
Court File No.: II-51657

ONTARIO
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE

BETWEEN:

JOANNE ST. LEWIS

Plaintiff

-and-

DENIS RANCOURT

Defendant

COSTS OUTLINE OF THE RESPONDING PARTY (PLAINTIFF')
JOANNE ST. LEWIS

(Opposing the Intervention of Joseph Hickey In The Defendant's Leave To Appeal Motion)

The Plaintiff, Joanne St. Lewis, provides the following outline of the submissions to be made at

the hearing in support of the costs the Plaintiff will seek if successful:

Partial Indemnify Basis Substantial Indemnity Basis

Fees (as described below) $2,580.00 $3,440.00

Estimated lawyer's fee for
appearance

$3 15.00 $420.00

Disbursements (as detailed in
the attached appendix)

$ 16.9s $ 16.9s

Total s2,911.95 $3,876.95
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The following points are
in subrule 57.01(1):

o the amount claimed

made in support of the costs sought with reference to the factors set out

and the amount recovered in the proceeding

The Plaintiff is a Professor of Law at the University of Offawa and a lawyer. She claims damages
against the Defendant for defamation in the amount of $1,000,000. Professor St. Lewis is a
leading equality rights and anti-racism expert in Canada. The Defendant's stings of libel include:
that Professor St. Lewis acted as the House Negro of University of Ottawa President Allan Rock;
that it was Black History month and she needed to be outed; that she was involved in a high level
cover-up to hide the fact that she was anything but independent in a report she prepared for the
University of Ottawa.

the complexity of the proceeding

This motion required legal research on Mr. Hickey's standing under Rule 13.01(1)(a)-(c) and

compliance with the time limits set out in the Rules.

the importance of the issues

The issues raised by this motion are of importance to the Plaintiff. Mr. Hickey is an avid and
partisan supporter of the Defendant. Mr. Hickey has authored and published articles containing
defamatory statements about Professor St. Lewis. Mr. Hickey defamed Professor St. Lewis and
her counsel in an article about the cross-examination conducted on September 6,2011 that he
improperly attended. He has also republished defamatory articles about Professor St. Lewis
authored by the Defendant and other individuals. It is of paramount impoftance to prevent a

biased and partisan supporter such as Mr. Hickey from attending any further cross-examinations
as he improperly did on September 6,20II.

o the conduct of any parfy that tended to shorten or to lengthen unnecessarily the
duration of the proceeding

Mr. Hickey's presumptuous delivery of a Motion Record and a Factum'as an "Intervenor"
without first obtaining Intervenor status by serving a Notice of Motion to intervene caused undue
delay by requiring research and preparation of an Outline of Argument to oppose the improperly
attempted intervention. Mr. Hickey's presumptuous intervention also unnecessarily lengthened
the duration of today's hearing of the Motion for Leave to Intervene. Devoting court time to
considering the issue of an intervention by a partisan supporter of Defendant is a waste of court
resources.

o whether any step in the proceeding was improper, vexatious or unnecessary or taken
through negligence, mistake or excessive caution

Counsel for Professor St. Lewis warned Mr. Hickey that he would seek costs on a substantial
indemnity basis if he did not decide to not seek leave to intervene in that counsel for the Plaintiff
would be required to conduct legal research and prepare submissions to oppose his attempt to get
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personally involved in this libel action to support his friend the Defendant Mr. Rancourt (e-mail
sent to Mr. Hickey by Richard Dearden on March 2A,2012 @ lI:13 a.m.). The costs warning
was ignored - Mr. Hickey delivered his Motion Record and Factum on March 22"d as an
"Intervenor" and appeared before the Court Today.

Mr. Hickey failed to serve a Notice of Motion but nevertheless served and filed a Motion Record
and a Factum. He also failed to comply with the time limits with regard to the service and filing
of a Notice of Motion to intervene and his Factum pursuant to the Rules of Civil Procedure.
Finally, Mr. Hickey's presumptuous intervention as a partisan supporter of the Defendant and an

unrelenting participant in the ongoing campaign of defamation against Professor St. Lewis, is
both vexatious and an abuse ofprocess.

. a party's denial or refusal to admit anything that should have been admitted

N/A

o the experience of the party's lawyer

Richard G. Dearden - Call to the Bar L979

Anastasia Semenova - Call to the Bar 20lI

o the hours spent, the rates sought for costs and the rate actually charged by the party's
lawyer

FEE ITEMS
(e.g., pleadings,

ffidattits, cross-
examinations,

preparation, hearing,
etc.)

PF,RSONS
(identify the lawyers,

students and law clerks
who provided services
in connection with each
item together with their

year of call, if
applicable)

HOURS
(specify the

hours claimed

for each person
identifed in
column 2)

PARTIAL
INDEMNITYRATE

(specifu the rate
being sought for

each person
identifed in
column 2)

SUBSTANTIAL
INDEMNITY

RATE
(spec{y the rate
being sought for

each person
identified in
column 2)

ACTUAL
RATE*

Final draft of Outline
of Argument;
Preparation of
argument opposing
intervention

Preparation ofthe
Costs Outline;

Research on Rule
13.01(1) (a)-(c) and
other Rules; drafting of
Outline of Argument

TOTAL:

+ Attendance Fee

Richard G. Dearden
(re7e)

Anastasia Semenova
(2011)

Anastasia Semenova
(2011)

fuchard G. Dearden
(1e7e)

4

10

I

S3 1 5/hr
($ 1260.oo)

$120/hr
($120.00)

$120lhr
($1200.00)

$2,580.00

$315,&r
($315.00)

5420lhr
($ l680.00)

$ 160ihr
($160.oo)

$160,&r
($16oo.oo)

$3,440.00

$420lbr
($420.00)

$525ihr
($2100.00)

$20O/hr
($2oo.oo)

$20O,ftr
($2000.00)

$4,300.00

$525,4ir
($52s.00)
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* Specifli the rate being charged to the client for each person identified in column 2. Ifthere is a contingency fee
arrangement, state the rate that would have been charged absent such affangement.

. any other matter relevant to the question of costs

N/A

LAWYER'S CERTIFICATE

I CERTIFY that the hours claimed have been spent, that the rates shown are correct and that each
disbursement has been incurred as claimed.

Date: March 28,2012

7Zu {,ol 6 {rr, ,,ob,.--

Richard G. Dearden
Gowling Lafleur Henderson LLP
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Taxable Disbursements

APPENDIX

Non-Taxable Disbursements

N/A

oTT LAW\ 3121434\1

Photocopies and binding of
Outline of Argument

$ l s.00 s15.00

HST @ 13% $1.9s

Total $16.9s
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