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July 7, 2025 

 
Federal Court of Canada 
Case Management Team – Toronto 
180 Queen Street West, Suite 200 
Toronto, ON M5V 3L6 
 

Re: MediaTube Corp. v. Bell Canada et al. Court File No. T-705-13 

— Procedural Default by Plaintiffs and Request for Direction — 

Dear Associate Judge Crinson, 

I write as a self-represented litigant in the above-captioned matter to raise serious 
procedural concerns and respectfully request guidance from the Court. 

On June 16, 2025, the Court issued a Direction requiring the plaintiffs (the “Bell Group”) 
to file any reply record by July 4, 2025. That court-ordered deadline has now passed. 
As of the time of this writing, no reply materials have been filed or served. The 
plaintiffs are therefore in breach of a formal Direction of the Court and are now 
in procedural default under Rules 369(2) and 78(1) of the Federal Courts Rules. 

By contrast, I have fully complied with the Court’s timeline. I filed a complete motion 
record on June 23, 2025, supported by six exhibits submitted on June 11, 2025. These 
materials include public-domain technical evidence and unprotected discovery materials 
that directly contradict sworn testimony and trial exhibits from the 2016 decision. The 
plaintiffs have chosen not to respond. 

Instead, the Bell Group submitted a letter requesting that my June 11 evidence be 
treated as confidential — without bringing a motion under Rule 151, without serving me, 
and without any supporting legal justification. This request was procedurally improper 
and unsupported by the Rules. As no formal motion has been brought and no sealing 
order has been issued, I respectfully ask the Court to confirm that my June 11 
materials remain on the public record. 

 



In light of these facts, I respectfully request that the Court: 

1. Confirm that the plaintiffs are in breach of the July 4, 2025 Direction and 
now in procedural default; 

2. Confirm that my June 11 materials remain publicly filed, as no Rule 151 
motion has been brought and no confidentiality order has been issued; 

3. Dismiss the plaintiffs’ contempt motion for failure to prosecute and non-
compliance with the Court’s Direction; 

4. Proceed to rule on my June 23, 2025 motion, which is properly filed, 
supported by evidence, and currently unopposed. 

For the record, I am prepared — as a matter of fairness — not to object if the plaintiffs 
seek leave of the Court to file a late response no later than July 9, 2025. However, 
such a filing would require formal approval of the Court under Rule 369(3), and I take no 
position on whether such leave should be granted. 

If no motion or filing is accepted by the Court by that date, I respectfully submit that the 
record is closed, and the Court should proceed to determine the matter on the basis of 
the materials before it, in accordance with Rule 369(3). 

I have complied with every procedural requirement. The plaintiffs have not. The 
evidence before the Court is public, material, and unrefuted. A refusal to consider that 
evidence or to enforce the Court’s own Direction would raise serious questions about 
the proper administration of justice. 

This matter has also been referred to relevant regulatory and oversight bodies in both 
Canada and the United States. I trust the Court will give this matter the fair and timely 
consideration it now urgently requires. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Douglas Lloyd 
8 Manor Road 
Bobcaygeon, ON K0M 1A0 
 


