The end of Polevoy - a vision from guru Tuck

Dear Dr. Terry,
 

I am pleased that you contacted me, and got my attention again. We have a lot of unfinished business.
 

I will put you back on my priority list now that the Bill C-420 that I drafted with some colleagues is in place for committee review. We will also be filing a major federal legal action in November to stop the new regulatory attempt.
 

I guess I need to start dealing with your funding first, then your license, then the civil issues.
 

Do you want copies as I proceed, or do you want to wait until THEY let you know what we have done?
 

Sincerely,
 

Trueman Tuck
 

 

-----Original Message-----
From: Terry Polevoy [mailto:tpolevoy@healthwatcher.net]
Sent: Saturday, October 25, 2003 4:18 PM
To: Trueman Tuck
Subject: Re: Terry Polevoy wins in California
The truth is that they failed to show for a scheduled deposition here in Canada. We have never avoided to give them a deposition. Leo is not telling the truth, or someone has not told him the truth.
Since he is Hulda's brother I think he should know more than he is letting on But, then again, I don't believe anything that they have had to say.
The latest rant by Tim Bolen is an indication that things are not going well.
http://bolenreport.com
 

----- Original Message ----- 

From: Trueman Tuck 

To: Leo Regehr 

Cc: Dr. Terry Polevoy 

Sent: Saturday, October 25, 2003 9:39 AM

Subject: RE: Terry Polevoy wins in California
Leo,
Please let me know if they get a scheduled examination. I have been preparing our list of questions for our examinations and would love to participate.
It is critical to terminating their sinister game that we get to examine both Health Canada officials - present and past, and Dr. Terry.
Our evidence indicates some very damaging connections for funding, intelligence, direction, and resource support.
Based upon what we have it appears that both civil and criminal issues can likely be pursued successfully.

Trueman
-----Original Message-----
From: Leo Regehr [mailto:leoelfie@telusplanet.net]
Sent: Saturday, October 25, 2003 12:42 AM
To: Trueman Tuck
Subject: Re: Terry Polevoy wins in California
Because Terry won, he is entitled to proceed on his libel case. Hulda's legal team tells me this means Terry will have to subject himself to deposition which he has been so far avoiding. You can ask Terry publicly - is he prepared to undergo deposition to persue his suit? 
Leo 

Trueman Tuck wrote: 

Hello Dr. Terry,Nice to hear from you - BEWARE - the legal sword has two sides - one has to be careful. >From the evidence I have been assembling you are very vulnerable - both license and civil liability wise in Ontario, even potentially criminally.That is to say nothing about the number of enemies you have made that are willing to forward us money to get you out of business.By the way we are asking $1,500 each and you would be surprised at the support.AND - as to the bigger picture - it appears to me that we are winning - see below as one example.Also, as you suspect we are accumulating data and preparing to deal with you.Canadian law is different - you will need a very good Canadian lawyer.Trueman Tuck 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Terry Polevoy [mailto:tpolevoy@healthwatcher.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 21, 2003 8:27 PM 
To: Trueman Tuck 
Subject: Terry Polevoy wins in California 
 

http://www.healthwatcher.net/Quackerywatch/Hulda_Clark/index.html 

[Trueman Tuck]  Stephen Barrett:  CEASE AND DESIST ORDER,  AND DEMAND FOR SATISFACTION... 

October 24th, 2003 
  
  

Stephen Barrett: 

On October 15th, 2003, the California Appeals Court District #1, in the case titled "Barrett vs. Rosenthal," issued an OPINION which clearly states "the facts as to Barrett and Grell, who were not defamed" 

I hereby ORDER YOU to remove all information about Tim Bolen, Jan Bolen, or JuriMed, from any publication you own, or is under your control.  You have made statements about all of these which are NOT TRUE, DEFAMATORY, and INJURIOUS TO ME, AND MY BUSINESS INTERESTS.  Both the trial court and the California Appeals Court have verified my concerns. 

(1)  I hereby DEMAND that you replace any, and all, messages, or publications currently under your control, mentioning my name, or any of the names listed above, with a message of my choice - as follows: 

"I, Stephen Barrett,have made certain claims of falsehood, defamation, libel, conspiracy and criminal acts against Tim Bolen, a well known Consumer Advocate and leader in the North American Health Freedom Movement.  Mr. Bolen also, separately owns and runs a business, with his wife Jan, called JuriMed - Public Relations & Research Group.  I sued Mr. & Mrs. Bolen, and others, on the above matters, in a California court  - and lost.  I then appealed the decision to the California Appeals court 1st District - and LOST again.  The courts decided against me, and pointed out that Mr. Bolen, in his commentaries, was completely within his rights, as an American, to voice his opinion. I published my claims on several websites.  My claims have been found to be without merit." 

(2)  I hereby DEMAND that you DISMISS all lawsuits against me or mine in regard to this matter, forthwith. 

(3)  I hereby DEMAND that you DISMISS any, and all, lawsuits, and/or actions filed against those that published my articles, forthwith. 

(4)  I hereby DEMAND that you submit to a physical and mental evaluation by health professionals of my choice.  You will follow their recommendations and treatment choices. 

My legal representatives will let you know what else I require. 

You have 96 hours to comply. 
  
  

WHAT THE COURT SAID... 

To whit:  "The trial court’s conclusion that respondent’s allegedly libelous statements were protected by the anti-SLAPP statute explicitly rested on subdivisions (e)(3) and (e)(4) of section 425.16, which declare that “ ‘an act in furtherance of a person’s right of petition or free speech under the United States or California Constitution in connection with a public issue’ includes . . . (3) any written or oral statement or writing made in a place open to the public or a public forum in connection with an issue of public interest; (4) or any other conduct in furtherance of the exercise of the constitutional right of petition or the constitutional right of free speech in connection with a public issue or an issue of public interest.”The order granting the motion to strike focused upon the public nature of the issue the parties disputed and to which Rosenthal’s allegedly libelous statements related:“the validity or invalidity of alternative medicine.”The court determined that this was “a highly controversial matter which is of significant public importance and interest, affecting the health of millions of people involving billions of dollars.”Appellants do not challenge this determination.Implicitly conceding Rosenthal’s statements relate to “an issue of public interest,” they instead contend that the Internet sites on which Rosenthal posted her statements were not “a place open to the public or a public forum,” as the trial court assumed, and Rosenthal therefore did not post the statements allegedly defaming appellants in furtherance of her right of free speech.This novel contention is difficult to take seriously." 

I've met some DUMB people in my life, Barrett, but the EXTRA-DUMB argument you put forward to the Appeals Court, stating that the internet was not  “a place open to the public or a public forum,”  has got to get an award.  I loved the Appeals Court's comment about your argument - "This novel contention is difficult to take seriously."  Even Judges openly laugh at you... 

YOUR BEHAVIOR IN THIS CASE... 

Throughout this case, and in your publications, where you allege "Defamation" you have FAILED to produce ANY EVIDENCE of said defamation - except for YOUR OWN dubious statements and  "interpretations" of my words and commentaries,  EVEN WHEN WE LEGALLY DEMANDED THAT YOU DO SO.  You did this, I believe, to subject me, my wife, my business, and my standing as a Consumer Advocate, to the hatred, abuse, contempt, or ridicule, of others. 

On your website, quackwatch.com, which claims "millions of hits," you have consistently maligned me, and my wife of 38 years.  On your web address "http://www.quackwatch.org/11Ind/bolen.html" titled "A Response to Tim Bolen," you accuse me, and others, of a criminal act (fraud) when you claim that world renowned health humanitarian Hulda Regehr Clark PhD, Naturopath, myself, and others, are engaging in promoting "false ideas."  You make numerous statements beyond this, for none of which you offer any proof.   Indeed, you you have FAILED to produce ANY EVIDENCE of said actions - except for YOUR OWN dubious statements, EVEN WHEN WE LEGALLY DEMANDED THAT YOU DO SO.  You did this, I believe, to subject me, my wife, my business, and my standing as a Consumer Advocate, to the hatred, abuse, contempt, or ridicule, of others. 

You have provided information, for public consumption, on the quackwatch website, and others, which has NOT WITHSTOOD THE TEST OF A COURTROOM.  You did this, I believe, to subject me, my wife, my business, and my standing as a Consumer Advocate, to the hatred, abuse, contempt, or ridicule, of others. 

In this so-called "Defamation" case you posted the case on your website, and never legally served me, until I DEMANDED service, knowing, I believe, YOU NEVER HAD A CASE FOR DEFAMATION.  You inferred to the public that I "was hiding," when in fact, my legal address for service was on the first page of the first exhibit all of the time.  You knew my address when you filed the case.  You simply, I believe, didn't want to PUBLICLY GET YOUR ASS QUICKLY KICKED IN COURT  - like what DID happen.  You did this, I believe, to subject me, my wife, my business, and my standing as a Consumer Advocate, to the hatred, abuse, contempt, or ridicule, of others. 
  
  

LAST, BUT NOT LEAST... 

You should be ashamed of yourself, Stevie.  For years you've made your wife support you while you engaged in your anti-health follies.  Your message about yourself, and your relationship with health care, to me, is transparent.  You are simply a man who had ambitions, and was unable to achieve them.  So in revenge, apparently, to a society who you seem to revile for their rejection of your hopes, you attack "real" heroes in the health world - like Research Scientist Hulda Regehr Clark, two-time Nobel prize winner Linus Pauling, and a host of others. 

You wanted to be known as a "Psychiatrist," but you couldn't pass the written test - so all you could find was part time work, and not much of that.  You wanted to be an "MD" but you couldn't generate enough business to pay the malpractice insurance premiums. 

Is your wife, who is now retired, paying your legal fees?  According to your courtroom statements, you haven't made enough money in the last few years to buy a decent new car, much less pay for all the cases you are involved in.  Are you draining your wife's retirement income with these ego-related court cases? 

I don't know how you can hold your head up in public. 

Tim Bolen

To unsubscribe from: Millions of Health Freedom Fighters - Newsletter, just follow this link: 

http://www.northamericanconsumersagainsthealthfraud.org/cgi-bin/mojo.cgi?f=u&l=one&e=myrights@friendsoffreedom.org&p=9943 

Click this link, or copy and paste the address into your browser. 
[Trueman Tuck]  

This is a free subscriber based information service and is not for commercial purposes. We have a strict anti-spam policy. Should you be receiving this by accident and wish to be removed please either call toll free in NA 1-800-258-1556 or other 1-613-968-2613. To request removal by email click here (myrights@friendsoffreedom.org) 

Dear , 

We at Friends of Freedom considered the following article interesting and wanted to send it to you. 

Urgent - Press Release – For immediate distribution. 

October 22, 2003 Belleville, Ontario 

The Health Freedom Bill C-420 that our group help draft in March, 2003 to stop Health Canada’s illegal and prejudicial harassment of our natural health industry passed second reading tonight by a margin of 124 to 85! 

WE WERE PROMISED LEGISLATIVE CHANGE TO CREATE A UNIQUE THIRD CATEGORY THAT TREATED OUR APPROXIMATELY 60,000 NATURAL HEALTH PRODUCTS AS NON-DRUGS [see links below for history]. 

Thank you to those brave democracy believing MP’s from all parties that supported our Health Freedom bill, and beware to those MP’s that continue to betray the over 1,000,000 voters who were promised in 1998 through to 2001 that “an appropriate non-drug style regulatory environment would be created by new legislation to provide all Canadians with ‘INFORMED FREEDOM OF CHOICE”. 

Historic Victory for Health Freedom in Canada’s Parliament today 

Date: (2003-10-22 23:58:09 EST) 
Topic: Health Canada 

URL: http://friendsoffreedom.org/article.php?sid=2284 

You can read interesting articles at Friends of Freedom 
- Advocates for Democracy & Justice 
http://friendsoffreedom.org 
. 

Phone: (613) 968-2613 
Fax: (613) 968-3215 
Email: myrights@friendsoffreedom.org 
Address: P.O. Box 22099, Belleville, Ontario Canada K8N 5V7 

