knows I will follow 

her anywhere. Freedom rallies. Below freezing temperatures, day after day and night after night at the 

convoy. The restricted area behind a police station. The centre of a hostile crowd. To the end of the earth. 

But it was a choice between me and Former Nazi, and Her choice to make alone. At the eleventh hour, 

she decided to cut ties with Former Nazi.  

There is no need to go into detail about what happened next. It’s enough to say I had to watch Her agony 

as my deepest fears were validated. She was flooded with threats, extortion, and love bombing. It is hard 

to say whether the desperation was fuelled by obsession or manipulation. Possibly a bit of both.  

Narcissists are attracted to the people they hate the most so they can control them. It makes me sick to 

think of anyone trying to control Her. When we first got together, her ex-boyfriend was preying on her 

kindness to try and take her cat, a laptop, and anything else he could squeeze. She would constantly get 

upsetting phone calls and text messages. One day, she handed me her phone, looking dejected but 

hopeful: “Can you get him to stop?” I took it as an honour, considering she usually advocates for others. I 

was polite but firm. He never called back again.  

I am Her chosen gatekeeper. She is my hard-headed muse. We have an established working relationship 

and mutual respect. She sees me. She loves me. She trusts me to look out for her on her terms. We stick 

together through hard times. I delight in being there for her.  

I know my role, and shut my mouth— until now. This is my first time breaking silence.  

We didn’t go looking for any of this. The fight came to our front door, quite literally. We will go around, 

above, or through anyone who gets in our way. 

I thought I was with Her for a good time, but it’s been a long time. And I’m staying put. 
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Caryma Sa’d’s Amazon book review of Elisa Hategan’s memoir Race Traitor, which Sa’d deleted 

the day after Hategan was wrongfully arrested. Soon afterwards, Sa’d’s boyfriend and fanbase 

began smearing Hategan as a “Nazi”, “crazy”, “dangerous”, and a “criminal harasser”. 

 

 

  



182 
 

 

 

TAB 43 
 

  



183 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



184 
 

 

 

TAB 44 
 

 

  



185 
 

  



186 
 

 



187 
 

 



188 
 

 



189 
 

  



190 
 

  



191 
 

  



192 
 

  



193 
 

 



194 
 

 



195 
 

 



196 
 

 



197 
 

 



198 
 

 



199 
 

 



200 
 

 


	7A Hategan v Hancock Plaintiff Claim Aug12 2025
	7A FORM scr-7a-aug22-en-fil
	HATEGAN V HANCOCK Lawsuit

	Schedule B Hategan v Hancock



