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WAYNE CROOKES and

NSG'*U?Z?ZQ

VANCOUVER REGISTRY
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WEST COAST TITLE SEARCH LTD.

And:

WIKIMEDIA FOUNDATION, INC.,
ANONYMOUS #1, 2, 3, 4, 5, & 6,
DOMAINS BY PROXY, INC., and JON NEWTON

WRIT OF SUMMONS

(Name and address of each Plaintiff)

Wayne Crookes and West Coast Title Search Ltd.

c/lo 1200 — 805 West Broadway
Vancouver, BC WV5Z 1K1

(Name and address of each Defendant)

WIKIMEDIA FOUNDATION, INC.,
200 2™ Avenue South #358,

Saint Petersburg, Florida,

United States of America

ANONYMOUS #1, 2, 3,4, 5, & 6,
Addresses unknown

DOMAINS BY PROXY, INC.,

15111 N. Hayden Road, Suite 160 PMB 353,
Scottsdale, Arizona,

United States of America
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Defendants



JON NEWTON
Lake Cowichan, British Columbia

ELIZABETH THE SECOND, by the Grace of God, of the United Kingdom,
Canada and Her other Realms and Territories, Queen, Head of the Commonwealth, Defender of
the Faith.

To the Defendants WIKIMEDIA FOUNDATION, INC., ANONYMOUS #1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6,
DOMAINS BY PROXY, INC., and JON NEWTON

TAKE NOTICE that this action has been commenced against you by the Plainfiff(s) for the
claim(s) set out in this Writ.

IF YOU INTEND TO DEFEND this action, or if you have a set off or counterclaim which
you wish to have taken into account at the trial, YOU MUST:

{a) GIVE NOTICE of your intention by filing a form entitled "Appearance” in the above
registry of this court, at the address shown below, within the Time for Appearance provided for below and
YOU MUST ALSO DELIVER a copy of the "Appearance” to the plaintiff's address for delivery, which is set
out in this wrt, and

(b} if a staterent of claim is provided with this writ of summons or is later served on or
delivered to you, FILE a Statement of Defence in the above registry of this court within the Time for
Defence provided for below and DELIVER a copy of the Statement of Defence to the plaintiffs address for
delivery.

YOU OR YOUR SOLICITOR may file the "Appearance”. You may obtain a form of
"Appearance” at the registry.

JUDGMENT MAY BE TAKEN AGAINST YOU IF

{a) YOU FAIL to file the Appearance within the Time for Appearance provided for below,
or

(b) YOU FAIL to file the Statement of Defence within the Time for Defence provided for
below.

TIME FOR APPEARANCE

If this writ is served on a person in British Columbia, the time for appearance by that person i 7 days
from the service (not including the day of service).

If this writ is served on a person outside British Columbia, the time for appearance by that person
after senvice, is 21 days in the case of a person residing anywhere within Canada, 28 days in the case of a person
residing in the United States of America, and 42 days in the case of a person residing elsewhere.



Time for Defence
A Statement of Defence must be filed and delivered to the Plaintiff within 14 days after the |ater of

(A) the time that the Statement of claim is served on you (whether with the Writ of Summons or
otherwise) or is delivered to you in accordance with the Rules of Court, and

(B) the end of the Time for Appearance provided for above. [OR, if the time for defence has been set by
arder of the court, within that time.]

(1) The address of the registry is: 800 Smithe Street,
Vancouver, B.C.

(2)  Plaintiffs’ ADDRESS FOR DELIVERY is: see (3) below.

Fax number for delivery: 604-874-5551

(3)  MName and office address of Plaintiffs' solicitor (if any):

Robert A. Kasting

Stewart, Aulinger & Company
Barristers & Solicitors

1200 - 805 West Broadway
\ancouver, B.C. V5Z 1K1
Telephone: 6504-879-0291

THE PLAINTIFFS' CLAIM IS:
(See attached Statement of Claim)
Endorsement on Onginating Process for Service Outside British Columbia,

Form &: Endorsement on Originating Process for Service Outside British Columbia

The Plaintiffs claim the right to serve this writ on the Defendants outside British Columbia on the ground that
it concerns a tort committed in British Columbia as enumerated in s. 10(b) (g) of the Court Jurisdiction and
Proceedings Transfer Act.

pateD: [£  April 2007 \% f -_7

Solicitof for the'Plaintiffs
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF BRITISH COLUMBIA

Between:

WAYNE CROOKES and
WEST COAST TITLE SEARCH LTD.

Plaintiffs
And:
WIKIMEDIA FOUNDATION, INC.,

ANONYMOUS #1, 2, 3, 4, 5, & 6,
DOMAINS BY PROXY, INC., and JON NEWTON

Defendants

STATEMENT OF CLAIM

(Wit of summons served herewith)

1. The Plaintiff WAYNE CROCKES (the “Plaintiff’) is a businessman who resides at
5775 Toronto Road, Vancouver, British Columbia. He is the president and sole
shareholder of the Plaintiff WEST COAST TITLE SEARCH LTD.

2. The Plaintiff WEST COAST TITLE SEARCH LTD. (the “Corporate Plaintiff*) is an
incorporated body which does business throughout British Columbia, acting as an agent
for lawyers, notaries and other business professionals in process serving, searching,
filing and registration of legal documents, including court documents and land title
documents. It has an address for business of 99 — 8" Street, New Westminster, British
Columbia. The Plaintiff is the president and sole shareholder of the Corporate Plaintiff,

3. The Defendant WIKIMEDIA FOUNDATION, INC. (“WIKIMEDIA") is an
incorporated body with a place of business and address for service of 200 2"
Avenue South #358, Saint Petersburg, Florida, United States of America. It is the



owner of an online, internet, interactive encyclopaedia called “Wikipedia” which has
world wide distribution on the intemet.

4 The Defendants ANONYMOUS #1 through #6 are persons whose identities
and addresses are unknown. They are all authors and/or editors of anonymous
postings on websites or owners of websites with worldwide distribution on the
internet.

5. The Defendant DOMAINS BY PROXY, INC. is an incorporated body with a
place of business and address for service of 15111 N. Hayden Road, Suite 160
PMB 353, Scottsdale, Arizona, United States of America. It is a proxy registration
service which allows persons to register a website on the internet and maintain their
anonymity.

6. The Defendant JON NEWTON, whose occupation is unknown, resides in
the village of Lake Cowichan, British Columbia. He is the owner and editor of a
website called “P2Pnet.net”, which has worldwide distribution on the internet.

Wikipedia publication: The Wayne Crookes article

7. On or about June 17, 2006, the Defendant WIKIMEDIA published on its
website, an article entitled “Wayne Crookes” written by ANONYMOUS #1 who used
the pseudonym of “indycitizen”. It had a url of

http://fen.wikipedia.org/wiki/VVayne Crookes .

8. The article contained inter alia the following words:

Wayne Crookes. ..

...Several months later, in protest to the actions of this Commitfee, another group of GPC
Council and Committee and Shadow Cabinet members resigned with strongly worded
resignation letters. Some of these used sfrong language ("fraudulent”, “illegal”) that led to

the epithet gang of Crookes becoming a common way to refer to Crookes and his
colleagues and favourites. ..

.. After the election, Crookes had faken further legal actions against critics of his allies and
friends in the party. As one of what Michael Geist described as a “spafe of lawsuits against
Canadian onlfine news sites”, in May 2006 Crookes sued openpolitics.ca, a "political chat



site, after he objected to several comments posted on the site.” These had cited the
resignation letters, discussed the gang epithet in that context, and reported the aflegations of
Crookes personal favourites, friends of Crookes, wielding power not granted fo them by
the membership.

....(Crookes) pointed out no factual errors on any page, but only claimed that they implied he
was “dishonest” and had “abused power”. Which was already implied by the strong
fanguage in sorme of the resignation lefters and the other insider information cited in the
articles.

(referred to as the "Wayne Crookes article”)

9. The Wayne Crookes article libels the Plaintiff. The words in their natural and
ordinary meaning, as well as in their context and in popular innuendo were intended
to and understood to say that the Plaintiff was dishonest and abused power and
were intended to, and understood to lower the Plaintiff's reputation and to expose
the Plaintiff to ridicule and contempt.

10. As a result of authoring the Wayne Crookes article, ANONYMOUS #1 has libeled
the Plaintiff.

13 On or about July 25, 2008, the Plaintiff requested that the Defendant
WIKIMEDIA remove the Wayne Crookes article from its website. It did.

12. The Wayne Crookes article in substantially the same form was republished on its
website on August 23, 2006 by ANONYMOUS #2, under the pseudonym of Crekshin.

13. As a result of republishing the Wayne Crookes article, ANONYMOUS #2 libeled
the Plaintiff.

14. On or about September 16, 2006, the Plaintiff requested that the Defendant

WIKIMEDIA remove the Wayne Crookes article from its website for the second time. It
did.

186. The Wayne Crookes article in substantially the same form was republished on

WIKIMEDIA’s website on November 1, 2006 by ANONYMOUS #3 using an anonymous
pseudonym.



16. As a result of the republishing of the article, ANONYMOUS #3 libeled the
Plaintiff.

17. On or about November 17, 2006, the Plaintiff requested that the Defendant
WIKIMEDIA remove the Wayne Crookes article from its website for the third time. It did.

18. As a result of the publishing and republishing of the article as alleged, the
Defendant WIKIMEDIA has libeled the Plaintiff.

19. Further, upon being advised by the Plaintiff of the libel appearing on its website,
the Defendant WIKIMEDIA had a duty of care towards the Plaintiff and a standard of
care to monitor its website to ensure that the libels of the Plaintiff did not reappear on its
website. The Defendant WIKIMEDIA did not meet that standard of care.

20.  The Plaintiff has requested an apology from the Defendant WIKIMEDIA for
publishing and republishing the Wayne Crookes article and a public repudiation of the
libel. It has refused both. This is an aggravation of the libel.

21. The Plaintiff has requested from the Defendant WIKIMEDIA, the names of all
persons who have authored or edited the libelous articles which appeared on its website,
including the names of ANONYMOUS #1, #2, and #3. The Defendant WIKIMEDIA has
refused to provide these names. This is an aggravation of the libel.

22. As a result of the refusal to provide Plaintiff with the names of the anonymous
Defendants, the Defendant WIKIMEDIA has acted as the agent for ANONYMOUS #1,
#2. and #3 and is responsible for their actions as authors of the libelous postings.

28 Additionally, by refusing to provide the Plaintiff with the names of the anonymous
defendants, the Defendant WIKIMEDIA has conspired with ANONYMOUS #1, #2, and
#3 in libeling the Plaintiff.



25, The article contained, inter alia, the following words:

Green Farty of Canada financier Wayne Crookes filed a suit in which he alleged damages for an
online news service that republished resignation letters from that party and let users summarize
claims they contained. He had demanded access to all the anonymous sources confirming the
insider information, which Geist believed would be extremely prejudicial to online journalism, The
fawsuit, “Crookes versus openpolifics”, attracted attention from the BBC and major newspapers,
perhaps because of its humorous name. Crookes had also objected to safire published on the
site, including use of the name gang of Crookes for his allies.

(referred to as the “Online Journalism article”)

26.  The Online Journalism article hyperlinked to the Wayne Crookes article referred
to above.

27. The Online Journalism article and its incorporation of the Wayne Crookes article
by hyperlink libel the Plaintiff. The words in their natural and ordinary meaning, as well
as in their context and in popular innuendo were intended to and understood to mean
that the Plaintiff was dishonest and abused power and were intended to lower the
Plaintiff's reputation and to expose the Plaintiff to ridicule and contempt.

28, As a result of being the author of the Online Journalism article, including the
hyperlink, the Defendant ANONYMOUS #4 libeled the Plaintiff.

29. As a result of publishing the Online Journalism article and its hyperlink, the
Defendant WIKIMEDIA libeled the Plaintiff.

30. The Plaintiff has requested that the Online Joumalism article be removed from
the website, the article be repudiated, and an apology be posted in its place. The
Defendant WIKIMEDIA has refused to do either. This is an aggravation of the libel.



8 The Plaintiff has requested from the Defendant WIKIMEDIA the name of the
Defendant ANONYMOUS #4. It has refused. This is an aggravation of the libel.

32. As a result of the refusal to provide the Plaintiff with the name of ANONYMOUS
#4, the Defendant WIKIMEDIA has acted as the agent for ANONYMOUS #4 and is

responsible for the libelous postings.

a3. Additionally, by refusing to provide the Plaintiff with the name of the
ANONYMOUS #4, the Defendant WIKIMEDIA has conspired with ANONYMOUS #4 in
libeling the Plaintiff.

Wikipedia licensing of libel

34, The Defendant WIKIMEDIA FOUNDATION, INC. sells for profit, the content of its
website Wikipedia to many organizations and persons throughout the world through
licensing arrangements. These commercial arrangements of the Defendant WIKIMEDIA
have resulted in financial profits for the Defendant WIKIMEDIA.

35. The libels referred to in the Wayne Crockes article and the Online Journalism
article, published in Wikipedia, have been delivered as part of these commercial
arrangements by the Defendant WIKIMEDIA to many licensees and as a result the libels
have been published to these licensees. These commercial arrangements have resulted
in monies being paid to the Defendant WIKIMEDIA. The particulars of these commercial
arrangements are not known to the Plaintiff but will be provided upon discovery.

36. In the mitigation of its liability for its role in the libeling the Plaintiff, WIKIMEDIA
failed to direct to its commercial licensees the removal of the libals.

37. Both the libeling of the Plaintiff for profit and the failure to direct the removal of
the libels to its commercial licensees has aggravated the libel of the Defendant
WIKIMEDIA.



Domains By Proxy Inc: USGovernetics article

38. In or about August 2006, the Wayne Crookes article referred to above appeared
on an internet website entitled known as USGovernetics.com with a url of
http./Awww.usgovernetics.com/Res-to-Ros/resignation_letters. php/. The website has
worldwide circulation on the intemet.

39, The website USGovemnetics.com is owned by ANONYMOUS #5 and as the
publisher of the article, ANONYMOUS #5 has libeled the Plaintiff. As a result of the
republication of the Wayne Crookes article on the USGovemetics.com website,
ANONYMOUS #1, 2, and 3 as authors of the article have further libeled the Plaintiff.

40. The Defendant DOMAINS BY PROXY, INC. is the proxy registration service
which represents itself as registrant of the website USGovernetics.com , allowing the
actual owner of the site to maintain its anonymity. As such, it is the agent for the owner
ANONYMOUS #5 and responsible for the actions of ANONYMOUS #5. Itis also the
agent for, and responsible for the actions of the authors ANONYMOUS #1, 2, and 3.

41, The Plaintiff has requested that the Defendant DOMAINS BY PROXY INC.
identify the owner of the website USGovemetics.com. The Defendant DOMAINS BY
PROXY, INC. has refused. As such, it has accepted the responsibility for the actions of
the owner of the website and has conspired with ANONYMOUS #1's through #5 to libel
the Plaintiff and has aggravated the libel.

42.  The Plaintiff requested an apology and a repudiation of the libel. The Defendant
DOMAINS BY PROXY, INC. refused. This is an aggravation of the libel.

Domains by Proxy, Inc.: Theramonitor article

43. At some time in 2006, the Wayne Crookes article referred to above appeared on
an intemet web site entitled Therarmonitor.corm with a url of

http./Avww.theramonitor.com/resignation_letters.php . The website has worldwide
circulation on the internet.




