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STATEMENT OF CLAIM
TO THE DEFENDANTS:

A LEGAL PROCEEDING HAS BEEN COMMENCED AGAINST YOU by the

Plaintiff. The claim made against you is set out in the following pages.

IF YOU WISH TO DEFEND THIS PROCEEDING, you or an Ontario lawyer acting
for you must prepare a statement of defence in Form 18A prescribed by the Rules of Civil
Procedure, serve it on the Plaintiff’s lawyer or, where the Plaintiff does not have a lawyer, serve
it on the Plaintiff, and file it, with proof of service in this court office, WITHIN TWENTY

DAYS after this statement of claim is served on you, if you are served in Ontario.

If you are served in another province or territory of Canada or in the United States of
America, the period for serving and filing your statement of defence is forty days. If you are

served outside Canada and the United States of America, the period is siXty days.

Instead of serving and filing a statement of defence, you may serve and file a notice of
intent to defend in Form 18B prescribed by the Rules of Civil Procedure. This will entitle you to

ten more days within which to serve and file your statement of defence.



IF YOU FAIL TO DEFEND THIS PROCEEDING, JUDGMENT MAY BE GIVEN
AGAINST YOU IN YOUR ABSENCE AND WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE TO YOU.
IF YOU WISH TO DEFEND THIS PROCEEDING BUT ARE UNABLE TO PAY
LEGAL FEES, LEGAL AID MAY BE AVAILABLE TO YOU BY CONTACTING A
LOCAL LEGAL AID OFFICE.
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TO: Liberal Party of Canada

81 Metcalfe Street, Suite 400
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81 Metcalfe Street, Suite 400
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AND TO: Jane Doe

AND TO: John Doe



II.

DAMAGES CLAIM ;

The Right Honourable Stephen Harper claims against the Defendants ';as follows:
1 general damages in the amount of $1,000,000;

(ii) aggravated damages in the amount of $1,000,000;

(ili)  punitive damages in the amount of $500,000;

(iv)  pre-judgment interest in accordance with section 128 of the Courts of Justice Act,

R.S.0. 1990, ¢.C.43, as amended;
(v) costs of this action on a substantial indemnity basis together with GST; and

(vi)  such further and other relief as counsel may advise and this Honourable Court

may deem just.

THE PARTIES

The Plaintiff, the Right Honourable Stephen Harper, is the twenty-second and current
Prime Minister of Canada, the Leader of the Conservative Party of Canada and the

Member of Parliament for Calgary Southwest.

The Defendant, The Liberal Party of Canada, is an association registered as a political

party under the Canada Elections Act.

The Defendant, the Federal Liberal Agency of Canada, is a corporation incorporated
under the laws of Canada as the chief agent for the Liberal Party of Canada required

under the Canada Elections Act.

The Defendant, Jane Doe, is unknown at this time, and is the person(s) who authored one

or more of the publications in issue in this action.

The Defendant, John Doe, is unknown at this time, and is the person(s) who authored one

or more of the publications in issue in this action.



III. FACTUAL BACKGROUND

(a) Like a Rock — The Chuck Cadman Story

7. On or about February 27, 2008, unproofed excerpts from a book authored by Tom
Zytaruk entitled “Like A Rock — The Chuck Cadman Story” were leaked to the media.
The leaked excerpts included the following statements attributed to Dona Cadman, the

spouse of Chuck Cadman:

According to Dona, two Conservative Party representatives came to
Chuck’s office on Tuesday afternoon [May 17, 2005] — two days before
the big vote — and tried to entice her husband back into the fold.

“They wanted him to vote against the government”, she said. “The Tories
actually walked in with a list of offers written down on a piece of paper”.

Included in this proposal was a million dollar life insurance policy — no
small carrot for a man with advanced cancer.

8. The leaked excerpts from “Like A Rock — The Chuck Cadman Story” included the
following statements attributed to the Plaintiff Stephen Harper:

Asked about this insurance policy business for Dona, Stephen Harper said
he didn’t know the details.

“Of the offer to Chuck,” Harper said, it was his understanding that “it was
only to replace financial considerations he might lose due to an election,
okay? That’s my understanding of what they were talking about.

“I don’t know the details,” he said. “I can tell you that I had told the
individuals — I mean, they wanted to do it — but I told them they were
wasting their time. I said Chuck had made up his mind he was going to
vote with the Liberals. I knew why, and I respected the decision, but they
were just, they were convinced there was, there was financial issues and,
there may or may not have been, but I said that’s not going to change the
decision.

“They were legitimately representing the party,” Harper confirmed. “I
said, ‘Don’t press him, I mean, you have this theory that it’s, you know,
financial insecurity, and you know, just, you know, if that’s what you say
make the case,” but I said, ‘Don’t press it.”

“My view was, my view had been, for two or three weeks preceding, that
Chuck was not going to force an election,” Harper said.
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“I just, we had all kinds of our guyé were calling him and trying to
persuade him, but I just had concluded that that’s where he stood and
respected that.”

Harper said he didn’t send the party representatives over to Chuck’s
office.

“No, I talked to Chuck myself,” he said.

“I talked to him a couple of times before. I talked to him, oh, two or three
weeks before that, and then several weeks before that, and you know I
kind of had a sense of where he was going.

“I just thought Chuck had made up his mind,” Harper concluded.
“That’s my own view.”

(b) May 19, 2005 Meeting Between Conservative Party Representatives and
Chuck Cadman

On Thursday, May 19, 2005, Mr. Doug Finley and Dr. Tom Flanagan met with Chuck
Cadman in his Parliamentary office for approximatély 15 minutes% No one else was
present at this meeting. At the time, Doug Finley was the Director of Political Operations
and Tom Flanagan was the National Campaign Director for the Conservative Party of

Canada.

Dan Wallace, the Legislative Assistant to Chuck Cadman on May 19, 2005, has issued
media releases stating that Mr. Cadman met only once with Mr. Finley and Dr. Flanagan

and that the meeting took place on May 19, 2005.

During the May 19, 2005 meeting, Mr. Finley and Dr. Flanagan had a discussion about
how Mr. Cadman would be able to be reintegrated into the Conservative Party if he were
to rejoin the caucus and how to help Mr. Cadman wage a competitive re-election
campaign. Specifically, the discussion was about how Mr. Cadman could become the
Conservative Party candidate in Surrey North in the next election under the then-current
rules of the Party and what campaign support the Party could provide for his re-election,
including the financial support that would be available to his Electoral District

Association or re-election campaign as a Conservative Party candidate (standard practice
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for target seat candidates). It was known at the time that Mr. Cadman was going to be a

candidate in the next election.

(c) Statements Made by Chuck Cadman Contemporaneous with the May 19"
Meeting with Mr. Finley and Dr. Flanagan

On the evening of May 19, 2005, Mr. Cadman confirmed on national television that the
Conservative Party was prepared to offer him an unopposed nomination and help with
campaign funding. The following questions were asked by Mike Duffy and answers
given by Mr. Cadman in an interview on the CTV Newsnet show Countdown on the

evening of May 19, 2005:

DUFFY: Chuck, earlier tonight Craig Oliver reported on our network special that
the Conservatives were prepared do [sic] offer you an unopposed nomination if
you would vote with them, and also help with campaign funding and so on. Was
that offer actually made?

CADMAN: Well there was some talk about that. As far as the unopposed
nomination, you know, the discussions did come up. The talk did come up, yeah.

DUFFY: So they were making an offer to you, and in the end you refused?

CADMAN: Yes. Well, that was the only offer on anything I had from anybody.
So there was no offers on the table up till that point about anything from any

party.

On May 20, 2005 Mr. Cadman was interviewed by Beverly Thompson on CTV’s Canada
AM and was asked “when was the last time you spoke with Mr. Harper or Mr. MacKay or
any of the other folks from the Tory side who were calling?”. Mr. Cadman responded:
“Oh, I've talked to a couple of MPs over the last couple of days. I haven’t spoken with
Mr. Harper for a few weeks now. I talked to him on the phone. It was about two weeks

ago, on the phone briefly at home™.

On May 21, 2005, Mr. Cadman was intervieWed by Tara Nelson of Global TV and was
asked: “You had a meeting with the Prime Minister prior to the vote, did he ever offer
you a deal?”. Mr. Cadman responded: “No, absolutely nothing. There was never any deal
offered. Nothing asked for. Absolutely”. Tara Nelson then asked: “And the same with
Harper?” Mr. Cadman responded “yeah, same with Harper”.
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On June 12, 2005, Mr. Cadman was interviewed by Daniel Cook of CKNW in
Vancouver and said there was “certainly some, you know, offers made and some things
along those lines about not opposing me and helping out with the finances of the

campaign and that sort of thing”.

(d) Stephen Harper’s September 9, 2005 Meeting with Dona Cadman and
Interview with Tom Zytaruk

On September 9, 2005, Stephen Harper, the then Leader of the Official Opposition and
Leader of the Conservative Party of Canada, made a private and personal visit to Dona

Cadman, the widow of Chuck Cadman, in her home in Surrey, British Columbia.

During the meeting, Mrs. Cadman asked Mr. Harper if he was aware that people from the
party had offered some kind of insurance policy or financial support to her late husband
prior to the May 19, 2005 non-confidence vote. Mr. Harper informed Mrs. Cadman that
he had no knowledge of any such offer. He only knew that Conservative Party officials
had discussed Mr. Cadman rejoining the Conservative caucus, securing his nomination as
a Conservative Party candidate, and providing standard financial support for Mr.

Cadman’s re-election campaign if he rejoined the Conservative Party caucus.

Prior to Mr. Harper’s September 9, 2005 visit to Mr. Cadman’s home, he was unaware of
any allegation of any personal financial benefit (including an insurance policy) being
offered to Mr. Cadman by any Conservative Party official. At no time did Mr. Harper
direct any Conservative Party official to make any kind of financial arrangement for Mr.

Cadman’s personal benefit or a personal financial inducement to Mr. Cadman.

When Mr. Harper left Dona Cadman’s house on September 9, 2005, Tom Zytaruk
greeted him in her driveway. Mr. Harper was informed that Mr. Zytaruk was a friend of
the Cadman family who was writing a book about Chuck Cadman and Mr. Zytaruk
wanted a few quotes about Chuck Cadman.

(e) Audiotape of Interview By Tom Zytaruk of Stephen Harper

Harbour Publishing, the publishers of Tom Zytaruk’s book “Like A Rock — The Chuck

Cadman Story”, have offered for sale copies of an incomplete digital recording of the
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analogue tape recording of the September 9, 2005 interview by Mr. Zytaruk of Mr.
Harper. The incomplete digital recording of that interview begins with Tom Zytaruk’s

voice stating:

“This is Stephen Harper as Leader of the Official Opposition.”

The digital copy of Mr. Zytaruk’s interview of Mr. Harper is incomplete with the result
that Mr. Harper’s answers as reflected on the digital recording are not provided in their
entire context. The digital recording of the interview does not contain the beginning of
the interview. Several of Mr. Zytaruk’s questions are inaudible. There is inconsistent
background noise in the digital recording of the interview. At one point, an edit occurs in
the digital recording and some unknown audio content of unknown length is missing
from the digital recording. The digital recording of the interview ends while Mr. Zytaruk

is talking but has not completed his sentence.

On March 1, 2008, CanWest news media sources reported:

Outside the Commons, Conservative MP James Moore challenged the
credibility of the tape, suggesting it was an edited version of a longer
conversation with Harper. The short tape is complete and unedited,
Zytaruk later told Global National. There is a break in the tape because
Harper went to his car and then returned to add a comment, said Zytaruk,
who interviewed Harper in Cadman’s driveway.
During the September 9, 2005 interview with Mr. Zytaruk, Mr. Harper did not walk to his
car and then walk back to Tom Zytaruk to re-continue the interview. The digital
recording of the interview at this point stops while Mr. Zytaruk is mid-sentence and the

interview resumes with Mr. Harper in mid-sentence.

® Leaks To The Media

On February 28, 2008, Harbour Publishing posted the following release on its website at
http://www.harbourpublishing.com entitled: “Author Tom Zytaruk Speaks Out About MP
Chuck Cadman™:

Tom Zytaruk, author of Like a Rock: The Chuck Cadman Story, has
dropped a political bombshell recently after critical chapters in his yet-to-
be published biography of Independent MP Chuck Cadman were leaked
by unknown sources to the media. Zytaruk’s story; broke on CBC’s The



National February 27, 2008 and has since aired on CTV’s Canada AM and
been featured as leading stories in both The Globe & Mail and The
Vancouver Sun, among many others. The much-anticipated release of
Like a Rock is scheduled for March 17, 2008.

24.  On February 28, 2008, the Vancouver Sun reported in an article entitled “Paul Martin

received early copy of Cadman manuscript, author says™:

The author of a controversial yet-to-be published book chronicling the life
of the late Surrey MP Chuck Cadman confirmed Thursday that Paul
Martin was among those who were sent an early copy of the manuscript.

Tom Zytaruk, a journalist in Surrey, said he provided a copy to the former
Liberal Prime Minister for review following its completion in February of
2007.

But Zytaruk said he couldn't say whether Martin was the source of a
leaked excerpt which quotes Cadman's widow, Dona Cadman, saying that
Conservative Party officials offered her dying husband a million-dollar
life insurance policy in exchange for his vote to bring down the Liberal
government in May of 2005.

"Your guess is as good as mine," said Zytaruk, who has been fielding calls
from journalists from around Canada virtually non-stop since the
politically heated passage was leaked to media Tuesday afternoon, the
same day the federal Liberals were taking significant heat for their weak
reaction to the Conservative budget.

Martin wrote the foreword for the book, Like a Rock: The Chuck Cadman
Story, which is due to be published by Harbour Publishing March 17.

Publisher Howard White said the leak didn't come from his office, adding
the excerpts he's seen quoted in the media come from an older version of
the manuscript.

"It must have been from one of the reviewers that the author had
contacted," he said.

White said Zytaruk sent versions of the manuscript to a few friends, as
well as Paul Martin.

25.  On February 27, 2008, the Marketing Director for Harbour Publishing sent an email to
Gloria Galloway of the Globe and Mail stating:
Subject: More Like A Rock



This is an unproofed excerpt with just the especially incriminating part of
the book, if you want to use it ...

The “especially incriminating part of the book” contains statements attributed to

Mr. Harper during his interview with Mr. Zytaruk.

(2) Statement by Dona Cadman

26.  On March 3, 2008, Dona Cadman publicly issued the following “Personal Statement by
Dona Cadman” and posted it on her website:
“March 3, 2008
Personal Statement by Dona Cadman

I’m a little bit surprised at the level of reaction to the disclosures in Tom
Zytaruk’s book and I guess that’s probably because it was put to rest in my
mind, when I discussed the matter with Stephen Harper, 2 % years ago. At
that time, I recall specifically asking him if he was aware of a million
dollar insurance policy offer, that upset Chuck so much.

He looked me straight in the eyes and told me he had no knowledge of an
insurance policy offer. I knew he was telling me the truth; I could see it in
his eyes. He said, yes he’d had some discussions with two individuals
about asking Chuck to rejoin the party, but he’d told them they were
wasting their time trying to convince Chuck.

From that point forward.... I didn’t regard it as a “Party” initiative, but
rather; the overzealous indiscretion of a couple of individuals.... whose
identity, Chuck never revealed to me.

It all comes back to my conversation with Prime Minister Harper.... 2 %2
years ago. I want to be perfectly clear in that regard. Chuck liked,
respected and trusted Stephen Harper. I like, respect and trust Stephen
Harper. If I didn’t believe in my heart, that he was telling me the truth.... I
wouldn’t be running as the Conservative Candidate for Surrey North.

Dona Cadman”

(h) Statements by Dan Wallace

27. Dan Wallace, the Legislative Assistant to Chuck Cadman in May, 2005, issued a

statement to the media on February 28, 2008 as follows:

“Media are speculating that I may have knowledge about a meeting that
took place sometime ago with my former employer, Chuck Cadman. In a
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book, soon to be released, it has been suggested that I was in the office,
with Chuck Cadman, during a meeting he had with two Conservative
Party representatives. This is not the case. Chuck met with the two party
representatives in his private office. I was outside the room and not privy
to the details.

As for my comments about Dona Cadman, let me clear: 1 was her late
husband’s assistant. Who was I to question what Dona may or may not
have said to the author. That is the point I was trying to make.”

On March 2, 2008, Dan Wallace issued another statement to the media as follows:

“The May meeting date included in a soon to be released book about
Chuck Cadman is inaccurate. Unfortunately, because of that error, some
media are now reporting that there were two meetings, one on May 17 and
another on May 19, 2005, between party officials — Doug Finley and Tom
Flanagan — and Chuck Cadman. For the record, there was only the one
meeting between my former employer, Chuck Cadman, with Doug Finley
and Tom Flanagan and it took place in his private office on May 19™. As I
have stated publicly last week, I was outside that room and not privy to the
details.”

In a news article dated March 4, 2008 (“Cadman book publisher removes controversial
date™), the owner of Harbour Publishing, Howard White, is reported to have told Canwest
News Services that he “stopped the presses” of Like a Rock — The Chuck Cadman Story
and removed the May 17™ date cited by Mr. Cadman’s widow as the date when her
husband received an offer from unidentified Conservative representatives. The news
article reports:

But the date has been removed because “we simply don’t know,” White

said. The decision was made after the publisher and the author received a

statement from Dan Wallace, Cadman’s legislative assistant at the time,

which says there was only one meeting among Cadman, Flanagan and
Finley and that was on May 19, just before the vote.

“It would be pretty deceptive for both the Conservatives and Dan Wallace
to say what they’re saying if in fact they’re aware there were other
meetings,” White said. “But who knows? Politicians have played tricks
before.”
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THE DEFAMATORY PUBLICATIONS

(a) Photograph of Prime Minister Stephen Harper with a Photo Caption
“Harper Knew Of Conservative Bribery”(February 29, 2008)

On February 29, 2008, the Defendants falsely and maliciously published a photograph of
Prime Minister Stephen Harper with the photo caption “Harper Knew Of Conservative
Bribery”. The words “Harper Knew of Conservative Bribery” in combination with the
photograph of Prime Minister Harper are false and defamatory and meant and were

understood to mean that:

@) Prime Minister Harper condoned a bribe by the Conservative Party;

(ii)  Prime Minister Harper knew of a Conservative Party bribe and did nothing about
it;

(iii)  Prime Minister Harper was an accomplice to a bribe;

(iv)  Prime Minister Harper covered up a bribe made by the Conservative Party;

(v)  Prime Minister Harper was involved in a bribery;

(vi)  Prime Minister Harper was engaged in criminal activity;

(vii) Prime Minister Harper was engaged in illegal or unethical activity;

(viii) Prime Minister Harper was dishonest;

(ix)  Prime Minister Harper lacks integrity.

(b) Photograph of Stephane Dion with a Photo Caption “Harper Must Come
Clean About Allegations of Conservative Bribery, Liberals Say” (February

28, 2008)
On February 28, 2008, the Defendants falsely and maliciously published a photograph of

Stephane Dion with the photo caption “Harper Must Come Clean About Allegations of
Conservative Bribery” The words “Harper Must Come Clean About Allegations of
Conservative Bribery” in combination with the photograph of Liberal Party Leader

Stephane Dion are false and defamatory and meant and were understood to mean that:
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Prime Minister Harper covered up a bribe made by the Conservative Party;
Prime Minister Harper covered up a crime; |

Prime Minister Harper was not clean and was involved in a bribery;

Prime Minister Harper was an accomplice to a bribe;

Prime Minister Harper knew about a Conservative Party bribery and did nothing

about it;

Prime Minister Harper was not clean and was in involved in wrongdoing;
Prime Minister Harper was involved in illegal activities or a crime;
Prime Minister Harper was dishonest or a liar;

Prime Minister Harper lacks integrity.

“News” Article: “Harper Knew Of Conservative Bribery” (February 29,

2008)

On February 29, 2008, the Defendants falsely and maliciously published a “news” article

entitled “Harper Knew of Conservative Bribery” on the website of the Liberal Party of

Canada (www.liberal.ca).

The full text of the “news” article entitled “Harper Knew of Conservative Bribery” states:

Harper Knew of Conservative Bribery

Canadians were shocked to hear Prime Minister Stephen Harper’s
admission that he knew members of the Conservative Party tried to bribe
former British Columbia MP Chuck Cadman in exchange for his vote, the
Liberal Opposition said today.

In an interview, Mr. Harper was asked explicitly about the insurance
offer,” said Liberal House Leader Ralph Goodale during Question Period
in the House of Commons. “He did not deny it. In fact, he confirmed an
offer was made. He told Conservative officials to ‘make the case’ to Mr.
Cadman.

“Did Prime Minister Harper know that making such an offer would be an
indictable offense under the criminal code?”
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Mr. Goodale was referring to a taped conversation between journalist Tom
Zytaruk and Stephen Harper in 2005, revealing that Mr. Harper was aware
that Conservative officials tried to bribe the terminally ill MP in exchange
for his vote.

“Donna Cadman has repeatedly confirmed that Conservatives offered her
husband life insurance benefits to buy his vote” said Mr. Goodale. “The
government has attacked the word of Mrs. Cadman, but her story is
consistent. It's confirmed by her daughter and by Prime Minister Harper's
own words.”

Mr. Goodale pointed out that under the existing Parliamentary life
insurance plan, MPs who no longer sit in Parliament are able to keep their
insurance policies. However, the premiums go up and the benefits go
down.

“Did the Conservatives offer to make up that difference in exchange for
Mr. Cadman's vote?” asked Mr. Goodale.

The Liberal Opposition believes-it is time for Mr. Harper to stop preaching
accountability and start being honest with Canadians by explaining
everything he knows about the shocking allegations of illegal and
unethical bribery.

The headline of the February 29, 2008 “news” article: “Harper Knew Of Conservative

Bribery” is false and defamatory and meant and was understood to mean that:

(6))] Prime Minister Harper condoned a bribe by the Conservative Party;

(ii))  Prime Minister Harper knew of a Conservative Party bribe and did nothing about
it;

(iii)  Prime Minister Harper was an accomplice to a bribe;

(iv)  Prime Minister Harper covered up a bribe made by the Conservative Party;

v) Prime Minister Harper was involved in a bribery;

(vi)  Prime Minister Harper was engaged in criminal activity;

(vii)  Prime Minister Harper was engaged in illegal or unethical activity;

(viii) Prime Minister Harper was dishonest;

(ix)  Prime Minister Harper lacks integrity.
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The words “Canadians were shocked to hear Prime Minister Stephen Harper'’s

admission that he knew members of the Conservative Party tried to bribe former British

Columbia MP Chuck Cadman in exchange for his vote, the Liberal Opposition said

today” are false and defamatory and meant and were understood to mean that:

®

(i1)
(iif)

(iv)

)

(vi)
(vii)
(viii)
(ix)

)

Prime Minister Harper confessed to knowing about a bribe made by the

Conservative Party to Member of Parliament Chuck Cadman;
Prime Minister Harper condoned a bribe by the Conservative Party;

Prime Minister Harper knew of a Conservative Party bribe and did nothing about
it;

Prime Minister Harper was an accomplice to a bribe;

- Prime Minister Harper covered up a bribe made by the Conservative Party;

Prime Minister Harper was involved in a bribery;

Prime Minister Harper was engaged in criminal activity;

Prime Minister Harper was engaged in illegal or unethical activity;
Prime Minister Harper was dishonest;

Prime Minister Harper lacks integrity.

The words "He did not deny it. In fact he confirmed an offer was made. He told

Conservative Officials to ‘make the case’ to Mr. Cadman” are false and defamatory and

meant and were understood to mean that:

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

Prime Minister Harper directed Conservative Party officials to bribe Member of

Parliament Chuck Cadman;
Prime Minister Harper participated in a crime;

Prime Minister Harper was an accomplice to a bribe;
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(iv)  Prime Minister Harper acted illegally;
(v) Prime Minister Harper acted unethically or immorally;
(vi)  Prime Minister Harper lacks integrity.

The words "Did Prime Minister Harper know that making such an offer would be an
indictable offence under the Criminal Code” are false and defamatory and were meant

and were understood to mean that:

@) Prime Minister Harper committed an indictable offence under the Criminal Code;
(ii)  Prime Minister Harper committed a crime;

(iii)  Prime Minister Harper was an accomplice to a Criminal Code offence;

(iv)  Prime Minister Harper took part in an illegal act;

(v)  Prime Minister Harper was involved in offering a bribe to Member of Parliament

Chuck Cadman,;

(vi)  Prime Minister Harper acted unethically or immorally.

The words "Mr. Goodale was referring to a taped conversation between journalist Tom
Zytaruk and Stephen Harper in 2005, revealing that Mr. Harper was aware that
Conservative officials tried to bribe the terminally ill MP in exchange for his vote” are

false and defamatory and were meant and were understood to mean that:

1) Prime Minister Harper covered up a bribe made by the Conservative Party;
(ii) Prime Minister Harper covered up a crime;

(iii)  Prime Minister Harper was not clean and was involved in a bribery;

(iv)  Prime Minister Harper was an accomplice to a bribe;

(V) Prime Minister Harper was not clean and was in involved in wrongdoing;

(vi)  Prime Minister Harper was involved in illegal activities;
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(vii))  Prime Minister Harper was dishonest;
(viii) Prime Minister Harper lacks integrity.

The words "The Liberal Opposition believes it is time for Mr. Harper to stop preaching
accountability and start being honest with Canadians by explaining everything he knows
about the shocking allegations of illegal and unethical bribery” are false and defamatory

and were meant and were understood to mean that:

) Prime Minister Harper is dishonest;

(ii)  Prime Minister Harper covered up a crime;

(iii)  Prime Minister Harper knew of a crime and did nothing about it;
(iv)  Prime Minister Harper is not accountable for his actions as Prime Minister;
) Prime Minister Harper is a liar;

(vi)  Prime Minister Harper was unethical or immoral;

(vil) Prime Minister Harper was involved in illegal activities;

(viii) Prime Minister Harper committed a crime;

(ix)  Prime Minister Harper is an accomplice to a crime;

x) Prime Minister Harper lacks integrity.

(d  “News” Article: “Harper Must Come Clean About Allegations of
Conservative Bribery” (February 28, 2008

On February 28, 2008, the Defendants falsely and maliciously published a “news” article
entitled “Harper Must Come Clean About Allegations of Conservative Bribery, Liberals

say” on the website of the Liberal Party of Canada (www.liberal.ca).

The full text of the “news” article entitled “Harper Must Come Clean About Allegations

of Conservative Bribery, Liberals say” provides:



Prime Minister Harper must reveal to Canadians what he knows about
shocking allegations that Conservative representatives tried to bribe
terminally ill former British Columbia Stephen MP Chuck Cadman with a
$1-million life insurance policy in exchange for his vote, the Liberal
Opposition said today.

"Chuck Cadman was a man of great integrity. But now we learn that the
Conservative Party tried to bribe him and that Prime Minister Harper was
aware of it," said Liberal Leader Stephane Dion during Question Period in
the House of Commons. "Mr. Harper knew that envoys sent by him
attempted to buy a man who was on the verge of death.

"He knew that was immoral. He knew it was unethical. He knew it was
illegal. It was a violation of section 119 of the Criminal Code.

"Why did Prime Minister Harper authorize this type of tactic that was as
immoral as it was illegal?"

The allegations, which surfaced in the media yesterday, were re-confirmed
by Mr. Cadman's widow again today. The veracity of Ms. Cadman's
statement was corroborated by Mr. Cadman's former legislative assistant,
Dan Wallace, in a soon to be released book.

Mr. Dion pointed to standing order 23-1, which states the offer of any
money or other advantage to any member of this House for the promoting
of any matter whatsoever depending or to be transacted in Parliament is a
high crime and intends to the subversion of the constitution.

"Not only was trying to bribe Chuck Cadman an insult to his honour and
integrity, not only was it morally and ethically wrong, but it was against
the law. Again, I ask Prime Minister Harper: what was he thinking?"

Deputy Leader Michael Ignatieff added that Prime Minister Harper must
immediately come clean with Canadians about his denial of the
allegations.

"Is Prime Minister Harper saying that the widow of Chuck Cadman is
lying? Is he saying that a Conservative candidate is lying? He needs to
make this point clear," said Mr. Ignatieff. "Because the issue then is why
didn't he stop the offer in the first place? Why didn't he treat a dying man
with respect and why didn't he control his own desire to win at any price?

16
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"Is Prime Minister Harper aware that by neglecting to stop the agents of
his party, he became complicit in an attempt to corrupt a Member of
Parliament?"

The headline of the February 28, 2008 “news” article “Harper Must Come Clean About

Allegations of Conservative Bribery, Liberals Say” is false and defamatory and meant

and was understood to mean that :

@)

(i1)
(iif)
@(iv)

v)

(vi)
(vii)
(viii)

(ix)

Prime Minister Harper covered up a bribe made by the Conservative Party;
Prime Minister Harper covered a crime;

Prime Minister Harper was not clean and was involved in a bribery;

Prime Minister Harper was an accomplice to a bribe;

Prime Minister Harper knew about a Conservative Party bribe and did nothing

about it;

Prime Minister Harper was not clean and was in involved in wrongdoing;
Prime Minister Harper was involved in illegal activities or a crime;
Prime Minister Harper was dishonest or a liar;

Prime Minister Harper lacks integrity.

The words “He knew that was immoral. He knew it was unethical. He knew it was illegal.

It was a violation of section 119 of the Criminal Code” are false and defamatory and

meant and were understood to mean that:

@

(ii)
(iif)
@(iv)

Prime Minister Harper violated the Criminal Code;
Prime Minister Harper knew of illegal activities and did nothing about it;
Prime Minister Harper condoned the commission of a crime or illegal activities;

Prime Minister Harper took part in the commission of a crime or illegal activities;
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) Prime Minister Harper acted immorally;

(vi)  Prime Minister Harper acted unethically;

(vii)  Prime Minister Harper knowingly took part in illegal or criminal activities;
(viii) Prime Minister Harper lacks integrity.

The words “Why did Prime Minister Harper authorize this type of tactic that was as
immoral as it was illegal?” are false and defamatory and meant and were understood to

mean that:

€)) Prime Minister Harper authorized the commission of a crime;

(ii)  Prime Minister Harper authorized a bribe;

(iii)  Prime Minister Harper authorized Conservative Party officials to break the law;
(iv)  Prime Minister Harper was dishonest;

W) Prime Minister Harper was unethical or immoral;

(vi)  Prime Minister Harper was involved in illegal or criminal activities.

The words "The allegations, which surfaced in the media yesterday, were re-confirmed
by Mr. Cadman’s former legislative assistant, Dan Wallace, in a soon to be released

book” are false and defamatory and meant and were understood to mean that:

(i) Prime Minister Harper covered up a bribe made by the Conservative Party of

Canada;

(ii)  Prime Minister Harper covered up criminal wrongdoing;
(iii)  Prime Minister Harper condoned a crime;
(iv)  Prime Minister Harper was an accomplice to a bribe;

W) Prime Minister Harper was guilty of a crime or illegality;
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(vi)  Prime Minister Harper is dishonest;
(vii)  Prime Minister Harper is immoral or unethical;
(viii) Prime Minister Harper lacks integrity.

The words “Mr. Dion pointed to standing order 23-1, which states the offer of any money
or other advantage to any member of this House for the promoting of any matter
whatsoever depending or to be transacted in Parliament is a high crime and intends to
the subversion of the constitution” are false and defamatory and meant and were

understood to mean that:

1) Prime Minister Harper knowingly violated a Standing Order of the House of

Commons;

(i)  Prime Minister Harper committed a high crime;

(iii)  Prime Minister Harper subverted Canada’s Constitution;

(iv)  Prime Minister Harper was involved in a bribe to a Member of Parliament;
) Prime Minister Harper acted illegally;

(vi)  Prime Minister Harper was dishonest;

(vii)  Prime Minister Harper lacks integrity.

The words “Not only was trying to bribe Chuck Cadman an insult to his honour and
integrity, not only was it morally and ethically wrong, but it was against the law. Again, I
ask Prime Minister Harper: what was he thinking? " are false and defamatory and meant

and were understood to mean that:

@) Prime Minister Harper took part in a bribe of Member of Parliament Chuck

Cadman;

(i)  Prime Minister Harper acted immorally or unethically;’

(ii)  Prime Minister Harper lacks integrity;



48.

49.

20

(iv)  Prime Minister Harper took part in wrongdoing;
) Prime Minister Harper violated the law;
(vi)  Prime Minister Harper committed a crime.

The words “Deputy Leader Michael Ignatieff added that Prime Minister Harper must
immediately come clean with Canadians about his denial of the allegations” are false and

defamatory and meant and were understood to mean that:

@ Prime Minister Harper covered up a bribe;

(i1)  Prime Minister Harper covered up a crime or an illegal act;

(iii)  Prime Minister Harper is dishonest;

(iv)  Prime Minister Harper is a liar;

(v)  Prime Minister Harper is not clean and was involved in wrongdoing;

(vi)  Prime Minister Harper is not clean and is involved in dirty tricks by the

Conservative Party;
(vii) Prime Minister Harper lacks integrity.
The words “Is Prime Minister Harper saying that the widow of Chuck Cadman is lying?
Is he saying that a Conservative candidate is lying? He needs to make this point clear,
said Mr. Ignatieff. Because the issue then is why didn't he stop the offer in the first place?
Why didn't he treat a dying man with respect and why didn't he control his own desire fo

win at any price?” are false and defamatory and meant and were understood to mean

that:

)] Prime Minister Harper is a liar;
(ii)  Prime Minister Harper is dishonest;

(iii)  Prime Minister Harper knew of an offer of a bribe and condoned it;
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(iv)  Prime Minister Harper knew of a bribe and did nothing about it;
) Prime Minister Harper was an accomplice to a bribe;

(vi)  Prime Minister Harper lacks integrity;

(vii) Prime Minister Harper is immoral or unethical;

(viii) Prime Minister Harper commits illegal acts to win at any price.

The words “Is Prime Minister Harper aware that by neglecting to stop the agents of his
party, he became complicit in an attempt to corrupt a Member of Parliament?” are false

and defamatory and meant and were understood to mean that:

® Prime Minister Harper was involved in an attempt to corrupt Member of

Parliament Chuck Cadman;
(ii)  Prime Minister Harper was corrupt;
(iii)  Prime Minister Harper was an accomplice to a crime;
(iv)  Prime Minister Harper was an accomplice to illegal activities;
W) Prime Minister Harper was guilty of wrongdoing;
(vi)  Prime Minister Harper condoned corruption.

(e) Liberal Party Fundraising Letter - “The Cadman Affair” (March 6, 2008)

On March 6, 2008, the Defendants published a Liberal Party fundraising letter entitled
“The Cadman Affair” (with a link “Take Action Now, Make a Donation™) disseminated

by email. The fundraising letter ends with “P.S. Visit www.liberal.ca. to learn more

about the facts concerning this very important issue” providing a link to the four other

defamatory publications in issue in this action.

The words “Over the last week we have witnessed Canadians’ already fragile trust in the

Harper Government dissolve as allegations of the Comservatives’ 2005 attempt to
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acquire the vote of former MP Chuck Cadman come to light” are false and defamatory

and were meant and understood to mean that:

@A) Prime Minister Harper cannot be trusted;

(ii)  Prime Minister Harper was involved in an illegal act;
(iii)  Prime Minister Harper is dishonest;

(iv)  Prime Minister Harper lacks integrity.

The words, “If anything the Conservatives knee-jerk reaction has been consistent over
the years: when in trouble, intimidate, bristle and threaten litigation” are false and

defamatory and were meant and understood to mean that:

6)) Prime Minister Harper is involved in a cover-up of wrongdoing;
(i)  Prime Minister Harper is covering up the truth about a crime;

(iii)  Prime Minister Harper is hiding the truth from the Canadian public;
(iv)  Prime Minister Harper threatens litigation to cover-up wrongdoing.

The words, “We Liberals will keep asking for the truth on the Chuck Cadman affair, both
inside and outside of the House of Commons. Stephen Harper has acknowledged that it is
his voice caught on tape admitting there were discussions regarding ‘financial
considerations” between Conservative Party officials and Mr. Cadman. Now, Mr.
Harper must explain — without any of the ambiguity we have witnessed all week — what
the nature of those discussions was. We need your help to keep the Conservatives’ feet to
the fire on this disturbing issue. Canadian’s deserve the truth, and with your financial
support, Liberals like Stéphane Dion, Michael Ignatieff, Ken Dryden, Marlene Jennings
and Ralph Goodale will get to the bottom of this” are false and defamatory and were

meant and understood to mean that:

€)) Prime Minister Harper is untruthful;

(ii))  Prime Minister Harper is covering up or intentionally hiding the truth;
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(iii)  Prime Minister Harper is involved in a bribery;
(iv)  Prime Minister Harper is dishonest or a liar;

v) Prime Minister Harper is unethical or immoral.

The words, “PS. Visit www.liberal.ca to learn more about the facts concerning this very
important issue” repeats and republishes the false and defamatory statements published
in the four other publications subject to this action. The Plaintiff repeats his claims

regarding these defamatory statements as pleaded above.

® The Words Complained of Refer to The Plaintiff

The defamatory publications in this action refer to the Plaintiff and contain defamatory

words of and concerning the Plaintiff.
MALICE

The Defendants have maliciously published the defamatory statements in issue in this

action.
The Defendants have acted with spite and ill will towards Prime Minister Harper.

The Defendants have published the defamatory statements about Prime Minister Harper
in knowing or reckless disregard for the truth. The Defendants did not conduct their own
investigation prior to defaming Prime Minister Harper. The Defendants reckless
indifference to the truth is apparent from their reliance on a partial recording of an
interview of the Plaintiff by Tom Zytanuk and unproofed excerpts of an unpublished
book authored by Tom Zytaruk. The partial recording of the interview of the Plaintiff
does not support the seriously grave and personal accusations made by the Defendants
about the Prime Minister. Subsequent to the defamatory statements made by the
Defendants on February 28 and 29, 2008 the Publisher of the book stated that he was
removing from the book the May 17™ date of the meeting between Chuck Cadman and

Conservative Party representatives.



