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COURT FILE NUMBER 2501-01044 

COURT COURT OF KING’S BENCH OF ALBERTA 

JUDICIAL CENTRE CALGARY

PLAINTIFF(S) JOHN McDONALD

DEFENDANT(S) KEVIN ANTHONY KUMAR, also known as 
TY GRIFFITHS 

DOCUMENT AMENDED STATEMENT OF CLAIM 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE AND
CONTACT INFORMATION OF 
PARTY FILING THIS DOCUMENT 

John McDonald 
7203 – 25th Street SE
Calgary, AB  T2C 0Z9 
T: 825-904-8987 F: 825-904-0101 e:serve@mcdonaldparalegal.ca

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT(S) 

You are being sued. You are a defendant.

Go to the end of this document to see what you can do and when you must do it.

Note: State below only facts and not evidence (Rule 13.6)

Statement of facts relied on: 

The Parties: 

1. The Plaintiff, John McDonald, is an individual, ordinarily resident in the Province of Alberta. 

2. The Defendant Kevin Anthony Kumar, is an individual, as far as is known to the Plaintiff, the Defendant is 
sometimes resident in the Province of Alberta, and conducts business in the Province of Albera and 
elsewhere. Kevin Anthony Kumar has also held himself out, in this Honourable Court and online as Ty 
Griffiths. 

Defamation 

3. On or about December 2, 2024,  (The December 2 Video)The Defendants, jointly and severally through their 
social media account https://www.instagram.com/publicwatchdogcomplaintline.ca posted a video containing 
a number of allegations against the Plaintiff and others, including but not limited to Heidi Semkowich, a 
Paralegal in the Province of Alberta, and the Honourable Associate Chief Justice Nielsen.  This video was 
subsequently published on the Defendants website www.publicwatchdogcomplaintline.ca. That website has 
since undergone updates, and the video has been removed, it remains on the Instagram page.

4. The video contained specific allegations that the Plaintiff. 

a. Is “one of the most unethical paralegal teams” that they have ever seem; 

b. Has “teamed up with the corrupt Alberta Judge Nielsen” and “other unethical bank lawyers” 

c. That the plaintiff “does not care because they are used to taking away Candians’ due process” 
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5. the website www.publicwatchdogcomplaintline.ca encourage others to send a premade complaint to the 
Plaintiff , and others with a view to harass, demean, belittle and otherwise abuse the Plaintiff and others.
The Plaintiff has received no less than three of such “complaints” at the time of filing. 

6. On or about February 24, 2025, the Defendants posted a second video to Instagram making statements
such as John McDonald is attempting to make Canadians believe that asking the bank for proof of 
ownership of the debt before paying them out in full is a scam” that video has received a number of 
comments, one of which, made by the Defendant goes so far as to say “John MacDonald is a Calgary 
paralegal working with other Alberta bank lawyers and corrupt judge Nielsen from Edmonton to slander any 
Canadian asking the bank….”

7. In relation to the February 24 video, the Defendant made a comment that “John MacDonald is a Calgary 
paralegal working with other Alberta bank lawyers and corrupt judge Nielsen from Edmonton to slander any 
Canadian asking the bank….” 

 

 

  

On or about February 2 , 2025, the Defendants posted a third video to Instagram making statement such as
“The Canadian Rules of Court is very clear that you must be an affected party to bring an action against
another. Banks are taking away Canadians’ homes, cars, garnishing their wages, without having the proper
documentation to do so, and John seems to think this is great and the Canadian Should do nothing to
protect themselves from it.”

The Plaintiff states, and the fact is that Kevin Anthony Kumar is not a journalist, investigative or otherwise.

The Plaintiff states, and the fact is, the remarks made by Kevin Anthony Kumar, including but not limited to
unethical behavior, and teaming up with the Honourable Mr. Justice Nielsen, and is used to taking away 
Canadians’ due process, would tend to lower the Plaintiffs reputation in the eyes of a reasonable person. 

  
 

  
 

  

  

  

The Plaintiff states, and the fact is  the words specifically identify the Plaintiff and the videos includes a
photograph of him.

The Plaintiff states, and the fact is  the words were communicated to at least one other person tha  the
plaintiff.

The Plaintiff has, and will continue to suffer reputational harm.

The Plaintiff pleads and relies on the Defamation Act RSA 2000, c. D07

The Plaintiff states and the fact is the Actions of the Defendant are malicious, oppressive, and high-
handed so as to offend the court’s sense of decency.  

Remedy sought: 

16. The Plaintiff seeks the following relief from the Defendant: 

a. Judgment in the sum of $50,000.00 $250,000.00; 

b. Punitive and/or aggravated damages in the sum of $20,000.00; 

c. A Permanent Injunction prohibiting the Defendant from Defaming, online or by other means the Plaintiff; 

d. Costs on a party-and-party basis or such other and further basis as the Plaintiff may advise and this 
Honourable Court deems appropriate in the circumstances; 

e. Interest pursuant to the Judgment Interest Act; and 

f. Such other and further relief as the Plaintiff may advise and this Honourable Court deems appropriate in 
the circumstance. 

  



NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANT(S) 

You only have a short time to do something to defend yourself against this claim:

   20 days if you are served in Alberta 
   1 month if you are served outside Alberta but in Canada 
   2 months if you are served outside Canada. 

You can respond by filing a statement of defence or a demand for notice in the office of the clerk of the Court of 
King’s Bench at Calgary, Alberta, AND serving your statement of defence or a demand for notice on the 
plaintiff’s(s’) address for service. 

WARNING 

If you do not file and serve a statement of defence or a demand for notice within your time period, you risk losing 
the law suit automatically.  If you do not file, or do not serve, or are late in doing either of these things, a court may 
give a judgment to the plaintiff(s) against you. 


