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FORM 2
(RULE 3-3 (1))

No. | 46161
Kamloops Registry

in the Supreme Court of British Columbia

Between

John Philip Stidling, Marlene Cheryl Stitling, Beau Jake Stirling Plaintiff(s)
and

Shawn Martin, Myrna Beckman Defendant(s)
RESPONSE TO CIVIL CLAIM
Filed by: {the "defendant(s)"}
Tpartyfies)]

Part 1: RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF CIVIL CLAIM FACTS et b awrian e

Division 1 — Defendant’s(s') Response to Facts
[Indicate, for each paragraph in Part 1 of the notice of civil claim, whether the factis) alfeged
in that peragraph isfare) admitted, denled or eutside the knowledlge of the defendont(s).]

1 The facts alleged in paragraph(s)

of Part 1 of the natice of civil claim are admitted. -

2 ‘The facts alleged in paragraph{s) The Defendants deny all the alleged statements of facts made by the
Plaintiffs. .
The Defendants deny over the last two years of entering and copying the
Plaintiffs e-mails or phone conversations.
The Defendants deny threatening bodlly harm or death to any of the
Plaintifts.
The Defendants deny slandered the Plaintiffs with untrue statemerts or
facts,
The Defendants deny writing untrue e-mails from the Plaintiffs e-mail
accounts or sites to people on the Plaintiffs contact list pretending to be
the Plaintiffs,,
The Defendants dany writing the Plaintiffs blackmail letter for money.

3 : The Defendants deny phoning the Plaintiffs blackmailing them for money.
The Defendants deny extorting and force by threat of death or hodily
harm the Plaintiff Marlene Stirling to sign over the boat and car.

The Defendants deny forcing the Plaimtiff Marlene Stirling to forge her
husband John Stirling's signature.
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The Defendants deny forging the Maintiff John Stirling's signature.

The Defendants deny forcing significant security costs.

The Defendants deny causing anxiety, depresslon, stress, loss of sleegs
requitirg medical care to the petitioners.

The Defendants deny causing travel to become nacessary from Colombia
for lehn Stirling at great expense and loss of income from work ta protect
his family. '

The Refendamts deny having or have attempted to hire Hells Angets to
cause murder or physical harm to the Plaintiffs and having made
staternents by phone and e-malls of that intent.

The Pefendants deny causing the Flaintiff Beau Stifing to selt bis house at
an unreasonable how price to flee the torment and threats of the
Defendants.

of Part 1 of the notice of civil claim are denled.

3 The facts alleged in paragraph(s)

of Part 1 of the notice of civit clalm are outside the knowledge of the deferrdant(s).

Division 2 - Defendant's(s’) Version of Facts
[Using numbered paragraphs, set out the defendant’s(s) version of the facts alieged in those paragraphs
of the notice of civil chaim that are isted above in paragraph 2 of Division T of this Part.]

1 On August 2002011 the Defendants were told that the Plaintiff John Stitling was back from Colombia and
was bragging that he had 2 suitcases full of money containing in excess of $200,000. The Defendant Shawn
Martin sent the Plaintiff John Stirling e-mail asking Juhn to pay the rest of the money the Plaintiffs ewed the
Mefendants, for loans from June 142007 to February 23\201 1. On August 2212011, the Plaintiff John 3tiling
sent the Defendants an e-mail with a picture of him Jaying on the floor, at his Adams Lake residence, with a
pile of money in front of him, holding piece of paper with "August 158201 1" written on it In the e-mail the
plaintiff John Stirling said " told you if you would have waited you would of got paid, but since you didn't,
you will never receive a dime and everyone else has been paid back for their investment but you". The next

day, August 23\201 1, the Plaintiff lohn Stirling sent the Defendants another e-mail accusing the Defendants

sending people coples of the plaintiffs e-mails and phone conversations. The Defendant Shawn Martin sent
a reply back to the Plaintiff John Stiling asking him to give him the names of these people that supposedly
received a-mails from the Defendant. The Defendant still has not been been given any names or proaf from
the Plaintiffs that anyone has received anything from the Defendants . In the same August 23\2011 e-malt
the Plaintiffs accussed the Defendants of foreing the the Plaintiff Marlene Stirling to give the boat and truck
ta the Defendants. The Plaintiffs gave the boat and the truck to the Defendants on February 23\2011. Untit
August 2312011 this was the first time that he Plaintiffs made these allegations against the Defendants,
which was 2 full six mionths later, only after the Defendants asked the Plaintiffs to pay them back their
money for the multiple time or they were going to take legal action against the Plaintiffs.
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2 On March 1312011 the Defendarits were approached during a BBQ by more than one persons who heard

that the Plaintifis owed the Defandants money for quite some time, The Defendants were told that John
had used their computer one more than one pccasion and didn't to log off, The Defendants were told and
given information about john Stirfing and were also told that there was a rumaor going around that the

plalntiff John Stiring was In Colombia sett_ihg up massive cocaine deal. The Defendants were also told tor.
google Fhilip John Stiding and that they would find out that John had been atrested and charged with '~ ..~
numerous drug charges and had also been convicted and spent time in Jail, The Defendants were also told-

that there were multiple articles on the internet and a book called "The Road Ta Hell* about the Plaintiff ~ -

Iohn Stirling were he openly admitted to being a "RAT” and was working with the police as an informant. A

few days later the Defendants were apptoached by another person. who told them that the Plaintiff lohn
Stirling, was over heard on a public pay phone talking Spanish to a woman. The Plaintiff John Stirling was
telling het who much he loved her, how he was sorry for beating her up and that they would get married as
snon as he returmed to Colombia, The Defendants started to do a fittle research on the Plaintifts and
discovered that the information they were hearing about the Plaintiffs was common knowledge alt over the
entire community. ‘

Between June 1\2007 to February 2402011 the Defendants lent the Plaintiffs approximately 530,000. The
Defendantts kept asking the Plaintiffs to pay back the money they had borrowed. The Defendants have
multiple e-mails & phone conversations by the Plaintiffs admitting that they owed the Defendaniis the
money and that the Deferrdants would be paidin fullinin 2 weeks. This had been going on for over two
years. On August ZA2011 the Plaintiffs sent the Defendants an e-mail saying if the Defendants didn't stop
asking for the rest of their money, the Plaintiffs were going to start rumaors of illegal activities and also
threatened to post e=mails on all the public mail boxes at the Adams Lake Store regarding the Defendants .
On February 23\2011 the Plaintiffs phoned and e-mailed the Defendants asking to torrow $2000. The
Defendants agreed to lend the Plaintiffs the money if they signed over the boat as collateral, The Plaintiff
Marlene Stirling came to the Defendants house a little while later and asked the Defendants what
paperwork thay needed for the boat. The Defendant Shawn Martin said he needed a signed tra nsfer form
for the boat trailer and a bill of sale signed by the person whom the boat is registered to and any other
paperwork the Plaintiff had for the baat, The Plaintiff Marlene Stirling said she would go home and get all
the paperwork for the boat and trailer and would get her hushand John Stirling to fill everything out. A
couple hours later the Plaintiff Marlene Stirling dropped off the transfer form and a bill of sale for the 1999
Chris Craft boat and trailer and picked up the $2000. if Marlene Stirling forged her hushand John Stitling's
signature then John needs to take that up with the RCMP and his wife Marlene Stirling and not the
Defendants,

" The next day, February 242011, the Plaintiff Jobn 5tirling send the Defendants anothet e-mailed showing

themn an aidine ticket with the Plaintiff John Stirfling's name on it. The Plaintiff john 5tirling told the
Defendants that he would be home in three days and would pay them back in full, The plaintiff John
Stirling then asked the Defendants If he could borrow another 52000 until he got back and said "Same deal
a¢ yesterday® and that Marlene would sign over her Avalanche as collateral. The Defendants agreed but told
both the Plaintiffs that they needed their money back right away and if John wasn't home within a couple
of weeks that the Defendants woutd have to sell the boat and truck to get their money back. The plaintitfs
agread to this. The Plaintiff Martene Stitfing and her son Beau Stirling came to the Defendants house about
an hour later with a transfer form all filed out and gave the Defendants ownership of the Avalanche and
picked up a cheque for $2000. The Defendants have ==mails and recordings from both plaintiffs agreeing

~ that they owed $30.000 and voluntarily gave the boat and Avalanche to tha Defendants as partial payment

for what the Plaintiffs owed. If the Plaintiff Marlene Stirling was forced 1o sign over the boat on February 23
2011 why would she and her son Beau 5tirling come back the next day, February 2432011 to borrow
anather $2000 and sign over the Avalanche? Also once you listen to the recordings of the plaintiff Marlene
Stifing you will hear that she was very happy and was not forced or threatened into anything.

6 The Defendants wrote the Plaintiffs multiple e-malls asking the Flaintiffs to pay the money back that they

owad to the Dafendants. The Defandants also told tha Plaintiffs that as soon as the Plaintiffs pald the
Defendants the rest of the monay they owed, that the Plaintiffs would never hear from the Defendants
anain and everyone could go their separate ways. The Defendants have both e=mails and phone
conversations where the Plaintiffs openly admitted to owing the Deferdants and would pay them back
right in 2 weeks, This was the same old stoty the Defendants would get when they asked the Plaintiffs for
their money back.
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7 In Aptit.of 2011 the Plaintiff Marlene Stifing phoned the Defendart Myrna Beckman to ask her a guestion
about her flowers. Duting that phone conversation the Defendant Shawn Martin told the Plaintiff Marlene
Stirling that the Defendants nesded the rest of their money and if they didn't receive it soon the
Defendants were going to be forced ta put a lien on the Plaintiffs house o talk to a debt collector. The
Defendants told the Plaintiff Marlene Stirting they didn't want to have to do that but if the Defendants ware

_not paid shortly they would have no ather choice. The Plaintiff Marlene stirling told the Defendants that
she wauld pay the remainder of Plaintiffs debt as soon as her or her son Beau's house sold ot they gotany
money from the plaintiff John Stirling, if the Defendants agreed not sell the Plaintiffs debt to anyone else.
The Defendants agreed to this as it sourded fair for both parties. I

8 Sometime In July\2011 The Plaintiff Marlene Stirling ran into the Dafendants at the grocery store in Chase.
The Plaintiff Marlene Stirfing tokd the Defendants that John Stirling was coming home from Colombiaina
couple weeks because the Plaintiffs had to go to coun as their house was being foreclosed on. The
Defendants weht anline to https/eservice.ag.gov. be.ca/cso and discovared that indeed the Plaintiffs were
being taken to court and their house was in supreme forectosure. The Defendants also have an e-mail from
the Plaintiff John Stirling telling the Defendants that he and Martha, his girifrierd or new wife tn Colombia,
had split up.

9 The Defendants do not know any Hells Angels or Hells Angels associates and have never had dealing with
them or hired them to do anything. The only thing the Defendants know about the Hells Angels Is what the
Plaintiff John Stirking had told the Defendants about the Hells Angel and what the Defendants have heard
about the Helis Angels on TV and In the newspapers. Both the Plaintiffs John and Marlene Stirling have told
the Defendants that they knew and had dealing with the Hells Angels befare. The Plaintiff Marlene Stirling
also told the Defendants that two Hells Angels members had sat at her kitchen table and hat coffee on
multiple different times. Also if you do a search on the internet for John phitip Stirling you will discover that
in 2007 he was linked to a massive cocaine deal between the Hells Angels and Colombians. You will also
discaver that one of the Plaintiff Johs Stirting's alleged partners was a Hells Angels member, Here jsa fink to
one articte. http:/fmedia.wiIey.com/product_datalexcﬁrptfﬁsz#?06309/0470630962—1 78.00f The Hells
Angel Member in that article is the same person that the Plaintiff Markene Stirting had mentioned to tha
Defendants previously. Also one day a man calling himself Ryan showed up at the Defendants residence
wearing a black leather jacket with a Hells Ange! patch and was looking for the Plaintiff John Stirling
because John apparently owed this guy, Ryan, money. The Defendant Shawn Martin called Marlene and
warned her that there was a guy named Ryan that just left the Defendants house and was looking for the
Plaintiff John Stirling and that he sounded realy pissed off at John. The Defendant Shawn Martin also told
the Plaintiff Marlene Stiling that Ryan wasn't the first person that had showed up at the Defendants house
iooking for the Plaintiff John Stirling because he owed peapla money. The Defendant Shawn Martin asked
the Plaintiff Marlene 5tiding what the hell John was up to and warned the Plaintiff Marlene Stirling to be
careful because the Plaintiff John Stirling was going to end up getting her and her son kifled or in Jall. Atno
time did the Defendants ever threaten the Plaintiffs, '

10 The Plaintiff Beau Stirling has had his house for sale for four years. The Plaintiff Beau Stirling called the
defendants house sorme time in April2011 and said “If 1 had the money | would pay you guys the money my
dad owes you guys but | am about to lose my hause and my mom is losing her house too. The Plaintiff Beau
stirling also sent the Defendant Shawn Martin e-miails stating the same thing. It was also common
knowledge around the Adams Lake community that the Plaintiffs Beau Stirling and Marlene Stirling were
behind on their bilis and mortgage payments. The Plaintiffs ware also two years behind on thelr strata fees.
It was alse common knawledge that the Plaintiff Beau Stirling was planning on moving back to Victoria as
so0n as he could afford.

11 The Defendants have an e-mail from the Plaintiffs accusing the Defendants of bugging the Plaintiffs house
and hummer and saying that the Plaintiffs received a letter from the RCMP stating that fact.

12 The Defendants have multiple e-mails and recordings proving that both of the Plaintiffs have contradicted
themselves.

13 The Defendants have viden tape evidence of the Plaintiff John Stirling threatening to kill more than one
person{s) at gun point. _

14 On September 1072011 the Defendants were informed that the plaintiff John stirling has been seeking ta
hire people to burn down the Defendants house and cause physical warm to them.

ItyThe Defendants have an e-mait fiom the Plaintifts Stebing that The
e | Plointf John sirfing had given the RIMPHRCodes 4o hiS e-mail acTourds,

The Plant s Should be sumg the RCMP for enfering-the Plaiifs
e~mat| occounts, not +he Defendunds,
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15 The Defendants would also like to questions the validity of the Plaintiffs Marlene stirling's and Beau
Stirling's signature andbor initiats. The Defendants have signed documents from both Plaintiffs where they

" do not match the documents filed on August 29\2011 and August 31\2011 in Kamloops Supretme Court, -
- [if more space is required- attach page and state “See Attached?

r J . r

R Division 3 - Additional Facts ‘
" [fadditional materia! facts are relévant to the matters raised by the notice of eivil claim,
*setout in niimbered poragraphs, o concise statement of those additional material facts.]

1 All the alleged allegation made by the Plaintiffs against the Defendant Myma Beckman should be dismissed

immediately with prejudice as the Defendant Myrna Beckman daes nat have an e-mail account and has
nothing to do with any of the statement of facts made by the plaintiffs. All the statements of facts made by
the Plaintiffs is in regards to the Defendant Shawn Martin NOT Myrna Beckman and as such her case should
be dismizsed.

2 The case against the Defendant Shawn Martin should also be dismizsed immediately with prejudice as the
Plaintiffs are suing the wrong person(s). The Plaintiffs have also not provided any proof that the Defendant
Shawn Martin entered the Plaintiffs e-mail account{s) or sent any of the Plaintiffs e-malls to anyane.

{if more space Is required - attach page and state "See Attached"]

part 2: RESPONSE TO RELIEF SOUGHT

{Indicate, for each paragraph in Part 2 of the notice of civil claim, whether the defendant(s)
consent(s) to, opposels) or take(s) no position on the granting of that refief]

1 The defendant{s) consent{s) to the granting of the relief sought in paragraphs

of Part 2 of the notice of ¢ivil claim.
2 The defendantls) opposals) the granting of the relief sought in paragraphs

The Defendants appose the granting of relief by the Plaintiffs of Criminal Charges for extortion, blackmail,
fraud, uttering threats, invasion of privacy and any other charges revealed to be relevant,

The Defendants oppose the granting of relief by the Plaintiffs of 510,000,000.00 in damages o both
Plaintiffs.

The Defendants oppose the granting of relief by the Plaintiffs of costs,

of Part 2 of the notice of civil clairm.

4 The defendant(s) take(s) no position an the granting of the relief sought in paragraphs

of Past 2 of the notice of civil daim.

Part 3: LEGAL BASIS

[Using numbered paragrophs, set out o concise surmmary of the legal bases on which the defendant(s} oppose(s)
the relief sought by the plaintifi(s) and specify any rule or other enactment refied on. The legal bases for opposing
the plolntift's(s? relief may be set out in the alternative.]
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1 The case agalnst both defendants should be dismissed immediately with prejudice as neither of the
Defendant have been charged or convicted of any eriminal act(s).
2 This case is a civil matier not a criminal matter and as such this case should be dismissed and brought VR

before the proper courts. . , .
3 itis also up to crown counsel, not the Plaintiffs, if eriminal charges are wartanted. o

A The Plaintiffs case is a frivolous lawsuit at best and the amount they are seeking is total ridiculous. » .

5 Tl'dh*e. honor should find the case against both Defendants should be dismissed immediately with prejudice
for the lack of merits and for wasting the courts time with total nonsense. : -

{if mote space Is required - attach page and state "See Attached]

W e

[Set aut the street address of the address for service, One or both of a fax number and an e-mall address may be given
as additional addresses for service.]

Defendant's address for service: Stapnlmprmt, Chase, British Columbia CanadavilNis-
Fax number address for service {if any): «MIRamENaED-
E-nail address for service (if any): T

Date; 14/5ep/2011

{da/mmmryyyyl - =
Signature of C
Defendant || Lawyer for defendant{s)
Shawn Martin
frype or print name}

Rula 7-1 (1) of the Suprerne Court Chvil Rules states:
(1) Uniess all parties of record cansent or the court atherwise orders, each party of record to an action must,

within 35 days after the end of the pleading period,
() prepare a list of documents in Form 22 that lists
(i) all documents that are of have been in the party’s possession or control and that could, if
available, be used by any party at trial to prove or disprove a material fact, and
{if) all other documents to which the party intends to refer at trial, and

{h) serve the list on all parties of record.
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