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Appendix 1 of 1 (Copied from the letter of Jan 25, 2023) 
Some of the indications of the bias of Fitzpatrick J. in her reasons for judgment 

 
It should be noted that the judge heard the jurisdictional challenge of the defendants after 
the defendants had contested all of several plaintiff's applications for the discovery of 
documents and examination for discovery and the court below had adjourned the 
discovery applications of the plaintiff.  
 
While the discovery was blocked, in her reasons for judgment, the judge made every 
effort to embarrass the plaintiff by baselessly expressing her disbelief in the allegations 
made against SFU, which allegations were the subject of the jurisdictional challenge in a 
pre-trial application, not the subject of fact-finding on the merits. 

In summary, Fitzpatrick's bizarre, shockingly irrational, and barbarically biased conduct 
led, among other things, to her: 

(a) favouring the enablers of a terrorist regime in Canada; 
(b) pathetically shaming the plaintiff—who is a victim of conspiratorial defamation and 

sexual harassment by the enablers of the terrorist regime of the Islamic Republic— 
through mockery, loaded language, fabrications, and lies, all combined with 
suppressing the plaintiff's pleadings and disallowing the discovery process; and 

(c) paving the way for the cult of Karim Aga Khan—an unofficial yet highly influential 
lobby of the terrorist regime of the Islamic Republic in Canada— and others to 
maliciously engage in the character assassination of the plaintiff. 

 
The conduct of the judge amounted to the following undeniable indications of bias: 

1. Paving the way by her heavily biased conduct for other supporters and agents of the 
terrorist regime of the Islamic Republic for assassinating the character of the plaintiff  

 
Barely a day after the publication of Fitzpatrick's judgment, the affiliates of Karim Aga 
Khan and members of his cult published several defamatory contents against the 
plaintiff. While conceding that those publications were "likely defamatory", the court 
below has recently decided that "a person could honestly express" such defamatory 
statements based on Fitzpatrick's words. 

It alone established not only an apprehension of bias but arguably the actual bias of 
the judge and decidedly her being ethically corrupt when Fitzpatrick's conduct and 
words in a jurisdictional challenge about a plaintiff who is a victim of conspiratorial 
defamation and sexual harassment could in any sense encourage further 
victimization of the plaintiff, as the court below has acknowledged. 

2. Victim-shaming the plaintiff through mockery and loaded language: baseless, 
unnecessary, and unfair  

In the absence of discovery and despite acknowledging that fact-finding about the 
plaintiff's allegations was not issue before her, the judge extensively and pathetically 
engaged in using loaded language and baselessly calling out the allegations against 
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the wealthy and politically powerful SFU administration as "escalated", "bizarre",  
"irrational", and "escalated irrationally". This inhumane conduct was not only 
unnecessary but was also baseless and appears to have been crafted to benefit the 
enablers of the terrorist regime of the Islamic Republic (of Iran) within the SFU 
administration or the SFU administration in general.  
 

3. Suppression of the plaintiff's pleadings that were the subject of the jurisdictional 
challenge and replacing them with the judge's fabrications, lies, and decidedly 
false speculations 

While shaming a victim of conspiratorial defamation and sexual harassment by SFU, 
the judge disregarded the notice of civil claim ("NoCC") that was before her and 
arrogantly stated that she did not need to read the NoCC in reaching her jurisdictional 
decision about NoCC. Indeed, the judge engaged heavily in blanket mockery of the 
allegations that she does not appear to have bothered to read and properly report on. 
Notably, 38 paragraphs in the judge's 100-paragraph Reasons, including but not 
limited to the entire background, are copied directly and one-sidedly from the 
defendants' notice of application. 

4. Further victim-shaming and unfair conduct through the judge's fabrications, lies, 
and manifestly false speculations 
 

Following the hearing, in her reasons, the judge decidedly engaged in fact- 
manipulations, fabrications, and manifestly false speculations about the plaintiff's 
pleadings and affidavits that she appears not to have bothered to read. While the 
judge appears to have been too lazy to read the plaintiff's material, including 
pleadings and affidavits, at the same time, she was too eager to blatantly mock them 
and engage in fabrications and false speculations about them. 

Just to give an example, one can compare on the one hand the actual contents of the 
plaintiff's affidavit 5 concerning a presumably compromised faculty member of SFU 
(due to his known history of sexual misconduct in 2013 and 2016) with the judge's 
false and fully manipulated and speculated report on it, on the other hand. Ironically,  
on that very occasion which is evidence of her bizarre level of bias and negligence 
for a judge, Fitzpatrick J. once more resorts to loaded language and pathetically and 
uninformedly writes that: "Dr. Masjoody's allegation took another bizarre turn."  

(Appellant's (1) factum at para 70, (2) Appeal Record, pg 152 at para 
72, and Appeal Book, pgs 270-284).  

 
 
Likewise, Fitzpatrick's lies and fabrications extended to the facts regarding a consent 
order that was reached between the lawyers (without a hearing) to adjourn a hearing 
scheduled for April 2021 whereby allowing the plaintiff's then-newly hired lawyer to 
have time to review the court material. The judge, however, once more used her 
fabrications and fact-distortions about a simple matter to show her bias against the 
plaintiff, as is evident from paragraphs 77-78, among other places, in her Reasons.  

 
 
  
 
 


