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DR. FERNAND GASTON VINCENT NADON a.k.a DR. VINCENT NADON,
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NOTICE OF MOTION

THE PLAINTIFFS will bring a motion to the Court on June 25, 2020 at 10:00 a.m. via
teleconference, per the Case Conference Order and Direction of Justice C. MacLeod dated May
8, 2020.
PROPOSED METHOD OF HEARING: The motion is to be heard via teleconference.
THE MOTION IS FOR:
1. An Order pursuant to Rule 30.10(1) of the Rules of Civil Procedure requiring the Ottawa Police
Service to produce the complete and unedited copy of their investigative file with respect to
its investigation of the Defendant, Dr. Vincent Nadon, for sexual assault and voyeurism
charges arsing out of his practice at the University of Ottawa Health Services clinic, including
the notes of the investigating officers, investigation reports, witness statements, 911
recordings, contact information of victims, photographs, videos, and any other documents
relating to the investigation;
2. An Order pursuant to Rule 30.10(1) of the Rules of Civil Procedure requiring the Ministry of
the Attorney General to produce a complete and unedited copy of the Crown Brief relating to
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the charges laid against Dr. Nadon for the above noted matter, including copies of all
evidence, briefs, and any other documents related to the charges; and
3. Such further and other relief as this Honourable Court deems just.
THE GROUNDS FOR THIS MOTION ARE:
1. The Plaintiffs and putative Class Members were patients of the Defendant, Dr. Vincent Nadon,
a physician who had a medical practice at the University of Ottawa Health Services (“UOHS”)
clinic;
2. In January 2018, the Ottawa Police Service charged Dr. Nadon with sexual assault and
voyeurism after one of his patients complained that he filmed her disrobing without consent
during a medical examination;
3. Subsequent to a news release about these charges, additional patients of Dr. Nadon came
forward to the Ottawa Police Service with similar allegations against Dr. Nadon;
4. On December 5, 2018, Dr. Nadon was found guilty of 2 counts of voyeurism and 12 counts of
sexual assault contrary to the Criminal Code, and was sentenced to 8 years in prison;
5. On April 15, 2020, the College of Physicians and Surgeons of Ontario revoked Dr. Nadon’s
certificate of registration to practice medicine;
6. The Plaintiffs bring this action pursuant to the Class Proceeding Act, 1992 on their own behalf
and on behalf of patients of Dr. Nadon, who practiced medicine at UOHS;
7. This action includes a derivative Family Law Act claim for family members of the patients;
8. The Plaintiffs issued a Statement of Claim dated June 27, 2018;
9. The Plaintiffs amended the Statement of Claim on or about October 31, 2019, to add the
UOHS and 866520 Ontario Ltd. as defendants, and to add N.T. as a Plaintiff;
10. The Defendant, Dr. Vincent Nadon, served a Notice of Intent to Defend dated July 19, 2018;
11. The Defendant, the University of Ottawa, served a Notice of Intent to Defend dated July 12,
2018;
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12. The Defendants, University of Ottawa Health Services and 866520 Ontario Ltd., served a
Notice of Intent to Defend dated January 30, 2020;
13. Justice McLeod granted leave to bring this Wagg motion via teleconference returnable before
him on June 25, 2020, per his Case Conference Order and Direction dated May 8, 2020;
14. The investigation into Dr. Nadon was conducted by the Ottawa Police Service, which is in
possession of material relevant to the determination of liability, damages, and certification of
this action as a class proceeding;
15. The Ministry of the Attorney General is in possession of relevant materials used in the criminal
proceeding against Dr. Nadon, and said materials are relevant to the determination of liability,
damages and certification of this action as a class proceeding;
16. Rules 1.03, 2.03, 30.10, 37 and 57 of the Rules of Civil Procedure; and
17. Such further and other grounds as counsel may advise and this Honourable Court may deem
just.
THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE will be used at the hearing of the motion:
1. The sworn affidavit of Christopher Lupis;
2. Such further and other evidence as counsel may request and this Honourable Court may
deem just.
May 22, 2020
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EXHIBIT “A”

5/13/2020

CPSO - Doctor Details Print

THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION WAS OBTAINED FROM THE DOCTOR SEARCH SECTION OF THE WEBSITE
OF THE COLLEGE OF PHYSICIANS AND SURGEONS OF ONTARIO WWW.CPSO.ON.CA
Date: 13/05/20 12:05:11 PM

Nadon, Fernand Gaston Vincent
CPSO#: 57720
MEMBER STATUS

Revoked: Discipline Committee as of 15 Apr 2020

CPSO REGISTRATION CLASS

None as of 15 Apr 2020

Summary
Former Name: No Former Name
Gender: Male
Languages Spoken: English, French, Spanish
Education:University of Ottawa, 1984

Practice Information
PRIMARY LOCATION OF PRACTICE
Practice Address Not Available

Professional Corporation Information
Corporation Name: Vincent Nadon Medicine Professional Corporation
Certi cate of Authorization Status: Inactive: Feb 6 2019

Specialties
SPECIALTY

ISSUED ON

TYPE

No Speciality Reported

Registration History

https://doctors.cpso.on.ca//Doctor-Details-Print.aspx?view=5&id=57720&ref-no=0043742
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ACTION

ISSUE DATE

First certi cate of registration issued: Independent Practice
Certi cate

Effective: 17 Sep
1986

Suspension of registration imposed: Inquiries, Complaints and
Repo

Effective: 17 May
2018

Revoked: Discipline Committee.

Effective: 15 Apr
2020

Previous Hearings
Committee: Discipline
Decision Date: 15 Apr 2020
Summary:

https://doctors.cpso.on.ca//Doctor-Details-Print.aspx?view=5&id=57720&ref-no=0043742
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On April 15, 2020, on the basis of agreed facts and admission, the Discipline Committee
(the “Committee”) of the College of Physicians and Surgeons of Ontario found that Dr.
Fernand Gaston Vincent Nadon (“Dr. Nadon”) committed an act of professional
misconduct. The Committee set out its penalty and costs order with written reasons to
follow.
FACTS
Background
Dr. Nadon is a 58 year-old physician who received his certi cate of registration
authorizing independent practice from the College of Physicians and Surgeons of
Ontario (“the College) on September 17, 1986.
At the relevant time, Dr. Nadon practised at the University of Ottawa Health Services in
Ottawa , Ontario.
On May 16, 2018, the ICRC directed the Registrar to suspend Dr. Nadon’s certi cate of
registration, without notice, under s. 25.4(7) of the Health Professions Procedural Code,
which is Schedule 2 to the Regulated Health Professions Act, 1991.
In January 2018, Dr. Nadon was charged with sexual assault and voyeurism after one of
his patients complained that he made a video recording of her clinical appointment with
him, without her consent, using his personal mobile phone during a medical exam at the
University of Ottawa Health Services. The patient alleged that she had watched a
recording that Dr. Nadon made of her entire appointment including her disrobing in the
room alone and her physical examination (including her breasts and vagina). The
appointment was for the patient's pap smear screening procedure. Immediately after
the appointment, the female patient noti ed the receptionist and a nurse about her
concerns.
The o ce manager spoke with Dr. Nadon in the evening of January 16, 2018. He
admitted to video recording the clinical procedure of the patient without her consent on
his personal phone, but advised that he did it for future teaching purposes. He told staff
that he deleted the video recording in front of the patient and did not keep a copy.
The female patient reported the matter to the Ottawa police. Dr. Nadon was arrested on
January 18, 2018 and charged with one count of sexual assault and voyeurism.
Subsequent to a news release, additional patients came forward to the Ottawa Police
alleging that they too felt that they had been surreptitiously videotaped during their
interactions with Dr. Nadon. Dr. Nadon was removed from his position at the University
of Ottawa Clinics. Dr. Nadon was charged with 94 charges of voyeurism and sexual
assault involving 51 victims.
On December 5, 2018, Dr. Nadon pleaded guilty to 14 counts of voyeurism and sexual
assault relating to 49 victims. He pleaded guilty to sexually assaulting 21 victims, and to
voyeurism in relation to 38 victims. All of the victims were his patients.
The facts admitted by Dr. Nadon in the criminal proceeding are admitted by him in this
proceeding as well. These included the following facts:
The accused, Vincent Nadon, is a medical doctor who at the relevant time
maintained a family medicine, travel medicine and immigration medicine practice
with the University of Ottawa Health Services. Many of the victims identi ed
below were recent immigrants to Canada
In January 2018, Patient A. attended at the University of Ottawa Health
Services Clinic located at 316 Rideau Street. Patient A was seen by the
accused, Vincent Nadon, in an examination room at the clinic where she
had a reasonable expectation of privacy and where she could reasonably
https://doctors.cpso.on.ca//Doctor-Details-Print.aspx?view=5&id=57720&ref-no=0043742
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be expected to expose her genital organs, anal region or breasts. The
accused, Vincent Nadon, conducted a physical examination of Patient A
which included a breast examination and a Pap test, which were
performed for a sexual purpose, without the consent of Patient A The
accused, Vincent Nadon, surreptitiously video recorded Patient A in the
examination room with an iPhone hidden in a cabinet. The video recording
captured the physical examination during which Patient A’s breasts were
exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing in the
examination room. The video recording made by the accused, Vincent
Nadon, did not serve the public good, which relates to a possible defence
in the Criminal Code.
After Patient A was dressed, she noticed the phone and picked it up and
examined it. She observed it was recording. She stopped the recording
and reviewed the video which began with Mr. Nadon placing the phone in
the cabinet. Patient A confronted Nadon with the phone. He initially denied
that it was recording. After unlocking the phone and viewing the video he
apologized and stated that he sometimes recorded exams for training
purposes. When Patient A asked why she had not been advised of this in
advance in order to provide consent, Nadon agreed, apologized and
deleted the video in front of her.
The following day, Nadon was observed leaving his residence and driving
to the vacant parking lot at the FreshMart in Chelsea, Quebec. At 2301
hours he was observed placing a black garbage bag into the garbage
dumpster. The garbage bag contained a computer hard drive broken in
two pieces. The hard drive had been damaged and no data was able to be
retrieved from it.
A search warrant was subsequently executed by the Ottawa Police at the
residence of Vincent Nadon. A computer hard drive was seized from the o ce
area of the home and examined. The examination revealed 42 videos that had
been copied from an iPhone and then deleted.
At the University of Ottawa Health Services the accused, Vincent Nadon, would see and
examine patients in clinic examination rooms. When in those clinic examination rooms,
patients had a reasonable expectation of privacy. When in clinic examination rooms,
these patients were in a place where they could reasonably be expected to expose their
genital organs, anal region or breasts. Between January 2010 and August 2011 the
accused, Vincent Nadon, surreptitiously made video recordings of the following patients
while they were in examination rooms at the University of Ottawa Health Services Clinic
located at 100 Marie Curie Private:
Patient B: In January 2010 the video captured the physical examination during
which Patient B’s breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing
and dressing in the examination room.
Patient C: In January 2010, capturing the physical examination during which
Patient C's breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and
dressing in the examination room.
Patient D: In January 2010, capturing the physical examination during which
Patient D's breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and
dressing in the examination room. Nadon moved her clothing to a location that
would cause her to get dressed in view of the camera.
Patient E: In January 2010, capturing the physical examination during which
Patient E's breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and
dressing in the examination room.
Patient F: In February 2010, capturing the physical examination during which
https://doctors.cpso.on.ca//Doctor-Details-Print.aspx?view=5&id=57720&ref-no=0043742
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Patient F's breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and
dressing in the examination room. Nadon moved her clothing to a location that
would cause her to get dressed in view of the camera.
Patient G: In February 2010, capturing the physical examination during which
Patient G's breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and
dressing in the examination room.
Patient H: In February 2010, capturing the physical examination during which her
breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing in
the examination room.
Patient I: In February 2010, capturing the physical examination during which her
breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing in
the examination room.
Patient J: In February 2010, capturing the physical examination during which her
breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing in
the examination room.
Patient K: In February 2010, capturing the physical examination during which her
breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing in
the examination room.
Patient L: In February 2010, capturing the physical examination during which her
breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing in
the examination room.
Patient D: In March 2010, capturing the physical examination during which her
breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing in
the examination room.
Patient M: In March 2010, capturing the physical examination during which her
breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing in
the examination room.
Patient N: In March 2010, capturing the physical examination during which her
breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing in
the examination room.
Patient O: In March 2010, capturing the physical examination during which her
breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing in
the examination room. Nadon moved her clothing to a location that would cause
her to get dressed in view of the camera.
Patient P: In June 15 2010, capturing the physical examination during which her
breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing in
the examination room. Nadon moved her clothing to a location that would cause
her to get dressed in view of the camera.
Patient Q: In June 2010, capturing the physical examination during which Patient
Q's breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her dressing in the
examination room.
Patient R: In June 2010, capturing the physical examination during which Patient
R's breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing
in the examination room.
Patient S: In July 2010, capturing the physical examination during which her
breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing in
the examination room. Nadon moved her clothing to a location that would cause
https://doctors.cpso.on.ca//Doctor-Details-Print.aspx?view=5&id=57720&ref-no=0043742
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her to get dressed in view of the camera.
Patient T: In July 2010, capturing her dressing in the examination room.
Patient U: In September 2010, capturing her undressing in the examination room.
Patient V: In September 2010, capturing the physical examination during which
her breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing
in the examination room.
Patient W: In September 2010, capturing the physical examination during which
her breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing
in the examination room. Nadon moved her clothing to a location that would
cause her to get dressed in view of the camera.
Patient X: In November 2010, capturing the physical examination during which
her breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing
in the examination room. Nadon moved her clothing to a location that would
cause her to get dressed in view of the camera.
Patient Y: In November 2010, capturing the physical examination during which
her breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing
in the examination room. Nadon moved her clothing to a location that would
cause her to get dressed in view of the camera.
Patient Z: In November 2010, capturing the physical examination during which
her breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing
in the examination room.
Patient AA: In November 2010, capturing the physical examination during which
her breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing
in the examination room.
Patient BB: In November 2010, capturing the physical examination during which
her breasts were exposed to the camera.
Patient R: In December 2010, capturing her getting dressed in the examination
room.
Patient CC: In December 2010, capturing the physical examination during which
her breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing
in the examination room. Nadon moved her clothing to a location that would
cause her to get dressed in view of the camera.
Patient DD: In December 2010, capturing the physical examination during which
her breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing
in the examination room.
Patient EE: In December 2010, capturing the physical examination during which
her breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing
in the examination room.
Patient FF: In January 2011, capturing the physical examination during which her
breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing in
the examination room. Nadon moved her clothing to a location that would cause
her to get dressed in view of the camera.
Patient I: In February 2011, capturing the physical examination during which her
breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing in the
examination room.
https://doctors.cpso.on.ca//Doctor-Details-Print.aspx?view=5&id=57720&ref-no=0043742
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Patient GG: In February 2011, capturing the physical examination during which
her breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing
in the examination room.
Patient J: In February 2011, capturing the physical examination during which her
breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing in
the examination room.
Patient O: In March 2011, capturing her dressing in the examination room.
Patient HH: In March 2011, capturing the physical examination during which her
breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing in
the examination room.
Patient R: In June 2011, capturing the physical examination during which Patient
R's breasts were exposed to the camera as well as her undressing and dressing
in the examination room.
Patient II: In August 2011, capturing her getting dressed in the examination room.
Between January 2010 and February 2011, the accused, Vincent Nadon, conducted
physical examinations on the following patients at the University of Ottawa Health
Services Clinic located at 316 Rideau Street.
Patient B: In January 2010, at which time the accused, Vincent Nadon, touched
her breasts for a sexual purpose without her consent, by reaching from behind
and cupping both breasts at once.
Patient E: In January 2010, at which time the accused, Vincent Nadon,
commenced a Pap test with only one hand gloved, then proceeded to remove
that glove and reinserted his gloveless hand into Patient E’s vagina, after rst
putting his ngers to his nose/mouth area, all for a sexual purpose and without
Patient E’s consent. At the end of the examination he made a noise near the
garbage can as though he were removing gloves and discarding them.
Patient F: In February 1 2010, at which time the accused, Vincent Nadon, touched
her left breast for a sexual purpose and without her consent.
Patient G: In February 2010, at which time the accused, Vincent Nadon, touched
her breast by reaching from behind and cupping both breasts at once, as well as
commenced a Pap test with only one hand gloved, proceeded to remove that
glove and then reinserted his gloveless hand into Patient G’s vagina after rst
putting his ngers to his nose/mouth area, all for a sexual purpose and without
Patient G’s consent. At the end of the examination he made a noise near the
garbage can as though he were removing gloves and discarding them.
Patient JJ: In February 2010, at which time the accused, Vincent Nadon,
performed a Pap test with only one hand gloved, which was for a sexual purpose
and without Patient JJ’s consent. At the end of the examination he made a noise
near the garbage can as though he were removing two gloves and discarding
them.
Patient D: In March 2010, at which time the accused, Vincent Nadon, performed a
Pap test with only hand gloved, which was for a sexual purpose, and without
Patient D's consent.
Patient O: In March 2010, at which time the accused, Vincent Nadon, performed a
Pap test with only one hand gloved, which was for a sexual purpose and without
Patient O’s consent.
https://doctors.cpso.on.ca//Doctor-Details-Print.aspx?view=5&id=57720&ref-no=0043742
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Patient N: In March 2010, at which time the accused, Vincent Nadon, touched her
breasts by pushing them together and performed a Pap test with only one hand
gloved, all of which was for a sexual purpose and without Patient N’s consent.
Patient BB: In November 2010, at which time the accused, Vincent Nadon,
touched her breasts for a sexual purpose and without her consent. Nadon
reached from behind and touched both breasts at once in a groping manner and
pinched both nipples. He moved Patient BB’s face to the camera, had her bend
over and shake her breasts and then he said, “marvelous”.
Patient GG: In February 2011, at which time the accused, Vincent Nadon, touched
her breasts for a sexual purpose without her consent.
As a result of the initial charges laid in relation to the complainant, Patient A, a media
release was issued and a number of other victims came forward, including the following
victims:
Patient KK: Between November 1990 and July 2002, Patient KK attended at the
University of Ottawa Health Services Clinic located at 100 Marie Curie Private
where she was seen by the accused, Vincent Nadon. The accused, Mr. Nadon,
conducted an examination during which he touched Patient KK's breasts for a
sexual purpose and without her consent.
Patient LL: Between October 1992 and November 1993, Patient LL attended at
the University of Ottawa Health Services Clinic located at 100 Marie Curie Private
where she was seen by the accused, Vincent Nadon. The accused, Mr. Nadon,
conducted vaginal examinations without gloves and breast examinations during
which he shook her breasts and pinched her nipples and made inappropriate
comments about her breasts, all for a sexual purpose and without her consent.
Patient MM: In February 1993, Patient MM attended at the University of Ottawa
Health Services Clinic located at 100 Marie Curie Private for a referral to a
psychologist. She was seen by the accused, Vincent Nadon, in an examination
room at the clinic. After asking Patient MM to disrobe, the accused, Vincent
Nadon, conducted a medically unnecessary physical examination of Patient MM
during which he touched her naked body. He touched her body for a sexual
purpose without her consent.
Patient NN: In June 1995, Patient NN attended at the University of Ottawa Health
Services Clinic located at 100 Marie Curie Private where she was seen by the
accused, Vincent Nadon, in an examination room at the clinic. Vincent Nadon
conducted a breast examination of Patient NN during which he grabbed and
pinched her nipples for a sexual purpose without her consent.
Patient OO: In March 1997, Patient OO attended at the University of Ottawa
Health Services Clinic located at 100 Marie Curie Private for an immigration
physical where she was seen by the accused, Vincent Nadon. The accused,
Vincent Nadon, conducted a physical examination of Patient OO which included
an internal vaginal examination which was medically unnecessary and performed
for a sexual purpose without her consent.
Patient PP: Between January 1999 and December 2004, Patient PP attended at
the University of Ottawa Health Services Clinic located at 100 Marie Curie Private
where she was seen by the accused, Vincent Nadon. During the procedure to
remove a genital wart, the accused, Vincent Nadon, touched her genital area for a
sexual purpose and without her consent.
Patient QQ: In September 2012, Patient QQ attended at the University of Ottawa
Health Services Clinic located at 100 Marie Curie Private where she was seen by
https://doctors.cpso.on.ca//Doctor-Details-Print.aspx?view=5&id=57720&ref-no=0043742
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the accused, Vincent Nadon, in an examination room. The accused, Vincent
Nadon, conducted a vaginal examination during which he touched her clitoris for
a sexual purpose, without the consent of Patient QQ.
Patient RR: In May 2013, Patient RR attended at the University of Ottawa Health
Services Clinic where she was seen by the accused, Vincent Nadon. Vincent
Nadon stared at Patient RR's naked body and asked her inappropriate questions
about her sexual history while he conducted a physical exam for a sexual
purpose and without the consent of Patient RR. At the completion of the exam he
remained in the examination room while Patient RR got dressed and told her, “It’s
ne. I see parts of you that you'll never see.”
Patient SS: In May 2015, Patient SS attended the University of Ottawa Health
Services Clinic where she was seen by the accused, Vincent Nadon. Vincent
Nadon touched Patient SS's breasts for a sexual purpose, without the consent of
Patient SS.
Patient TT: In August 2017, Patient TT attended at the University of Ottawa
Health Services Clinic located at 316 Rideau Street with the complaint of sore
ribs. She was seen by the accused, Vincent Nadon, in an examination room at the
clinic. Patient TT lifted the side of her shirt for her ribs to be examined. After
feeling her ribs, without forewarning or consent, the accused, Vincent Nadon,
groped both of Patient TT's breasts over her bra. The accused, Vincent Nadon,
touched her breasts for a sexual purpose without her consent.
Dr. Nadon’s criminal sentence included a global sentence of eight (8) years in jail (seven
to be served after sentencing, given time spent in pre-trial custody).
At sentencing, Dr. Nadon’s lawyer submitted that Dr. Nadon “will undoubtedly see his
licence revoked once the College nishes with their process” as a result of his “gross
breach of trust … over a lengthy period of time”. In his reasons for sentence, the judge
agreed that Dr. Nadon’s breach of trust was “egregious” and noted that “the conviction
will most likely strip you of your licence to ever practice any kind of medicine ever again.
Dr. Nadon does not contest the facts speci ed above, and does not contest that, based
on these facts, he engaged in professional misconduct, in that:
(a) he engaged in sexual abuse of a patient, under clause 51(1)(b.1) of the Health
Professions Procedural Code ;
(b) he engaged in an act or omission relevant to the practice of medicine that,
having regard to all the circumstances, would reasonably be regarded by
members as disgraceful, dishonourable or unprofessional, under paragraph
1(1)33 of Ontario Regulation 856/93, made under the Medicine Act, 1991
(“O/Reg. 856/93”); and
(c) he has been found guilty of an offence that is relevant to his suitability to
practise, under clause 51(1)(a) of the Code.
FINDING
The Committee found that Dr. Nadon committed an act of professional misconduct
under:
(i) clause 51(1)(b.1) of the Health Professions Procedural Code, which is
Schedule 2 of the Regulated Health Professions Act, 1991, in that he
sexually abused a patient.
(ii) paragraph 1(1)33 of Ontario Regulation 856/93 made under the Medicine
Act, 1991, in that he has engaged in an act or omission relevant to the
practice of medicine that, having regarding to all the circumstances, would
reasonably be regarded by members as disgraceful, dishonourable or
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unprofessional.
(iii) clause 51(1)(a) of the Health Professions Procedural Code, which is
Schedule 2 of the Regulated Health Professions Act, 1991, in that he has
been found guilty of an offence relevant to his suitability to practice.
PENALTY AND COSTS
The Discipline Committee ordered Dr. Nadon to attend before the panel to be
reprimanded.
The Discipline Committee directed the Registrar to revoke Dr. Nadon’s certi cate of
registration effective immediately.
The Discipline Committee ordered Dr. Nadon to reimburse the College for funding
provided to patients under the program required under section 85.7 of the Code, by
posting an irrevocable letter of credit or other security acceptable to the College, within
thirty (30) days of this Order in the amount of $786,940.00 ($16,060.00 per 49 patients).
The Discipline Committee ordered Dr. Nadon to pay costs to the College in the amount
of $6000.00 within 30 days of the date of the Order.
Hearing Date(s): April 15, 2020

Concerns
Source: Other
Active Date: December 19, 2018
Expiry Date:
Summary:
FINDINGS OF GUILT
Vincent Nadon was found guilty of the following offences:
1. 2 counts of voyeurism, contrary to Section 162(1)(a) of the Criminal Code.
2. 12 counts of sexual assault, contrary to Section 271 of the Criminal Code of Canada.
DATE: December 5, 2018
SENTENCE: 8 years imprisonment; Victim Surcharge of $800; SOIRA (Sex Offender Information Registration
Act) order for life; 10 year prohibition on possession of weapons.
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CITATION: Rabbat et al. v. Nadon et al, 2020 ONSC 2933
COURT FILE NO.: 20-83233CP
DATE: 2020/05/07

SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE – ONTARIO
In the matter of the Class Proceedings Act, 1992, S.O. 1992, c. 6, as amended
RE:

Rabbat et. al.
AND:
Nadon et. al.

BEFORE:

Mr. Justice C. MacLeod

COUNSEL: Sean A. Brown and Candace Mak, for the plaintiffs
Jaime Macdonald for the University
Chris Blom for University of Ottawa Health services and # co.
Tina Hill for Dr. Nadon
HEARD:

May 7, 2020
CASE CONFERENCE ORDER AND DIRECTION

[1]
This case conference was convened against the backdrop of the temporary suspension of
in-court appearances due to COVID-19. The purpose was to establish a timetable leading up to
the certification motion. I am the class proceedings judge responsible for this action.
[2]
Counsel have been working well together and believe they can agree on exchange of
materials and cross examination, but a tentative date for the certification motion is required and
the plaintiff also needs to bring a “Wagg motion”.
[3]
Wagg motions in relation to completed criminal proceedings are normally not contested as
such particularly since the introduction of standard form orders, but the Crown may ask for terms
other than the standard terms in particular cases.
[4]
Although the Crown was not involved in the case conference, given the restrictions in place
due to COVID-19 and the nature of the motion, it seems appropriate to give direction regarding
the timing, nature and form of the motion and to make provision for service. Naturally, if anything
in this order is problematic for the Crown and the Crown wishes to be heard on the matter, I would
entertain any submissions in writing.
[5]
I have set a return date for the Wagg motion on the assumption that it can be decided
primarily on the basis of written materials with a conference call to deal with any questions and to
hear submissions.

[6]
I have set a date for the certification motion in the early part of 2021 in a week when all
counsel can be available. The date may have to be reviewed if the court suspensions continues for
longer than anticipated or if the consequences of the suspension create havoc in the court schedules
for next year.
[7]

The court therefore orders and directs as follows:
a. Leave is granted to bring a Wagg motion returnable before me on June 25, 2020 at
10:00 a.m. by telephone conference or at the request of any party or if directed by the
court, by video conference.
b. Any affidavit for use on the motion may be sworn electronically or by e-mail using any
reasonable method by which the person commissioning the affidavit can be satisfied of
the identity of the deponent, that the deponent has read and understood the contents of
the affidavit and is solemnly swearing or affirming as the case may be. The deponent
and the person commissioning the affidavit need not be physically in each other’s
presence.
c. The materials may be served by courier on the relevant police service and upon the
Crown Law Office (Civil) but in the event the offices are not open to receive courier
deliveries, the material may be served by fax or e-mail. Counsel for the police or for
the Crown shall co-operate by providing a method by which service may be effected
electronically.
d. Responding material may be served on the moving party by email.
e. A notice of motion and cheque for the appropriate motion fee shall be couriered to the
civil motions desk in Ottawa. All other material for use on the motion and affidavits
of service shall be delivered electronically by e-mail addressed to the civil motions desk
at Ottawa.SCJ.courts@ontario.ca
f. The email “re line” shall contain the court file number, short title of the proceedings
and “motion returnable June 25, 2020”. The email itself shall simply describe the
nature of the materials and which party is filing them.
g. No paper copies of the motion material shall be filed unless the court directs otherwise.
h. Briefs of authorities are not to be served or filed. Counsel may either provide
hyperlinks to relevant authorities on CanLii from their factums or from a table of cases
filed with the factum. Relevant paragraphs from the cited jurisprudence may be pasted
into the factum if necessary and appropriate.
i. All material for use on the motion shall be filed by e-mail no later than June 22nd, 2020
and the motion will be confirmed by e-mail in accordance with the rules.

j. The motion will proceed on the basis that the written materials including motion record,
responding affidavit and factums will have been read by the court in advance. The
conference call will be to answer any questions to which the court requires an answer
and to hear oral submissions if necessary.
k. If the motion is proceeding on consent or will be unopposed providing agreed upon
terms are included, I may be provided with a draft order and a consent or proof that the
proposed order is unopposed at any time prior to the hearing date.
l. Turning to the certification motion, the week of April 12, 2021 is reserved for the
hearing of the certification motion. At this point it is assumed the motion will require
up to two days, but that estimate may be reviewed once the material has been
exchanged. For that purpose, counsel may communicate with my assistant by email.
m. Counsel will attempt to agree on a timetable for the exchange of material for the
certification motion. All material shall be prepared and served in electronic form unless
otherwise ordered or agreed.
n. Counsel may anticipate a direction that the material for the certification motion be in
an electronic form and be uploaded to a shared folder on a platform such as Dropbox
or Sync.com.
o. Further direction will be provided as required.
p. There will be a further case conference on July 8th, 2020 at 9:00 a.m. by conference
call. Counsel for the plaintiff will make arrangements for the call and advise my
assistant.
q. The email address for my assistant is megan.duplessis@ontario.ca
r. This order is effective without further formality and my electronic signature below is
of the same force and effect as a regularly signed order or endorsement.

Mr. Justice C. MacLeod
Date: May 7, 2020
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ONTARIO
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE
) THURSDAY THE 25TH DAY
)
) OF JUNE, 2020

THE HONOURABLE
JUSTICE C. MACLEOD

ONTARIO
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE
BETWEEN :
ELLINA RABBAT and N.T.
Plaintiffs
- and -

DR. FERNAND GASTON VINCENT NADON a.k.a DR. VINCENT NADON,
VINCENT NADON MEDICINE PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION,
and UNIVERSITY OF OTTAWA, UNIVERSITY OF OTTAWA HEALTH SERVICES,
and 866520 ONTARIO LTD.
Defendants
ORDER

THIS MOTION, brought by the Plaintiffs, for an Order requiring the non-parties, Ottawa
Police Service and the Ministry of the Attorney General, to produce the complete and unedited
records for the investigation and charges against Dr. Vincent Nadon, was heard this day via
teleconference.

ON READING the Motion Record for the Plaintiffs, and upon hearing submissions from
counsel for the Plaintiffs, and noting that the other parties did not oppose the motion although
duly served with the Plaintiffs’ Motion Record,
1. THIS COURT ORDERS that pursuant to Rule 30.10 of the Rules of Civil Procedure, and
subject to the conditions and limitations set out in paragraph 3 of this Order, the Ottawa Police
Service shall produce to the lawyers for the moving party, the complete and unedited records

pertaining to the investigation underlying this litigation, which may be in the possession and
control of the Ottawa Police Service.

2. THIS COURT FURTHER ORDERS that pursuant to Rule 30.10 of the Rules of Civil Procedure
and subject to the conditions and limitations set out in paragraph 3 of this Order, the Ministry
of the Attorney General shall produce to the lawyers for the moving party, the complete and
unedited copy of the Crown Brief relating to the sexual assault and voyeurism charges laid
against Dr. Nadon.
3. THIS COURT FURTHER ORDERS that the production of such records held by the Ottawa
Police Service and Ministry of the Attorney General under paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Order
shall be subject to the following limitations:

a)

The records copied and produced shall only be used by the parties directly
involved in the litigation of this matter for the full and fair disposition of the issues
in the civil proceeding;

b)

The parties directly involved in the litigation of this matter, including any retained
experts, shall not disclose the records or any information contained therein to any
person who does not have a direct interest in this civil proceeding;

c)

The Ottawa Police Service and Ministry of the Attorney General will only produce
those records in its possession and control, and nothing in this Order shall require
the Ottawa Police Service or Ministry of the Attorney General to search or obtain
documents from any other agency or person;

d)

The Ottawa Police Service is not required to produce any records that it did not
create, but that may be contained in the investigative file. Such records may
include those created by other agencies or persons, such as the Special
Investigations Unit, hospitals or medical professionals. The Ottawa Police Service
shall note the existence of such records, however production must be sought and
obtained from the agency or person from whom they originate;

e)

No records concerning young persons that are subject to the Youth Criminal
Justice Act, S.C. 2002, c. 1 (“YCJA”) will be produced, unless such records can be

severed or redacted in such a way so as to protect the identity of the young person
to whom the records relate, or unless a Justice of the Youth Court orders
productions of such unredacted records upon an application for same, and in
compliance with the YCJA;

f)

The Ottawa Police Service and the Ministry of the Attorney General shall redact
any information that, if produced, would compromise law enforcement interests by
revealing, inter alia, confidential police investigative techniques, or the identity of
any confidential informant;

g)

Any records or portions thereof over which a claim of privilege is asserted will be
redacted. However, a list of such records will be provided to the lawyer for the
moving party and shall include the basis upon which privilege is being asserted for
each record or portion thereof;

h)

Names and contact information of third-parties who are related to the other
investigation underlying this proceeding shall be produced. However, other
identifiers of those third-parties including, inter alia, social insurance numbers, next
of kin, drivers’ license numbers, and vehicle license information will be redacted.

i)

Within forty-five (45) days following receipt of a copy of this Order, the Ottawa
Police Service and the Ministry of the Attorney General shall assemble and
produce to the lawyers for the moving party one (1) copy the records so Ordered.
The Ottawa Police Service and the Ministry of the Attorney General shall be
entitled to charge the moving party reasonable fees for the copying and delivery of
the records, which fees may be required prior to delivery.

4. THIS COURT FURTHER ORDERS that there shall be no costs of this motion as against the
Ottawa Police Service and Ministry of the Attorney General.

_________________________________

Court File No.: CV-20-83233CP
RABBAT et al.
Plaintiffs

NADON et al
Defendants

-and-

ONTARIO
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE
Proceeding commenced at OTTAWA

ORDER

FLAHERTY McCARTHY LLP
95 Wellington Street West
Suite 1000, 10th Floor
Toronto, ON M5J 2N7
SEAN A. BROWN (LSO No. 42202W)
CANDACE MAK (LSO No. 60199L)
Tel: 416-368-0231
Fax: 416-368-9229
Lawyers for the Plaintiffs and proposed Class Members

Court File No.: 20-83233CP
RABBAT
Plaintiff

NADON et al
Defendants

-and-

June 25, 2020 - on consent, order to go as signed, balance of motion adjourned
sine die, to be brought back on if necessary.
I have signed the draft order which is effective immediately and without further
formality due to the difficulty in having orders issued and entered under COVID 19
restrictions.
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