
SCHEDULE “A” – NOTICE OF MOTION 

THE MOTION IS FOR:

(a) An order striking out the Plaintiff’s Claim (the “Claim”) on the basis that it is 

inflammatory, a waste of time, a nuisance or an abuse of the court’s process;

(b) An order dismissing the Claim;

(c) In the alternative, an order staying this action in favour of arbitration;

(d) costs of this motion and the action; and 

(e) Such further and other relief as to this Honourable Court may seem just. 

THE GROUNDS FOR THE MOTION ARE:

(a) The Plaintiff commenced this action by way of Plaintiff’s Claim dated February 8, 

2023. The Claim alleges, among other things, that American Wagering, Inc. 

(“AWI”) misinterpreted the applicable terms and conditions of the wagers such that 

it breached the contract between AWI and the Plaintiff. The Plaintiff appears to 

plead, in the alternative, that AWI was unjustly enriched by its conduct. 

(b) The Plaintiff initiated a formal dispute with iGaming Ontario (“iGO”) on January 12, 

2023 alleging the same breach of contract alleged in the Claim. iGO reviewed the 

Plaintiff’s complaint and determined that the Plaintiff’s wagers were settled 

properly pursuant to the applicable terms and conditions. 
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(c) Given the determination of iGO, the Claim is inflammatory, a waste of time, a 

nuisance or an abuse of this Court’s process because: 

(i) the Claim is res judicata. It raises the same issues between the Plaintiff and 

AWI as before iGO and which have already been finally determined, 

making it issue estopped. 

(ii) the Claim is inflammatory and is intended to caste AWI in a negative light. 

(iii) the Claim is part of the Plaintiff’s business strategy to create publicity for 

his gambling and gambling education business. 

(iv) this Court does not have the ability to judicially review the decision of iGO 

and it would be an abuse of process for this Court to consider the matter 

de novo. 

(d) As part of making the wagers, the applicable terms and conditions accepted by the 

Plaintiff contained an arbitration clause covering the matters alleged in the Claim. 

Pursuant to the Arbitration Act, 1991, SO 1991, c 17, as amended, this Claim must 

be stayed in favour of arbitration. 

(e) Rules 1.03 and 12.02 of the Rules of the Small Claims Court, O Reg 258/98, as 

amended;

(f) Sections 7 and 17 of the Arbitration Act, 1991, SO 1991, c 17, as amended; and 

(g) Such further and other grounds as the lawyers may advise and this Court may 

permit.  
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THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE will be used at the hearing of the Motion:  

(a) The Plaintiff’s Claim and the documents incorporated by reference therein; 

(b) The affidavit of Lisa Rankin dated January 11, 2024; and

(c) Such further and other evidence as the lawyers may advise and this Honourable 

Court may permit. 
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TEXT OF STATUTES, REGULATIONS & BY-LAWS:

1. Arbitration Act, 1991, SO 1991, c 17

Stay
7 (1) If a party to an arbitration agreement commences a proceeding in respect of a 
matter to be submitted to arbitration under the agreement, the court in which the 
proceeding is commenced shall, on the motion of another party to the arbitration 
agreement, stay the proceeding. 1991, c. 17, s. 7 (1).

Exceptions
(2) However, the court may refuse to stay the proceeding in any of the following cases:

1. A party entered into the arbitration agreement while under a legal incapacity.

2. The arbitration agreement is invalid.

3. The subject-matter of the dispute is not capable of being the subject of arbitration 
under Ontario law.

4. The motion was brought with undue delay.

5. The matter is a proper one for default or summary judgment. 1991, c. 17, s. 7 (2).

Rulings and objections re jurisdiction
Arbitral tribunal may rule on own jurisdiction
17 (1) An arbitral tribunal may rule on its own jurisdiction to conduct the arbitration and 
may in that connection rule on objections with respect to the existence or validity of the 
arbitration agreement. 1991, c. 17, s. 17 (1).

Independent agreement
(2) If the arbitration agreement forms part of another agreement, it shall, for the 
purposes of a ruling on jurisdiction, be treated as an independent agreement that may 
survive even if the main agreement is found to be invalid. 1991, c. 17, s. 17 (2).

Time for objections to jurisdiction

arbitration shall make the objection no later than the beginning of the hearing or, if there 
is no hearing, no later than the first occasion on which the party submits a statement to 
the tribunal. 1991, c. 17, s. 17 (3).

(4) The fact that a party has appointed or participated in the appointment of an arbitrator 
does not prevent the party from making an objection to jurisdiction. 1991, c. 17, s. 17 
(4).
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Time for objections, exceeding authority
(5) A party who has an objection that the arbitral tribunal is exceeding its authority shall 

raised during the arbitration. 1991, c. 17, s. 17 (5).

Later objections
(6) Despite section 4, if the arbitral tribunal considers the delay justified, a party may 
make an objection after the time limit referred to in subsection (3) or (5), as the case 
may be, has expired. 1991, c. 17, s. 17 (6).

Ruling
(7) The arbitral tribunal may rule on an objection as a preliminary question or may deal 
with it in an award. 1991, c. 17, s. 17 (7).

Review by court
(8) If the arbitral tribunal rules on an objection as a preliminary question, a party may, 
within thirty days after receiving notice of the ruling, make an application to the court to 
decide the matter. 1991, c. 17, s. 17 (8).

No appeal
1991, c. 17, s. 17 (9).

Arbitration may continue
(10) While an application is pending, the arbitral tribunal may continue the arbitration 
and make an award. 1991, c. 17, s. 17 (10).

2. Courts of Justice Act, RSO 1990, c C.43

Summary hearings

25 The Small Claims Court shall hear and determine in a summary way all questions of 
law and fact and may make such order as is considered just and agreeable to good 
conscience. R.S.O. 1990, c. C.43, s. 25.

3. Criminal Code, RSC, 1985, c C-46

Permitted lotteries

207 (1) Notwithstanding any of the provisions of this Part relating to gaming and betting, 
it is lawful
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(a) for the government of a province, either alone or in conjunction with the government 
of another province, to conduct and manage a lottery scheme in that province, or in that 
and the other province, in accordance with any law enacted by the legislature of that 
province;

(b) for a charitable or religious organization, pursuant to a licence issued by the 
Lieutenant Governor in Council of a province or by such other person or authority in the 
province as may be specified by the Lieutenant Governor in Council thereof, to conduct 
and manage a lottery scheme in that province if the proceeds from the lottery scheme 
are used for a charitable or religious object or purpose;

(c) for the board of a fair or of an exhibition, or an operator of a concession leased by 
that board, to conduct and manage a lottery scheme in a province where the Lieutenant 
Governor in Council of the province or such other person or authority in the province as 
may be specified by the Lieutenant Governor in Council thereof has

(i) designated that fair or exhibition as a fair or exhibition where a lottery scheme 
may be conducted and managed, and

(ii) issued a licence for the conduct and management of a lottery scheme to that 
board or operator;

(d) for any person, pursuant to a licence issued by the Lieutenant Governor in Council 
of a province or by such other person or authority in the province as may be specified 
by the Lieutenant Governor in Council thereof, to conduct and manage a lottery scheme 
at a public place of amusement in that province if

(i) the amount or value of each prize awarded does not exceed five hundred 
dollars, and

(ii) the money or other valuable consideration paid to secure a chance to win a 
prize does not exceed two dollars;

(e) for the government of a province to agree with the government of another province 
that lots, cards or tickets in relation to a lottery scheme that is by any of paragraphs (a) 
to (d) authorized to be conducted and managed in that other province may be sold in
the province;

(f) for any person, pursuant to a licence issued by the Lieutenant Governor in Council of 
a province or such other person or authority in the province as may be designated by 
the Lieutenant Governor in Council thereof, to conduct and manage in the province a 
lottery scheme that is authorized to be conducted and managed in one or more other 
provinces where the authority by which the lottery scheme was first authorized to be 
conducted and managed consents thereto;

(g) for any person, for the purpose of a lottery scheme that is lawful in a province under 
any of paragraphs (a) to (f), to do anything in the province, in accordance with the 
applicable law or licence, that is required for the conduct, management or operation of 
the lottery scheme or for the person to participate in the scheme; and
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(h) for any person to make or print anywhere in Canada or to cause to be made or 
printed anywhere in Canada anything relating to gaming and betting that is to be used in 
a place where it is or would, if certain conditions provided by law are met, be lawful to 
use such a thing, or to send, transmit, mail, ship, deliver or allow to be sent, transmitted, 
mailed, shipped or delivered or to accept for carriage or transport or convey any such 
thing where the destination thereof is such a place.

Terms and conditions of licence

(2) Subject to this Act, a licence issued by or under the authority of the Lieutenant 
Governor in Council of a province as described in paragraph (1)(b), (c), (d) or (f) may 
contain such terms and conditions relating to the conduct, management and operation 
of or participation in the lottery scheme to which the licence relates as the Lieutenant 
Governor in Council of that province, the person or authority in the province designated 
by the Lieutenant Governor in Council thereof or any law enacted by the legislature of 
that province may prescribe.

Offence

(3) Every one who, for the purposes of a lottery scheme, does anything that is not 
authorized by or pursuant to a provision of this section

(a) in the case of the conduct, management or operation of that lottery scheme,

(i) is guilty of an indictable offence and liable to imprisonment for a term 
not exceeding two years, or

(ii) is guilty of an offence punishable on summary conviction; or

(b) in the case of participating in that lottery scheme, is guilty of an offence 
punishable on summary conviction.

Definition of lottery scheme

(4) In this section, lottery scheme means a game or any proposal, scheme, plan, 
means, device, contrivance or operation described in any of paragraphs 206(1)(a) to 
(g), whether or not it involves betting, pool selling or a pool system of betting other than

(a) three-card monte, punch board or coin table;

(b) bookmaking, pool selling or the making or recording of bets, including bets 
made through the agency of a pool or pari-mutuel system, on any horse-race; or

(c) for the purposes of paragraphs (1)(b) to (f), a game or proposal, scheme, 
plan, means, device, contrivance or operation described in any of paragraphs 
206(1)(a) to (g) that is operated on or through a computer, video device, slot 
machine or a dice game.

Definition of slot machine

(4.01) In paragraph 4(c), slot machine means any automatic machine or slot machine, 
other than any automatic machine or slot machine that dispenses as prizes only one or 
more free games on that machine, that
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(a) is used or intended to be used for any purpose other than selling 
merchandise or services; or

(b) is used or intended to be used for the purpose of selling merchandise or 
services if

(i) the result of one of any number of operations of the machine is a matter 
of chance or uncertainty to the operator,

(ii) as a result of a given number of successive operations by the operator, 
the machine produces different results, or

(iii) on any operation of the machine, it discharges or emits a slug or 
token.

Exception charitable or religious organization

(4.1) The use of a computer for the sale of a ticket, selection of a winner or the 
distribution of a prize in a raffle, including a 50/50 draw, is excluded from paragraph 
(4)(c) in so far as the raffle is authorized under paragraph (1)(b) and the proceeds are 
used for a charitable or religious object or purpose.

Exception re: pari-mutuel betting

(5) For greater certainty, nothing in this section shall be construed as authorizing the 
making or recording of bets on horse-races through the agency of a pari-mutuel system 
other than in accordance with section 204.

4. Gaming Control Act, 1992, SO 1992, c 24

Rules of play

3.7 The Board may approve in writing rules of play for the playing of lottery schemes 
conducted and managed by the Ontario Lottery and Gaming Corporation or by the 
lottery subsidiary if the regulations have not prescribed rules of play. 1999, c. 12, 
Sched. L, s. 19 (6); 2002, c. 18, Sched. E, s. 4 (4); 2011, c. 9, Sched. 17, s. 4; 2020, c. 
36, Sched. 18, s. 2.

Other standards and requirements

3.8 (1) If the regulations have not prescribed standards and requirements for a matter 
described in this section, the Registrar may establish in writing standards and 
requirements for the conduct, management and operation of gaming sites, lottery 
schemes or businesses related to a gaming site or a lottery scheme or for goods or 
services related to that conduct, management or operation if the standards and 
requirements deal with,

(a) prohibiting or restricting certain persons from entering gaming sites or playing 
lottery schemes;
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(b) the prevention of unlawful activities;

(c) the integrity of a lottery scheme;

(d) surveillance, security and access related to gaming sites or lottery schemes;

(e) internal controls;

(f) the protection of assets, including money and money equivalents;

(g) the protection of players and responsible gambling; and

(h) the keeping of records, including financial records. 2011, c. 9, Sched. 17, s. 5.

Not regulations

(2) Standards and requirements that the Registrar establishes under subsection (1) are 
not regulations within the meaning of Part III (Regulations) of the Legislation Act, 
2006. 2011, c. 9, Sched. 17, s. 5.

Duty of compliance

(3) Registrants shall comply with standards and requirements that the Registrar 
establishes under subsection (1). 2011, c. 9, Sched. 17, s. 5.

5. Judicial Review Procedures Act, RSO 1990, c J.1

Time for bringing application
5 (1) Unless another Act provides otherwise, an application for judicial review shall be 
made no later than 30 days after the date the decision or matter for which judicial review 
is being sought was made or occurred, subject to subsection (2). 2020, c. 11, Sched. 
10, s. 2.

Extension
(2) The court may, on such terms as it considers proper, extend the time for making an 
application for judicial review if it is satisfied that there are apparent grounds for relief 
and that no substantial prejudice or hardship will result to any person affected by reason 
of the delay. 2020, c. 11, Sched. 10, s. 2.

Same, other Acts
(3) Subsection (2) applies with respect to any limitation of time for the bringing of an 
application for judicial review under any other Act, unless that Act expressly provides 
otherwise. 2020, c. 11, Sched. 10, s. 2.

Transition
(4) Subsection (1) applies with respect to the judicial review of a decision that is made 
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or of a matter that occurs on or after the day section 2 of Schedule 10 to the Smarter 
and Stronger Justice Act, 2020 comes into force. 2020, c. 11, Sched. 10, s. 2.

6. Rules of the Small Claims Court, O Reg 258/98

General Principle
1.03 (1) These rules shall be liberally construed to secure the just, most expeditious and 
least expensive determination of every proceeding on its merits in accordance with 
section 25 of the Courts of Justice Act.  O. Reg. 258/98, r. 1.03 (1).Motion to Strike out 
or Amend a Document

Motion to Strike out or Amend a Document
12.02 (1) The court may, on motion, strike out or amend all or part of any document 
that,

(a) discloses no reasonable cause of action or defence;

(b) may delay or make it difficult to have a fair trial; or

(c) is inflammatory, a waste of time, a nuisance,
process. O. Reg. 78/06, s. 26.

(2) In connection with an order striking out or amending a document under subrule (1), 
the court may do one or more of the following:

1. In the case of a claim, order that the action be stayed or dismissed.

2. In the case of a defence, strike out the defence and grant judgment.

2.1 In the case of a motion, order that the motion be stayed or dismissed.

3. Impose such terms as are just. O. Reg. 78/06, s. 26; Reg. 44/14, s. 11 (2).

Penalty
19.06 If the court is satisfied that a party has unduly complicated or prolonged an action 
or has otherwise acted unreasonably, the court may order the party to pay an amount 
as compensation to another party. O. Reg. 78/06, s. 39.

7. Rules of Civil Procedure, RRO 1990, Reg 194

Where Available
To Any Party on a Question of Law

21.01 (1) A party may move before a judge,
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(a) for the determination, before trial, of a question of law raised by a pleading in an 
action where the determination of the question may dispose of all or part of the 
action, substantially shorten the trial or result in a substantial saving of costs; or

(b) to strike out a pleading on the ground that it discloses no reasonable cause of 
action or defence,

and the judge may make an order or grant judgment accordingly. R.R.O. 1990, Reg. 
194, r. 21.01 (1).

(2) No evidence is admissible on a motion,

(a) under clause (1) (a), except with leave of a judge or on consent of the parties;

(b) under clause (1) (b). R.R.O. 1990, Reg. 194, r. 21.01 (2).

To Defendant

(3) A defendant may move before a judge to have an action stayed or dismissed on the 
ground that,

Jurisdiction

(a) the court has no jurisdiction over the subject matter of the action;

Capacity

(b) the plaintiff is without legal capacity to commence or continue the action or the 
defendant does not have the legal capacity to be sued;

Another Proceeding Pending

(c) another proceeding is pending in Ontario or another jurisdiction between the 
same parties in respect of the same subject matter; or

Action Frivolous, Vexatious or Abuse of Process

(d) the action is frivolous or vexatious or is otherwise an abuse of the process of the 
court,

and the judge may make an order or grant judgment accordingly. R.R.O. 1990, Reg. 
194, r. 21.01 (3).
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8. Lottery Subsidiary iGaming Ontario Regulation, O Reg 722/21

Prescribed objects and duties

4. For the purposes of clause 6.1 (1) (b) of the Act, the following are prescribed as 
objects and duties of the Corporation:

1. To develop, undertake and organize prescribed online lottery schemes.

2. To promote responsible gaming with respect to prescribed online lottery schemes.

3. To conduct and manage prescribed online lottery schemes in accordance with 
the Criminal Code (Canada) and the Gaming Control Act, 1992 and the 
regulations made under those Acts.
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- AFFIDAVIT

I, Lisa Rankin, of the City of Las Vegas, in the State of Nevada in the United States of 

America, AFFIRM AND SAY:

1. I am Vice-President of Compliance and Licensing AWI ,

and, as such, have knowledge of the matters contained in this Affidavit. In preparing my 

3 Claim

of which is attached as A .

American Wagering, Inc.

2. AWI is a corporation incorporated pursuant to the laws of Nevada. AWI is a subsidiary of 

Caesars Entertainment, Inc. which is primarily a U.S.-based operator of casinos and other 

gaming- and gambling-related ventures, most commonly known for the Caesars brand of 

casinos and sportsbook. In Ontario, AWI operates an online sports betting and gaming website 

and mobile application known as Caesars Sportsbook. AWI is a licensed iGaming Operator in 

AGCO

iGO

responsible for online gaming.

The Plaintiff

3. The Plaintiff, Matthew Daniel Buchalter, has an online presence and purports to be a 

professional gambler. He appears to operate a website, plusevanalytics.wordpress.com and 

also has an X (formerly Twitter) account, @PlusEVAnalytics, with 22.6k followers as of the date 

of my affidavit.
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as B . Since commencing the Claim, I understand that X account has 

gained thousands of followers.

The Underlying Dispute

4. The Plaintiff placed 9 wagers using Caesars Sportsbook between June and August 

Wagers

Wagers bet on certain outcomes relating to the National Football League season. Ultimately, 

none of those outcomes occurred and in January 2023 all of the Wagers were settled as losses 

except one, which was voided. These settlements were 

Betting Rules House Rules .

5. House Rules and, based on the 

facts alleged in the Claim, initiated a formal dispute with iGO on January 12, 2023. The 

Claim.

6. n January 27, 2023, when iGO 

dispute resolution procedure. iGO requested an explanation as to the settlement of the Wagers 

7. On January 30, 2023, AWI provided iGO with the requested information. The information 

we provided was consistent with what AWI had previously provided to the AGCO on January 

11, 2023 and which the AGCO had confirmed it had no concerns with.

8.

House Rules and that the Wagers were settled correctly. From Appendix 5 of the Claim, the 

Plaintiff was informed of that on the same day.
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9. For AWI, 

and many other iGaming Operators in Ontario, such determinations by iGO are, in practice, 

final. A determination from the dispute resolution process is, in essence, a direction from iGO on 

decisions.

The Plaintiff Commences this Proceeding

10. The Claim was commenced on February 8, 2023. I understand from our team that it was 

. That same day, 

the Plaintiff posted about the Claim to his website. A copy of that webpage, as contained in 

C .

11. Following the commencement of the Claim, the Plaintiff engaged in a campaign trying to 

(a) On February 14, 2023, Canadian Gaming Business released an article about

dispute with AWI. The Plaintiff is quoted in the article and the author suggests that they also 

reached out to AWI and the AGCO for comment

Defence, is attached as D .

(b) On or about February 23, 2023, Gambling with an Edge posted a podcast on which the 

portion of the podcast and he discusses these 

proceedings as well as the course the Plaintiff teaches and sells on sports betting. The 

Plaintiff directs listeners to his website. The Plaintiff also makes a comment suggesting that 

he would never agree to any settlements that included confidentiality terms. The hosts also 
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encourage people to follow the Plaintiff on Twitter. I retrieved a copy of the podcast at this 

URL: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zjZGwdtqJCA.

(c) On March 2, 2023, 

The Plaintiff is quoted in the article. At the time of its publication, the article notes that the 

Plaintiff had approximately 18.5k Twitter followers. A copy of the article, as contained in 

E .

AWI Serves a Defence

12. While the Plaintiff did not properly name AWI nor did he properly serve the Claim, to 

avoid any potential default and the potential regulatory implications arising for AWI, AWI served 

its Defence on March 6, 2023.

The Plaintiff Continues His Publicity Campaign

13.

his website. A copy of that webpage is attached as F .

14. On March 29, 2023, Always Betting posted a podcast on which the Plaintiff appeared. I 

listened to the podcast and the Plaintiff discusses these proceedings. The Plaintiff also makes 

. The Plaintiff also directs listeners 

also encourage people to follow the Plaintiff on 

Twitter. I retrieved a copy of the podcast at this URL: 

https://podcasters.spotify.com/pod/show/alwaysbetting/episodes/S2-Ep-65---At-war-with-the-

Roman-Empire-Feat--PlusEVAnalytics-e21agjj.
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15. On April 26, 2023, The Theory of Daily Fantasy Sports posted a podcast on which the 

Plaintiff appeared. I listened to the podcast and the Plaintiff discuses these proceedings and 

The Plaintiff also suggests that these 

proceedings are not about the money at issue and that iGO knows very little about the industry. 

I retrieved a copy of the podcast at this URL: https://theoryofdfs.podbean.com/e/103-death-

faking-budget.

16. While I have not attempted to gather and append each and every post the Plaintiff has 

X, the Plaintiff has made several such posts prior to and 

where he C

Procedural History

17.

counsel on November 1, 2023. A copy of the endorsement is attached as G .

The Arbitration Agreement

18. The Plaintiff, as part of registering an account with AWI, agreed to the General 

GTS . A copy of the GTS, 

attached as H .

19. The GTS contains an arbitration agreement at section 30:

30. ARBITRATION. Excluding those disputes identified in Section 28 above and 
disputes which are subject to the iGaming Ontario Customer Care and Player 
Dispute Resolution Policy, any claims or controversy arising out of or relating to 
the Agreements, including the determination of the scope or applicability of the 
Agreements and our use of electronic services providers, shall be determined by 
confidential arbitration by a single arbitrator seated in Toronto, Ontario. The 
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arbitration shall be administered by ICDR Canada pursuant to its Canadian 
Arbitration Rules. The language of the arbitration shall be English. The award of 
the arbitrator shall be binding and final on all parties, and not subject to appeal 
on any question of law, fact, or mixed fact and law. Judgment on the award 
rendered may be entered in any court having jurisdiction. The prevailing party 
shall be entitled to reasonable legal fees and expenses. The arbitrator may not 
award any incidental, indirect, special, or consequential damages, including, but 
not limited to, damages for lost profits. If any part of the Agreements is found to 
be invalid, illegal or unenforceable in any respect, it will not affect the validity of 
the remainder of the Agreements, which shall remain valid and enforceable 
according to their terms. No waiver of any breach or default of the Agreements 
shall be deemed to be a waiver of any preceding or subsequent breach or 
default.

20. The arbitration clause requires arbitration of any claims or controversy arising out of or 

claims or controversies relating to the House Rules were intended to be arbitrated. The 

arbitration is to be administered by ICDR Canada in Toronto pursuant to its Canadian Arbitration 

Rules. A copy of I . A copy of ICDR 

are attached as J .

21. The arbitration clause contains two narrow exceptions: (1) disputes identified in section 

22. Section 28 relates to, among other things, technical issues with wagers and the process 

to resolve those issues. For example, if a player had won a bet paying out $100 and received 

only $10 due to some technical issue with our software or platform, they would notify AWI 

pursuant to section 28 to resolve that issue. Section 28 does not relate to the legal interpretation 

of the House Rules.

23. broader and allow a player to 

seek

complaints a player may have with a gambling product conducted and managed by iGO and 

offered by iGaming Operators as agents of iGO. Given the smaller amounts at issue in most 
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dispute resolution process provides a 

proportionate remedy to players without the need for expensive court proceedings. As the 

Plaintiff admits in the Claim, he engaged dispute resolution process on January 12, 2023.

Standards for Internet Gaming

24.

iGO and AWI in their supply of internet gaming. Excerpted copies of those standards are 

collectively attached as K .

AFFIRMED remotely by Lisa Rankin of the 
City of Las Vegas, in the State of Nevada in 
the United States of America, before me at 
the City of Toronto, in the Province of Ontario, 
on January 11, 2024 in accordance with 
O. Reg. 431/20, Administering Oath or 
Declaration Remotely.

Commissioner for Taking Affidavits

Sahil Kesar LSO# 83583C

Lisa Rankin
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This is Exhibit “A” referred to in the Affidavit of Lisa Rankin 
affirmed January 11, 2024. 

Commissioner for Taking Affidavits (or as may be) 

SAHIL KESAR - LSO# 83583C
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