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Ezra Lewmt

o ""'-.,‘.-'28 Pumpmeadow Crescent South West-“.'\‘ o

//ezralevant com (fhe “Sltes”) 4

L The words wntten and/or pubhshed on the Sxtes, in thelr plam and o_' ' ani

o - by then' mnuendo are false and defamatory of the undersxgned

o of publxc broadcasts and postings on the Internet of the undersigned by

3 .':More parncularly, between Match 20 2008 and Apnl 21 2008 you have made a séries L

ing false’

A aueg tlons and msrepresenhng facts in relation to the. undem@e_dj work a.s'a Iawyer L

e complamed of by underlmmg and boldmg the most relev an parts for syour gmdance

| : (1) On Mm‘ch 20 2008 ina posung entttled <Even the human rtghts tnbunal zs s:ck of
. the human rights commission> which we are reproducmg, you make false allegatxons, e
. _attack the mtegnty and ndlcule the undersxgned The artlcle read as follows T




| (1) On Maxch 20 2008 in a postmg entltled..<Even the human rtghts trtbunal is szck of
the: human Fights commission> which we are reproducmg, you make fals¢ allcganons
' '~tattack the mtegnty and ridicule the unders:gned The arucle read as follows' . :

; -“Evcnﬂmhumannglmmbtmnllsstdcofmchmngmmunismon
S jByEmLevamoanhzo 2008 705PMH[Penna1mk}| mems (241|'rmckxmck

P Today & one-man Canadmn Human Rxghts Tnbunal mlcd that hls incat- h g mto the conduct of Cauadtnn;Humm Rughts
" Conimission staff. wnll e open o the'pubic. This isa direct, resuit-of ot only Macleans magazmes epdl application, but also

of domns of Canadlans 'tshgmﬁve trib al #nd .frankly of the blngosphere's eﬂ'ms to peel backthe. 1ayers of the CHRC"s secreuve S

. procewa'ed but thz Cmnmu_ wn nonelheless mvoked s 37 numeraus ﬂme.r to objecz m qw:.vr[ons S
i . pased by Mr Lemrre 's caunsel to Ms R:zk and Mr Slea;,y The Commmma allegad publxc
' secunfy concema in mahng its olyaclian.r

o In othet words the CHR(, saxd !ha: lf HijIS dldn‘l make the tnalsecret they d mvokc the sectlon 37 nanonal semmty cxempnon and
Ivsunply refuse to twufy So Hadjls appeascd them, and bannedﬂie public from-ihe. heanng and the CHRC mvoked sectum 37 S
- BIyWays. Even an’ llhberal "judge m 4 kmlgnroo court doesn'l hke bemg lmd to. But it gets worse, - )

' the Commxs.\‘mn dlsclosed to Mr Igmrz Ihe mﬁ:rmahon Ihat was the s‘ulyect of rhe 5. 37
) .applloamm The Court therefom delermmed tlml sincé the lrgformanon had been dlsclased 11

cmlld no -Ionger praperly canstder rhe s 3 7 applzcaﬁon whzch the disclamre had eﬁ'ectzvely P B

'renderedmoaa In qﬂ'ect the_Cnm:man dm‘:lomd the very mjbrmatzon zhar i had prevtaus{y




T '.'wimesses

- claimed could ot be dxsclosed pw'suant f05, 37.:

,\‘

‘"!‘[9] Theoulcome qﬂhes 37matrergwesmepause fo quesnonthemundmsmfthe

i '_Commlsswn 'S mvaoaﬂan af pubhc .wec:unty concerns wzlh re.spect 10.the te.mmony af these

) s ‘ Translanon :t's obvnous to Hadﬂs ﬂm the CﬁRC‘s section 37 objectwns were not reaI they were. just cxmsm to bully Hadps mto
R cleanng the courf atid avoiding his subpocnas The fact that the CHRC dm-pped their - swuon 37 objecuons Just before a real’ conn was,
" dbout to surely rile-against thcmjust proves.what I've- bem afguing all n!ong bumen nghts commisgions and tribunals are kangamo

. courts, where rule of law doesn‘t mam:r Onlry the threat of adult supemsum by the Fedeml Court mndc the CHRCdrop their. fakc

L ::,jobjechons

o fCHRTnbunal (the kangamo;udgsmdcounappﬂmhm) euchwoaHdpmttndﬂiattbeywemowmhngmpamdalegmmazelegal'.. .
* system, even if there was a fiod mdawmkbefWeenmemasﬂwygmundomnmﬂ%conwctNmmtebysystﬁnnncallyvaotaﬁngnonns

Buit thc fear of the Fedml Comthas caused ihe CHRC to drop its absurdnanonal secunty objectlms rid 50 oW mme ‘back’ befire S

- d!ﬁ. :
: 4,__.-:lncu1enutlmhaveooamdwhwh1don?fee at'hberg»melabcmtertgmm,whlchhawludannnpaammyabdirytoprweedm
' apmjésszonalwayon thu'ﬁle arleanﬁwtnday b_éaiz‘:se

' MR. VIGNA The witness is' here Irsnalrhe que.mon qfthe wune.u Ihe mrnexs u'here. Ixhaughrunﬂlthu mommg tharlwauld
; pnx:eed but 1 realbz don’t feel prlmanly mentally able to pmoeed and physlcally toa : ) L

"Ihen: has always becn ab qmet compact betwccn thc CHRComzmsslon (the kangnroo mvcst:gnoxs d, prosecuto:s) and the

of namral justice. But the CHRC broke that deal 1~ wheh Mare Temise staried using | thie Triunal's rules egamst the CHRC, the CHRC
‘stafted treating’ Hadjas ‘ind the CHRTnbuna! w:th contcmpt, makmg absurd objecuons and domg whalevef else moak 0 nvmd i
Had;xs s authomy : . } . ) ST L

Hndps Fool me once, thc saying. goes, shame on'you; fool me twice, shame on me. ‘Hadjis read the ¢mbarrassing whine that that. .

- CHRCfiled as a legal "argument” for keepmg outthe press agam, and smaeked it down hard essentlalky cal!mg theCHRC ltars .
' Tucsdzysgolng{obcmtcrcmng G ) : FE S : . .'

'.'Orwuu m o

wonybtgmnp‘ﬂmaﬁ!don?wmﬂMWbﬂmcollemuﬂMrFmeM mmecermm-
.'_'rbemndenng the Comuﬂonajhfnervicebyprmdmgmthu }

3

. Iam uofdymg, Mr: Cbaxr Idon‘thawa theﬂu. bxn[mmtmemlbac@able nfprome:ﬁngmzkrthese circumstances.

. THE CIﬂIRPERSON Bt the witnss i bere?. -




o MS KULASZKA: Immmmmamf 3 mmwlegmwnﬂmmmofbmchg{mnymwm The.
) ;'onlypeqalewhohavebeenhewforﬂzlartmodaysmugeuhermm arampre.ventatmqflhepary Noomel.vehasbeenhem
“-mtlmrooulbwwofmmcndewmrdeﬁatshappemd e .

S MR CHRISTIE Hhave hedrd o it wwmﬂmm“m’mm"”"d“’“m'gm“me’“f“ o
: . ‘.-wholepmceeding Tasaylmnmlfezlmgwll,bwnxhereandlalkabonm,umcansmemﬁemummdmlcemﬁmm and I- )

P © . - heardvery fatnily Mr. ngmsa)’mmmﬂcalbmck,ldonihaveamm:weofm Veofj&wqfusmﬂ:ea‘xﬁathwsweface
TS e ahvayshawaserems!aleafmind!dan‘ibmwwlutdmtmm . ;

Ikwnotamafammbmhﬂawnwammm'ti‘ﬂmﬁmgap ; mmmionlmmndmfomldm't -

f)&elhtedomgzttodayunmhmg

P ) (2) The followmg day, on March 21 2008 ina postmg enntled <Seremty now'> wlnch
;- we.are feproducing, you further attack the mtegnty of the undersngned by the use of
: sarcasm and ndreule The postmg read as follows O

‘ :v.-[ByEzraLevantonMarch‘zl zoossssAMIIIPmmannkf| ents(ﬂ)fT@kback L

) ' .(3) On March 26 2008 you repeat your earher statements in the form of an mnuendo in
" the followmg postmg, whlch we are reproducmg below by underlmmg the relevant part o

N Afor your gmdance




T

) 'AduymthehfeofCanadaskmgamoeom ) L
' _ [By Em cham on March 26, 2008 5:33PM [“Pemm!lnk j; gmmenls (57) | Trackback

- P've read the blogosphem s: several acoounts of T uesday's Canadlan Human Rxghts Tnbunal heahng in Ottawa in the Warma.n V.

. Lemnife case, and it's on that basis thet T've formed my firsti lmpmsslens “You can read some of those reports here, m here; Mc;.
" here, here, here and from the defendant himself here. I've-alsq seen two ncwspaper stonw nus__qng from Ihe Nanonal Posts Joseph
: Brean -and this one by meOnnwa sz:nsDonButler R , . Lo

,. l’dprefertorev:ewﬂlcactualmmptsofﬁteheanng,bmﬁumwhaﬂ'vemd.ﬁlmwx benormnsmptsmade on]ynnaudlo B

spich ag’ ! ] ity Now i Kat’e,lhalsz-uulhonmtaxpzy
-becn spent fo daxe, bul this bcmg a; govemmmt cmerpnse 'ﬂxe trug nimber- rmghf be-closet § to $5:millios ;
. mc|ud1ng ‘the fedoral’ govemmmt. ‘have sgnt lawym too; evén if they migrely sitin e heanng ail day
. course, the Tnbunal nsclf has been seized wrth thns malmr for well over a year wrth
- cmes

. - who costs, what, a th:rd of what a Iawyer bllls" - ohosen as the one arrz of pmnom y to ﬁn
- resourca of ihe gDVemmenL out of msh‘z - :’- A _

e e 111‘:"l'ribunal‘s dec:smn o fix lmnscnpls i tmnspanmtly bmsed the.ofie. day thauhe huntm became thc hunmd whcre thc CHRC .
“. s L itsclfwas Peing grilled ~ wes the one day that accurate, typcd. ‘searchable transcripts were omitted: Tiy to “search” an enght-bour Yo
—'——-und|o recording for a key wotd, a$ ‘opposed to searching awriticn tmnscnpt Try to hea words ﬂmt are spoken qmctly" ; " th
o+ .- spelling of unusual names of words; try 16 skip to importint matters and avoi
bifririnicss and. wpncmumms:hav‘ Feplaced the ule ofaw,

L ‘That's oﬂ"enswe fo anyone hke'mc. who cares‘abounh

o Onc day only

K So the one day in Whlch thcre wnll be ne mmsmpts is the one day thc CHRC is on lhe defenswe But why was' Tuesday s heanng
'fhmltedto_;ustoneday" o : P - L ) ; )

. Agam thls mafter has bccn grmdmg on for fuur ycars -more than a ycar of whlch was in the Inbunal chhnrd Warmnn the nommal X
- . complainant, was given four days for his exnmmauon in chief - that is, fonr days to make self-serving eummems with Vigna fcadmg o
.. himr along. Why the sudden impatience? Is. it becausa ‘with the CHRC‘s own' oouduct on tnal n‘s Just not as much ﬁ.m as shootmg C
whnesupmnamstﬁshmabml‘? S o . S o

'Acoordmg fo scvtral blog TCpOiTS, thc Tnbunal chair, Athanasxos Had_us was v:s:bly iy EEnt, repen!odly saymg "thls case I8 closed" . ’ o
" Inreal oduns, it's 1p 10 the two sldm to.announce “we rest gur case,” not-for boredjudge to mereiy declm xt. But dnn‘t botha’ Had_m :
e wxlh such mﬂm He‘s ot: ajudge, s0 whyshould hc pmtend ©. aet: hkeone , R ’

. .The CH'RChlew thatthcyonlyhadtobmzenltom'foronedﬂy andﬂlenﬂley’d beﬂae i t ) 2
. g0 on. But they did What [awyeis do whes thiey. eedmmnmxt"
¢ made mc&ssnnt ob}ecuons of any sort;. thh megit orwithout, simply to internigt the other side.and talk-dut-the clock. ! -
. magg_m heas an audio récording of the CHRC's lawyer objecting to Doug Chiistie's cT0s§’ exammahon Before Chnsne even asked
- - the question. I'd soiind angry, too, if I had flown from Viétoria-to Ottawa, to be left:with merely 45 minutes to ask. -my questiohs, and -
to have half that time eaten up with cléarly dilatory objections. But-with a weak and lmpaneui -chairmar like Had_ns and.a cotrupt. -
system w:thout clear rules of pmcedum ‘why the hell not? No need to pud} lhc ﬁre alarm Just mmrmpt unul the day is done

. Dean Steacy and Hnnnya Ruvk weren't the only CHRC staffm who were supposed 0 bc cmss—exxmmed yesterday- Harvey Goldberg S

- was, too. He's the master sirategist behind the CHRC's' "anti-hate” team. He didn't have to say aword; becausc Hedjis hiad arbltmnty .o
‘ruled that the hearing would be a single day, Goldberg Gan hide betind the improper objections that his lawyers 1 made ast Jun You'll

- -retall that‘swhyymterdzy‘sheanngwascalledmﬂxefrstplm !thHRChndolmmcdﬂmt £ irrvesti j

n ,_smte secret, and couldn‘t be’ cxammed Lemnre appeailed that nrrogam objectlon m ﬂle Fedcral

urt; !hus yestcrdﬂy’s heanng o reqa.s'k R



. No disclosare

exnmmanon lastyear were "I don't remeinbér ’ thiri|
“he dnd phere. wceks ago some of them relnted to stnndmg pohcnes of !he CHRC ND mamr ‘he Just bramed 1t om w1th forgelﬁﬂnws

thosc samequmuons Goldberg never took me sumd - so the megaI objecnans made last yearby hxs lawyers wcrt: alluwed to swnd .
= 'dcspm: thelr nllegallty . . . . o :

o ‘[t gets worse Aﬁcr Goldbergs exarmnanon last year he dlscloscd a funher 300 pngcs of documcnls Thm mxght mean nothmg to' non-' A
,lawyers bm if's very important, and it goes to the unlawiful, unpmfcss:onal ‘abusiye mannér in which ‘the: CHRC conducts ;.-
- itself. Goldberg was subpoenned. as were his. documents. Subpoenas are not mvnmhons they carry'the: welght of the law with them.

They can be appealléd, of course, if the recipient of a subpocua thinks they're improper. At least that's what a law-abldmg agency

- would do. But not the:CHRC. ‘They. waited until after Goldberg's examination 1o disclese the’ 300 pages. And,wouldn't you know it,” ..
o ?Goldb:rg was’ cxcmptcd fromi answeridg quesuons about those pages, too. Bogus objections. and defiadice of disclosure nbhgmons |f SRR
" .. that happened in a real court,‘the Judge would blow his-stack, order the- uffcndmg party o'comply assess. eusts agamst the cﬂéndmg Do
: party, and cefisure ‘the lawye ' il ‘ .

to0. But of ooursc thls isn't @ real ooun

- -evari}y m—n.—ﬁeﬂonaFWshuw—qva ﬂie-most polthcaﬂy ooncct—eﬁhﬂ:awand—@rder mes—jaﬁ—wouldn!t—beﬁble-le have a bllnd —

.,CHRC's opcn def iance of the rnle of law oo

L ) | ly
R abommable becausc rt,renlly doesn‘t mmtcr how shabby a jOb they dot~ thcy havc 3 !00 % oonvwhon mte, and that lsn*tabom tov ]
K change any e soon B ) ) . . : E

. thch bnngs i fo ﬂxc maner of Steacy h1mself Hcs blmd, and he has an ‘mssistant lielp hlm ﬁmchon nq doubt a doub!e-expense
- thatthe CHRC regm-ds S a Source ot‘pndc and 2 syinbol. ofhow the reét of society oughtito woik, I thmk it's grw 1har Steagy is sill -

working dmplte his handicap. But being an mvsugator wpccm!ly where the niatters mvmlgatod are words and. symbols and intricate’

" websites, requires eyesight. Keeping a lead investigator who js blind isn't just an’act of supremie pohtical cofrectness, it's'an act thatso .

cbyiously risks the ‘integrity of the commission's work..Agaig, if it helps, imagine if an investigator Iuintirig real crimes; not thonght W
crimes, were blind. It's inconcéivable that any: defence lawyer wouldn't immediately object to any.of the evidence that suchan- ‘

- ;;lnvm‘lgatur collected.on the gromlds that it wps flawed; I can't imagine dny criminal Judge accepling such evidence — if it mlated to
“ainything, important, it would simply provide *reasonabie doubt” to sny charge, and yield an gequittal. It's'sp ridiculois, # wouldn't .

heranswcrs Butthxslsn‘tarealeomt L

- ,Look, 1 thmk |ts great that Stmcy‘s mll workmg aﬂer gomg blmd ‘the fnct dmt he was the CHRC's union boss prubnbly ensurcd ﬂmt ’
- * hislower productivity and need for another assistant wouldn't even be copsidered. I'm sure ‘that, if the CHRC could; it would: reqmre
" all Canadian businesses to go to such lengths and costs. But even the nutticst ann-dnscnmmalmn advacite would acknowiedge that
- there are some jObS where vision is necessary. Bemg a pilot is one of them; bemgan investigator is.asiother. Unlesg of course,

acauncy aompmhcnswcnﬁs xmd (‘mm&ss are optional — whmh is why the CHRC permtfs it.-

N .Despm: the unfmmws of the pmwdure !hemwm a few momems when lawyer Barbam Kulaszka had Steacy pmned down Agam I ‘. -
: don‘t lmve the transcnpts but: ﬁom ﬂlc rcpons Stcacy snmpty mfuscd fo.answer seveml questlons put to him, His lawyer had no legnl




N objecﬁon to lhem he was there under subpoenn chacy sunply dadn‘mkc the qucsu, f so he dldn‘t answcr them and Had_us sat -
.- there, blmkmg, a'deer in headllghts In areal'court, areal judge would have ordered Steacy to atiswer; or be held in oontempl Tha[s
becmue toa real court, Steacy wasn't just thumbing his nose at.the accused, he was thimbing his nose af the fegal. process. itself =

the judge hmself Steacy might éven have faced jail, i a réal court; his cmploycr the CHRC. might have ficed other: sanictions; the R
- case against Lemire nself mlght hxve tumed on that conducr Burnot in the kzmgamo court of thc human nghts oommtssrons and then: CL

' mbunals

- There was no sanctxon attached to dlat bald-fnwd comempt_ One wonders why Vigna weit to such a song and' dance last ycar b

. “wonders why Steacy and Rizk even showed up at af yesferday The Tribuel cbviotisly won't do a thing to'them —Hadjis will save - :
"his pumshmcnls for Lemirs, Why not? th a100% conviction mtc the: heanng x’rsclf:s a gamc You'd think thc CHRC would put o

o Ca blt ofa show for the gathered media but mally, why bolher”

T

: ‘ _'l'he perﬂdy ol’ the lntervenon

o Stephen Harpct‘s Conscrvahve govemmcnt was rcpnscnted at the hearmg by a lawyer mtervenmg ol bchalf of the CHRC That

degision was made long ago, pahaps even before the Conservatives tgok office. But they did indeed take: office, more than two yeam T
‘880, and they cauld have quiit the ¢ase And; even if they were uniware of the aétivities of a single gov¢mment lawyer atﬁrst, the - )

N pubbc scnmny of t.he Jast fcw momhs has n:moved tha: excuse from them More on ‘this bclow _ T

’ As well,, the Canadlan Icvnsh Congress nnd the B‘nm Bnrh mtcrvcned on behalt‘ of thz CHRC too (and 8. dnd thc Slmon chscnlhal
Center) The_ CIC hiss bes : especmlly in the pages of the National Post, by its. pamclpanm -in these-witch hunts
o nly -and [trscemsm be:the B'nai Brith's aniswer, too ~ s that while theiyrstand by the eonceptofHRCs they < oppose -
" some of the e excesses of the: systefn. When Rex Miuphy did 2. whole edition of Cross. Country Checkup on the subject, the CIC's.

B Betme Farber admlmd that lh S syszn:cdzd to bc "tweeked“ Thc CJC‘s ﬁgurchead pm:dcms cven mo(c that the CHRC nceded

totesf, They don't want1o tweak -sysiem — thats just something Farber say when hie's sitting.
CiCisa major pant; oftheCHR ‘thought critne syst:m, stem, thit's rigged against he CiC's politicat enemles.

They'll makc' '

" occasional noises about: seform an “twenkmg ' thie system; :but'thcﬁ thcy'll be ng,ht there in ﬂm Tnb\mal hemng, pamcxpanng m an : .' e

o uncﬂy oomprmmScd und abusive: proms Shame onlhem
'Specmc rwclauons

. There were a few specnf p revelaﬂons that did emerge yeslerday. despm: t.hc cotmpt Tnbu.na.l prucess It was nmazmg to rcad about
' how Richard Warmyn - the eomplmnant in this matter -~ simply traipsed back info.the CHRC offices’ nnd used CHRC comiputers,

pseudonyms and passwords of the very people-who werc investigatinig his complaini: Just look at that again: he was apaytothe . '

compleint, but be had full access to the CHRC's own mvmgaum mto that complaint. That's. slaggenng If this were a teal
investigation of a real crime with reat -police, aid the alleged “victim® were to'walk riglit into the crime lab, hop on the oﬂicers
computers, anid poke around the evidence, a judge wouldn't have to throw'the cise out — — prosecutors would be too embarrassed to .-
‘evcn bnng the case to mnl Notso at thc comtmssnon whnch was in- collusmn w1th Warman asI've documcn!cd before. -

. “them, andﬂlennmﬁm:ev:dmoc over to'the

. Anothcr shmmng levelanon 1] the 1mpmper eollusnon betwecn the CHRC md pohcc and even CSlS Canada‘s spy ngency Steacy

" . admitted that policé-would ‘usg their m:ordma:y poweis:ap.séarch andsewe oom;mters from people, nigt lay siny chargm against,
CHRC; ‘which would thied tise that evidericé for their. own thought crirmes’ mvmgnnons

*" That soinds ike, gt the very Jeast, a:Jawsuil against the police for breach of pmim:y breach of confidentiality, abusé Sfoffice and .
i :abuseofpmms The tactics of ahie thought pchce dre corruptisig- themﬁl police
“the CHRC in law, bunhvy specifically-ditn't give: ‘them all the. powets of retil pol Jec Thefact that lhe CHRC xs undertakmg sccn:t
‘ ammgcmems with pohcc depamnam and CSIS to USe then- powers ig deeply dxstnrbmg

- ﬁTll:m were 8 halt-dozen other factouk mat were uoublmg. but for now !‘ll lwve thosc !o;thq bloggcr; I linkédto‘ ét;the begmmng of
' sposl . A FERRE o ) o

Wﬁs the-—hmhng h.succéss?

. Iwasa sum for Hnrvey Goldbcrg who got out of tﬁtlfymg It was a Suceess: for Dcan Stcacy who stared dmvn Athanasm
Had;xs, the Tribunal chair, and su'nply tet‘used to shswer questions, or’ “hiad.selective amnml& "He got awiy with that: behaviour; that -

would have, put him in jail ovcmxght in . real:court. It wiis' a success for Richard Warman, the nommnl camplmnant, who dxdn't bother

shomng up. Why would he? He doesn’t have any skin i the game he didn't| haveh her any lawyets or takg any nsks

wha! they write | ciy “’but the CIC andB'nzu Bntb participated in ycstetday‘s abommablc hcanng, w:lhoui a WOrd of o

ich is.tetrifying. Parfiament. -gave many powars to{,. a .




S Hc's managedto oommandeer thcenhre pm andhcdown't have tobeﬂlem unnl thc end, when hc wms and pxck:eupl:us
-’"‘chequeiaxﬁme o ' R L , .

"(Ihm‘sunomcrpostforanom’erdxy lhbbmmc ction. 14 of anaii ] tsActthatsmmmsImyonewho S L T
", “retalintes” against 4 complainant like Warnan i s liable :o pay ‘tens of thousands of dollars more in. fines. ] canseethe bonafide -~ . .- 7.
- ratiopafe for such.a rufe i in other circumstancés, to protect whistleblowers who. comiplain aboiif their bosses’ illegal conduct, for. . - - ;- .
’ example But Warman is tiot an employec complnmmg against an’ cmploycr he has ‘nothing to do wuhthe websites he's: complamed o

A '.abom Gttter them joining those websites ‘as 8 menber. That he is somehow i immane 16 his Victims mer€ criticism — agam nof just ~

o ‘-A substnnoewas the CHRC ~'the !hough! crimes. pohcc" and pmsccmms“ The dxscmdnablc Icgal pruccss wus Hndjls s kﬂngnmo

- Tmume lo real harm from’ thcm, but nnmlmeto mexr polmcal protcsts ~ig decply ilhbeml Is anunoomtmmonal pnor rcstnum" on. .
_ »speech and is deepiy onwslded.) L . i o o P P

B So the CHR - and ns'allm won, mthc rmrrqw sct_lsc ‘that;- qs usual Ihc Trmnml.smpmlolled lhe rcspundcm, und MamLcmue wﬂl
syigely be convmcd, and wﬂl _surely be ﬁncd, andwnll surel have his wnbsnc shut do e g .

*Coenadianmedis 1 ﬂleHRCswasthemommtthanhclnlhbemlcondua _;mostcl;earlyondlsplay.rmnot_;nxst' N
“mllung abwtmeconduct oftthHRCnsmvmagmms I'mmlhngabomthecmd ct of the Tribunal itself. The discreditable '

“In ﬂm! scnse the more hppallmg thmgs wént on Tuwduy, -the morg mut‘monublc objedions thc CHRC‘x lawycfs madc thc morc

o . outmgeous answers Steacy. give; ‘the more times Hadjis sighed and sdid- *his case is closed"”, when it wasn, the more proceduml

" .aberrations —~ the-bettér Notbcmrfoqumrc whuwasguﬂrybcfmelwwascvcnmvmlgmed,gumybefmhcwascharged,gmlty;"-j'.-', B
befcre_hewasmed Butbencrformcpolmcalcamwgntorefonnthmemmnussmns PR - CL e

Denormnhze ﬂ:e commissmns. then prm leglshtors to: act ,

L 1 -—pl:op Whodontknowwhmarealm:zl-lookshkc,orhowreal mvesngamsandpoh msllpposedtoam.lthmkmat ]

R lny observers wonid j Jjust have & gencml guit feeling that someﬁung was amiss; that it doesn't scemvright that the investigator claims he
can't emember dozefis of important details; that an intercsted party m the caSc l)ns acoess 1o xhe ﬁles efe. Wxthnu: the vocabulary of

- lhr.law lt’shardtoaruculatc_pusthawabommablcl‘ucsdaywas T ; P o o

- Fortumtely 1he mporters who were m the gallery on Tutsday have all sat in on r:nl tnals bcfore Even xf thcy'rc not lawyus thcy
- kirow efiough of thé*riles and vslum of our justice system, from cxperience and study: <~ I'm suse they. all'know better than Déan
L Stcacy forcxample that freedom of spwch isy Canadnm ided, niot just an Amencan one and it happens to be one ofthe - . =
- “fundumental frccdoms” in our Charter of Rigliis, a law that govems the. CHRC. Markﬁtcyn Ctiarlie Gillis, Joseph Brean, Dan Buller -
. and Kady O'Malley (and perhnps others who haven't published yet).know what trigfs are- supposed to look'fike, and how pofics, . -~
"~ prosecutors and judges are supposed to act. The CHRC and Hadjis dldn"t hve up.to those Cenadlian norms: Gillis et al. dre used to

. "hearing politicians fib, evade, object or say "I forget"—andthgre tiard-nosed reportérs, not afraid fo besm&;:gwbcn they see "

" ;. govemment officials lying or abusing pawer. The CHRC just isn't-used o being ciitigized for hcayen's sakes, they cven outlawed .~ -
: ,:cntxc:sm fmm then v1ctirns uni sect:on 14 of the Act. That critici “alred 4 wigs teporters like:Brean and Butlerf

: ' ighed ih, ; ér afe straight-shooting news: © . -

cartyshocked by Whht they scc is a sign thit the CHRC lisn't .

- Just 5 who 3 values. The CHRClmsmuohmontoMfmm ’
.newsrepoﬂe;sﬁmﬁmnmehksofswynmdmc whamdxswuntndbmxse ‘havchnopinionwe‘rep hnig

o -y What hnppcns now legnlly"

) Legally, ﬁnal subm1ssxons are schcduled fnr June 11th (whxch hegs the quesuon, why was yeszerday’a hearmg cat off'so nbmpﬂy after
. just one day?) I don't déubt that Hadﬁs will waituntil Friday aﬁcmoon of some long weekend in-the surmmer o lelcasc his raling. And = -
E -I don't doubt that the ruling will continue the 100% conviction rate. How gould-it not, with the statute written tic way it is, and with. b
} ﬁehea:mgs rigged the way they arc? Whywauld Lemire beany different than merestofmem" And why should M&cleansthmkn in..
* tum is any different? That's my point — fighting these cornmxss[ons from wnhm is poimkss ns nggcd and it's mcant to be ’Ihe ﬂght
._hastobemmecomofpubhcopxmon. . : - : ; L )

S :' What happcns HOW ln the cnurf orpubllc opjmon" »




" Thave n inside information, but 1 predi that Maciear's wil i a large package'on thé Lemire case, They deployed a lot of resourcés
‘towards the story — first, sending a lawyer to.end the secrecy of the hearing, and thien iri the form of three different writees ift the room. . -~ -~
" Maciean’s comes;out in two ditys — if T had to guess, this might cven be their cover'story. @« S e e ,

Thats 2.8 milfion readers, according to the PMB readership sirvey — and; along with CanWest's Biean and Butles, if's building 2.~ -~

"* momentum-that othier news organizations, like the Globe and Mail and Sun chiain, can't ignore for long. For a month, this story- was

- office alonc had réteived, in thic 15t monith, 40 letters.about hutiien rights commissions, and 0 Tettors

- ---change, With his private‘member's motion. It's importarit that

- likely. In other words, the Conservatives could pass just abput any bill these days without falling as & govemment. If Dion wasn't” .

- - isolated to the blogosphiere; ther it was limited to opinion writers; this week; it breaks out into "real® r'r.pqﬂas‘,ﬁ' bié4ﬁpc-'M-mgqn§ S

- reporters will buildgpcoiperﬁsein_the subject; it will become, their “beat”. . C o R

' And there arc a fot of other "new pegs” commg p this spring and Smnmq’for-undgcpg&f:'.peéiﬂi'stlrebo,xfer’s:‘ Madean‘sBC human
 rights hearing is schedile. for late spring; T dori't know witen my next round will be. But | can vsx:xfely say, -it_ WQn‘tjust.:l)e‘Abloggm' I

" coveringthose riow;. -

liﬁ?iﬁhnfgbppt’ Parliament?

¢ minister's aide’
.. "and Qletters. about the Obama/NAFTA leak, for-comparisoni. 1L-have to ask hifn how that compares to other'issues, such.as the Tibet” -1
. -rebellion: But the point js; they're tracking the mattér, and the public response’ is-encouraging; Fexpect:those mimbers to goup affer - '

'Lask my friends in Ofiawa to tike the fempérsture for i on this Ssue ofios ine Whilo, Last sight, o

* the Miclean's story, and as Maclean's own frief in B.C. looms. ..

" In ther words, now is the time to switch our scrutiny'from the HRCs to the Conservitive gavemment itself. Of'course; weshould -~ -
" . continye to exposc the eutragéous cofiduct of the HRCs as theygo along. But, other than shieer absurdities; like this case, it's unlikely "o
* 7 that inthe nextyedr we'll have another window on the inner workings of commissions like we had on Tuesday. But we already . - © -
. have dozens of awful examples; we'don't need any more. The commissions arebeing denormalized, and by peoplc with muchmiore -

. influcace and dudiénce than we bloggérs have, - ..
BN Pressurepomts Mnrhn,Nleholsonanngnney o

[

o Nﬁ:ﬁ_iis thenmetowmkontmnslntmgplmhcmomﬂlmm int

. advance is plan, Rigfit now, it's unlikely. that his motion will actually-make it to a'vote in Parliament We 3 ,
" build s coalition withici the Liberal Party, such as with "Blug Liberals".who aré:upsst withi héw b d tb perseoiit - -
© Christian clergy. More important, we néed fo encourage Miirfin & mieet with his Conservative.counterpafts, oo which: coiild be .
.. difficult; sirice Martin bumed some bridges when he'défected from them some yeéars ago. | belicve that Mastin's obvious good faith on
this motion, however, Should be criougly 10 trump any lifigering hur feclings. If anything, coilservative ideologues should welcome -~ .
Mistid a5 bipartisan political cover for an amendment that might otherwisc be Iubelled as a "right wing® change, ~ . - * . . . : ;i)

~ Rob Nicholson, the Justice Minister, is the‘obvious second pressure point.-Not onily i he the bass of the federal govemment's Jawyer .
- who was dispatched to the CHRC hearing yesterday, but he is also responsible, fof the CHRC and its Tribunal: Nichoison isa very . . . -
amiable man, a happy warrior in his-own right. He's just risk averse, s most politicians are; and he's-not the crusading'type His. " -
‘attitude, if [ read hiim right, is simply risk avoidance: hé belitves in putting out fires, not stating them: - .. 7 - oo
-1 could understand that, even if I dida't agree with it; on the eve of an imminient eiection. But it became clear afterthe bﬁdgei‘ﬂia; R
 Stephane Dion-won't go to the polls this spring; sind this week's open rebellion il Quebe: makes me think evén a falt election st ..

" Eoine o bring down the slection oves Afghanistas, Kyoio, I budget, the crime Bill or he Serate, Ae's nof goiag to bring it dowmover .
o a_l_u'imgrdr'nent"@Li_xe:_CMimHﬁnimRig‘hfsAqf,iopéﬁmpdsed’bj‘his-bwﬁl\ﬂ?,nqiéss}““ ST e

. So the risk 16 Nicholson is gone: While thit might stop hith: figginig in-his hee! igh, it docsn't yet provide him withthe -~ ¢ -
- -pasitive motivation to actually do sombthing, That's where the denormalization of HRCs.comés in. Tuesday's condisct by the: -
CHRC was abominable by any normal standard of Canadian jostice. I think the CHRC has sugvived politically thie samé why they've -
survived publicly — by staying below the radar. That's gone now. And.it's our job fo bring the woist of the CHRC's corruplion and” -~ -
- lawlessness to Nicholson's mtention — and:démand that he stop it, of insist that he veaf it- ° e T e

" Ricliard Wamman, Dean Steacy, Harvey Goldberg and others are all in-on it fogether. It's unreasonsble to think that any of them woutd
- discipline the system that thoy've created, In a real pofice force, Intemat Affairs.or the "police commission” would step in; but there's .
no such oversight here, and even the Tribunal is poweiless to discipfine them, as Steacy’s contempt for. Hadjis shows. The CHRC s
~Nichiolson's buby. Steacy is Nicholson's employee. Their violation of norms of justice is Nicholson's shame — or it ought'to be. The . *-
. CHRC's confessed, anonymious, online bigotry was ‘done out-of Nicholson's budget. He ought to-answer for that. It wauld be pice ifhe -
- dealt with it pro-actively, but that doesn't séem to be happening. So he shoutd be made to wear the growing CHRC scandsl, until. he



e e -l rcal]ym surpnsed tha! DO oppusmon MP has tried to hang lhc Tories with Ihe mxpwer funded bxgotry spreed by Nlcholstm S, e
o T " staffém, on govemment timmie. You'd think that the Liberals or'the NDP would love'to tag the Conwvalim with some of Steacy'sor -
o o ‘Wirman's online posts — the anti-Semitism, the anti-gay, comments, and the outmgeous mtn%ladg anu-women comments directed at
-Sén. Anne Cools. You'd think it would. fit their caricature of bigoted Conservauves Butif the leﬂxst opposition docsn‘t care dhout such
" bigotry — and some of them don‘t, bwanse it's bemg done in I:he namc of polmcal correcmeas - thats mo feason for the: nghtto o
. countr.nancc it . . . , : Lo

. One MP who gets this is Jasoni Kcnncy, the secretary of sme for mulumlmmhsm Kcnney has been on ﬂxe nght srdc of ﬂus lssue for -
“months, from his serunron the subject, to his gutsy letrers. to his gucshon period answers. In'a way, the CHRC is his file, too, Bs he
" has jurisdiction over human rights mafters. Pertiaps | Kenney can be a bridge between. Keith Martin and other seforme-miinded beerals ‘
like Dan McTeague, and Nittiolson., More 10 the point, perhaps Keuney can marshall the more ldwioglcal elements of the : : B
. Conservative caucus — mcludmg the Prirhe Minister himself —to show Nlcholson ﬂm r:fotmmg the CHRC 1sn‘t _[uSt th: nghr l.hmg to -
o -.;do n‘smepolmcallysmanmmgmdo tokeeptheparty'sbasehappy o : BN o . I ,

Gnodlnckto nll;of us

,.Vltrulybphevewerewuuung. TheHRCambemgdznormalmd ‘now we h I thnpollt:cmnswhocando e
- something about it. “Let's write to Martin, Nigholson and Kenney, md,enconmgc them . do thé hght thing. Betteryet; let's phone them. - C s
. —and the, anc Mihister; too. If wckccp at thcm ﬂlc way we havr.btcn these’ pasl\munlh 1 bchevc wr:wnllseclhc begmmngs of e T R
,'-trueleﬁrrmbeforethcy:ansout. R , . o P o . L

Sy .".“'(4) In a'most rccent postmg dated Apnl 21 2008 entltled < RJchard Warman mlsleads
R the Canadlan Human Rights: Tribunal about "Jadewart"; ~under dath> whlch weare . - . .
- :reproducmg, you continue the defamatory conduct towards the undersxgned The relevant g

G

- pa'rt refernng to, thc undcrs1gned as unethwal is underhned fm- your dance

- {ByEmchmuouApnlzr 20081200PM|”Pennalmlj! ents(31]| ggg I e
_ John Pacheco aitended last month’s Canadian Human Righ! Riphts Tribunai ;ggggmtthmnmv I‘mm:me Mwaswhe:e
Cmadnmihnmegh\sCommmnmmﬂ’mgnﬂedabomthmrpmcnceofgomgonmthclntcmetunderfnkndmnus,md
.posnngblgomdmmment& - a . R . ;

. ~‘Paoheeoreoordeddmhcannghm\sclf(ﬂmtnb\mlbmnclydnsnusscdmwmmmfmmnmcdny)mdoompmmmcordmg :
*- . with testimony from the December, 2006, hearing in snother oné of Richard Warmzan’s complsints, sgainst Jessica Beayrmiont. Besides. "
:_havmgmcsamecomplmnmn(Warman)mdmesmncmlnmalehmrmm(AmmosHmijls).ﬂxetwomhadmahmgelsem
common: both ifvolved the CHRC’s secret online identity “Jadeivare”. 'matsﬂncahstHRCmvcsumDeanSwacymedmmgn

"npasammmertomewluwwpmnmmms frongascmdalmmeli C ) oA .
“Pacheco’ smuxpmmfoundalotofuglymmgsaboutbowtheCHRCdoahmlness Butﬂlemstsmkmgfnahediswvmdwasm R S

“'—“—‘— —Wnrmmrhni‘mﬁnowledge‘oﬁsdewurmmﬁEwﬂmnal, dwpmngsbdmurmmwdﬁrmmm - T -

- .mofﬂmpmofmdcndeagmst]mcammtmst}usg tommmswmmmmmamommm
" “the tribunal. But after the CHR 'msdosedﬂmtpmt-mn.meymhmdmmmd“wamc Tadewar” o thé cocmer of it — giving -
mmefnd!hatmeCHRC gydmsammbanfSﬁxmﬁmLMblchﬂcysnu’etmvaomdzmm the: CHRC
.swndmdthe‘dee,]adewan"prm«itm&ngenencggnt-outofﬂ:esnmnmeﬁnmthasmmirmlwabs' w;dxoutlhcwmds
Do “Welwmc Jadewart"onlt . :

' OnDecemberlz 2006 ﬂlembunaldm:man,Hadjm wasuymgtoﬁgmoutﬂxcdxﬁhmhetweenmctwovmmmofﬂle . :
- Stmnﬁumdomunmgmimdﬁmmdwhymecmleamcdtosw:whﬂmongmalcvldmoewﬂhanewvmwn HmswhatWannan, '
andtheCHRClawyet Glmmng\mmdwtmaskedabommedmmts T L .

. ‘IHEC'HAZRPERSO_N Immrry,lmalmleconﬁwedhem

, ‘.Am VIGNA Thela}mut, whenmloakarlt,rtmlghfmmdﬂerem, bm;fymloakarthecm&wnspmuymwhthem
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. THE CHAIRPERSON: Right -

_m VIGNA Perhaps, Mr Wanmn. you cane;gplam it.

:-'__AIHECIMIRPERSON Yespeﬂlapu‘wumnaplamu. AR

5mcmmvo1vo;.mm SR

HIECHAIRPERSON Youdontbmwmbw)wmmwdearherthmuwmﬁomiheCommmion. Tha“whazlheardyoumy
i MR. WAMN Itorlg:mtesmthebroadest.wmwthtlnComMm
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mumrmn Yn,bmhtmafwm llummadm. . ' ‘ R
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o 'Warmnn smmouymmwydnrheswmhedxdn’rmwwmmggedmnandtwmnndleonng;mm-om,mdhcdldn’tkmw R
-‘xts‘*speczﬁcongms . R R ) _ s L . ' ) L
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Smcesmecyadmntcdhewmledeww n'snotmrpmmgtolemmw 1
©togéither, not,mtaswﬂngmsatﬂmCHRCWhmmcymbthmmm hl!as“cliem"md“suvmcmv:d:r” whm
i AWmmnnﬁlednmmplmnlmdSwacymvmgatedn(amﬂmoﬂnmandnmﬂwrmﬂal) “The two.men were pretty cosy. In. -

: ~mswwymMﬂwMMZMShwmgMWﬁmmmmewmwmmmewmm pmsumnbly that
-mcludedWa:man. .

mc FROW Bywham’ : _‘ii o

’ '_‘Demkabomﬂ:egmuppmt-omﬂfswoud,mmcvmmofmedocmunmmmedmﬂneMamh,zoos heurmgn:o .

-B&dunmna 2006, annn_uammmm mnﬁumg.Bmmmellghtnfm ford

-against Marc Lemire, the webmaster of Stormfront. Dmnresnswctedscmhmg,mdmadcamudxblggaﬁmabouthdcwm In -
Deccmber, 2007 ﬂywaﬁanarmanstwnmonymlthmmonwase tggg ﬁnalu agmmcdhcwas Iadewmrmﬁm[gmue case

. Aanmtmmmmsm&mswmmmmmmmwmmom mdthatWarmnns
SwucytsuﬁedmatWammkncwcxmiywhandewmwm,andhelmcwnwellbcfomtheBeamnanhmmg,HmsPaohes}o’
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v

o
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,MR_ WARMAN I:@peﬂstobeanmd»ﬂxvmlaggedhunér

le. WAEMAN I‘uasorry Idan“lhmw

' Steecytoldthcuibunalthmh: WammnandCI-RClawyaGmcanangmallgottogmha Ihcyloggedmunderswmys

Swrmﬁmtnmbersh:p,hdcwm,bemts:,uSmmﬁd,Mhadtmabl:ﬁMngthcmaothmsc Here’satecord of that

ng Nommednte Dceember8 2006 kdewmmmdmedmmcmmpmmdmnmmspmmcc

chmtcvenncedsmacysconnbonﬂon Wamanhlmsclfndrmnedﬂmnwasagxwppmn-outButﬁomsmuywclmwho

'thegmupwas,whyﬂ:cgmupwasmblmmmmeywmu‘ymgmdo

' :msm\ammn

‘ ‘-“Ihvenoidu”denmn.“ don’thuw"Buthcdldknmv.

,.Thctrnm mm&alcdlSmonﬂ\slate: wastﬁnWarmmdid“havemtdea" He“dldknow"Butmstndofmswcnnghmesﬂy
'__mdermm,hemmledmmmm o L S T o

ﬂmmﬁzsmg,nmmmleedmg,ﬂnymkymgmbeplmwmrndmmyam evenMghthcyhndmobhgahonto Lo .
d:scloscﬂlatmfmnahmmboﬂanmmdmembanmwwllgahmwmammmsmnbmmﬂy R

ljustm’tgetthﬂ]ohnnyCashumgoutofmynund assuxeasGodmadeblwkandwhnc,whatsdmemmcdakwxﬂbcbmught

to the light” -

RxchaxdWammnsnowsumgmemdoﬂbﬂbloggmfordefnmanon Inhxslawsult,hedemmgomgmdmelmdermahumdposung

hngoxnd commmls. Somds fn.mﬂlar 1 wondm' What he’ ll say “under oaﬂ)” at our trial,
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Y *Youcanseanrmnnsmhmc WﬂlbeﬁlmgonrsmememﬁdeMeemafewwm !fyouwmﬂthPNﬁsthW

' Warmnn,youcm,byeonmbtnmgmomhgaldefmmﬁmdsvaayPal mybumonxsbelowmlspost,mdmyfclluwdofendmfsm '

R hcre heremd here

o oof claim and trial fo provide the entire context and full: ‘meaning of what is being smd S
o The words complamed df arevdefamatory of the undersigned in their phlp anid o '

o pOstmgs as ﬁcﬂ as other comments fourid on. 6ther wcbsntcs resultmg from your h

' The underslgned complams about the words that are underfined, bolded in black aswell
~ as'identified in the: margin. However, we will, rely on the entire posung in'the statement, j I

m f_-ory ofthe undets:gned m'th ir-inn "emio' :

| msugatmg postmgs

" The undersigred. detninds an a itamediate and fll etraction ofeach postmg refmed o

. --above. Those retractions are to be: pubhshed on thc Sltes fortl1w1th to mltlgate the damage
--_"_'-youhave causedtothe‘.undersxgned. R B S

R event you are not ﬂuenf m the-French language thus to allow you t6: promptly seek

| advice’ andpruceedmgtoasatnsfactory retraction to. mmgateths damages ‘However; the IR
- - undersigned fully reserves his right to’ draft his statementqfclmmand requesttbat the Lo
' :___proceedmgsbemtheFrenchlanguage and/orbﬂmgual S S S N A
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