
YEAR-END UPDATE 

I have pasted below a copy of an email I sent to the PC Party Executive just before 
Christmas. The letter is a good summary of what has transpired since the hearing in 
late October, as well as my request of the party executive. 

As you can see, I have made attempts to continue the process, according to the 
judge’s ruling/decision. 

I apologize for not updating you sooner. Up until recently, the situation changed so 
often that each draft message I wrote to you was out-of-date before I could send it. 

This letter, to members of the PC Party of Ontario executive, is meant to advise them 
of their responsibility, as the governing body of our party, to hear the appeal for our 
membership’s right to elect their candidate. I am still hopeful that they will choose to 
stand up for democracy, for the rights of the members of the party in Simcoe-Grey. 

Thank you for following this and most of all for your ongoing support. I am still in 
regular contact with many of you who wanted someone to fight for your right to elect 
your local PC candidate. Many thanks to those of you who made donations to help 
defray some of the legal costs I incurred. I was overwhelmed by the generosity shown 
to me, both financial as well as gracious encouragement and advice. 

Whatever happens next, I promise to keep you posted, as always (even if it sometimes 
takes a little longer than it should!). I know everyone was looking forward to the holiday 
break, and maybe some skiing and/or sunshine, but I’ll check my emails often and I’d 
love to hear from you. 

In the meantime, best wishes to you and your loved ones this Christmas season - and 
more wishes for peace and joy in 2022. 

Stella 

+++++ 

Email sent to party executive December 21, 2021 

Re: Termination of nomination process in Simcoe-Grey/Protest pursuant to 
Article 27, Constitution of the PC Party of Ontario 

Dear PC Party of Ontario executive member, 

As you are aware, on June 3rd the PCPO Executive’s Provincial Nomination Committee 
(PNC) ended the nomination process in Simcoe-Grey. The process had been underway 



for approximately eight months with hundreds of new members signed up, and four 
candidates approved, of which I was one. 

I immediately filed an appeal/protest/complaint, pursuant to the party constitution 
(27.5) and the nomination rules (paragraph 21). That appeal/protest/complaint was not 
heard by the party executive as provided for under the constitution. Nor was it even 
heard by a Board of Appeal as set out under the nomination rules. Instead, I received 
an email from Patrick Harris (4th vice president of the party, and chair of the PNC for 
Simcoe-Grey). Mr. Harris reported that he deemed my appeal invalid, stating that the 
PNC’s termination of the nomination process and appointment of a candidate “is not 
open to review or challenge.” 

I retained legal counsel, and through him, made further attempts to deal with the 
matter internally, within the party and pursuant to the party’s constitution. However the 
party’s lawyer, Arthur Hamilton, acting on your behalf, advised my lawyer that the party 
was not agreeable to any consideration of my complaint/appeal/protest. 

At that point I filed an application with the Ontario Superior Court. My application 
asked the court to find that ending an eight-month nomination contest with four 
candidates was contrary to the party’s constitution, and to order a democratic 
nomination meeting to be held. 

My application was heard in court on October 29, 2021, and after hearing arguments, 
Justice Edward Belobaba “stayed” the matter. Justice Belobaba’s reason for staying 
the application was that he believed I had not exhausted the party’s internal appeal 
processes. This means that my application may indeed be brought back for a hearing 
before a judge at a future date, but only after the exhaustion of the party’s appeal 
process. 

Despite the wording of Patrick Harris’ June email that purported to bar any further 
appeal or protest within the party, both PC Party staffer (Gareth Neilson), under 
examination, and the party’s lawyer (Arthur Hamilton) conceded – but only once the 
matter was headed to court – that there was indeed still an appeal route open to me 
through the party. Justice Belobaba relied on these representations when he made his 
ruling. 

That is why I am writing to you today. 

This letter is my request that the party executive hear and consider my protest, 
pursuant to Article 27 of the party constitution, particularly sections 27.5 and 27.6, 
which state: 

27.5 Any person seeking nomination at a convention called by a recognized Riding 
Association for the purpose of the nomination of a candidate to the Legislature may 



protest any matter in respect of the convention by submitting a complaint in writing 
within five (5) days to the Secretary of the Party. 

27.6 The Executive shall meet to consider the complaint and shall forthwith 
communicate its decision to the person seeking nomination. 

Having failed to assemble a Board of Appeal, VP Patrick Harris and the PNC effectively 
short-circuited the appeal process, and, without a Board of Appeal decision, there was 
no subsequent appeal to you, the party executive. This, even though 27.6 of the 
Constitution requires that the Executive “shall meet” to consider the 
complaint/appeal/protest. To the extent Justice Belobaba was correct that the appeal 
process had not been exhausted, I respectfully maintain this was through no fault of 
mine. Instead, this was the result of various decisions made by officers of the PC Party. 

The executive is, in sum, obliged by the constitution to “meet to consider” my 
complaint/appeal/protest. 

I appreciate that you may be wondering why so many weeks have passed between the 
judge’s ruling and this request to the executive. The reason is that I was attempting, 
through my counsel, to secure a guarantee from the party’s lawyer that I would not be 
disparaged in any internal party proceeding, after I was severely and falsely disparaged 
in the litigation process. 

During my cross-examination, the party’s lawyer – presumably under instruction from 
certain individuals in the party - accused me of criminal and unethical behaviour, 
accusations which would be slanderous had they been made outside the privileged 
context of a legal proceeding. At the hearing in October, Justice Belobaba questioned 
why the party’s lawyer had attempted to present such irrelevant distractions, and 
noted that he had completely ignored them. 

As a result of the slander I endured during the proceeding, my lawyer advised the 
party’s lawyer that I would only take part in party proceeding if I could be guaranteed 
that I would not be disparaged and defamed further. Despite the judge’s 
admonishment during the hearing, the party’s lawyer refused, and also refused to 
agree to other reasonable conditions for any internal party proceeding – once again, 
presumably under instruction from certain individuals in the party. 

Nevertheless, I feel bound by the judge’s order to exhaust the party’s processes. I am 
therefore asking the party executive to fulfil its duty under Article 27 of the constitution, 
and consider my complaint, as summarized in my application materials filed in the 
Superior Court of Justice (to which the party’s lawyer previously agreed). I am also 
coming directly to the executive because I believe it understands the importance of 
safeguarding the reputation of the party’s long-time members and would grant a fair 
hearing free of gratuitous slander. In light of the party’s lawyer’s refusal to guarantee 
me “safe passage,” I must make this appeal directly to the executive. 



At this point, I can understand why the reaction of any conscientious executive 
member would be something along the lines of: “We let the nomination committee and 
the lawyers handle it, so let’s not get involved now.” But the party’s lawyer told Justice 
Belobaba in open court that I still have a right to be heard by the party. Put simply, the 
party’s own lawyer has put you in the position of having to hear my protest. 

That hearing is what I hoped would happen from the beginning. I never wanted to go to 
court. I never wanted to have to protest a candidate’s appointment. All that I and 
hundreds of local PCs wanted was the open, public and democratic nomination that 
we were working towards, and that is required under the constitution. 

Given that so many executive members have been through their own democratic 
elections, I am confident that you will see this matter from that perspective. As a proud 
Progressive Conservative, I ask you to provide the fair hearing to which I and the 
membership of Simcoe-Grey are entitled pursuant both to the provisions of our party 
constitution and the rules of natural justice. 

Yours truly, 

 
Stella Ambler 
Member of the PC Party of Ontario since 1985 
Former GTA RVP, PC Party of Ontario 
Former Deputy Director of Operations, PC Party of Ontario 
Former Member of Parliament 

  

 
http://www.stellaambler.com/ 

 


