
 

 
Douglas Lloyd, CEO 

MediaTube Corp.  

Unit 6-14845 Yonge Street,  

Aurora, ON, Canada, L4G 6H8 

 

Delivered via email via 

E&Y Website Portal 

 

July 24, 2025 
 
Ernst & Young LLP 
1000 De La Gauchetière Street West, Suite 1900 
Montréal, Québec  
H3B 4W5 
 
BCE Inc. 
1000, rue de La Gauchetière Ouest, Suite 3700 
Montréal, Québec  
H3B 4Y7 
 

Re: Formal Notice of Court Default and Material Legal Risk — BCE Inc. and Bell Canada 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 

I am writing on behalf of MediaTube Corp. to formally bring to your attention serious matters 
now before the Federal Court of Canada and multiple U.S. regulatory bodies, which may give 
rise to material misstatements in BCE Inc.’s public financial disclosures. 

As of July 4, 2025, Bell Canada (a wholly owned subsidiary of BCE Inc.) is in procedural default 
in Federal Court proceeding T-705-13 (Bell Canada v. MediaTube Corp.), having failed to file a 
response to a motion served and filed June 23, 2025. This is a matter of official record. 

More critically, a letter was filed by MediaTube with the Federal Court today (July 24, 2025) 
which includes an email from Bell Canada’s external legal counsel, Mr. James Holtom of 
McCarthy Tétrault LLP, dated July 22, 2025, in which Bell’s counsel admits that the technical 
evidence used in a prior Federal Court action was altered. This correspondence is attached for 
your consideration. While McCarthy characterizes the alteration as “immaterial,” the issue 
pertains directly to the sworn evidence that resulted in MediaTube’s loss of a patent 
infringement suit — and is now central to the current proceeding. 

MediaTube’s letter also references evidence filed with the Washington Utilities and 
Transportation Commission (UTC) in Docket No. UT-240951, where these issues are under 
active regulatory review in connection with Bell’s proposed acquisition of Ziply Fiber. The 
material is already part of the public record in both Canada and the United States on the UTC’s 
website and public comment docket re the Ziply Fiber acquisition, and has also been submitted 
to other US regulatory authorities, including the SEC. 
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We respectfully request Ernst & Young LLP immediately review the following: 

1. Whether BCE Inc. has disclosed this court default, litigation risk, and U.S. regulatory 
exposure in its financial statements or upcoming Q2 2025 disclosures. 

2. Whether BCE Inc. has provided representations to Ernst & Young denying material litigation 
risk or contingent liability in this matter. 

3. Whether the information included in the July 24 Federal Court filing triggers any 
reassessment of BCE’s legal and economic exposure under IAS 37 (Provisions, Contingent 
Liabilities and Contingent Assets) or audit obligations under PCAOB AS 2505 or any other 
provision. 

4. Whether Ernst & Young intends to raise this matter with BCE Inc.’s Audit Committee or 
conduct a review of BCE’s litigation disclosures as part of the audit cycle. 

Given that this information is now publicly docketed in a Federal Court and referenced in a live 
U.S. regulatory proceeding, Ernst & Young LLP is now on formal notice. If no response is 
received within five (5) business days, we will assume the firm has chosen not to act and will 
proceed accordingly with securities regulators and investor channels. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Douglas Lloyd, CEO,  

MediaTube Corp. 

 
 

cc: Corporate Secretariat, BCE Inc. (corporate.secretariat@bell.ca)  
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Douglas Lloyd 
8 Manor Road B 

Bobcaygeon, ON  
K0M 1A0  

Email: dlloyd@mediatube.tv 

 Via Email: cmt_toronto@cas-satj.gc.ca 

July 24, 2025 
 
Case Management Team – Toronto 
Federal Court of Canada 
180 Queen Street West, Suite 200 
Toronto, ON M5V 3L6 

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

Dear Case Management Team: 

I write today as a self-represented litigant and ask that this letter with attachments be 
placed before Associate Judge Crinson. 

To update the Court on two significant developments in the above-captioned proceeding 
and respectfully request a ruling on my outstanding motion dated June 23, 2025. Bell 
Canada remains in default, having failed to respond by the July 4 deadline. 

1. Admission by Counsel for Bell Canada Regarding Altered Evidence 
On July 22, 2025, I received an email from Mr. James Holtom of McCarthy 
Tétrault LLP, counsel for Bell. In this email, Mr. Holtom explicitly states that even 
accepting that Bell “altered” the evidence presented at trial, such alteration is, in 
his view, “immaterial.” A copy of that email is attached, along with my reply, 
which disputes that characterization and reiterates the seriousness of presenting 
inaccurate network evidence in a Federal Court proceeding. This exchange 
reinforces the core claim in my motion: that the trial record was materially 
falsified and that Bell’s conduct undermined the integrity of the proceeding. 

 

2. Public Posting of Evidentiary Record by U.S. Regulator (UTC Docket UT-
240951) 
The evidentiary record I submitted to this Court — including letters dated April 
28, May 9, and July 18, 2025 — has now been publicly posted on the website of 
the Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission (UTC) under Docket No. 
UT-240951. This matter is now under active review by U.S. regulatory authorities 
in the context of Bell Canada’s proposed acquisition of Ziply Fiber. The UTC and 
the Washington Attorney General are evaluating these materials, including the 
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allegation that Bell Canada presented false testimony and altered evidence in the 
Canadian trial. 

These developments are highly relevant to the motion before the Court. Bell has not 
responded in any form, remains in default, and the facts underlying the motion have 
now been placed on the record in an active U.S. regulatory proceeding. 

I respectfully ask the Court to issue a ruling on my June 23 motion, which remains 
unanswered. Should the Court require further information or supporting documents, I 
would be pleased to provide them without delay. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Douglas Lloyd 
Self-Represented Defendant 
Email: dlloyd@mediatube.tv 

Attachments: 

1. Email from James Holtom (McCarthy Tétrault LLP), July 22, 2025 Reply from 
Douglas Lloyd, July 22, 2025 

2. U.S. Regulator UTC Docket UT-240951 

  



Attachment 1 

Mr. Holtom, 

I acknowledge receipt of your email. 

Your message misrepresents both the tone and content of our July 17 call. I did not 
“threaten” anyone. I stated plainly that MediaTube’s shareholders will not stop pressing 
for accountability, given the clear record of misconduct by Bell Canada and its legal 
team. 

Your suggestion that Bell “accepts” the altered evidence but considers it “immaterial” is 
legally and ethically astonishing. The Federal Court action was founded on a materially 
false description of Bell’s network, introduced through testimony your firm orchestrated 
and defended. The attached emails and testimony now in evidence contradict your 
position entirely. 

You further assert that MediaTube “abandoned” its motion. That is false. The June 23, 
2025 motion was filed in Federal Court and remains before Associate Judge Crinson. 
Bell was ordered June 16, to respond by July 4, 2025. No response has been filed, and 
Bell is in default. Your firm’s silence since then confirms that Bell has no factual or legal 
defense to the evidence filed. The motion has not been abandoned — it is being 
ignored. 

Finally, your request that I forward my communications to Canadian and U.S. regulators 
is declined. You are not entitled to preview what is being lawfully submitted to oversight 
agencies tasked with protecting the public, investors, and the integrity of judicial and 
administrative processes. Bell’s refusal to disclose material litigation risk to U.S. 
authorities — including the SEC and state regulators — is now under review. 

If Bell continues to misrepresent the record and deny liability, that is your client’s choice. 
But please understand: the facts are now public, and the regulators you are so eager to 
monitor are reviewing them on their own terms. 

Regards, 
Douglas Lloyd 
CEO, MediaTube Corp. 

 
Begin forwarded message: 
 
From: "Holtom, James" <jholtom@mccarthy.ca> 
Subject: RE: BCE 
Date: July 22, 2025 at 2:19:45 PM EDT 
To: Douglas Lloyd <dlloyd@mediatube.tv> 
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Cc: "Mason, Steven" <SMASON@MCCARTHY.CA>, "Wasserman, Samantha" 
<swasserman@mccarthy.ca> 
 
Mr. Lloyd, 
  
We have received your email, below. 
  
Your email does not accurately reflect our discussion on Thursday, July 17. On that call, we explained the 
following to you: 
  

1. Bell is not interested in any settlement that involves a payment of money to you or MediaTube. 
2. Even accepting your arguments that Bell altered evidence (which we do not accept), it is 

immaterial because the patent at issue was construed to apply to analogue signals post-
demodulation. As a result, no matter what, MediaTube would have lost the Federal Court action 
because Bell’s system has only ever been digital. In other words, MediaTube could never have 
won the Federal Court action and has suffered no loss, even if everything you allege is taken to 
be true (which it is not). 

3. Your flawed allegation that Bell has altered evidence is not independently actionable. You have 
tried, unsuccessfully, to advance that issue in several courts and have effectively abandoned 
your motion to set aside the trial judgment on the basis that it was procured by fraud. 

  
We asked you to explain this to the people you described as MediaTube’s shareholders, which you have 
evidently refused to do. 
  
We confirm that, on the call, you threatened to continue pursuing frivolous and vexatious complaints. In 
your words, MediaTube’s shareholders “are not going to stop until they get money from somebody – it’s 
going to be BCE”. 
  
Finally, please forward us whatever materials you propose to send or have sent to the Canadian and US 
regulators described in your email. 
  
Yours truly, 
  

 

James Holtom 
Partner | Associé 
Intellectual Property Litigation | Propriété intellectuelle litige 
T: 416-601-8452 
C: 613-863-6091 
F: 416-868-0673 
E: jholtom@mccarthy.ca 
 

 

McCarthy Tétrault LLP 
Suite 5300 
TD Bank Tower 
Box 48, 66 Wellington Street West 
Toronto ON M5K 1E6 
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Company: Ziply Fiber Northwest, LLC 
DBA: Ziply Fiber 
Filing Type: Transfer of Property 
Case Status: Formal 
Dates (Opened & Effective): 12/12/2024 & 07/23/2025 
Summary: Joint Application for an Order Approving the Transfer of Control of Ziply Fiber Northwest, 
LLC to BCE Holding Corporation. 
  

Document 
Type 

Date Description 

Comment 07/23/2025 

Public Comment Exhibit No. BR-1 w/Attachments A through L, on behalf of 
Public Counsel, from Jean Martin. 

• 240951_Lauren Aldrich_Attachment C-7-23-2025.pdf    302 KB 

• 240951_Clair Haney_Attachment H-7-23-2025.pdf    620 KB 

• 240951_Hagerman_Cameron_Lloyd_Attachment G-7-23-
2025.pdf    891 KB 

• 240951_UTC Comment Matrix_Attachment A-7-23-2025.pdf    224 KB 

• 240951_Dara Grotte_Attachment K-7-23-2025.pdf    477 KB 

• 240951_Tom P. Conom_Attachment L-7-23-2025.pdf    746 KB 

• 240951_Hagerman_Cameron_Lloyd_Attachment E-7-23-
2025.pdf    247 KB 

• 240951_Hagerman_Cameron_Lloyd_Attachment F-7-23-
2025.pdf    89 KB 

• 240951_Pub Cmt Exh. BR-1_7-23-2025.pdf    197 KB 

• 240951_PC_COS_7-23-2025.pdf    185 KB 

• 240951_Don W. Spencer_Attachment I-7-23-2025.pdf    832 KB 

• 240951_Rhys A. Sterling_Attachment J-7-23-2025.pdf    70 KB 

• 240951_Hagerman_Cameron_Lloyd_Attachment D-7-23-
2025.pdf    823 KB 

• 240951_Lauren Aldrich_Attachment B-7-23-2025.pdf    35 KB 

• 240951-PC CvrLtr-7-23-2025.pdf    910 KB 

 

https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=190&year=2024&docketNumber=240951
https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=184&year=2024&docketNumber=240951
https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=189&year=2024&docketNumber=240951
https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=189&year=2024&docketNumber=240951
https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=195&year=2024&docketNumber=240951
https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=185&year=2024&docketNumber=240951
https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=194&year=2024&docketNumber=240951
https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=187&year=2024&docketNumber=240951
https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=187&year=2024&docketNumber=240951
https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=188&year=2024&docketNumber=240951
https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=188&year=2024&docketNumber=240951
https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=192&year=2024&docketNumber=240951
https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=191&year=2024&docketNumber=240951
https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=183&year=2024&docketNumber=240951
https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=193&year=2024&docketNumber=240951
https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=186&year=2024&docketNumber=240951
https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=186&year=2024&docketNumber=240951
https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=182&year=2024&docketNumber=240951
https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=181&year=2024&docketNumber=240951



