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I. Introduction and Issues

[1] On August 12, 2025, I received a submission from John McDonald concerning: (a) a
request for review of the Statement of Claim in Action No. 2501 09043 under the A/berta Rules
of Court, Alta Reg 124/2010; and (b) applications made against Kevin Kumar and Colton Kumar
pursuant to sections 23 and 23.1 of the Judicature Act, RSA 2000, ¢ J-2.

[2] The submission relates to two current actions before the Court of King’s Bench of
Alberta. In Action No. 2501 01044, John McDonald filed a Statement of Claim on January 21,
2025, as amended by an Amended Statement of Claim filed April 11, 2025. The Amended
Statement of Claim names Kevin Anthony Kumar, also known as Ty Griffiths, as Defendant and
seeks damages and a permanent injunction related to alleged defamation. The Defendant filed a
Statement of Defence on February 19, 2025.

[3] In Action No. 2501 09043, Colton Kumar, Kevin Kumar and 1304139 BC Ltd filed a
Statement of Claim on June 9, 2025. The Statement of Claim names Heidi Semkowich and John
McDonald as Defendants and seeks damages related to an alleged breach of contract and
fraudulent misrepresentation. The Defendants filed a Statement of Defence on July 7, 2025.

[4] Based on the submission, there are two issues to address:

1) Is the Statement of Claim in Action No. 2501 09043, on its face, “frivolous,
vexatious, or otherwise an abuse of process” pursuant to rule 3.68 of the Alberta
Rules of Court and Civil Practice Note No. 7?

2) Do the existing litigation representation and activity restrictions imposed on Kevin
Kumar and Colton Kumar pursuant to prior Orders of the Court of King’s Bench of
Alberta need to be reassessed to ensure the court access restrictions are sufficient to
address alleged persistent litigation and litigation-related misconduct, pursuant to the
Judicature Act?

II. Background

[5] The Court of King’s Bench of Alberta understands that there are various related Civil
Claims before the Alberta Court of Justice filed against Kevin Kumar, Colton Kumar, and
1304139 BC Ltd, as Defendants, by each of Timothy Kohut and Terry Kerslake, as Plaintiffs.
These claims relate to the Plaintiffs’ respective efforts to recover damages from the schemes of
Kevin Kumar and Colton Kumar detailed in prior Court of King’s Bench of Alberta Actions,
including: Kohut v Royal Bank of Canada, 2024 ABKB 395 (Action Nos. 2403 05588; 2403
09627); Amex v Kerslake, Action No. 2302 21602; Kerslake v Amex, Action No. 2304 00760;
and Kerslake v Capital One Bank, Action No. 2304 00761.

[6] Kevin Kumar and Colton Kumar are well-known individuals in the Court of King’s
Bench of Alberta. Amongst other things, they offer services to borrowers involving invalid
defences intended to: (a) block debt collection by lenders; and (b) retaliate against lenders for
alleged bad conduct, all on the premise that purportedly the debts in question do not exist.

[7] They operate their credit counselling and debt elimination schemes under a number of
trade names, operating names, and pseudonyms, including the following:

e UnitedWeStandPeople (https://unitedwestandpeople.com) and affiliated YouTube
account (https://www.youtube.com/@unitedwestandpeople9472), apparently operated by
Kevin Kumar;
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e The personality “Ty Griffiths”;

e CreditorControl.ca (https://www.creditorcontrol.ca), and affiliated social media TikTok
page (@iongivatuxxwututhink), email address ‘“Power Is In The People”, and Instagram
account (@themoneymink), apparently operated by Colton Kumar;

o ReduceMyDebtByThousands (https://reducemydebtbythousands.com) and affiliated
YouTube account (https://www.youtube.com/@reducemydebtbythousands3734) and
Facebook page (https://www.facebook.com/reducemydebtbythousands);

e Debt Consolidation in Canada — Beat The Banks — Secrets Exposed
(https://www.facebook.com/debtconsolididationincanada) and YouTube channel
(@reducemydebtbythousands4006);

e HotJusticeRealityTV, operating a YouTube channel (@hotjusticerealitytvevolved9958);
and

e Public Watchdog Complaint Line (https://publicwatchdogcomplaintline.ca).

[8] The Court of King’s Bench of Alberta has previously reviewed and summarized the
Kumar’s various identities, services, and related litigation activities in 1158997 Alberta Inc v
Maple Trust Company, 2013 ABQB 483 [Maple Trust], Bonville v President's Choice
Financial, 2024 ABKB 356 [Bonville #1], Bonville v President's Choice Financial, 2024
ABKB 483 [Bonville #2], Bonville v President’s Choice Financial, 2024 ABKB 546 [Bonville
#3], and Royal Bank of Canada v Courtoreille, 2024 ABKB 302 [Courtoreille].

[9] Kevin Kumar is currently subject to representation restrictions which were imposed by
Court Order at para 22 of Courtoreille. This also included an explicit ban on providing legal
advice, preparing documents for anyone other than himself, and acting as an agent, next friend,
or McKenzie Friend, for any matters before the Court of King’s Bench of Alberta. In addition,
pursuant to a Court Order of LoVecchio J dated July 2, 2013, Kevin Kumar is prohibited from
any litigation activity through his persona, “Ty Griffiths”, except with leave of the Court of
King’s Bench of Alberta: Maple Trust at paras 106, 114; and Courtoreille at para 14.

[10]  Subsequently, in Bonville #1, the Court of King’s Bench of Alberta requested
submissions from Colton Kumar as to whether he should be made subject to restrictions on his
representation and litigation activities. The Court of King’s Bench of Alberta ultimately
concluded that Colton Kumar should be subject to the same litigation representation and activity
restrictions imposed on Kevin Kumar in Courtoreille: Bonville #2 at para 90. Colton Kumar was
also made subject to an explicit ban on providing legal advice, preparing documents for anyone
other than himself, and acting as an agent, next friend, or McKenzie friend, for any matters
before the Court of King’s Bench of Alberta.

III.  Abusive Litigation

[11]  When faced with abusive litigation, the Court of King’s Bench of Alberta has two
primary approaches. The first approach is to address individual abusive and improper purpose
pleadings as they are identified. Most commonly, these matters are addressed through rules 3.68
and 7.2-7.3 of the Alberta Rules of Court and Civil Practice Note No. 7, which sets out summary
procedures to be followed for a “claim, defence, action, application, or proceeding that appears
on its face to be frivolous, vexatious, or otherwise an abuse of process”. In such circumstances,
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there are various remedies available, such as a Court Order that all or part of a claim or defence
be struck out or amended, that an action be stayed, or that security for costs be provided.

[12] The second approach is to address the conduct of abusive litigants. When there is
concerning conduct reaching the level of “instituting vexatious proceedings or conducting a
proceeding in a vexatious manner”, sections 23-23.1 of the Judicature Act can be used. In these
circumstances, the litigant may be made subject to court access restrictions through a Vexatious
Litigant Order. For example, the Court of King’s Bench of Alberta may order that the litigant is
not permitted to institute further proceedings or institute proceedings on behalf of others, or that
their existing proceedings may not be continued, without the permission of the Court. These
court access restrictions can apply to any other matters the litigant may have at present or in the
future. The court access restrictions can continue indefinitely or be limited to a specified term.

[13] In the present circumstances, I find that the Statement of Claim in Action No. 2501
09043 appears on its face to be frivolous, vexatious, or an abuse of process. Specifically, it
appears to be a collateral attack on Action No. 2501 01044 before this Court and existing
litigation in the Alberta Court of Justice and may constitute a misuse of court processes.
Although the relief sought is modest, it is unclear why Kevin Kumar, Colton Kumar, and
1304139 BC Ltd did not bring the matter in the Alberta Court of Justice as a third-party claim in
the existing Actions before that Court, or as a counterclaim as part of Action No. 2501 01044. In
addition, Alberta case law requires that corporations retain lawyers to represent them before the
Court of King’s Bench of Alberta. 1304139 BC Ltd appears to be unrepresented by counsel in
Action No. 2501 09043 and given the existing representation restrictions on Kevin Kumar and
Colton Kumar, they are not permitted to act as representatives in any form for the corporation.

[14] The conduct of Kevin Kumar and Colton Kumar in the present litigation also raises
concerns. Given the Court of King’s Bench of Alberta’s prior warnings and decisions, I find that
it 1S now appropriate to reassess whether the existing litigation representation and activity
restrictions remain sufficient or if stricter restrictions are warranted.

[15] Section 23.1 of the Judicature Act sets out procedural requirements that must be followed
in making an application for a Vexatious Litigant Order. One of these is the requirement that notice
of the application must be served upon the Minister of Justice of Alberta. [ am satisfied that proper
notice has been given by John McDonald to the Minister of Justice with respect to the present
application against Kevin Kumar and Colton Kumar. Mr. McDonald has provided an Affidavit of
Service sworn on July 31, 2025 and filed August 5, 2025 stating that a copy of the application was
served. I am also satisfied with the Minister of Justice’s reply, dated July 3, 2025, that the Minister
of Justice will not be appearing in this matter.

IV. Next Steps
[16] Given this context, I provide the following comments.

a) If Kevin Kumar, Colton Kumar, and 1304139 BC Ltd wish to continue with the
Statement of Claim in Action No. 2501 09043, they must file a Written Submission
setting out why the Statement of Claim is not frivolous, vexatious, or an abuse of
process. In doing so, they may wish to identify, in detail, responses to the following
questions.
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1. Why is the Court of King’s Bench of Alberta the appropriate forum for this
dispute?

ii.  How is the Statement of Claim not duplicative of, or a collateral attack on, the
Court of King’s Bench of Alberta Action No. 2501 01044 and the ongoing
matters before the Alberta Court of Justice?

iii.  Why has legal representation not been confirmed for 1304139 BC Ltd? How
is the purported representation of the corporation by Kevin Kumar and/or
Colton Kumar not a contravention of the existing representation restrictions
that are in-place pursuant to previous Orders of this Court?

iv.  If the Court of King’s Bench of Alberta considers it reasonable and just to do,
it can order security for costs, considering factors such as the likelihood of the
ability to recover costs. Considering the past conduct of Kevin Kumar and
Colton Kumar, concerns regarding the ability to recover costs remain valid.
Kevin Kumar, Colton Kumar, and 1304139 BC Ltd may wish to provide
submissions on their intention to pursue the claim and whether an order for
security would unduly prejudice their ability to prosecute the claim.

b) In addition, Kevin Kumar and Colton Kumar may wish to provide submissions and
relevant affidavit evidence as to why they should not be declared “Vexatious
Litigants” and made subject to additional court access restrictions, including
explanation for their inappropriate litigation activity, such as: failing to swear/affirm
their own affidavit(s) of records; having a McKenzie Friend attempt to swear an
affidavit on their behalf; and attempting to enforce a judgment of the Alliance of
Indigenous Nations (AIN), which appears to be a fake tribunal with no authority
over the Court of King’s Bench of Alberta: MD v Alberta (Director of Child and
Family Services), 2024 ABKB 565 at paras 48-54.

[17] Itherefore direct the following process.

a) The Clerk will file and serve this Notice on Kevin Kumar, Colton Kumar, and
1304139 BC Ltd, as well as the Defendants in Action No. 2501 09043. For the
purposes of this Notice, Kevin Kumar, Colton Kumar, and 1304139 BC Ltd may be
served by e-mail at the email address provided on their Statement of Claim in Action
Number 2501 09043.

b) If Kevin Kumar, Colton Kumar, and 1304139 BC Ltd wish to respond to this
Notice, addressing the questions raised above, they must prepare a Written
Submission(s) and file and serve the Written Submission(s) by November 21, 2025.
The Written Submission must be delivered to the address of Associate Chief Justice
K.G. Nielsen, located at the Edmonton Law Courts, 1A Sir Winston Churchill
Square, Edmonton AB T5J OR2, and must be marked “To the Attention of Associate
Chief Justice K.G. Nielsen”. It must also be served on the Defendants in Action No.
2501 09043.

c) If Kevin Kumar, Colton Kumar, and/or 1304139 BC Ltd do file and serve a Written
Submission(s), the Defendants in Action No. 2501 09043 have seven days to
provide a Written Reply of up to 10 pages. The Written Reply must be addressed
“To the Attention of Associate Chief Justice K.G. Nielsen” and should be sent to the
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address set out in paragraph “b” above. It must also be served on Kevin Kumar,
Colton Kumar, and 1304139 BC Ltd.

d) Once the Court of King’s Bench of Alberta receives Kevin Kumar, Colton Kumar,
and/or 1304139 BC Ltd’s Written Submission(s) (if any) and the Defendants’
Written Reply (if any), the Court will consider whether (a) the Statement of Claim
should be struck out in whole or in part under rule 3.68 of the Alberta Rules of
Court; and (b) whether to declare Kevin Kumar and/or Colton Kumar vexatious
litigants pursuant to the Judicature Act, and if so, whether it is appropriate to amend
or expand the existing court access restrictions on their litigation representation and
activities.

[18] The Alberta Rules of Court and Judicature Act as well as case law can be accessed for
free on https://www.canlii.org/.

[19] TIencourage Kevin Kumar and Colton Kumar to seek legal advice and assistance.

Dated at Edmonton, Alberta this 31% day of October 2025.

K.G. Nielsen
A.C.J.C.K.B.A.
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