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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF BRITISH COLUMBIA

Between:

Mary Reynolds

Plaintiff

And:

Deep Water Recovery Ltd., Mark Jurisich,
Jolin Doe #1, John Doe #2, John Doe #3, and John Doe #4

Defendants

APPLICATION RESPONSE

APPLICATION RESPONSE OF the Defendant, Deep Water Recovery Ltd. (“Deep Water
Recovery”)

THIS IS A RESPONSE TO the Notice of Application of the Plaintiff, Mary Reynolds, filed
August 8,2022.

PART 1: ORDERS CONSENTED TO

Deep Water Recovery consents to the granting of the orders set out in the following paragraphs of
Part 1 of the Notice of Application: NIL

PART 2: ORDERS OPPOSED

Deep Water Recovery opposes the granting of the orders set out in the following paragraphs of
Part 1 of the Notice of Application: ALL.

PART 3: ORDERS UPON WHICH NO POSITION IS TAKEN

Deep Water Recovery takes no position on the granting of the orders set out in the following
paragraphs of Part 1 of the Notice of Application: NIL.

PART 4: FACTUAL BASIS

Introduction

on

I.

The Applicant has fundamentally misunderstood Deep Water Recovery’s Counterclaim

well as the purpose and application of the Protection ofPublic Participation Act, SBC 2019, c 3

(the ""Act). Deep Water Recovery’s Counterclaim does not arise from or target the Applicant’s

expressive rights, communications, or words.

1. as

2. Deep Water Recovery’s Counterclaim is in trespass, nuisance, and invasion of privacy. It
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