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                                                                                                            COURT FILE No.            
ONTARIO 

SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE 
 
BETWEEN: 
 

SHAUN MCLAUGHLIN and JOHN EDWARDS 
 

 Plaintiffs 
 

-and- 
 

 
 

STEVEN MAYNARD, also known as STEVE MAYNARD 
 
 

 Defendant 
 
 

STATEMENT OF CLAIM 
 
 
 
 

TO THE DEFENDANT 

  A LEGAL PROCEEDING HAS BEEN COMMENCED AGAINST YOU by the plaintiffs.  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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TAKE NOTICE: THIS ACTION WILL AUTOMATICALLY BE DISMISSED if it has not been set 
down for trial or terminated by any means within five years after the action was commenced 
unless otherwise ordered by the court. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
DATE: July 14, 2017         Issued by:_____________________________ 
                                                 Local Registrar 
         43 Drummond Street E. 
         Perth, ON   K7H 1G1 
 
TO:  
 
STEVEN MAYNARD 

340 Moffatt Street 

Carleton Place, ON   K7C 3L7 

T: 613 250 0254 
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CLAIM 

1. The Plaintiffs claim: 

a. the sum of $150,000.00 as general and special damages for libel; 

b. the sum of $50,000.00 as aggravated damages; 

c. the sum of $50,000.00 as punitive damages; 

d. an interim interlocutory and permanent injunction requiring the immediate removal 

and/or deletion of the Posts (as hereinafter defined) including all comments posted 

by any third parties to the Posts, and preventing the Defendant from publishing 

any further defamatory material regarding the Plaintiffs; 

e. pre-Judgment and post-Judgment pursuant to the Courts of Justice Act, R.S.O. 

1990, c. C.43; 

f. their costs of this action on a substantial indemnity scale; and 

g. such further and other relief as this Honourable Court may deem just. 

 

Parties 

 

2. The Plaintiff Shaun McLaughlin (the “Mayor”) is an individual residing in Lanark 

County and is the Mayor of the Town of Mississippi Mills (the “Town”).  The Mayor 

has held this position since October, 2014 and before that date held elected public 

office as a councillor in the Town since December, 2010.  At all material times, the 

Mayor has campaigned and discharged the duties of his position on the basis of the 

highest level of integrity and honesty. 
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3. The Plaintiff John Edwards (the “Councillor”) is an individual residing in Lanark 

County and is a Councillor of the Town.  The Councillor has held this position 

continually since 2003.  He was also a Town councillor from 1997 – 2000, as well as 

a County councillor from 1998 – 2000.  The Councillor is a long-time advocate of 

accessibility initiatives. He also supports the Paracanoe movement and has 

spearheaded the inclusion of Paracanoeing in the Paralympic Games.  At all material 

times, the Councillor has campaigned and discharged the duties of his position on the 

basis of the highest level of integrity and honesty. 

 

4. The Defendant (“Maynard”) is an individual residing in the Lanark County.  He is 

sometimes known in online posts as “Steve Maynard”. 

 

Maynard Has Defamed the Mayor and the Councillor Multiple Times 

 

5. Maynard has published several defamatory posts (the “Posts”) on Facebook attacking 

the Mayor and the Councillor, as detailed herein.  The Posts continue to be publicly 

available and have been viewed at least several hundred times in the close-knit Town 

community.   

 

6. Maynard has encouraged the republication of, and commenting upon, of the Posts by 

third parties.  Maynard knew or ought to have known that this republication and 

commenting would quickly occur and would cause further damage to the Mayor and 

the Councillor.  Through his inflammatory language as detailed below, Maynard has 

incited personal online attacks against the Mayor and the Councillor by others. 
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Particulars of the Defamatory Allegations 

 

7. The Mayor and the Councillor plead and rely upon the entirety of the Posts as 

defamatory and incorporate them by reference herein.  The Mayor and the Councillor 

plead that the titles of the Articles as well as their formatting, photographs included 

therein, and points of emphasis add to the defamatory sting of the Articles. 

 

8. Particulars of the defamatory statements included in the Posts, are as follows: 

a. February 23, 2017 

Councillor John Edwards sits on the Gemmill Park Working Group. He is always vocal 
on getting people involved in physical activity but he is silent on making Mississippi 
Mills parks fully accessible to kids with disabilities so all can be active…. 
 
b. May 13, 2017 

 

c. May 17, 2017 

JESUS I AM TIRED OF THE MAYOR AND HIS LEMMING COUNCILLORS AND 
STAFF PATTING EACH OTHER ON THE BACK WHILE DISCRIMINATING 
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AGAINST KIDS WITH DISABILITIES AND THEIR PARENTS AND CAREGIVERS.  
THE GEMMILL PARK PROJECT IS NOT ACCESSIBLE!!!!!!!!!! 

 

d. May 22, 2017 

 

Just a few "highlights" of Shaun McLaughlin's time as an elected "representative" 
 
March 18, 2014: Involved with Council discussion and vote to approve the Heritage 
Designation of Thoburn Mill permitting his wife to apply for Heritage Tax Refunds 
and Heritage Property Grants for units she co-owned in the building. 
 
September, 2014: Improperly uses Enerdu petition emails for personal 
campaigning … 
 
August 9, 2016: Demonstrates complete disinterest in public's emotional pleas to 
save Don Maynard Park 
 
May 2, 2017: Incites residents during Council meeting and then calls police with 
the end result that a resident suffers injuries during removal at the Mayor's request 
 
May 16, 2017: Is belligerent to a resident speaking before a Council meeting starts.  
 
Enerdu: Owns a condo in The Victoria Woolen Mill and is directly affected by The 
Enerdu Project. Actively involved in the anti-Enerdu movement. Continues to give 
anti-Enerdu delegates preferential treatment at Council Meetings. 
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Discrimination: Continues to discriminate against kids with disabilities by not 
ensuring new recreational facilities are fully accessible 
 
Law Breaking: Among the laws broken: Municipal Conflict of Interest Act; 
Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act; Planning Act; several municipal By-
Laws and the Community Official Plan 

 

e. May 25, 2017 

Councillor John "I Didn't Want to be Re-elected Anyway" Edwards continues to be 
an opportunistic liar. I find it shameful conduct that he continues to lie to and 
mislead people. In my opinion, anybody who continues to support and defend the 
Mayor, Councillors and staff despite proof that they break laws, and lie and deceive 
people, are condoning the behaviour. This is a reflection of the character of these 
supporters. 
 
This is Edwards' recent string of blatant lies on Coffee Talk: 
"There is a huge misunderstanding about the requirement under the Planning Act 
to take 5% of development land for recreation purposes. Interestingly, in the case 
of the Gale Subdivision, Meadow Glen Park was the intended & designed park. 
What eventually became DMP had no design to it and was just a rectangle of land. 
It is common for Ontario municipalities to sell "Park lots" to raise funds for 
recreation. What the intention of the previous Almonte Council is unknown. But we 
do know it received no design as a park and when MissMills came into being it was 
'vacant lots'."…. 
 
Edwards has sat on Council since December, 2003 and has not cared for parks 
until last year when he wants his name associated with a million dollar project in 
Gemmill Park. Not one park outside new subdivisions are maintained or improved. 
You only have to look at the pictures I have posted to see that this is the case. 
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f. June 5, 2017 

 

"Interestingly, in the case of the Gale Subdivision, Meadow Glen Park was the intended & 
designed park". Oops, Meadowglen Park was conveyed 14 years BEFORE the Gale 
Subdivisions was approved. 
 

"The land (Don Maynard Park) was designated as "park lots"." Oops, there is no 
"Park Lots" Zoning in Mississippi Mills. 
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"The current DMP plan was drawn up by Alan Goddard (and completed) after the 
local neighbourhood in 2002-03 lobbied the Council of the day to have the land 
formally designed." Oops, it was a decision made on 2002 by Mayor Ron Pettem 
and his Council who respected my father and his contributions to the municipality. 
 
"I don't know but perhaps the 'show' was deliberately staged?" Oops, I don't think 
Mario enjoyed the performance where he was forced to the ground and suffered 
injuries. 
 
And finally, not really a "Who Said It?", but was it Councillor or Clown who was the 
only vote out of 11 that thought improved communication between Council and the 
Public is a bad idea? 

 

g. June 17, 2017 

My comment on the Millstone was deleted, likely because I described the personal 
attacks against me and the stalker I have in my life thanks to Mayor' McLaughlin's 
malicious and personal attacks against me on Facebook, on his Blog and now in 
the Millstone. 
 
…. The Mayor has no morals or empathy; he chooses to leave his posts online 
and to continue to post more. He did not even have the common decency to email 
me a response. 
The Councillors are no better than the Mayor. I cc'd all of them on my emails to 
the Mayor, and not one had the decency to contact me to express any dismay 
towards what is happening to me. They are complicit in what is happening to me 
and my family. 
 
I also had posted in the Millstone that I will continue to take whatever legal action 
I have available to me to bring to light the shocking level of corruption and law 
breaking that is pervasive with this Mayor, Councillors and senior staff. I believe 
this is the reason that the Mayor has stepped up his attacks against me. There 
must be something really bad that has not come to light yet and there is a lot of 
fear at 3131 Old Perth Road about what I will find and make public. 
 
… I also predict that the Mayor, Councillors and staff will figure out a way to have 
me removed from Council Chambers permanently. 

 
 

9. These defamatory allegations are thoroughly untrue and have impacted goodwill and 

reputation for the Mayor and the Councillor in the Town community.  The above 

defamatory statements are harmful and libellous. The said words meant and were 

understood to mean as follows: 
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a. That the Mayor is a fraud who manipulates the processes and procedures at the 

Municipality for his personal gain; 

b. That the Mayor and the Councillor have utterly disregarded conflict of interest and 

accessibility legislation; 

c. That the Councillor has knowingly and wrongfully remained silent on encouraging 

the Town to comply with accessibility legislation; 

d. That the Mayor misappropriated voter information or his campaign; 

e. That the Mayor is maliciously inciting hatred against you and your family;  

f. That the Mayor lacks morals and is unfit to be Mayor; 

g. That the Councillor is a “clown” and is incompetent; 

h. That the Mayor is concealing misconduct in municipal government; 

i. That the Mayor and the Councillor encourage discrimination against those with 

disabilities; 

j. That the Mayor and the Councillor wrongfully muzzle the free speech rights of their 

constituents and do not allow them to properly comment on matters of public 

importance; 

k. That the Councillor is a liar, and has repeatedly misled his constituents; and 

l. That the Plaintiffs are deceptive and cannot be trusted. 

 

10. The Mayor and the Councillor repeat the preceding paragraphs hereof and states that 

by reason of the publication of the aforesaid words, they: 

a. have been severely injured in their credit, character and reputation as reputable 

and trustworthy elected officials; 

b. have been brought into public scandal, odium and contempt; and  

c. have suffered damages in their profession, trade and business.  
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11. The above words are untrue and defamatory, have injured the Plaintiffs’ reputation, 

and have lowered it in the estimation of right-thinking members of society generally.  

The aforementioned harm will be irreparable as long as the Posts remain publicly 

available online. 

 

12. The sting of the allegations that the Councillor has knowingly and intentionally 

disregarded accessibility legislation is particularly damaging to the Councillor’s 

international reputation with the International Canoe Federation, the International 

Paralympic Committee and the entire international Paracanoe community as well as 

his relationships with the Canadian Paralympic Committee. 

 

13. The Posts contain words, phrases and allegations of fact described as above which 

were, and remain, false and misleading, were intended to injure and damage, and in 

fact injured and damaged the Plaintiffs’ goodwill and reputation.   

 

Maynard Refused to Apologize  

 

14. By letter dated July 6, 2017, the Plaintiffs wrote to Maynard providing a Notice of Libel 

(the “Notice”) and requesting an apology and retraction of the Posts.  By letter dated 

July 7, 2017, Maynard refused to do so. 

 

15. Maynard posted the Notice on Facebook on July 10, 2017, both on his personal page 

and in a group entitled “Building a Future in Mississippi Mills”.  In that post, Maynard 

stated as follows: 
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I have been less active on Facebook because I am defending myself against 
three actions taken by the Municipality, Mayor Shaun McLaughlin and 
Councillor John Edwards. The three actions are being handled by three 
different law firms in Ottawa. In my opinion, these actions involve true 
"litigation terrorism" .…  
 
The Mayor has launched a campaign against me …. 
 
The actions against me discussed here are all at the whim of McLaughlin 
and Edwards….  
 
[The Mayor and the Councillor’s] tactics trying to prevent public 
participation are really frowned upon in court…. 
 

16. The Plaintiffs plead and rely upon the doctrine of actual and implied malice on the 

following bases: 

a. The failure to apologize; 

b. The fact that Maynard published the Posts when he knew or ought to have known 

that they were inaccurate and had no factual basis whatsoever;   

c. Maynard’s public posting of the Notice, which he knew or ought to have known 

would incite further defamatory comments from the public;  

d. Maynard’s publication of Posts which constituted personal attacks against, and 

mockery of, the Mayor and the Councillor; and  

e. Maynard had an ulterior motive in publishing the Posts, in that they were meant to 

be a personal attack / vendetta against the Plaintiffs. 

 

17. The Plaintiffs seek aggravated damages on the basis of Maynard’s outrageous 

conduct which constitutes actual malice (as detailed above). 

 

18. The Plaintiffs seek punitive damages on the basis that Maynard’s conduct (as detailed 

above) was malicious, oppressive and high-handed to such an extent that it offends 

the court's sense of decency. 
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19. The Plaintiffs seek damages for all comments on the Posts and the publication of the 

Notice. 

 

20. Maynard did not make reasonable efforts to contact him to obtain an even-handed, 

responsible and accurate representation of the events surrounding the issues 

complained of in the Posts.  As such, the defence of responsible communication is not 

available. 

 

21. The Plaintiffs plead and rely upon the Libel and Slander Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. L.12, 

and s.101 of the Courts of Justice Act, R.S.O. 1990, c.C.43. 

 

Place of Trial 

 

22. The Plaintiffs propose that this action be tried at the Town of Perth in the Province of 

Ontario. 

  

 
DATE:   July 14, 2017 
      LOW MURCHISON RADNOFF LLP 
      1565 Carling Avenue – 4th Floor 
      Ottawa, ON   K1Z 8R1 
    
      JONATHAN P.M. COLLINGS 
      LSUC 55790M 
 
      T: 613 236 9442 
      F: 613 236 7942 
  
      Lawyers for the Plaintiffs 
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MCLAUGHLIN et al. -and- MAYNARD 
Plaintiffs  Defendant 

 

                                       Court File No.                                      
 
 

 
ONTARIO 

SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE 
 

PROCEEDING COMMENCED AT 
PERTH 

 

 STATEMENT OF CLAIM  

 

  
LOW MURCHISON RADNOFF LLP 
Lawyers/Avocats 
1565 Carling Avenue 
Suite 400 
Ottawa ON  K1Z 8R1 
 
Jonathan Collings (55790M) 
jcollings@lmrlawyers.com 
Tel: 613-236-9442 
Fax: 613-236-7942 
 
Lawyers for the Plaintiffs 
 

RCP-E 4C (May 1, 2016) 

 




