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Thomas A. Gilson, #022460 
Ryan T. Bradway, #037157 
ROSE LAW GROUP PC 
7144 E. Stetson Drive, Suite 300 
Scottsdale, Arizona 85251 
Phone: 480.505.3936      
Fax: 480.505.3925 
TGilson@roselawgroup.com 
RBradway@roselawgroup.com  
docket@roselawgroup.com  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
 

ARIZONA SUPERIOR COURT 
 

MARICOPA COUNTY 
 

PATH NETWORK, INC., a Delaware 
corporation; and TEMPEST HOSTING LLC, 
an Arizona limited liability company, 

 
 
  Plaintiffs, 
 
vs. 
 
RENE ROOSEN and JANE DOE ROOSEN, 
husband and wife; COSMIC GLOBAL, 
INC., a Delaware corporation; 
HOSTINGKING INC., a Delaware 
corporation; JOHN AND JANE DOES, I-X; 
ABC CORPORATIONS, I-X; RED AND 
BLACK LIMITED LIABILITY 
COMPANIES, I-X; and XYZ 
PARTNERSHIPS, 
 
  Defendant. 

 
Case No.: CV2025-066422 
 
 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
 
(Assigned to the Hon. Michael Gordon) 
 

 

Plaintiffs Path Network, Inc., a Delaware corporation, and Tempest Hosting LLC, an 

Arizona limited liability company, for their First Amended Complaint against Rene Roosen and 

Jane Doe Roosen, husband and wife, Cosmic Global, Inc., a Delaware corporation, and 

HostingKing, Inc., a Delaware corporation hereby allege as follows: 

Clerk of the Superior Court
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M. De La Cruz, Deputy
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The Parties 

1. Plaintiff Path Network, Inc. (“Path Net”) is a foreign corporation, having its 

principal place of business in Maricopa County, Arizona.  

2. Plaintiff Tempest Hosting LLC (“Tempest”) is an Arizona limited liability 

company.  

3. Tempest is a subsidiary of Path Net. 

4. Upon information and belief, Defendants Rene Roosen (“Roosen”) and Jane Doe 

Roosen, husband and wife, are residents of Dallas County, Texas.  

5. Upon information and belief, at minimum during all relevant times herein, Roosen 

went by, was referred to as, or otherwise used the aliases “Renaul” and/or “Renual.” 

6. At all relevant times, Defendants Rene Roosen and Jane Doe Roosen were acting 

on behalf of the marital community. 

7. Upon information and belief, Defendant Cosmic Global, Inc. (“Cosmic Global”), 

is a corporation incorporated in the State of Delaware, having its principal place of business in 

Dallas County, Texas.   

8. Upon information and belief, Defendant Cosmic Global does business as the 

following entities: Cosmic Global Networks and Cosmic Guard (collectively referred to as 

“Cosmic Global”). 

9. Upon information and belief, Defendant HostingKing, Inc. (“HostingKing”), is a 

corporation incorporated in the State of Delaware, having its principal place of business in Dallas 

County, Texas.   

10. Upon information and belief, Defendant HostingKing does business as 

GameServerKings (“GSK”).  

11. Upon information and belief, Roosen owns Cosmic Guard, HostingKing, and 

Server Starter. 

12. Upon information and belief, Roosen also owns IcedHost LLC, Server Starter Host 

LLC, and secured.gg Hosting LLC (collectively with Defendants referred to as the “Roosen 

Entities”). 
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13. The Roosen Entities are direct competitors of either Path Net or Tempest, or both. 

14. All actions undertaken by Roosen, upon information and belief, benefited the 

Roosen Entities, individually and collectively.  

15. Defendants John and Jane Does I-X, ABC Corporations I-X, Red and Black LLCs 

I-X, and XYZ Partnerships I-X, are individuals, corporations, limited liability companies, or 

partnerships, respectively, or other incorporated or unincorporated associations, whose identities 

are presently unknown to Plaintiffs, but who also committed the conduct giving rise to the claims 

alleged in this Complaint, and they are therefore also liable for such claims. Plaintiffs reserve the 

right to amend this Complaint to insert their correct names when their identities are learned.  

Jurisdiction and Venue 

16. The acts alleged herein occurred in Maricopa County and the claims arise out of 

Defendants’ conduct occurring in Maricopa County, Arizona. In particular, Defendants 

orchestrated the theft of Path Net’s confidential information from servers located in Maricopa 

County.   

17. The amount in controversy in this action substantially exceeds $300,000, exclusive 

of interest, attorneys’ fees, and taxable costs, entitling this case to Tier 3 designation under Rule 

26.2, Ariz. R. Civ. P. 

18. Jurisdiction and venue are proper before this Court under A.R.S. § 12-123 and 

A.R.S. § 12-401, respectively, because the events that give rise to this legal action occurred 

within Maricopa County, Arizona.  

Factual Background 

Background of Path Net 

19. Path Net was founded in 2018 by Marshal Webb (“Webb”). 

20. Since its inception, Webb has served as CEO of Path Net.  

21. Path Net is in the business of providing online data hosting, cybersecurity, and 

related services.  
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22. Path Net specializes in providing cutting-edge and boutique online hosting and 

security services tailored to businesses of all sizes, including businesses that require added cyber 

security to support cryptocurrency and blockchain payment transactions.  

23. Path Net operates a number of server farms / data centers throughout the world. 

24. Tempest was founded in 2020.  

25. Tempest also provides online virtual hosting services; however, they serve a 

different client base than Path Net. 

26. Path Net and Tempest customers pay monthly fees to lease space on its data-secure 

servers. 

27. The servers are used for hosting the customers’ data “in the cloud.” 

28. Tempest is the arm of Path Net that specializes in the leasing of servers to 

customers and providing online virtual hosting.  

29. While Tempest specializes in leasing servers to customers, Path Net operates the 

servers and is focused on providing cutting-edge cyber security and data protection to ensure the 

data stored on customers’ servers is not compromised.  

30. Customers’ confidence that their data is secured against all threats – both internal 

and external – is critical to Path Net’s business.  

31. Defendants, specifically Cosmic and GSK, also provide online hosting services and 

are direct competitors of Path Net and Tempest.  

Curtis Gervais starts working at Path Net and Tempest and becomes aware of their confidential 

commercial information 

32. On July 8, 2021, Path Net hired Curtis Gervais (“Gervais”), a Canadian resident 

and a former customer. See Sworn Will-Statement of Curtis Gervais dated August 8, 2025, ¶ 28, 

attached as Exhibit A. 

33. Initially, Gervais served as an independent contractor for Path Net, but he also 

provided services for Tempest. Exhibit A at ¶ 35. 

34. On August 30, 2021, Gervais was promoted to the position of Systems Engineer. 

Id.  
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35. In connection with his promotion, Gervais entered into an employment agreement 

with Path Net. 

36. The Employment Agreement contained the following provisions: 

a. All of Gervais’ professional time and energy must be solely devoted to the 
interests of Path Net and Tempest, and Gervais was prohibited from acting 
in a conflict of interest or conducting other businesses competitive to Path 
Net; 

b. Gervais was obligated to maintain the confidentiality of Path Net’s 
confidential, sensitive and proprietary information; 

c. Gervais was prohibited, during his employment and for three years 
thereafter, from soliciting any of Path Net’s employees or agents away from 
Path Net; 

d. Gervais was prohibited from making negative comments or disparaging 
statements against Path Net, Tempest, or any of its employees or agents; 

e. Any intellectual property that Gervais developed during his employment 
relating to the nature of his employment is the property of Path Net; 

f. Gervais was prohibited from using Path Net’s property, assets, and resources 
for his own personal benefit; 

g. Gervais was required to return all of Path Net’s property, assets, and 
resources upon the end of his employment; 

h. The Employment Agreement was to be construed under Arizona law. 

37. On February 3, 2022, Gervais was promoted to Director of Engineering. 

38. In connection with his promotion, Gervais entered into another agreement with 

Path Net. 

39. The relevant terms of the February 2022 ICA are materially the same as the 

Employment Agreement; however, they also provided that Gervais was prohibited from taking 

part in any business enterprise that competed directly or indirectly with Path Net for one year 

after the conclusion of his employment. 

40. Approximately one week later, Gervais received a promotion to Chief Executive 

Officer of Tempest. Exhibit A at ¶ 44. 

41. Gervais did not sign any new agreements with Path Net in connection with his 

promotion to CEO. Id.  



 

 
(Page 6, Case No.: CV2025-066422) 
 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

  

  

R
os

e 
La

w
 G

ro
up

 p
c 

71
44

 E
as

t S
te

ts
on

 D
riv

e,
 S

ui
te

 3
00

 
Sc

ot
ts

da
le

, A
Z 

85
25

1 
 

42. Even though he did not sign any new agreements, Gervais acknowledged to Webb 

that he remained bound by all prior agreements. 

43. Gervais’ duties as Tempest’s CEO included the following: 

a. Managing shifts and employees of Tempest; 

b. Attending one-on-one employee meetings (daily or as needed); 

c. Attending management meeting (weekly); 

d. Maintaining and updating customers lists;  

e. Overseeing services provided to customers; 

f. Overseeing accounts receivables and payables for Tempest; 

g. Overseeing the sale of hardware to customers and the purchase of hardware for 

Tempest 

h. Responding to technical support tickets; and 

i. Responding to inquiries from prospective customers (as needed). 

Id. at ¶¶ 45–46. 

44. As CEO of Tempest, Gervais had access to (and did access) the confidential and 

sensitive information of Path Net and Tempest including, but not limited to, the following: 

a. WHMCS software; 

b. Path Net’s portal system (the “Path Portal”); 

c. Tempest’s portal system (the “Tempest Portal”); 

d. Path Net’s Grafana dashboard (“Grafana” or “Grafana Dashboard”); 

e. Crisp; and 

f. Other platforms. 

Id. at ¶¶ 41–43.  

45. WHMCS is software used by Tempest and Path Net to input and track the billing 

information of their customers and log the services they provided. Id. at ¶ 41. 

46. The Path Portal is where Path Net’s customers log in to manage their Path Net 

services. Id. at ¶ 42. 
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47. The Tempest Portal is where Tempest’s customers can log in to manage their 

Tempest services. Id. 

48. Grafana is open-source software used as an internal system for monitoring Path 

Net’s infrastructure necessary to provide its services to clients. Id. at ¶ 43. 

49. The Grafana Dashboard is also used for storing data with respect to the security 

threats and attacks that are attempted on Path and its customers. Id. 

50. Path Net uses this “attack data” to help develop its digital security services. Id. 

51. As CEO of Tempest, Gervais was required to attend bi-weekly meetings for 

Tempest. Id. at ¶ 48. 

52. These meetings were attended by the executive staff and key management people 

in the organization. Id. 

53. During these meetings, Gervais was privy to sensitive and confidential information 

including, but not limited to: 

a. Long- and short-term growth strategies for Path Net and Tempest; 
b. Strategies to go after large corporate customers with lucrative contracts; 
c. Tailoring Path Net and Tempest’s offerings to meet market demands, particularly 

for large corporate customers; 
d. Competitive pricing of hardware and services for customers; 
e. Monthly and annual budgeting of corporate expenses, including for acquisition of 

new hardware, servers, and intellectual property; 
f. Planning for growth into new markets and regions around the world – to better 

deliver services to new customers; 
g. Development of new proprietary software, filters and cybersecurity projects by 

Path Net; 
h. Emerging cybersecurity threats and Path Net’s plans to respond to them; 
i. Private customer information, including the identity/contact details of various 

customers and their specific hosting and cybersecurity needs; and 
j. The overall budgeting and financial wellbeing of Path Net and Tempest. 

Id. 
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54. Gervais understood, and has acknowledged, the sensitive and confidential nature 

of the information he received during his employment with Path Net and Tempest. Exhibit A at 

¶ 50. 

55. Gervais understood, and has acknowledged, that the information he was privy to 

could be used to undercut or compromise the competitive edge of Path Net or Tempest. Id. 

After Gervais is demoted, he begins talking to Roosen, who was the CEO of a Path Net 
competitor 

56. On June 23, 2022, Lee Stubbs (“Stubbs”), an employee of Path Net, learned of 

‘active scanning’ by someone at Path Net and informed Webb. Id. at ¶ 54. 

57. ‘Active Scanning,’ in layman’s terms, is a method of examining computer systems 

by intentionally sending electronic signals or connection requests to those systems and analyzing 

how they respond. Through this process, the party conducting the scan can identify whether 

systems are online, what digital “doors” are open, how the systems are configured, what type of 

operating systems they use, and whether they contain security weaknesses. This type of scanning 

requires direct interaction with the targeted systems and is not passive observation—it involves 

probing the systems themselves to gather detailed technical information. 

58. After Webb learned this information, he commenced an investigation with Stubbs 

and another person from Path Net’s Management, Dylan Kraklan (“Kraklan”). Id. 

59. As part of the investigation, Gervais was interviewed. Id. at ¶ 55. 

60. During his interview, Gervais admitted to ‘active scanning’ of GSK. Id. 

61. Additionally, Gervais advised Stubbs and Kraklan that ‘active scanning’ was not 

illegal in Canada as far as he knew and he did not consider it to be a big deal. Id. 

62.  As a result of Path Net’s investigation, on June 24, 2022, Gervais was removed as 

CEO of Tempest, effectively immediately, and placed on suspension. Id. at ¶ 56. 

63. Gervais’ suspension lasted until June 30, 2022, at which point he was demoted 

from CEO to COO. Id. at ¶ 57. 

64. Gervais’ signed a new Employment Agreement reflecting his demotion. 
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65. The terms of his new Employment Agreement were materially the same as the prior 

Employment Agreements and ICAs. Exhibit A at ¶ 64. 

66. During his suspension, Gervais contacted a former Path Net employee via Signal. 

Id. at ¶ 58. 

67. Gervais told the former employee that he was going to “walk to [Webb’s] biggest 

competitor and drown [his] company,” indicating his desire to cause severe harm to Path Net. Id. 

at ¶ 59 (referencing Signal chat logs between Gervais and former Path Net employee dated June 

23 to 24, 2022). 

68. Also, during his suspension, specifically on June 24, 2022, Gervais was contacted 

by Roosen. Id. at ¶ 61. 

69. Roosen serves as the CEO and founder of Cosmic and GSK. Id. 

70. Roosen advised Gervais that he had heard of Gervais’ suspension and inquired how 

he was doing. Id. 

71. Gervais thanked Roosen for his consideration of his well-being and left the 

conversation at that. Id. 

Roosen communicates with Path Net clients 

72. At around this same time, Gervais became aware that Roosen and/or GSK were 

soliciting Path Net clients. Id. at ¶ 62. 

73. Specifically, Gervais became aware that Roosen was communicating with Path Net 

clients Victor Heilskov, Anthony Modica, Kubbur, Vital Game Network, and Nexus Online 

Services. Id. 

74. As it relates to Kubbur, Roosen communicated with its employees Leifur Steinn 

Gunnarson (“Gunnarson”) and Nathan Gimblett (“Gimblett”). Id. at ¶ 69. 

75. Roosen knew that Kubbur was a customer of Path Net and Tempest. Id.  

76. Roosen represented to Mr. Gunnarson that Tempest was going bankrupt, implying 

that if Kubbur cared about maintaining reliable service, it should terminate its agreements with 

Path Net and Tempest, and instead, subscribe to his company, GSK. Id. at ¶ 70. 
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77. To support his statements, Roosen sent Mr. Gunnarson screenshots of 

conversations Roosen had with others. Id. at ¶ 71. 

78. The screenshots included statements dated June 29, 2022, stating, in other words, 

that Tempest was broke, had no money, and its operating account went negative monthly. Id. 

(referencing Discord chat logs with Roosen of GSK, dated April 14 to August 14, 2022). 

79. On July 8, 2022, Roosen contacted Nexus Online Services (“Nexus”), via its owner 

“Kyle.” Id. at ¶ 73. 

80. Nexus was both a customer of Path Net, Tempest, and GSK at the time. Id. 

81. Roosen provided Nexus with the same information that he provided to Kubbur – 

that Path Net and Tempest were in financial trouble. Id. at ¶ 74. 

82. Roosen went one step further and advised Nexus that if it wanted to maintain 

reliable service in the future, it should terminate their agreements with Tempest. Id. (referencing 

Discord correspondence with “Kyle,” dated July 8, 2022). 

83. Around the same time, Roosen contacted Vital Game Network (“Vital Network”). 

Id. at ¶ 75. 

84. Similar to Nexus, Vital Network was, or at a minimum was at one point in time, a 

customer of both Path Net and GSK. Id. 

85. In an attempt to induce Vital Network to switch service providers from Path Net to 

GSK, Roosen advised Vital Network that Path Net and Tempest were insolvent and at risk of 

shutting down. Id. 

86. Vital Network subsequently terminated its agreements with Tempest. Id. at ¶ 76. 

87. On July 17, 2022, Roosen also contacted Anthony Modica (online username of 

‘Silvery’) and advised him that Tempest was going bankrupt and shutting down imminently. Id. 

at ¶ 80 (referencing Discord chat between A. Modica and Roosen dated July 17, 2022, and Signed 

Statement of A. Modica with exhibits dated July 18, 2022). 

Roosen Begins Contacting Path Net Employees 

88. Upon information and belief, beginning in or about Summer 2022, Roosen began 

attempting to contact Path Net employees. 
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89. Upon information and belief, Roosen, at minimum, attempted to contact Edward 

Coristine, Lee Stubbs, Joseph Sorensen, and Yvonne Irizarry. 

90. Upon information and belief, Roosen initiated these attempts in order to obtain 

confidential information of Path Net. 

91. Specifically, sometime in 2022, Path Net discovered Edward Coristine 

(“Coristine”), an intern at the time, accessing sensitive and confidential information of Path Net 

without approval and/or authority. 

92. Upon information and belief, during Coristine’s employment with Path Net, 

Roosen and Coristine had discussions concerning Path Net’s confidential information.  

93. Coristine admitted to stealing Path Net’s confidential information. 

94. Coristine was subsequently terminated in 2022. 

95. Upon information and belief, Coristine provided confidential information of Path 

Net to Roosen prior to his termination.  

96. Additionally, upon information and belief, Coristine considered legal action after 

discussions with Roosen. 

97. Upon information and belief, Roosen encouraged Coristine to initiate legal action 

against Path Net.  

98. Upon information and belief, Roosen offered to pay for Coristine’s legal fees if he 

moved forward with legal action against Path Net. 

Gervais Resigns and then Hacks into Path Net’s Servers 

99. On September 15, 2022, Gervais resigned from Path Net. Id. at ¶ 86. 

100. Fifteen days later, on September 30, 2022, despite no longer being an employee of 

Path Net, Gervais unlawfully accessed Path Net’s servers. Id. at ¶ 87. 

The Gervais and Roosen Conspiracy Begins 

101. On December 24, 2022, Roosen and Gervais began discussions over the encrypted 

messaging app Signal. Id. at ¶ 90. 

102. Upon information and belief, Roosen and Gervais began discussion prior to 

December 24, 2022; however, such communications were deleted by Gervais and/or Roosen. 
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103. Additionally, upon information and belief, communications between Roosen and 

Gervais between December 24, 2022, and January 2, 2023, were deleted.  

104. Specifically, a private chat was made between Gervais and Roosen. 

105. Due to the apparent deletion, Plaintiffs are deprived of ever knowing all 

communications that were exchanged between Gervais and Roosen.   

106. Messages preserved by an Independent Supervising Solicitor (“ISS”) (similar to a 

Special Discovery Master) detail the conversations between Roosen and Gervais. See Signal chat 

between Roosen and Gervais, dated December 24, 2022, to January 5, 2023, attached as Exhibit 

B. 

107. Additionally, images taken by the ISS detail text messages between Roosen and 

Gervais. 

108. Among other things, Roosen and Gervais discussed Gervais’ improper efforts to 

access Path Net’s network after leaving the company. Exhibit A at ¶ 90. 

Gervais Steals Path Net’s Confidential and Sensitive Information 

109. Between December 24, 2022, and January 5, 2023, Gervais hacked into Path Net’s 

Network again and stole a significant amount of confidential and sensitive information. Id. at ¶ 

91–92. 

110. Upon information and belief, Gervais engaged in such behavior at the direction of 

Roosen.  

111. Specifically, on January 2, 2023, Gervais sent Roosen several messages to Roosen 

containing Path Net’s Firewall Rules (the “Firewall Rules”). Exhibit B at p. 3–6. 

112. The Firewall Rules were stored on Path Net’s load balancers.  

113. Upon information and belief, Gervais was able to access the Firewall Rules by 

hacking into Path Net’s load balancers.  

114. In addition to the Firewall Rules, Gervais provided Roosen with codes taken from 

Path Net’s ‘configuration repository’ (the “Configuration Repository”). Id. at p. 3–9. 

115. The Configuration Repository stores Path Net’s client and network configuration 

information.  
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116. The network configuration information describes how Path Net calculates latency 

between server locations to provide optimal routing for customers.  

117. By providing this data to Roosen and GSK, Gervais enabled Roosen to copy Path 

Net’s network efficiency.  

118. Gervais also provided Roosen with Path Net’s encryption keys (the “Encryption 

Keys”). Id. at p. 9–10. 

119. The Encryption Keys are used to encrypt traffic transmitted between Path Net’s 

servers.  

120. Additionally, Gervais provided Roosen with Path Net’s password for 

“Prometheus,” which is Path Net’s protocol for exchanging statistics about Path Net’s network. 

Id. at p. 7. 

121. Gervais also provided Roosen with Path Net’s coinpayments.com 

(“CoinPayments”) SSL certificate. Id. at p. 20–23. 

122. CoinPayments is a cryptocurrency exchange and longtime Path Net customer. 

123. SSL certificates are used to encrypt web traffic for customers. 

124. Customers, like CoinPayments, use these “keys” to exchange sensitive financial 

data, underscoring the reality that Path Net’s business cannot survive without its’ customers being 

confident their data is secure.  

125. Gervais was aware of this necessity as he messaged Roosen indicating that the 

stolen information was extremely valuable. Indeed, the above data constituted confidential and 

valuable commercial information that Path Net took care to keep confidential.  Id. at p. 7. 

126. To confirm his suspicions, on January 2, 2023, Gervais inquired as to what Roosen 

believed the stolen information was worth. Id. 

127. Roosen believed that the stolen information Gervais had provided to him at that 

point in time would be worth “probably at least $1337.69.” Id.  

128. That same date, Gervais informed Roosen that he desired to sell Path Net’s 

confidential information. Id. at p. 73. 

129. At the time, Gervais informed Roosen that his “take [was] 376M[B] of data. Id. 
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130. Gervais then asked Roosen if he would pay $5 per MB. Id. 

131. Roosen responded “[s]ure” to Gervais’ offer and asked whether it included Path 

Net’s code. Id. 

132. Gervais informed Roosen that it “[i]ncludes everything I took, which includes 

code, and their xdp crap …” Id. 

133. In response, Roosen informed Gervais that he was “not interested in it because it’s 

good, I already know its shit, [b]ut theres some [] use for it.” Id. 

134. Upon information and belief, Roosen had previously gained access to Path Net’s 

confidential xdp information through his attempted interactions with Path Net employees.  

135. Upon information and belief, Gervais absconded with no less than 375 MB of data 

from Path Net, but it is more likely that the amount of stolen data is in excess of 420MB. Id. at 

73, 76. 

136. On information and belief, Gervais was motivated in part by his desire to seek 

retribution from the employer that had demoted him. 

137. The confidential and sensitive data that was stolen from Path Net included, but was 

not limited to, customer lists, source code, slide decks for investors and other opportunities, 

credentials associated with the user accounts for Path Net’s management staff, invoices, 

credentials in support of operating billing software, business purchase agreements, network 

configuration data, customer domains, and internal configuration of Path Net’s load balancers. 

Roosen purchases Path Net’s stolen confidential information 

138. After Gervais indicated that he desired to sell everything he stole, Roosen took him 

up on it. Id. at p. 73. 

139. Roosen indicated that he had some use for it. Id. 

140. Roosen went further to instruct Gervais to cover his tracks, effectively destroying 

any trace of the theft. Id. 

141. Gervais specifically identified material that was the most useful and pertinent for 

Roosen and the other Defendants’ business operations. Id. at p. 55–71.  
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142. Gervais and Roosen agreed to exchange payment for the stolen data via 

cryptocurrency. Id. at p. 73–76. 

143. At one point in time, after Roosen and Gervais agreed upon a sale of Plaintiffs’ 

confidential information, Roosen asked Gervais if he was “getting cold feet.” Id. at p. 75. 

144. Upon request from Roosen, Gervais provided his cryptocurrency wallet 

information. Id. at p. 76. 

145. After Gervais provided the information, Roosen paid Gervais 0.49727579 ETH. 

Id.; see also Details of Crypto Payment from Roosen to Gervais, dated January 2, 2023, attached 

as Exhibit C. 

146. Upon information and belief, the approximate value of 0.49727579 ETH at the time 

Roosen paid Gervais was $603.68. See Exhibit C. 

147. Roosen informed Gervais his preferred method of retrieving the data was a zip file 

uploaded to a third-party website. Exhibit B at p. 77. 

148. During this time, Roosen messaged Gervais and stated, “I wonder how long it’d 

take [Path Net and Tempest] to go back on line, if ever.” Id. at p. 54. 

149. At one point during the heist, Gervais expressed concern to Roosen that it was a 

“stupid amount of risk to grab this all.” Id. at p. 71. 

150. In response, Roosen suggested Gervais could mitigate his risk by destroying Path 

Net’s network to conceal any evidence of his hacking, which would leave “no logs.” Id.  

151. Gervais provided the stolen information in two parts to Roosen, of which the first 

part was provided on January 3, 2023. Id. at p. 77. 

152. Part one contained, among other things, confidential and sensitive information 

relating to infrastructure, contracts, resources, client list, and out-of-band information (referring 

to management/communication separate from the main network, vital for recovery). Id.  

153. Part two contained, among other things, Path Net’s XDP information. Id. at 78. 

154. Roosen, at minimum, accessed the stolen information on January 4, 2023. Id. 

155. During this period, upon information and belief, Roosen was in contact with 

“NTT.” Id. at p. 78–79. 
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156. At the time, NTT was a supplier of Path Net.  

157. Additionally, Roosen took a strong interest in one of Path Net’s customers, 

BattleMetrics. Id. at 82. 

158. Gervais also shared Mr. Webb’s personal credit card information with Roosen. Id. 

at p. 84. 

159. In response, Roosen suggested that they use it to buy dedicated servers from his 

company, GSK. Id. 

160. On January 5, 2023, after Gervais had already shared significant portions of 

confidential and sensitive information with Roosen, Roosen stated to Gervais, “Yo bro send the 

main archive …” Id. at p. 94. 

161. Gervais shared another zip file to Roosen on January 5, 2023. Id. at p. 89. 

162. The additional zip file contained miscellaneous files of Path Net’s as well as Path 

Net’s core “py [python code] for xdp [Path Net’s proprietary DDoS mitigation support 

technology].” Id.  

163. Gervais also told Roosen he could use Tempest’s Signal chat history in order to sue 

them. Id. 

164. Roosen responded by providing Gervais a tool (signal-export) so that Gervais could 

provide him with Tempest’s Signal chat history. Id. 

165. Upon information and belief, additional communications between Roosen and 

Gervais were had; however, Roosen and/or Gervais subsequently caused them to be deleted in 

order to hide their unlawful behavior.  

The Attempted Extortion 

166. On January 5, 2023, specifically at 6:37 PM MST (or 8:37 PM EST), an individual 

going by the username / handle of “Archetype” on the communications app Discord posted to 

the Discord channel of a former Path Net customer known as Frantech. Exhibit A at ¶ 93. 

167. ‘Archetype’ tagged Webb in his post to get his attention. Id. 

168. In his post, Archetype advised that “theres a lot of code on same in a private 

community”. Id. 
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169. The code ‘Archetype’ was referring to was Path Net’s code. Id. 

170. Upon receiving this post, Path Net directed their employee to correspond with 

‘Archetype’ via private message on Discord. Id. at ¶ 94. 

171. Between approximately 9:00 PM EST and 11:28 PM EST, the Path Net employee 

corresponded with ‘Archetype’ via private messages on Discord. See Discord chat between Mr. 

Hiltz and ‘Archetype,’ dated January 6, 2023, attached as Exhibit D. 

172. The online profile page for the user ‘Archetype’ indicated that the profile was 

created the same day that Gervais shared the final file of Plaintiffs’ confidential and sensitive 

data to Roosen. Exhibit A at ¶ 95. 

173. In response to ‘Archetype’s’ original message, Path Net’s employee asked for 

information on the “private community” where Path Net’s most sensitive and confidential 

information was being advertised for ransom by another person. Exhibit D; Exhibit A at ¶ 96 

(a). 

174. ‘Archetype’ refused to provide access to the “private community” on the basis that 

was invite-only. Id.; Exhibit A at ¶ 96 (b). 

175. Path Net’s employee asked ‘Archetype’ to provide information or snippets of Path 

Net’s code or data being ransomed. Id.; Exhibit A at ¶ 96 (c). 

176. ‘Archetype’ provided snippets of code in order to demonstrate to Path Net that the 

information was, in fact, theirs. Id.; Exhibit A at ¶ 96 (c). 

177. Path Net was able to verify the authenticity of the code fragments provided by 

‘Archetype’ and found the code was part of Path Net’s proprietary DDoS mitigation program – 

the most important and valuable aspect of Path Net’s business. Exhibit A at ¶ 99. 

178. Path Net’s employee asked ‘Archetype’ for information with respect to the name 

or location of Path net’s hacker/ransomer. Id.; Exhibit A at ¶ 96 (e). 

179. In response, ‘Archetype’ responded that the hacker/ransomer was operating on 

“tor,” or in layman’s terms, an encrypted secure internet protocol that is used by users on the 

dark web to carry illicit transactions online. Id.; Exhibit A at ¶ 96 (e). 
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180. ‘Archetype’ refused to provide a link to access the TOR network to communicate 

with the hacker/ransomer. Id.; Exhibit A at ¶ 96 (e). 

181. Following a request for more information regarding Path Net’s stolen confidential 

information, ‘Archetype’ replied that the hacker/ransomer was advertising the following highly 

sensitive and proprietary of Path Net for sale: 

a. Path Net’s C source code (C is a computer programming language); 
b. Path Net’s Python source code (Python is a computer programming language); 
c. Path Net’s Portal source code; 
d. Tempest’s WHMCS database backup data; 
e. IP addresses of all of Path Net’s firewall servers; 
f. SSL certificates from NGINX; and  
g. More than 200MB of data.  

Id.; Exhibit A at ¶ 96 (f). 

182. The ransom price ‘Archetype’ request was $800,000. Id.; Exhibit A at ¶ 97. 

Roosen continues to contact Path Net employees 

183. After the extortion attempt, Roosen continued to contact Path Net employees. 

184. Upon information and belief, Roosen’s attempts to contact Path Net employees 

were based on improper means, including but not limited to, making false statements, obtaining 

confidential information, and stealing customers.  

Path Net sues Gervais in Canada 

185. Almost immediately, Plaintiffs filed a lawsuit in Canada against Gervais, among 

others (the “Canadian Litigation”).  

186. Upon information and belief, as part of the Canadian Litigation, Roosen submitted 

an Affidavit to the court (the “Canadian Affidavit”).  

187. Roosen’s Canadian Affidavit was submitted more than two months after he had 

paid Gervais for Path Net’s stolen confidential information.  

188. Upon information and belief, Roosen’s Canadian Affidavit contained one or more 

false sworn statements. 
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189. Specifically, in the Canadian Affidavit, Roosen avowed, “Mr. Gervais did not 

provide any confidential information to me surrounding the Plaintiffs’ business.” See Affidavit 

of Rene Roosen dated March 14, 2023, ¶ 14, attached as Exhibit E. 

190. As part of the Canadian Litigation, Plaintiffs learned of Defendants’ involvement 

in Gervais’ criminal scheme.  

191. Specifically in November 2024, the ISS released documents and other related 

evidence to Plaintiffs’ attorneys in the Canadian Litigation.  

192. Prior to this time, Plaintiffs were unaware of Roosen’s involvement in the theft and 

subsequent attempted extortion. 

193. Additionally, as part of the Canadian Litigation, Plaintiffs uncovered that Roosen 

was involved in Gervais’ defense. 

194. Upon information and belief, Roosen funded portions of Gervais’ defense and/or 

directed Gervais’ defense in order to cause harm to Webb and Plaintiffs. 

195. Plaintiffs and Gervais have since settled the Canadian Litigation. 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

Misappropriation of Trade Secrets under the Arizona Uniform Trade  
Secrets Act, A.R.S. § 44-401 et. seq. 

(Against all Defendants) 

196. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference all of the matters set forth in the 

preceding paragraphs of this Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

197. With the assistance of and in concert with Gervais, Defendants wrongfully took 

Plaintiffs’ trade secrets (e.g., source code, IP addresses, SSL certificates, etc.). 

198. Without Plaintiffs’ consent, Defendants wrongfully disclosed and/or used 

Plaintiffs’ trade secrets to solicit Path Net customers, gain a competitive advantage, or otherwise 

harm Plaintiffs.  

199. Plaintiffs took reasonable measures to protect its trade secret information and to 

maintain the confidentiality of information regarding its employees, clients, services, 
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relationships, pricing, business opportunities, technology, strategies, and other categories of 

information comprising Path Net’s confidential information.  

200. While Defendants did not hack into Path Net’s servers or steal its confidential 

information, Defendant Roosen authorized, directed, or otherwise encouraged Gervais to do so.  

201. By doing do, Roosen has ratified Gervais’ wrongful conduct constituting 

misappropriation of Path Net’s trade secrets.  

202. Defendants knew Path Net’s trade secrets were acquired by improper means.  

203. In fact, despite this knowledge, Defendants paid Gervais in order to access the 

stolen confidential information.  

204. Upon information and belief, Defendants used Path Net’s trade secrets to gain a 

competitive advantage in the marketplace.  

205. Upon information and belief, one of the uses of Path Net’s trade secrets was an 

attempted extortion, wherein the ransom price was set at $800,000. 

206. Upon information and belief, Defendants continue to use Path Net’s trade secrets. 

207. Defendants’ misappropriation was willful and malicious.  

208. Plaintiffs were damaged in an amount to be proved at trial as a result of their loss 

of customers and their confidential information and processes.   

209. At all times relevant to this matter, Defendants acted willfully and maliciously, 

intentionally disregarding Plaintiffs’ rights, warranting an award of exemplary damages. A.R.S. 

§ 44-403.  

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

Conversion 
(Against all Defendants) 

210. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference all of the matters set forth in the 

preceding paragraphs of this Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

211. Upon information and belief, Defendants have used the confidential information 

stolen by Gervais for their own benefit.  
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212. In fact, Defendants solicited, encouraged, or otherwise assisted Gervais in the theft 

of Path Net’s confidential information.  

213. Defendants obtained this information by purchasing it from Gervais.  

214. The information wrongfully stolen from Path Net, purchased by Defendants, which 

upon information and belief, they continue to retain and use, has significant value to Path Net.  

215. Plaintiffs have suffered and will continue to suffer significant harm from the 

Defendants’ continued use and possession of Path Net’s confidential information. 

216. Specifically, Path Net was the victim of an attempted extortion wherein it was 

demanded they pay $800,000 in order to receive the stolen confidential information back.  

217. Plaintiffs have suffered damages as the results of Defendants’ conduct alleged 

herein, and Defendants are liable to Plaintiffs for the full value of all property wrongfully 

converted in an amount to be proven at trial.  

218. At all times relevant to this matter, Defendants acted willfully and maliciously, 

intentionally disregarding Plaintiffs’ rights, warranting an award of punitive damages.  

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

Violation of Arizona RICO Law, A.R.S. § 13-2301, et seq. 
(Against All Defendants) 

219. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference all of the matters set forth in the 

preceding paragraphs of this Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

220. Under A.R.S. § 13-1201(D)(2), an “enterprise” is defined as “any corporation, 

partnership, association, labor union or other legal entity or any group of persons associated in 

fact although not a legal entity.” 

221. The association between Defendants and Gervais constitutes an “enterprise” under 

A.R.S. 13-2301(D)(2). 

222. The enterprise comprising of Defendants and Gervais committed trade secret theft 

and attempted extortion.  

223. The aforementioned acts of Defendants (and Gervais) constitute “Racketeering.” 
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224. In fact, the aforementioned acts are chargeable under the laws of Arizona and are 

punishable by imprisonment for more than one year under the laws of Arizona. See A.R.S. § 13-

2301(D)(4)(b)(v); A.R.S. § 13-1820(C) (classifying trade secret theft as a class 5 felony); A.R.S. 

§ 13-702(D) (listing the presumptive sentence for a class 5 felony as 1.5 years).  

225. Roosen authorized, requested, commanded, ratified or recklessly tolerated the 

unlawful conduct of Gervais. 

226. Additionally, Cosmic and GSK’s director, principal, or high managerial agents 

performed, authorized, requested, commanded, ratified or recklessly tolerated the unlawful 

conduct of Gervais.  

227. Plaintiffs are entitled to treble damages and the costs of the suit, including 

reasonable attorney fees for trial and appellate representation. See A.R.S. § 13-2314.04. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

Tortious Interference with Business Relationships and/or Expectancies 
(Against all Defendants) 

228. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference all of the matters set forth in the 

preceding paragraphs of this Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

229. As a result of purchasing Path Net’s stolen confidential information from Gervais, 

Defendants gained knowledge of the contracts and business relationships, both actual and 

prospective, between Path Net and its customers. 

230. As a result of its prior contractual and client relationships, including the extended 

duration of those relationships, as well as a result of Path Net’s standing in the 

cybersecurity/technology space, Plaintiffs have a reasonable expectation that its contractual and 

client relationships will continue and that additional contractual relationships advantageous to 

Plaintiffs will be formed.  

231. Defendants, through their conduct described herein, and conduct still unknown to 

Plaintiffs, have interfered with the business relationships Plaintiffs and their clients and have 

interfered with Plaintiff’s prospective business advantage with respect to its relationships with 

its clients. 
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232. Plaintiffs have been damaged by the aforementioned acts of the Defendants in an 

amount to be proven at trial. 

233. Plaintiffs are entitled to equitable disgorgement from Defendants as the result of 

Defendants’ acts alleged herein, including all benefits Defendants received as a result of their 

wrongful conduct.  

234. At all times relevant to this matter, Defendants acted willfully and maliciously, 

intentionally disregarding Plaintiffs’ rights, warranting an award of punitive damages. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

Tortious Interference with Contractual Relations 
(Against all Defendants) 

235. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference all of the matters set forth in the 

preceding paragraphs of this Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

236. Defendants knew or should have known that Gervais was subject to the 

Employment Agreements or ICAs that he entered into with Path Net. 

237. Each of Gervais’ agreements with Path Net, among other things, prohibited Gervais 

from sharing confidential information.  

238. Upon information and belief, Roosen encouraged Gervais to breach his 

Employment Agreements and/or ICAs.  

239. By the conduct described herein, each of the Defendants intentionally and/or 

tortiously interfered with the contractual relationship between Gervais and Path Net.  

240. Plaintiffs have been damaged by the aforementioned acts of the Defendants in an 

amount to be determined at trial. 

241. At all times relevant to this matter, Defendants acted willfully and maliciously, 

intentionally disregarding Plaintiffs’ rights, warranting an award of punitive damages. 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

Tortious Interference with Contractual Relations 
(Against all Defendants) 

242. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference all of the matters set forth in the 

preceding paragraphs of this Complaint as if fully set forth herein.  

243. Upon information and belief, Defendants entered into an agreement (with each 

other and/or Gervais) to steal and use Path Net’s confidential, proprietary, and/or trade secret 

information to the benefit of Defendants and to the detriment of Plaintiffs and to interfere with 

the Agreements between Path Net and the Gervais; Path Net’s contracts and relationships with 

clients and employees; and Path Net’s business expectancies and prospective client relationships. 

244. Upon information and belief, Defendants conspired for Gervais to breach his 

fiduciary duties owed to Path Net that sound both in contract and in common law.  

245. The acts taken in furtherance of Defendants’ agreement seriously interfere with 

Plaintiffs’ right to possess and use the information and property to its own benefit. 

246. Plaintiffs have suffered damages as a result of the conduct alleged herein in an 

amount to be determined at trial.  

247. At all times relevant to this matter, Defendants acted willfully and maliciously, 

intentionally disregarding Plaintiffs’ rights, warranting an award of punitive damages. 

SEVENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

Civil Conspiracy 
(Against all Defendants) 

248. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference all of the matters set forth in the 

preceding paragraphs of this Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

249. At all relevant times herein, upon information and belief, Defendants acted in 

concert with Gervais to hack into and steal Path Net’s confidential and sensitive information. 

250. Upon information and belief, Defendants entered into an agreement with each other 

and Gervais to hack into Path Net’s networks, abscond with confidential and sensitive 
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information, and ultimately purchase the stolen data from Gervais to the benefit of Defendants 

and to the detriment of Plaintiffs.  

251. Alternatively, at minimum, Defendants knowingly agreed to and participated in a 

common plan and scheme to commit intentional and unlawful acts, including the tortious conduct 

alleged herein. 

252. In furtherance of the conspiracy, Defendants each committed overt acts and 

knowingly assisted, encouraged, directed, or ratified the tortious conduct of their co-conspirators 

(Gervais), with the intent to benefit from the unlawful scheme.  

253. By way of example, when Defendants decided to purchase the stolen data from 

Gervais, they ratified, supported, or otherwise encouraged his tortious behavior.  

254. At all relevant times herein, upon information and belief, Defendants acted in 

concert with Gervais to hack into and steal Path Net’s confidential and sensitive information.  

255. Plaintiffs have suffered damages as a direct result of Defendants and Gervais’ 

conspiracy in an amount to be determined at trial.  

256. Under Arizona law, each participant in a civil conspiracy is liable for all acts 

committed by every other conspirator in furtherance of the conspiracy, regardless of whether a 

particular defendant/co-conspirator committed each underlying act. See A.R.S. § 12-2506(D). 

257. Defendants are therefore jointly and severally liable for all damages caused by the 

conspiracy and the tortious acts committed in furtherance thereof, including all economic losses, 

consequential damages, and other damages suffered by Plaintiffs.  

258. As a result, Defendants may not avoid or reduce their liability by attempting to 

attribute fault or damages to non-parties, absent actors, or co-conspirators, as Arizona law 

imposes full liability on each Defendant, independently of one another, for the harm caused by 

their collective conduct. 

259. Further, at all times relevant to this matter, Defendants acted willfully and 

maliciously, intentionally disregarding Plaintiffs’ rights, warranting an award of punitive 

damages. 

/ / / 
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EIGHTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

Aiding and Abetting 
(Against all Defendants) 

260. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference all of the matters set forth in the 

preceding paragraphs of this Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

261. Gervais engaged in significant and substantial tortious conduct including but not 

limited to: 

a. Breached his fiduciary duties owed to Path Net; 

b. Breached his contractual obligations to Path Net; 

c. Misappropriated confidential, proprietary information of Path Net; 

d. Intentionally interfered with Path Net’s contractual relations and prospective 

business advantage; 

e. Converted Path Net’s property; and 

f. Upon information and belief, Gervais was involved in the attempted extortion of 

Path Net. 

262. Plaintiffs were injured by the conduct of Gervais which is alleged in the preceding 

paragraph. 

263. Defendants knew, or should have known, that Gervais’ conduct: 

a. Constituted a breach of his fiduciary duties owed to Path Net; 

b. Constituted a breach of his contractual obligations to Path Net; 

c. Constituted misappropriation of confidential, proprietary information of Path Net; 

d. Interfered with Path Net’s contractual relations and prospective business 

advantage; 

e. Converted Path Net’s property; and 

f. Was involved in the attempted extortion of Path Net. 

264. Defendants substantially assisted or encouraged Gervais to: 

a. Breach his fiduciary duties owed to Path Net; 

b. Breach his contractual obligations to Path Net; 
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c. Misappropriate Path Net’s confidential, proprietary information; 

d. Interfere with Path Net’s contracts; 

e. Interfere with Path Net’s contractual relations and prospective business advantage; 

f. Convert Path Net’s property; and 

g. Attempt to extort Path Net. 

265. Under Arizona law, a defendant who knowingly provides substantial assistance or 

encouragement to another in the commission of a tort is liable as a tortfeasor for the resulting 

harm. 

266. Because Defendants’ liability arises from intentional participation in and 

substantial assistance of Gervais’ tortious conduct, Defendants acted in concert with each other, 

and him, and are jointly and severally liable to Plaintiffs for all of the damages caused by the 

underlying torts, regardless of whether Defendants personally committed each act. 

267. As a result, Defendants may not avoid or reduce their liability by attempting to 

attribute fault or damages to non-parties, absent actors, or co-conspirators, as Arizona law 

imposes full liability on each Defendant, independently of one another, for the harm caused by 

their collective conduct. 

268. Further, at all times relevant to this matter, Defendants acted willfully and 

maliciously, intentionally disregarding Plaintiffs’ rights, warranting an award of punitive 

damages. 

NINTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

Unfair Competition 
(Against all Defendants) 

269. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference all of the matters set forth in the 

preceding paragraphs of this Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

270. At all times relevant herein, Path Net was (and still is) engaged in a legitimate 

business and competes fairly in the marketplace through lawful means. 

271. Defendants, individually and in concert with others, engaged in unfair and 

improper business conduct designed to obtain an unfair competitive advantage over Path Net. 
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272. Defendants’ unfair competition extends beyond misappropriation of trade secrets, 

but is also based on independent wrongful conduct.  

273. Defendants’ unfair competition, upon information and belief, includes, but is not 

limited to: 

a. The coordinated misuse and exploitation of Plaintiffs’ confidential and proprietary 

information, including the trade secrets referenced herein; 

b. Attempted extortionate and coercive conduct using Plaintiffs’ stolen data; 

c. Interference with Path Net’s contractual and prospective business relationships 

through improper means; and 

d. Participation in a coordinated scheme to exploit Path Net’s business operations for 

commercial gain. 

274. Defendants’ conduct was wrongful, deceptive, and unfair, and exceeded the bounds 

of legitimate competition recognized under Arizona law.  

275. Defendants undertook the foregoing conduct knowingly and intentionally, with the 

purpose of gaining advantages not available through lawful competition and of harming 

Plaintiffs’ business interests. 

276. Defendants acted in concert with others, including by encouraging, facilitating, 

assisting, and/or ratifying the wrongful conduct described herein, and was aware that such 

conduct constituted improper and unfair competition. 

277. Defendant’s unfair competition was a direct and proximate cause of harm to 

Plaintiffs, including lost business opportunities, investigative and remediation costs, disruption 

of business operations, and damage to goodwill and competitive position. 

278. Because Defendants’ liability for unfair competitions arises from intentional 

participation in and substantial assistance of Gervais’ (and others) tortious conduct, Defendants 

acted in concert with each other -- and also with Gervais – and are jointly and severally liable to 

Plaintiffs for all of the damages caused by the underlying torts, regardless of which Defendant 

personally committed each act. 
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279. As a result, Defendants may not avoid or reduce their liability by attempting to 

attribute fault or damages to non-parties, absent actors, or co-conspirators, as Arizona law 

imposes full liability on each Defendant, independently of one another, for the harm caused by 

their collective conduct. 

280. Further, at all times relevant to this matter, Defendants acted willfully and 

maliciously, intentionally disregarding Plaintiffs’ rights, warranting an award of punitive 

damages. 

TENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

Respondeat Superior/Vicarious Liability 
(Against all Defendants) 

281. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference all of the matters set forth in the 

preceding paragraphs of this Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

282. When committing the acts alleged herein, Gervais acted, at minimum, as an agent 

of Defendants.  

283. Gervais acted with the purpose and intent to serve and to benefit Defendants when 

committing the actions alleged herein. 

284. Defendants authorized and/or ratified, and benefitted from, Gervais’ actions 

alleged herein, including obtaining and utilizing Path Net’s confidential and proprietary, and 

trade secret information, interfering with Path Net’s client relationships and prospective business 

advantage, and the additional unlawful conduct described herein. 

285. Defendants were aware of this wrongful conduct and encouraged, authorized 

and/or ratified or permitted it. 

286. In fact, Defendants compensated Gervais for his unlawful conduct. 

287. Under principles of respondeat superior and vicarious liability, Defendants are 

liable to Plaintiffs for the damages Plaintiffs have suffered as a result of Gervais’ wrongful 

conduct in an amount to be determined at trial.  

/ / / 

/ / / 
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DEMAND FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs respectfully demand judgment in their favor as follows: 

A. For an award of compensatory damages in an amount to be proven at trial, 

including but not limited to damages for lost business opportunities, loss of competitive 

advantage, investigative and forensic costs, remediation expenses, consequential damages, and 

harm to goodwill and business reputation; 

B. For disgorgement of all ill-gotten gains, profits, benefits, and unjust enrichment 

obtained by Defendants as a result of their wrongful conduct, and for restitution sufficient to 

restore Plaintiffs to the position it would have occupied absent Defendants’ misconduct; 

C. For all statutory damages and enhanced damages available under applicable law, 

including treble damages to the extent authorized under Arizona RICO, A.R.S. § 13-2314.04, 

and exemplary or enhanced damages under the Arizona Uniform Trade Secrets Act, A.R.S. § 44-

404, for willful and malicious misappropriation; 

D. For an award of punitive damages against Defendants in an amount sufficient to 

punish and deter Defendants’ willful, knowing, malicious, fraudulent, and extortionate conduct, 

to the fullest extent permitted under Arizona law; 

E. For an award of reasonable attorneys’ fees incurred in this action pursuant to 

applicable law, including but not limited to A.R.S. § 44-404 and A.R.S. § 13-2314.04, and any 

other applicable statutory, contractual, or equitable basis; 

F. For an award of taxable and non-taxable costs incurred herein pursuant to 

applicable law, including but not limited to A.R.S. § 44-404 and A.R.S. § 13-2314.04, and any 

other applicable statutory, contractual, or equitable basis; 

G. For pre-judgment and post-judgment interest at the maximum rate allowed by law; 

H. For such other and further legal or equitable relief as the Court deems just and 

proper. 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 30th day of January, 2026. 
  

 ROSE LAW GROUP pc 
 
  /s/ Ryan T. Bradway   
       Thomas A. Gilson 

Ryan T. Bradway 
       7144 E. Stetson Drive, Suite 300 

Scottsdale, Arizona 85251 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
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SWORN WILL-STATE OF CURTIS MICHAEL GERVAIS 
(for use in US litigation or US criminal proceedings) 

 
I, Curtis Michael Gervais, born March 16, 1998, of Lanark, Ontario, Canada, do make and oath and 
state: 
1. This sworn statement is provided by me upon my own free will and with the assistance of my 

counsel. I have agreed to make this statement as part of my settlement terms in civil litigation in 
Toronto, Ontario, Canada, wherein I am a defendant in an action brought by Arizona-based 
companies Path Network Inc. (“Path Net”) and Tempest Hosting LLC (“Tempest”) under Court 
File No.: CV-24-00730864-0000 (Toronto), originally filed as CV-22-00000100-0000, Perth, 
Ontario (the “Canadian Litigation”). Path Net and Tempest are my former employers. Where I use 
the term “Path Net” herein, I am referring to both Path Net and Tempest, unless otherwise stated.  
 

2. This sworn statement is intended by me to be used in the United States of America in civil 
litigation or criminal proceedings against Rene ‘Renaul’ Roosen (“Roosen”), the owner and/or 
proprietor of Cosmic Global, Inc. d.b.a. Cosmic Global Networks and d.b.a. Cosmic Guard 
(“Cosmic”) and HostingKing Inc. d.b.a. GameServerKings (“GSK”) and other persons as 
American authorities deem appropriate. Cosmic and GSK are competitors of Path Net and 
Tempest. Where I use the term “Roosen”, I am referring to Roosen, GSK and Cosmic. 

 
3. The matters at issue relevant to Roosen continued after I resigned from Path Net in September 

2022 and during the Canadian Litigation from January 2023 to October 2024, while I was 
represented by Ontario lawyer Michael Katzman. I have new counsel in the Canadian litigation. 
In November 2024, the Canadian Court ordered that ‘preserved data’ be disclosed to Path Net. 
The index of the ‘preserved data’ is attached as Schedule A to this my sworn statement.  

 
4. This statement is not intended to be used against me by Path Net in the Canadian Litigation, in 

other litigation or for any other purpose in Canada, the United States or elsewhere. I have an 
agreement with Path Net to stay the Canadian Litigation pending Path Net’s civil litigation and/or 
criminal proceedings in the United States of America against Roosen and / or others. I have 
entered into Minutes of Settlement with Path Net in the Canadian Litigation. Terms of default are 
contained in those Minutes of Settlement in the Canadian Litigation.  

 
5. This sworn statement is based on my direct knowledge unless stated otherwise. Where my 

evidence is not based on my direct knowledge, I provide my sources and I make reference to 
documents. The documents are enclosed in an Exhibit Book containing Tabs 1 to 47. 

 
My Background 
6. I am, and was at the material times, a resident of the Town of Lanark, Ontario.  
 

Tab 1: Ontario Driver’s License of Curtis Michael Gervais  
 
7. I do not have a criminal record or any civil judgments against me anywhere in the world. I am not, 

nor have ever been a bankrupt. The only Canadian civil litigation that I am currently involved in is 
Toronto CV-24-00730864-0000, herein referred to as the “Canadian Litigation”. 
 

8. I am a self-taught engineer. I have no formal degrees backing my knowledge or experience. I have 
various certificates relevant to the cyber security industry.   
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9. By way of occupation prior to my employment at Path Net, I have held various roles in the cyber 
security industry and the AI industry.  I have worked for government contractors in Canada. 

 
10. At the material times to the Canadian Litigation, I operated various companies involved in online 

virtual hosting. I also provide technical support and consulting related to online virtual hosting. 
 

11. I was, at all material times, the sole director and officer of an Ontario, Canada, company 
operating under the name Packet Rabbit. I created Packet Rabbit. It was incorporated according 
to the laws of Canada bearing Federal Corporation No: 1250489-8 and Business No: 
798959342RC0001. The registered corporate address of Packet Rabbit is 70 Bongard Avenue, 
Ottawa, Ontario. Packet Rabbit was, at the material times, in the business of online virtual 
hosting – a business that competed with Path Net and Tempest. 

 
 Tab 2: Ontario Corporate Profile of Packet Rabbit Inc. 
 
12. I have operated in the past on the internet with the use of various aliases and / or usernames. At 

the material times, I have used aliases and / or usernames including but not limited to: 
a) ‘cmg’ 
b) ‘wdmg’ 
c) curtis@path.net 

 
Explanation of Path Net and Tempest 
13. Path Network, Inc. (“Path Net”) is a company incorporated according to the laws of the Delaware, 

United States of America, and headquartered in Phoenix, Arizona. Path Net is in the business of 
providing online data hosting, cybersecurity, and related services.  
 

14. Tempest Hosting LLC (“Tempest”) is a wholly-owned subsidiary of Path Net which specializes in 
providing online virtual hosting services. As a subsidiary of Path Net, Tempest’s losses are carried 
by Path Net. The names Path Net and Tempest are used interchangeably in my statement, 
meaning that reference to one is reference to both unless specifically stated.  

 
15. Marshal Webb (“Webb”) is the founder, owner, and Chief Executive Officer of Path Net and the 

founder of Tempest. As Tempest is a subsidiary of Path Net, Webb has indirect and ultimate 
ownership and control over Tempest. Webb resides in Phoenix, Arizona.  

 
16. Path Net is an online data hosting and data security company. Path Net, of its own accord, and 

through its subsidiary Tempest, operates a number of server farms / data centers throughout the 
world. Its customers pay monthly subscription fees to lease space on its data-secure servers. 
The servers are used for hosting the customers’ data ‘on the cloud’.  

 
17. Path Net specializes in providing online hosting and security services tailored to businesses of all 

sizes, including businesses that require added cyber security to support cryptocurrency and 
blockchain payment transactions. 

 
18. Tempest is the arm of Path Net that specializes in the leasing of servers to customers and 

providing online virtual hosting. To put it simply, Tempest is a retail-oriented subsidiary of Path 
Net’s business.  
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19. The businesses of Path Net and Tempest depend on customers having confidence that their data 
is secured against all threats – both internal and external to Path Net and Tempest.  

 
Roosen as a Competitor of Path Net and Tempest 
20. As stated above, the purpose of my sworn statement is to provide evidence for Path Net and 

Tempest against Rene ‘Renaul’ Roosen (“Roosen”). He (Roosen) resides in Texas, United States 
of America and in Europe. As mentioned above, Roosen is the owner and/or proprietor of Cosmic 
and GSK. Cosmic and GSK are competitors of Path Net and Tempest. 

 
21. Roosen has used aliases / usernames on the internet including, but not limited to, the following: 

a) ‘Renaul’ 
b) ‘Rene’ 

 
22. I came to know Roosen through the hosting industry where I am active. I was familiar with Roosen 

and his companies prior to becoming a client of Tempest and Path Net as I was evaluating which 
option would be better for my company at the time. To state otherwise, I was conducting market 
research to better my own business. 

 
My Employment at Path Net and Tempest 
23. From July 8, 2021, to September 16, 2022, I was an employee of Tempest. From February 10, 

2022, to June 23, 2022, I held the title of Chief Executive Officer of Tempest. From June 30, 2022, 
to September 16, 2022, I held the title of the Chief Operations Officer of Tempest.  
 

24. Throughout my employment, and particularly during my tenure as an officer of Tempest, I had 
access to confidential and proprietary information of Path Net and Tempest. I executed various 
independent contractor agreements that particularized my duties to Path Net and Tempest. I 
explain my duties and obligations to Path Net and Tempest more fully below.  

 
25. In or about June 2020, I was operating a company named Geek Solutions Inc. I met Path Net’s 

CEO, Marshal Webb, by virtue of being a customer of Path Net and Tempest for Geek Solutions.  
 

Tab 3: Agreement between Path Net and Geek Solutions Inc., dated July 14, 2020 
 
26. As a customer of Tempest, I became acquainted with Path Net’s informal correspondence on 

messaging applications called Discord (https://discord.com/) and Slack. On Discord I used the 
handle / username “cmg”. 
 

27. In or about November 2020, I incorporated Packet Rabbit which thereafter became a customer 
of Path Net and Tempest. Like Tempest, Packet Rabbit was an online virtual hosting company. 
Through Packet Rabbit I operated servers and leases the servers to customers for monthly 
subscription fees. My customers’ data was stored on the servers and made available on the 
internet. The website of Packet Rabbit is https://packetrabbitinc.com/ .  

 
Tab 4: Customer Profile Details for Packet Rabbit, Undated 

 
Hired by Tempest as a ‘Community Manager’ 
28. On July 8, 2021, I was hired by Path Net to be an independent contractor for Tempest. From July 

8 to August 30, 2021, I worked as a Community Manager for Tempest.  
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29. I was referred to Webb for employment by a customer of Path Net known to me as Francisco Dias 
(“Dias”) of Frantech a.k.a. PONYNET.  

 
30. I was hired as a “Community Manager” for Tempest. It is not unusual for companies in the data 

security and virtual hosting industry to hire from their customer base.  
 

31. When I was hired by Path Net, I signed an Independent Contractor Agreement (the “ICA”). I 
provided my personal information to Path Net to be memorialized in the ICA. The ICA indicated 
that I resided at 1310 1st Concession B Dalhousie Road, Lanark, Ontario, K0G 1K0. I later provided 
my Ontario Driver’s License which indicate my address as the Lanark Property. 

 
Tab 5: ICA between Path Network and Gervais dated July 8, 2021 

 
32. I signed the ICA via DocuSign. The Docusign Certificate contains the necessary information from 

which I signed, including email address and IP address. 
 

33. When I was hired by Path Net, I provided banking transit information to receive income via direct 
deposit from Path Net. I provided Path Net banking information for Packet Rabbit as opposed to 
myself personally. Packet Rabbit’s account was with the Royal Bank of Canada. 

 
34. Throughout my employment with Path Net and Tempest, my income was paid to the Packet 

Rabbit’s account at the Royal Bank of Canada. 
 
Promoted to ‘Engineer’ of Tempest 
35. On August 30, 2021, I was promoted to the position of Systems Engineer at Tempest due to my 

aptitude for the technical aspects of Tempest’s needs. My contract was with Path Net, but I 
worked for both Path Net Tempest. 
 

36. On August 30, 2021, when I was promoted to ‘engineer’, I signed an Employment Agreement (the 
“Employment Agreement”) with Path Net. The terms of the Employment Agreement are 
materially similar to that of the ICA with Path Net, and included that: 
a) Clause 1(b) – all of my professional time and energy must be solely devoted to the interests 

of my employers Path Net and Tempest, and that I was prohibited from acting in a conflict of 
interest or conducting other businesses competitive to Path Net; 

b) Clause 3(b) – bonus payments are “in the sole discretion of the CEO” of Path Net; 
c) Clauses 6(a) and (b) – I was obliged to maintain the confidentiality of Path Net’s confidential, 

sensitive and proprietary information; 
d) Clause 6(c) – I was prohibited, during my employment and for three years thereafter, from 

soliciting any of Path Net’s employees or agents away from Path Net; 
e) Clause 6(d) – I was prohibited from making negative comments or disparaging statements 

against Path Net, Tempest, or any of its employees or agents;  
f) Clause 6(e) – intellectual property that I developed during my employment relating to the 

nature of my employment is the property of Path Net. I was prohibited from using Path Net’s 
property, assets, and resources for my own personal benefit; 

g) Clause 6(f) – I was required to return all of Path Net’s property, assets, and resources upon 
the end of my employment; and 

h) Clause 16 – the agreement was to be construed according to the Laws of Arizona, USA. 
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Tab 6: Agreement between Path Network, dated August 30, 2021 
 
37. I signed the Employment Agreement via DocuSign. The Docusign Certificate contains the 

necessary information from which I signed, including email address and IP address.  
 

38. When I was promoted to Director of Engineering, I signed another ICA the terms of which were 
materially the same as the ICA dated July 8, 2021.  

 
Tab 7: Independent Contractor Agreement (Director of Engineering) between Path Net 

 and Curtis Gervais dated February 3, 2022 
 
39. The relevant terms of the ICA are materially the same as the Employment Agreement, dated 

August 30, 2021. For greater certainty, the written agreements that I was bound by, at the material 
times, all circumscribed my obligations to Path Net and Tempest - the terms are materially the 
same. The relevant terms of the ICA dated February 3, 2022, include: 
a) Clauses 3, 3.4 and Schedule B – Compensation – I was compensated at the rate of USD 

$7,000 per month starting February 3, 2022. I was not entitled to any bonus payments or other 
compensation, which remained in the discretion of Webb; 

b) Clause 9, 9.5, and 12.1 – Restrictive Covenants on Confidentiality –I was obliged to maintain 
the confidentiality of Path Net’s confidential, sensitive and proprietary information; 

c) Clauses 9.5, 12.1-12.2, and 13.1 to 13.8 – Restrictive Covenant regarding Intellectual 
Property and Inventions – provides that intellectual property that I developed during my 
employment relating to the nature of my employment are the property of Path Net. This 
covenant also provides that I was prohibited from using Path Net’s property, assets, and 
resources for my own personal benefit; 

d) Clause 14, 14.1 and 14.2 – Restrictive Covenant on Non-Solicitation and Non-Interference of 
Employees and Agents – provides that I was prohibited, during my employment and for two 
years thereafter, from soliciting any of Path Net’s employees or agents away from Path Net; 

e) Clause 14, 14.1 and 14.2 – Restrictive Covenant on Non-Solicitation and Non-Interference of 
Customers – provides that I was prohibited, during my employment and for two years 
thereafter, from soliciting any of Path Net’s customers, clients, prospects, suppliers, 
vendors, referral sources or other business relationships away from Path Net; 

f) Clause 15 – Non-Competition Restrictive Covenant – provides that I could not take part in a 
business enterprise that competed directly or indirectly with Path Net for one year after 
conclusion of my employment; 

g) Clause 16 – Restrictive Covenant against Disparagement – provides that I was prohibited 
from making negative comments or disparaging statements against Path Net, Tempest, or 
any of its employees or agents; and 

h) Clauses 12.1 and 12.2 – Return of Company Property – provides that I was obliged to return 
all of Path Net’s property, assets, and resources upon the end of my employment. 

 
Access to Confidential and Proprietary Information of Path Net and Tempest 
40. Since July 8, 2021, when I began to work for Path Net and Tempest, I was granted access to view 

and edit the billing information of customers Tempest.  
 

41. Tempest uses a software platform called WHMCS to input and track the billing information of its 
customers and diarize services provided. Path Net primarily uses a software platform called 
Salesforce to diarize the services provided to customers. WHMCS is an automated billing and 
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accounting platform. WHMCS was also used for customers of both Tempest and Path Net.  
 

42. As part of my employment, I had access to Path Net’s portal system (https://portal.path.net/#/) 
(the “Path Portal”) for the Tempest Account’ and to Tempest’s portal system 
(https://portal.tempest.net) (the “Tempest Portal”). The Path Portal is where Path Net’s 
customers can log in to manage their Path Net services. The Tempest Portal is where Tempest’s 
customers can log in to manage their Tempest services. 

 
43. Further, as part of my employment, I had access to Path Net’s Grafana dashboard (“Grafana” or 

“Grafana Dashboard”). Grafana is an open-source software used as an internal system for 
monitoring Path Net’s infrastructure necessary to providing its services to clients. The Grafana 
dashboard is also used for storing data with respect to the security threats and attacks which are 
attempted on Path Net and its customers. This “attack data” is used by Path Net to help develop 
its digital security services. 

 
Promoted to CEO of Tempest 
44. In or about February 2022, I was promoted by Webb to the position of CEO for Tempest. No new 

Employment Agreement, ICA, nor any other agreement was created at the time - I acknowledged 
to Webb that I remained bound by the prior agreements all of which were materially the same. 
With this promotion, my income increased respective to the change in title.  
 

45. As CEO of Tempest, my duties including managing shifts and employees of Tempest, attending 
one-on-one employee meetings (daily or as-needed) and management meetings (weekly), 
maintaining and updating customer lists, overseeing services provided to customers, overseeing 
accounts receivables and payable for Tempest, overseeing the sale of hardware to customers 
and the purchase of hardware for Tempest.  

 
46. Notwithstanding that I was the CEO of Tempest at the time, I also had to respond to technical 

support tickets and prospective customer inquiries as needed. 
 

47. As the CEO of Tempest, I retained all my prior access and authorizations to the sensitive and 
confidential information of Path Net and Tempest (namely via WHMCS, the Path Portal, the 
Tempest Portal, the Grafana Dashboard, Crisp and other platforms). 

 
Management Meetings 
48. As mentioned, I attended bi-weekly management meetings for Tempest. These meetings were 

attended by the executive staff and key management people in the organization. As the CEO of 
Tempest, I was required to attend each of their management meetings. I was privy to sensitive 
and confidential information of Tempest. These meetings typically occurred via Google Meets 
calls or audiocalls. From time to time they would occur via Signal. 
 

49. I was CEO from approximately February 10, 2022, to June 23, 2022 (as discussed further below). 
 

50. It is because of the sensitive and confidential nature of the information that I and other staff were 
privy to that Path Net requires employees and contractors to sign agreements such as the 
Employment Agreements and ICA which contain restrictive covenants that prohibit, among other 
things, the sharing of confidential information. The information that I was privy to could be used 
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to undercut or compromise the competitive edge of Path Net or Tempest. 
 
Packet Rabbit Inc.  
51. As mentioned above, before my employment with Path Net and my roles in Tempest, I had been 

operating my company Packet Rabbit. As mentioned above, Packet Rabbit is an online virtual 
hosting company.  

 
52. On March 17, 2022, I, on behalf of Packet Rabbit, provided Webb / Path Net with a signed Bill of 

Sale dated March 17, 2022 (the “Bill of Sale”). The Bill of Sale listed the assets of Packet Rabbit 
to be transferred to Path Net including specifically “Computer Equipment (servers), network 
devices (router, switches), internet resources (autonomous systems network, IPv4 and IPv6 
addresses).  

 
Tab 8: Bill of Sale, dated March 17, 2022  

 
53. Path Net made payments to me before I transferred all the assets and interests of Packet Rabbit 

to Path Net. The agreed upon payment schedule being 3 installments, paid in three months 
respectively. Between April 1, 2022, and July 12, 2022, Path Net paid the USD $106,496 to me via 
three instalment e-payments pursuant to the Purchase Agreement. The payment dates were: 

a)   April 1, 2022; 
b) May 20; and 
c) July 12, 2022. 

 
Tab 9: Payments from Path Network to C. Gervais dated April 1 to July 12, 2022  

 
Path Net’s Investigation of Active Scanning 
54. On June 23, 2022, Stubbs learned of ‘active scanning’ of GSK by someone at Path Net and 

informed Webb. Webb commenced an investigation o with Stubbs and another person from Path 
Net Management, Dylan Kraklan (“Kraklan”).  

 
55. As part of the Path Net investigation, I was interviewed by Stubbs and Kraklan via Google Meets. 

I was in Canada at the time. I advised Stubbs and Kraklan that ‘active scanning’ was not illegal in 
Canada as far as I was aware and that I did not consider this a big deal at the time.  

 
Suspension and Demotion 
56. As a result of Path Net’s investigation, Webb removed me as CEO of Tempest effective 

immediately and suspended me from further employment with Path Net and Tempest until 
otherwise notified. While I was suspended, Path Net’s management team continued their 
internal investigation.  

 
57. On June 24, 2022, Kraklan of Path Net emailed me and advised me that I had been removed as 

CEO of Tempest effective immediately. My suspension was continued until approximately June 
26, 2022, when I was demoted from CEO to COO of Tempest. I believed it to be an over-reaction 
by Path Net. Path Net’s discipline by way of demotion and suspension is, in part, what motivated 
me to resign from Path Net.  

 
58. On June 23 and 24, 2022, while I was suspended from my employment, and while Path Net’s 

investigation was ongoing, I contacted Alex Azzo, a former employee of Path Net, privately via 
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Signal. I complained to Mr. Azzo about what I viewed as mistreatment by Webb and Path Net and 
Tempest.  

 
59. I told Mr. Azzo that I intended to file a complaint with ARIN (American Registry for Internet 

Numbers, a not-for-profit member based organization that administers IP addresses) alleging 
that Path Net had “stolen” Packet Rabbit’s IPv4 addresses and AS numbers. I further told Mr. Azzo 
that I was going to “walk to [Webb’s] biggest competitor and drown [Webb’s] company”.  I was 
angry, frustrated and burnt out. 

 
Tab 10: Signal chat logs with Gervais and Alex Azzo, dated June 23 to 24, 2022  

 
60. At some later point, Mr. Azzo advised Path Net and Webb of my statements to him. The relevance 

of this event (my correspondence with Mr. Azzo) is that it is the first occasion where I vented my 
frustrations to another person.  

 
Communicating Confidential Information to Roosen  
61. On or about June 24, 2022, I was contacted by the CEO and founder of GSK and Cosmic – Rene 

‘Renaul’ Roosen. Mr. Roosen advised me that he heard of what had happened, and he asked how 
I was doing. I thanked Roosen for his consideration of my well-being and left the conversation at 
that.  

 
62. At around this time I became aware that Roosen / GSK was soliciting Path Net clients during this 

time of turmoil. I am aware that Roosen sent screenshots of date-stamped communications he 
had with Mr. Victor Heilskov to Kubbur (via Mr. Gunnarsson), Mr. Modica, and Nexus. 

 
Suspension Lifted / Demoted to COO of Tempest 
63. On or about June 30, 2022, Webb contacted me and offered that I return to work for Tempest in 

the role of Chief Operations Officer. This was a demotion from CEO. The offer was made because 
Webb believed that I could be a valuable asset to Tempest despite the disciplinary action taken 
against me. To state otherwise, Webb valued my technical and creative skills. Webb believed that 
I had demonstrated poor judgment and that I required having a person supervise me.  

 
64. I accepted Webb’s offer and signed another Employment Agreement dated June 30, 2022, which 

memorialized my obligations as COO. The terms of the Employment Agreement that I signed on 
June 30, 2022, are materially the same to the prior Employment Agreement and ICAs. I retained 
all the authorizations and access to Path Net and Tempest’s above-mentioned systems and 
confidential information that I had previously.  

 
Tab 11: Employment Agreement (Chief Operating Officer) dated June 30, 2022  

 
65. Notwithstanding Webb’s olive branch, I remained frustrated with Webb and Path Net. At the time, 

I did not believe the demotion was justified as the perpetrator of the “active scanning” attack was 
not reprimanded for their actions, I bore the brunt of the reprimanding. I did not disclose to Webb 
my communications with Roosen as I did not see responding to someone asking about my 
wellbeing as necessary disclosure. I also did not disclose to Webb my communications with Azzo 
as they were vented out frustrations I had at the time. 

 
66. Webb promoted a Path Net employee named Russ Reese to assume the role of CEO for Tempest. 
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Path Net Received an Invoice for Packet Rabbit’s Purchase of New Servers 
67. On or shortly after June 30, 2022, a former employee for Path Net named Jack Cosens (“Cosens”) 

received an invoice from a company named Kuxo addressed to Packet Rabbit and I (the “Kuxo 
Invoice”).  

 
Tab 12: Invoice No. 2816 - Kuxo Limited to Curtis Gervais, dated June 30, 2022  

 
68. Cosens was aware that my continued operation of Packet Rabbit. Cosens forwarded the Kuxo 

Invoice to Path Net. This was done with an attempt to jeopardize my position that I had with Path 
Net. The invoice sent by “Nigh” (Kuxo) to Cosens was fabricated, and not the original invoice. 

 
Tab 13A: Signal Chat between "Nigh" (Kuxo) and J. Cosens, dated July 6, 2022  
Tab 13B: Email conversation between Gervais and Kuxo (attached to email) 
Tab 13C: Invoice No. 2815 – Kuxo to Curtis Gervais, dated June 29, 2022 (attached to email) 

 
Roosen’s Contact with Gunnarsson of Kubbur 
69. On July 6, 2022, Mr. Gunnarsson of Kubbur and his business partner were contacted by Roosen 

via Discord. Roosen was aware that Kubbur was a customer of Path Net and Tempest.  
 
70. Roosen represented to Gunnarsson that Tempest was going bankrupt, intimating that if Kubbur 

cared about maintaining reliable service, it should terminate its agreements with Path Net and 
Tempest and instead subscribe to his company, GSK. Roosen told Gunnarsson that he received 
confidential information. In other words, Roosen was intimating that they should rely and act on 
this information because the source was a person of authority within Path Net and Tempest. 

 
71. To prop-up his statements, Roosen sent Gunnarsson screenshots of his (Roosen’s) conversation. 

The screenshots included statements dated June 29, 2022, stating that “[Tempest has] no 
money”, is broke, and “every month the account goes negative”.  

 
Tab 14: Discord Chat with Roosen of GSK, dated April 14 to August 14, 2022  

 
72. At the time I did believe that Path Net was under financial constraints. Although I believed Path 

Net was under financial pressure, I was not privy to Path Net’s actual financial documents and 
status except for details of Path’s financial status disclosed in public conversations between 
Webb and Heilskov.  

 
Roosen’s Contact with Kyle of Nexus Online 
73. On July 8, 2022, Roosen contacted Nexus Online Services, another customer of Path Net and 

Tempest, via its owner “Kyle”. Roosen was aware that Kexus was a customer of Tempest, and that 
“Kyle” was Nexus’ representative. Kyle was also an active customer of GSK / Roosen at the time. 

 
74. Roosen provided Kyle with the same information that he had provided to Gunnarsson – that Path 

Net and Tempst were in financial trouble. Roosen advised Kyle that if Nexus wanted to maintain 
reliable service in the future, it should terminate their agreements with Tempest.  

 
Tab 15: Discord Correspondence with "Kyle", dated July 8, 2022  
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Roosen’s Contact with Vital Game Network LLC 
75. On or prior to July 11, 2022, Vital Game Network LLC (“Vital Network”), a customer of Path Net 

and Tempest, was contacted by Roosen. Roosen advised Vital Network that Path Net and 
Tempest were insolvent and at risk of shutting down. The purpose of this representation was to 
induce Vital Network to switch service providers to his companies.  I am aware that Vital Network 
was a client of Roosen prior to becoming a Path Net client. I was personally involved in the 
conversations with Vital Network when they were exploring Tempest and what we had to offer, 
including offering them the services after conferring with Path Net management on pricing. 

 
76. On July 11, 2022, two of Vital Network’s representatives (known to me as Nick Neimic and “Pink”) 

advised Reese, CEO of Tempest, of Roosen’s statements. Vital Network subsequently terminated 
its agreements with Tempest.  

 
Path Net Discovers Roosen’s Actions 
77. In July of 2022, Kyle of Nexus Online contacted Webb and advised what he had been told by 

Roosen.  
 
78. On July 13, 2022, following Path Net’s discovery that Roosen had contacted Kyle / Nexus, 

Tempest’s employee Gomes contacted Roosen. Gomes had a prior acquaintanceship with 
Roosen. Roosen was told that his information about Path Net’s insolvency was false. In response, 
Roosen told Gomes that the source of his information was a member of Tempest’s executive 
staff.  

 
Tab 16: Text of Roosen and Gomes - re confidential info - July 13, 2022 

 
79. Roosen later intimated to Gomes that he knew the value of Tempest’s service agreements with 

customers such as Iridium Satellites and UHaul – information that was only available on the 
Docusign Cloud. I am unaware of how Roosen knew of this information.  

 
Roosen Contacts Anthony Modica of Tempest 
80. On or about July 17, 2022, Gomes of Path Net was contacted by one of Tempest’s customers, 

Anthony Modica (“Mondica”). He (Modica) advised that he had been contacted by Roosen. 
Roosen told him that Tempest was going bankrupt and shutting down imminently. Modica 
provided Gomes with his Discord correspondence with Roosen, and also provided a signed 
statement.  

 
Tab 17: Chat of Silvery (Anthony Modica) & Renual Roosen on Discord - July 17, 2022  
Tab 18: Signed Statement of Anthony Modica - with exhibits - July 18, 2022  

 
Promotion of Packet Rabbit 
81. On August 7, 2022, I paid for the LA Weekly publication to publish a “promotional article” with 

respect to me. As a sponsored / promotional article, it was ghost-written by me. 
 

Tab 19: LA Weekly Sponsored Article of Gervais, dated August 7, 2022  
 
Packet Rabbit’s ASN Suspension 
82. On or about August 23, 2022, Path Net set an administrative control within their network to reject 

announcements from the ASN used by Packet Rabbit. Up to that point, Packet Rabbit had been 
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operating on Path Net’s network via the AS number 39967.  
 
My Resignation  
83. In late August 2022, Tempest’s CEO Reese began making inquiries about my job performance at 

Tempest. I was frustrated and burnt out. I felt constructively dismissed and no longer wanted to 
work for Path Net or Tempest anymore. During this period of turmoil, I was interviewing for other 
positions at various organizations in order to leave Path Net / Tempest on good terms.   

 
84. On or about September 11, 2022, I complained to Potvin via Signal that I had issued invoices to 

Path Net which were not getting paid. I did not provide Potvin further information.  
 
85. Thereafter, I did not communicate with anyone at Tempest or Path Net for a brief period of time 

to cool off, as I was experiencing financial hardship. I was angry with Webb and Path Net. I had 
children, which depend on me, and I needed to focus on their best interests. 

 
86. On September 15, 2022, I removed myself from a Discord chat room used by Path Net’s staff. 

Later that day, I contacted Webb and confirmed my resignation. I subsequently confirmed that 
my resignation via postings that I made on an online hosting forum known as LowEndTalk. 

 
Wiping of Two Servers of Packet Rabbit Data 
87. Prior to September 2022, I had been using my employee authorization (Admin ID 16 / 

curtis@path.net) to obtain the usage of two of Path Net’s servers for free, as authorized by Dylan 
Kraklan on behalf of Path Net. On or about September 30, 2022, I logged into WHMCS (the client 
services management portal for Tempest’s customers) and wiped these two servers entirely. I 
wiped the two servers by re-installing their operating system (Ubuntu). The customer / user 
account I used had permission to wipe the entire servers because, in Tempest’s WHMCS portal, 
both servers were dedicated to that customer account of mine.  

 
88. My intention behind wiping the two servers was to ensure there would never be any claims that I 

had retained any materials of Path. I further wanted to ensure Path Net could reclaim those 
machines for usage by themselves, their clients, or for any other purpose they may have. Shortly 
thereafter, Path Net detected this event and began an investigation.  

 
Use of “wdmg” on LowEndTalk 
89. On or about October 5, 2022, I, using the username “wdmg”, began posting statements about 

Path Net on a forum for online virtual hosting known as LowEndTalk (https://lowendtalk.com/). In 
my postings as “wdmg”, I stated that I was a credible source for the statements because I was a 
former CEO and COO of Tempest. I made these comments as I there was nothing wrong with 
making these statements. 

 
Removing Confidential Information from Path Net’s Network 
90. On December 24, 2022, Roosen (using the username ‘Rene’) and I began discussions over the 

encrypted messaging app Signal. Between January 2 and 5, 2023, Roosen and I discussed over 
Signal my further efforts to access the Path Net’s network. I was able to access ‘low hanging 
fruit’. I described this to Roosen. 

 
Tab 20: Signal Chat – December 24, 2022, to January 5, 2023  
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91. Further particulars of my accessing of Path Net’s systems and my communications with Roosen 
over Signal are set out in the affidavit of Marshal Webb of Path Net, sworn December 16, 2024. I 
have reviewed the affidavit of Webb. I made my statements to Roosen in furtherance to my 
existing frustration which had grown sour. I tried reaching out multiple times to Path Net to 
receive the compensation owed, even utilizing a lawyer to attempt to collect, but all was ignored. 
At this point, I was beyond tired of trying to obtain my owed dues. 

 
Tab 21: Affidavit of Marshal Webb, sworn December 16, 2024, with exhibits 
  Exhibit H – Preserved Data 

 
92. On and prior to January 5, 2023, I gained access into Path Net’s confidential information through 

a variety of open source intelligence (“OSINT”) techniques. I collected Path Net’s confidential 
information out of frustration for being constructively dismissed. I shared the data with Roosen. 

 
Ransoming (Extortion) of Path Net’s Code by ‘Archetype’ on the DarkNet 
93. On January 5, 2023, at 6:37 PM MST (or 8:37 PM EST), an individual going by the username / handle 

of “Archetype” on the communications app Discord posted to the Discord channel of a former 
Path Net customer known as Frantech.  ‘Archetype’ tagged Webb of Path Net in his post to get his 
attention. In his post, Archetype advised that “theres a lot of code on same in a private 
community”. The code ‘Archetype’ was referring to was Path Net’s code.  

 
94. Upon receiving this post, Path Net directed their employee Hiltz to correspond with “Archetype” 

via private message on Discord. Between approximately 9:00 PM EST and 11:28 PM EST, Hiltz 
corresponded with ‘Archetype’ via private messages on Discord.  

 
Tab 22: Correspondence of Mr. Hiltz and ‘Archetype’ – January 5, 2023  

 
95. The profile page for the user “Archetype” indicates that the profile was created that very day - 

January 5, 2023 – that I shared data with Roosen. 
 
96. A summary of Hiltz’s Discord correspondence with Archetype follows: 

a) Hiltz asked Archetype for information on the “private community” where Path Net’s most 
sensitive and confidential information was being advertised for ransom by another person; 

b) “Archetype” refused to provide access to that “private community” on the basis that it was 
invite-only. To state otherwise, ‘Archetype’ was facilitating the ransomer’s anonymity; 

c) Hiltz asked Archetype to provide information or snippets of Path Net’s code / information 
being ransomed. This was so that the Path Net could verify the code was theirs. Path Net then 
matched snippets of the codes quoted by ‘Archetype’;  

d) Archetype alleged that the code fragments he provided were posted in the so-called “private 
community” that he would not identify; 

e) Hiltz asked Archetype for information with respect to the name or location of Path Net’s 
attacker / ransomer. Archetype responded that the attacker / ransomer was operating on 
“tor” (TOR stands for The Onion Routing; in layman’s terms, it refers to an encrypted a secure 
internet protocol that is used by users on the dark web to carry out illicit transactions online). 
Archetype stated that he would not provide a link to access the TOR network to communicate 
with the attacker / ransomer; 

f) Hiltz asked Archetype for more information regarding Path Net’s code / confidential 
information being posted. Archetype replied that the attacker / ransomer was advertising the 
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following highly sensitive and proprietary property of Path Net for sale: 
i. Path Net’s C source code (C is a computer programing language) 

ii. Path Net’s Python source code (Python is a computer programing language); 
iii. Path Net’s Portal source code; 
iv. Tempest’s WHMCS database backup data; 
v. IP addresses of all of Path Net’s firewall servers; 

vi. SSL certificates from NGINX; and  
vii. more than 200MB of data. 

 
97. The ransom price Archetype requested was $800,000.  
 
98. Hiltz asked Archetype for further proof from the ransomer to validate the authenticity of the code 

being ransomed. Archetype provided further information and advised that the so-called attacker 
/ ransomer wanted a deposit of $50,000 if further verification was requested.  

 
99. Path Net alleges in the Canadian Litigation that Webb, Stubbs, and Kraklan of Path Net’s 

management team investigated and verified the authenticity of the code fragments provided by 
Archetype. The codes are part of Path Net’s proprietary computer code - its DDoS mitigation 
programs. DDoS mitigation is the most important and valuable aspect of Path Net’s business. 

 
Execution of Anton Piller Order (Private Search Warrant) In Canada 
100. On January 9, 2023, Path Net’s Canadian legal team requested from a Canadian Court, on an 

ex parte (without notice) basis, urgent relief in the form of an Anton Piller order (private search 
warrant) and related injunctions. The Canadian Court granted three orders as against Packet 
Rabbit and I: 
a) an Anton Piller Order with respect to my residential property located in Lanark, Ontario; 
b) a ‘Stand and Deliver’ Order which required me to deliver up all the off-site assets and data of 

Packet Rabbit where Packet Rabbit’s servers were located; and 
c) a quia timet general injunctive order (the “General Injunctive Order”) which prohibited me 

from continuing to engage in the harmful misconduct as against Path Net.  
 

Tab 23:  Anton Piller Order dated January 9, 2023  
Tab 24: Stand and Deliver Order dated January 9, 2023  
Tab 25:  General Injunctive Order dated January 9, 2023  

 
101. On January 10, 2023, the Anton Piller Order was executed at my residence in Lanark, Ontario 

(Canada). I spoke to various lawyers between approximately 11:00am and 1:00pm. Ultimately, 
after my consulting with a lawyer, the search of my residence took place. 

 
102. During the search, various electronic devices were seized including three laptops, two 

cellular phones, and two iPad tablets. These devices were turned over to an independent 
supervising solicitor (“ISS”) named Michael Decsey (“Decsey”) and a data forensics expert Tom 
Warren (“Warren”). 

 
103. The execution of the Anton Piller Order resulted in the preservation of the Signal 

correspondence dated December 24, 2022, to January 5, 2023, of Roosen and I; and other 
correspondence of mine as referred to in the affidavit of Webb, sworn December 16, 2024.  
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104. The Canadian Court ordered that I to attend Court in-person on Friday, January 13, 2023, to 
respond to the injunctions. 

 
105. On January 13, 2023, I appeared before a judge in a Canadian Court in Perth, Ontario – the 

jurisdiction of my residence in Lanark, Ontario. The judge extended the injunction and ordered 
that I attend a further Court hearing on January 20, 2023. 

 
 Tab 26: Injunction Extension Order dated January 13, 2023  
 
Retainer of Canadian Lawyer Katzman  
106. On or about January 19, 2023, I retained Ontario lawyer Michael Katzman for Packet Rabbit 

and I. On January 20, 2023, lawyer Katzman attended before the Canadian Court with me. The 
injunction orders were extended by the Canadian Court to June 2, 2023. 

 
Tab 27: Injunction Extension Order dated January 20, 2023  

 
Lawyer Katzman, the Sealing Order and Roosen 
107. I acknowledge that the General Injunctive Order, at paragraphs 13 to 15, contains a sealing 

order and confidentiality order prohibiting the “publishing or disseminating in any way” any of the 
motion material filed in the Canadian Litigation unless Path Net consented or I sought a variation 
of the order. I have never sought to vary the General Injunctive Order or request Path Net’s 
consent for a variation.  

 
108. Following my retainer of my lawyer Katzman, he (Katzman) communicated with Roosen and 

various other non-parties. Notwithstanding the Sealing and Confidentiality Order (paras 13-15 of 
the quia timet General Injunctive Order issued on January 9, 2023) lawyer Katzman emailed 
Roosen and provided him (Roosen) with substantially all of Path Net’s court filings that were 
under seal. Katzman did not seek an order to vary the Sealing and Confidentiality Order or request 
the consent of Path Net.  

 
Tab 28: Emails involving Solicitor Katzman and Roosen – various dates  

 
109. Also following my retainer of lawyer Katzman, he (Katzman) emailed and produced Path Net 

documentation protected by the Sealing and Confidentiality Order to the following persons: 
a) Chris Miller 
b) Francisco Dias 
c) Nick (‘Neeko’) Niemiec  
d) Victor Heilskov 
e) Trenton Craig 
f) Karl Rehm 
g) Scott Storey 

 
Tab 29: Emails involving Solicitor Katzman and Chris Miller – various dates 
Tab 30: Emails involving Solicitor Katzman and Francisco Dias – various dates  
Tab 31: Emails involving Solicitor Katzman and Nick ‘Neeko’ Niemiec – various dates  
Tab 32: Emails involving Solicitor Katzman and Victor Heilskov – various dates 
Tab 33: Emails involving Solicitor Katzman and Trenton Craig – various dates  
Tab 34: Emails involving Solicitor Katzman, Karl Rehm and Scott Storey – various dates  
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110. Without intending to waive lawyer-client privilege, I was advised by my then lawyer Katzman 
this was allowed and appropriate in order for the parties mentioned to give evidence to rebut or 
dispute the evidence given by Path Net. I acknowledge that Path Net’s position in that by emailing 
the very documents that were under seal in the Canadian Litigation I risked causing further harm 
to Path Net, as the recipients of the sealed documents could use the sealed and confidential 
information to have Path Net’s clients terminate their business arrangements with Path Net.  

 
My Canadian Litigation Motion Record 
111. On March 15, 2023, my lawyer, Katzman, created a motion record on my behalf to challenge 

the validity of the Anton Piller Order and other injunctive orders. My motion record was filed in 
the public record in the Perth, Ontario (Canadian) Courthouse. My motion record contained my 
own affidavit and affidavits from the following non-parties: 
a) Roosen; 
b) Chris Miller; 
c) Francisco Dias; 
d) Victor Heilskov; 
e) Karl Rehm; 
f) Scott Storey 

 
Tab 35: Notice of Motion as contained in Gervais Motion Record dated March 15, 2023  

 
112. All of the non-party witness affidavits contained in my Motion Record includes a statement 

indicating that each of them had been provided with “all of the evidence filed by the Plaintiff in 
support of the Orders it obtained on January 9, 2023”. Katzman did not seek Path Net’s consent, 
nor did we ask the Canadian Court to vary the General Injunctive Order prior to doing so.  

 
113. I am aware that Path Net disputes the contents of the affidavits of Roosen, Miller, Dias, 

Heilskov, Rehm and Story. I am not affixing the affidavits of Roosen, Miller, Dias, Heilskov, Rehm 
and Story to this sworn statement as to do so would be a further breach of the Sealing and 
Confidentiality Order, and as Path Net has not granted me a consent, or a variation of the Sealing 
and Confidentiality Order, to do so.  

 
Roosen Contacts Cosens 
114. On April 3, 2023, Path Net served my lawyer Katzman with a Responding Motion Record, 

which was supported by an affidavit sworn by Webb. The Path Net Responding Motion Record 
challenges the veracity of the contents of my affidavit and the affidavits of Roosen, Miller, Dias, 
Heilskov, Rehm and Story. 

 
115. Upon receipt, my lawyer Katzman provided Path Net’s Responding Motion Record to Roosen 

via email. Lawyer Katzman’s email to Roosen, and all other emails of lawyer Katzman with 
Roosen, are contained within Tab 28. 

 
Tab 36: Notice of Motion as contained in Path Net Motion Record dated April 3, 2023  

 
116. On April 3 or 4, 2023, Roosen contacted a non-party named Jack Cosens (“Cosens”). Cosens’ 

company, Scaleblade, was at the time a customer of Roosen’s companies Game Server Kings, 
Cosmic Guard and/or Cosmic Global. He was also a former employee of Path Net. Roosen sent 
Cosens a screenshot taken from Webb’s affidavit sworn on April 3, 2023. This affidavit was also 
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subject to the Canadian Court’s Sealing and Confidentiality Order. 
 
117. On April 4, 2023, Roosen sent an email to Cosens for the purpose of introducing him to my 

lawyer Katzman. I was also copied on the email. Roosen, Katzman and Cosens exchanged emails 
between April 4 and 6, 2023. 

 
118. Throughout the remainder of April 2023, Roosen continued to communicate with Cosens. 

Roosen made references to material and information he had acquired from the Path Net in the 
Canadian litigation contrary to the Sealing and Confidentiality Order. Roosen referred to this 
material and information to lend credibility to his assertions to Cosens that Path Net had issues 
that risked the quality of service they could provide to customers like him. Cosens did not provide 
an affidavit for me in the Canadian Litigation. 

 
Path Net’s Motion for a Declaration of Breach of the Sealing Order 
119. In May 2023, Path Net brought a motion for the production of all emails involving the 

dissemination of Path Net’s motion documents by my lawyer Katzman and/or I to Roosen and any 
other non-party to the Canadian litigation contrary to the Sealing and Confidentiality Order. 
Previously, on April 3, 2023, Path Net also brought a motion for production of all data preserved 
through the Anton Piller order process and held in the custody of ISS Descey for use at my 
injunction set aside motion. 

 
Tab 37: Notice of Motion as contained in the Path Net Motion Record dated May 2, 2023   

(4876-9803-6065 – p.2-7) 
 
The Decision on Path Net’s Motion for Access to the Anton Piller Order Preserved Data 
120. On August 30, 2023, the Canadian Court ordered that ISS Descey produce to Path Net’s 

lawyers all data preserved through the Anton Piller Order that was relevant to the Canadian 
litigation. As part of the Canadian Court’s ruling, the judge noted (at paras 39-40) that it was 
apparent that I had breached the Sealing and Confidentiality Order as the affidavit of Roosen and 
others made reference to the very documents that the Court had ordered be sealed and held in 
the court file as confidential. 

 
 Tab 38: Reasons for Decision, Ontario Superior Court, published as Path Net v. Gervais,  

2023 ONSC 4938 (CanLII) dated August 30, 2023  
 

121. My lawyer Katzman appealed the decision that all data preserved through the Anton Piller 
Order that was relevant to the Canadian Litigation be transferred to Path Net. On December 15, 
2023, that appeal was dismissed. 

 
Tab 39: Reasons for Decision of the Ontario Divisional Court published as Path Net v.  

Gervais, 2023 ONSC 6921 (CanLII) dated December 15, 2023  
 
Postings on Discord 
122. On or about February 18, 2024, I participated in a chatgroup on Discord using the display 

name of “cmg” (username: “bitflippin”). In this groupchat, I: 
a) accused Webb of lying in sworn documents filed with the Court; 
b) solicited members of the groupchat to provide him with evidence of misconduct by Path Net 

because I “would love to introduce it into Court”; 
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c) accused Webb bribing an employee to lie in an affidavit filed with the Court; 
d) accused Path Net of being in breach of alleged obligations to report the data breach.  

 
123. I acknowledged that my statements in the paragraph above were intended to offend Webb 

and Path Net.  
 
124. On or about February 21, 2024, ‘Archetype’ posted in a Discord groupchat. In his postings, 

‘Archetype’ claimed that he was trying to report Path Net previously-mentioned data breach. In 
the same message, ‘Archetype’ published 11 screenshots of documentation related to this 
action, including documents that only appear in Path Net’s ex parte and sealed motion material. 
For clarity, I did not have access to the LowEndTalk Discord Channel in February 2024 but I 
subsequently became aware of this posting. 

 
Tab 40: Posts of ‘Archetype’ on LowEndTalk Discord Channel – with 11 screenshots / 

documents posted – February 21, 2024 
 
Lawyer Katzman Removes Himself from the Record as my Canadian Lawyer 
125. On July 30, 2024, my lawyer Katzman advised the Canadian Court that he sought to withdraw 

as lawyer of record for Packet Rabbit and I. The Court also addressed the issue of transferring 
‘preserved data’ in the custody of the ISS lawyer Michael Descey to Path Net. The ‘preserved data’ 
was the electronic evidence that was preserved in the custody of ISS Decsey as a result of 
execution of the Anton Piller Order on January 10, 2023. 

 
 Tab 41: Endorsement dated July 30, 2024 (4867-0739-2468)  
 
126. On August 29, 2024, my lawyer Katzman brought his motion to have himself removed from 

the record in the Canadian Litigation. The Court stated in its Endorsement that by this time I had 
reviewed the ‘preserved data’ that I received from ISS lawyer Descey. The Court set a protocol 
and timetable for it (the Court) to review the ‘preserved data’ with ISS Decsey and me to 
determine which documents were relevant to the facts of the Canadian Litigation and must be 
disclosed to Path Net. The Court also addressed Path Net’s motion for a declaration of breach of 
the Sealing and Confidentiality Order.  

 
 Tab 42:  Endorsement dated August 29, 2024 (4865-4559-3566) 
 
127. On September 12, 2024, Path Net served a consolidated motion record for a declaration that 

I and/or lawyer Katzman had breached the Sealing and Confidential Order. My former lawyer 
Katzman reported himself to his insurer and retained his own lawyer to represent him. 

 
 Tab 43: Notice of Motion dated September 12, 2024  
 
128. On September 18, 2024, the Canadian Court granted the order for Katzman to be removed as 

my lawyer. 
 
129. On October 1, 2024, the Court scheduled an ‘in camera’ hearing with the ISS Decsey and 

myself for October 18, 2024, to review the ‘preserved data’ with the Court that I did not want 
produced to Path Net. This hearing was to take place without Path Net’s lawyers being in 
attendance. Path Net’s motion for a declaration of breach of the Sealing and Confidentiality 
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Order was also addressed. 
 
 Tab 44: Endorsement dated October 1, 2024 (4876-0681-8027)  
 
130. On October 18, 2024, the ‘in camera’ hearing took place with myself, the ISS lawyer Decsey, 

and the case management judge in the Canadian Litigation. During this hearing, the ‘preserved 
evidence’ was reviewed. On November 1, 2024, the Canadian Court released an Endorsement 
with respect to this attendance directing the relevant ‘preserved evidence’ be disclosed by lawyer 
Descey to Path Net.  

 
 Tab 45: Endorsement dated November 1, 2024 (4860-6923-6470)  
 
Retaining a New Canadian Lawyer 
131. On October 24, 2024, I retained a new lawyer for the Canadian litigation.  
 

Tab 46: Notice of Appointment of Counsel, dated October 24, 2024  
 
132. On November 5, 2024, with my new lawyer in attendance, the Court again addressed the 

transfer of ‘preserved data’ that is relevant to the Canadian Litigation from the ISS lawyer Descey 
to Path Net.  

 
 Tab 47: Endorsement dated November 5, 2024 (4875-2053-1190)  
 
133. On or about November 18, 2024, the ISS lawyer Decsey provided Path Net’s lawyers with an 

indexed brief containing the ‘preserved data’ in accordance with the November 5, 2024, 
endorsement. This included my Signal correspondence with Roosen, dated December 24, 2022, 
to January 5, 2023 (see Tab 20 above. This correspondence was part of the ‘preserved data’ which 
was produced to Path Net on November 18, 2024. 

 
Settlement of the Canadian Litigation 
134. With the benefit of my new lawyer in the Canadian Litigation, I entered into settlement 

discussions with Path Net. The terms of settlement will be memorialized in a Minutes of 
Settlement.  As part of my settlement, I have agreed to cooperate with Path Net by: 
a) providing evidence against Roosen (and his companies Cosmic and GSK) by way of this 

sworn statement; 
b) agreeing to waive my solicitor-client privilege over communications involving lawyer Katzman 

with Roosen, Miller, Dias, Heilskov, Rehm and Story, and others who lawyer Katzman sent 
documents subject to the Sealing and Confidentiality order, and allowing those 
communications to be transferred to Path Net’s American attorneys; and  

c) agreeing to consent to an order from the Canadian Courts to transfer the relevant ‘preserved 
data’ obtained through the Anton Piller order to Path Net’s American attorneys for use in 
American litigation and in criminal proceedings against Roosen in the United States of 
America. The index of the relevant ‘preserved data’ is attached as Schedule A to this my 
sworn Statement; and 

d) consent that the data upon transfer and conclusion of the settlement will be destroyed, with 
a Certificate of Destruction or similar document provided. 

 
135. I acknowledge that all communications in breach of the Sealing and Confidentiality Order, 
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along with the preserved data from the Anton Piller order, may be produced to Path Net’s 
American lawyers for use in American litigation against Roosen and others, and American 
criminal complaints against Roosen and others. 

Use of the Anton Piller Order ‘Preserved Data’ in the United States 
136. I have reviewed the ‘preserved data’ obtained pursuant to the Anton Piller (private search)

order process attached as Schedule A to this my sworn statement. I acknowledge that the
relevant preserved data the Canadian Court ordered transferred to Path Net includes my Signal
app communications with Roosen dated approximately December 26, 2022, to January 6, 2023.
This ‘preserved data’ includes my admissions of accessing Path Net’s network without
authorization and providing Roosen with Path Net’s data.

137. As part of my resolution of the Canadian Litigation with Path Net, I agree to consent to
whatever orders are necessary for the transfer of the relevant ‘preserved data’ set out in
Schedule A to this my sworn statement to Path Net’s American lawyers for use in American
litigation against Roosen and others, and American criminal complaints against Roosen and
others.

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

SWORN REMOTELY by Curtis Michael Gervais 
of Lanark, Ontario, Canada, before me at the 
City of Toronto in the Province of Ontario,  
on the  8th day of August, 2025  
in accordance with O. Reg. 431/20,  
Administering Oath or Declaration Remotely. ) 

) 
) 
) _____________________________ 

Andrew Francis (LSO 72555R)
A Commissioner, etc. 

Curtis Michael Gervais 
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Transaction Details

Sponsored Ads Slots Available! Book your slot here!

Overview Internal Txns Logs (1) State API  

 A transaction is a cryptographically signed instruction that changes the blockchain state. Block explorers track the details of all transactions in the network. Learn more about transactions in our Knowledge Base.

  Buy  Play  Gaming 



 Transaction Hash: 0x08bb5e1ba65a3cfc9e6702b1d0f9f96388e235a58aae8afe5bf713b04b73fa45 

 Status:  Success

 Block:  16320632 7971881 Block Confirmations

 Timestamp:  1116 days ago (Jan-02-2023 05:38:11 PM UTC)

 Sponsored:

 From: 0x7aF8b2a4973a5428f8C3E6F9183258467355b90e 

 To:  0x80adae301f39c9BB76F273675D827650b12425c4  

 Internal Transactions: All Transfers Net Transfers

 Transfer 0.49727579 ETH   $603.68 From  0x80adae30...0b12425c4  To Kraken 4 

 Value:  0.49727579 ETH   $603.68

 Transaction Fee: 0.000846702 ETH   $1.03

 Gas Price: 17 Gwei (0.000000017 ETH)

More Details: + Click to show more

 Private Note: To access the Private Note feature, you must be Logged In

 This website uses cookies to improve your experience. By continuing to use this website, you agree to its Terms and Privacy Policy. Got it!

https://xuv.etherscan.com/d3d3/ZGVsaXZlcnk/Y3Cs=.php?YmFubmVyaWQ=6853&em9uZWlk=6&sig=2a51602ef29d7624c338b5868e53a5718ba1a251f5f8fee4cbee30400e20271d&oadest=https%3A%2F%2Fetherscan.io%2Fcontactusadvertise%23contactSection
https://docs.etherscan.io/etherscan-v2/api-endpoints/geth-parity-proxy#eth_gettransactionbyhash
https://info.etherscan.com/understanding-an-ethereum-transaction/
javascript:;
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https://etherscan.io/block/16320632
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EXHIBIT D 



(©) Archetype @ ® 

  

Archetype 
This is the beginning of your direct message history with @Archetype. 

rf) 1 Mutual Server Block     
January 5, 2023 DISCORD MEMBER SINCE 

_- -  cpke Today at 9:00 PM Jan 05, 2023 

What is the "private community” you're referring to? 
NOTE 

ry Archetype Today at 9:05 PM Click to add a note 

is private invite only community..cannot share else it is against the rules. 

i was just curious if files belonged to their stack 

1 Mutual Server > 
_.« -  ecpke Today at 9:08 PM 

Can you name any other files part of this codebase or any extracts of 

code, and what leads you to believe that it belongs to us? 

ry Archetype Today at 9:11PM 

sd al=W efetsi mel am ola lVcik-meve)aalaaleialimvallatertlle(-Welal-W al-t-le (=) an ablaveadie}elt-}alemsr=\'c3
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January 5, 2023 

.- -  €pke Today at 9:00 PM 

What is the "private community" you're referring to? 

Archetype Today at 9:05 PM 

is private invite only community..cannot share else it is against the rules. 

  

i was just curious if files belonged to their stack 

cpke Today at 9:08 PM 

Can you name any other files part of this codebase or any extracts of 

code, and what leads you to believe that it belongs to us? 

Archetype Today at 9:11PM 

the post on private community include one header function and says 

path.net of breached place 

  
def reconcile_blocklisted_sources(self, 

self.reconcile_dest_srcs(state.get("existing_dest_srcs",
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Il meet.google.com is sharing a window. Stop sharing Hide 
(Q) Archetype @ 

January 9, 2Uz3 

_ -  €pke Today at 9:00 PM 

What is the "private community" you're referring to? 

Archetype Today at 9:05 PM 

is private invite only community..cannot share else it is against the rules. 

  

i was just curious if files belonged to their stack 

cpke Today at 9:08 PM 

Can you name any other files part of this codebase or any extracts of 

code, and what leads you to believe that it belongs to us? 

Archetype Today at 9:11PM 

the post on private community include one header function and says 

path.net of breached place 

  

def reconcile_blocklisted_sources(self, 

self.reconcile_dest_srcs(state.get("existing_dest_srcs", 

cpke Today at 9:14 PM 

Is there anything else in it that can be used to verify? 

Archetype Today at 9:15 PM 

fo <1 g-Yore) aol] (Mm re) 111-16 i- 1h A180) OM =1V.-1819 

signal.signal(signal.SIGINT, signal.SIG_IGN) 

signal.signal(signal.SIGTERM, signal.SIG_IGN) 

  while not stop_event.is_set():
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Archetype Today at 9:15 PM 

fo (<1 g-Yore) aol] (Mn ce) 11-18 (<i-11 MSI R0) OM =11(-1819 5 

signal.signal(signal.SIGINT, signal.SIG_IGN) 

signal.signal(signal.SIGTERM, signal.SIG_IGN) 

while not stop_event.is_set(): 

try: 

with psycopg2.connect( 

host=self.db_host, 

foe) ges] 1 Ke | om oL0) a a 

dbname=self.db_name, 

user=self.db_user, 

password=self.db_pass, 

) as conn, pyroute2.IPRoute() as ip: 

conn.set_session(readonly=True, autocommit=True) 

cur = conn.cursor() 

while not stop_event.is_set(): 

self.reconcile(self.state, cur, ip) 

stop_event.wait(self.interval) 

(-).Cot-1 0) ml => Cox] 0) 4 (0) 88 

logging.exception("") 

stop_event.wait(self.interval) 

self.state = {}
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self.state = {} 
  

om key = ffi.new( 

"struct filtered_addr_key *",
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Il meet.google.com is sharing a window. Stop sharing Hide 
() Archetype @ $ 

with psycopg2.connect( 

host=self.db_host, 

foe) a e=s-11 Ke | om oL0) a 

dbname=self.db_name, 

user=self.db_user, 

password=self.db_pass, 

) as conn, pyroute2.IPRoute() as ip: 

conn.set_session(readonly=True, autocommit=True) 

rolb| me—moxo) a] amoit | a-10) 40) 

while not stop_event.is_set(): 

self.reconcile(self.state, cur, ip) 

stop_event.wait(self.interval) 

=) (of-] 9) ml > (oX-10) 4 (0) 8 

logging.exception("") 

stop_event.wait(self.interval) 

self.state = {} 

key = ffi.new( 

"struct filtered_addr_key *", 

cpke Today at 9:31PM 

Is it possible to get an invitation to this community? 

Archetype Today at 9:32 PM 

community is invite only u need 2 invites from trusted members and i do 

not know u 

  

_ -  Cpke Today at 9:33 PM 

NVVint=}mr-\efo)0) al luc ar-lan(-Ke)mm (oer-la(o)el (R-M D)ivere] ge MA /at-1usy-\0)0) ig
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Il meet.google.com is sharing a window. Stop sharing Hide 
(©) Archetype @ 

Archetype Today at 9:38 PM 

itis tor 

i cannot share link 

why do you want it 

even if i want invite u i cannot as it requires 2 vouches 

  

_ -  cpke Today at 9:39 PM 

Most of our code is C to begin with, is there any of that? 

Archetype Today at 9:47 PM 

post listed these 

  

(om-rolb | gor-Morele(- 

python source code 

path portal source code 

alunos (=) 8-1 0y- 1:2 F-10140] 9) 

ips of all firewall servers 

ssl certificates from nginx 

more than 200mb data 

code i shared u was posted as proof 

for sale price is 800.000$ 

_- -  ¢pke Today at 9:51PM 

Have any snippets of the C source code been provided?
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Archetype Today at 9:47 P. 
post listed these Il meet.google.com is sharing a window. Stop sharing Hide 

(om-rolU | ger Moxele[- 

python source code 

path portal source code 

whmcs database backup 

ips of all firewall servers 

ssl certificates from nginx 

more than 200mb data 

code i shared u was posted as proof 

for sale price is 800.000$ 

cpke Today at 9:51PM 

Have any snippets of the C source code been provided? 

Archetype Today at 10:00 PM 

post says only buyers with deposit of 50.000$ can see more code, says 

it is single sale 

only other source piece is this 

os.path.realpath(file))), "libbpf.so" 

cpke Today at 10:01PM 

That isn't the C code unfortunately
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(©) Archetype © © a ®@ 2° @ search Qa fg] @ 

Archetype Yesterday at 10:00 PM 

a post says only buyers with deposit of 50.000$ can see more code, says 

it is single sale 

only other source piece is this 

os.path.realpath(file))), "libbpf.so” 

  

~~ epke Yesterday at 10:01PM fe) 
That isn't the C code unfortunately 

Can you copy paste the entire post (any identifiable information about 

the site can be redacted)? Archety pe#8484 

ORD MEMBER SINCE 
a Archetype Yesterday at 10:04 PM DCRR Metees Se 

Jan 05, 2023 
why 

= NOTE 
. + -  epke Yesterday at 10:04PM 

Just so that we can verify, it's impossible for us to do so without seeing plexes aetanete 

EVaMt=) 4ue-(o1 me) ima s{-0 Oxerole() 

Archetype Yesterday at 10:08 PM i MutialSecver’S 

forums have rules 

but if its legit i can intro u to seller 

i will not take risk if not legit 

= >> fod 9) <) Yesterday at 10:09 PM 

We'd be willing to an introduction on the basis that any part of the C 

oli] gex-Moxele(-Mer-lahel-BU-1ali(-10 

nm Archetype Yesterday at 10:10 PM 

@ Message @Archetype =. BS © 

GOoOrswa® CLEGR ECOG AS > suo UENO

465



(a) Archetype © 

_ we 

olllger-Mevele(-Mer-leBel-MY-lali (=e 

Archetype Yesterday at 10:10 PM 

i will intro u to seller if it is legit 

but i am not taking the risk unless it is legit 

_~ -  epke Yesterday at 10:14 PM Le) 

Did the seller share any other code besides this? 

Specifically, any C code? Archetype#8484 

Archetype Yesterday at 10:17 PM DISCORD MEMBER SINCE 

seller said they will show more with a deposit as its a single sale Fen 05 2055 

_~ -  epke Yesterday at 10:18 PM NOTE 

Can't do anything without being able to verify the C code eee 

Ask if the seller could provide one line of C code 

Archetype Yesterday at 10:28 PM 

a i msged seller while talking to u 1 Mutual Server > 

seller offered two things KBUILD_MODNAME and __sk_buff as "random 

code reference" and said theres hashmap tables like blocklist, 

blocklist_cidr, lorbit_district, symmetric, filtered_addr 

seller said no more will be shared until a deposit is made 

seller says the c code is "the most valuable” of it so they are not willing 

to give any more until deposit 

.- -  €pke Yesterday at 10:30 PM 

WW sYatt-Wie-31-1e-lalal-\--la labial aldatotmatm-la\le Gilela’al-M-lclel-Wral-\Vaovalll (aly ais 

aoa im) ah ss & @ Message @Archetype 9 gE ®& 

12:43 PM 

2023-01-06  
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@ Archetype ©® oO & 2 

Bere pe ey ee eee 

seller said they will — more with a deposit as its a single sale 

  

_- -  ¢pke Today at 10:18 PM 

Can't do anything without being able to verify the C code 

PNS°aii me dal -Bsy-1 (cir exes] (eM o)co\"a(e(-Me)av-Mlla\-Me)m Omorele(-) 

Archetype Today at 10:28 PM 
i msged seller while talking to u Il meet.google.com is sharing a window. E 

seller offered two things KBUILD_MODNAME and __sk_buff as "random 

code reference" and said theres hashmap tables like blocklist, 

blocklist_cidr, lorbit_district, symmetric, filtered_addr 

seller said no more will be shared until a deposit is made 

seller says the c code is "the most valuable” of it so they are not willing 

to give any more until deposit 

  

_ -  ¢pke Today at 10:30 PM 

Those references aren't proof of any C code since they could exist 

anywhere else, such as in Python 

Is there any snippets of C code that could be provided? 

Archetype Today at 10:32 PM 

seller said no more will be shared until a deposit is made 

  

_- -  ¢pke Today at 10:32 PM 

Can't proceed until verification of C code GS ¢ 

10:33PM There's no value in a single line regardless, so no risk is incurred to the 

aa | a
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() Archetype © © Oo s 

“prs: Msgea setier wnite tatking to u 

seller offered two things KBUILD_-MODNAME and __sk_buff as "random 

code reference" and said theres hashmap tables like blocklist, 

blocklist_cidr, lorbit_district, symmetric, filtered_addr 

seller said no more will be shared until a deposit is made 

seller says the c code is "the most valuable" of it so they are not willing 

to give any more until deposit 

Sams Il meet.google.com is sharing a window. E 
_. -  cpke Today at 10:30 PM goes 9 

Those references aren't proof of any C code since they could exist 

anywhere else, such as in Python 

Muet-la-W-la\Vasyall &) ol-16sKe) ml Om erole (Ma al-|mexel0| Coll ol-Me)ge) ile (<0 ltd 

Archetype Today at 10:32 PM 

seller said no more will be shared until a deposit is made 

  

_« -  ¢pke Today at 10:32 PM 

Can't proceed until verification of C code 

There's no value in a single line regardless, so no risk is incurred to the 

seller 
+ 

Archetype Today at 10:40 PM oo 

pushed seller for more 

seller said no c but can share this 

local req = string.format('POST /fivem/%s/authorize_user/%s 

HTTP/1.1\r\n\r\n’, txn.f:dst(), txn.f:sre()); 

seller will share c code on deposit 
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EXHIBIT E 



Court File No. CV-22-00000100-0000 
 

ONTARIO  
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE 

 
B E T W E E N: 

 
 

PATH NETWORK, INC. and 
TEMPEST HOSTING LLC 

 
Plaintiffs 

 
- and - 

 
 

CURTIS MICHAEL GERVAIS, PACKET RABBIT INC., 
JOHN DOES, JANE DOES, and DOE CORPOATIONS 

Defendants 
 

AFFIDAVIT OF RENE ROOSEN 
 
 

 I, RENE ROOSEN, currently in the City of London, in the Country of England, in the 

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, MAKE OATH AND SAY AS FOLLOWS: 

 

1. I am an authorized representative of Game Server Kings (“GSK”), a business which 

provides web hosting and management services to online video game companies.  I 

swear this Affidavit to provide this Honourable Court with direct evidence further to 

the Affidavits which I understand were sworn in support of the Plaintiffs’ requests for 

injunctive relief against the Defendants in this matter.  A business known as Cosmic 

Global is a subsidiary of GSK and I am an authorized representative of Cosmic 

Global as well.  

 



2. I understand that my Affidavit herein will be used in support of a Motion by the 

Defendants Mr. Gervais and Packet Rabbit Inc. to set aside certain Orders issued by 

this Honourable Court.  I swear this Affidavit only for the purposes of providing my 

information knowledge and belief respecting the matters in issue to this Honourable 

Court, and for no other or improper purpose. 

 
The Affidavit Evidence of the Plaintiff 
 

3. I have reviewed all of the evidence filed by the Plaintiff in support of the Orders it 

obtained on January 9, 2023.  Throughout the Plaintiffs’ evidence I am referred to as 

“Renual Roosen”.  My name is Rene Roosen, “Renual” is a name that I sometimes 

use as an online user name.  

 
The Only Information Curtis Gervais has Ever Provided to me about the Plaintiffs  

4. Throughout the Affidavit evidence filed in support of the Plaintiffs’ Motions there is 

speculation that Mr. Gervais has provided me with confidential information 

respecting the Plaintiffs.   

 

5. This evidence of the Plaintiffs is not accurate.   

 
6. Mr. Gervais advised me that the principal of the Plaintiffs, Mr. Marshall Webb, had 

failed or refused to make payment to Mr. Gervais of an amount of approximately 

$60,000.00 in compensation which was properly due and owing to him. Mr. Gervais 

did not share any information with me concerning the Plaintiff that was not generally 

known by the public.  

 



7. Mr. Gervais advised me that he believed he had not been paid because the Plaintiffs 

did not have the funds to make that payment.  

 
8. I did and do believe Mr. Gervais’ advice that he had not been paid by the Plaintiffs 

that to which he was entitled. I did and do believe that he was merely venting to me 

that he had not been paid.   

 
9. I believed that Mr. Gervais’ advice that he had not been paid because the Plaintiffs 

did not have the funds to make payment to him was accurate.   

 
10. From my interaction with Mr. Gervais, I do believe that Mr. Gervais has particularly 

advanced tech knowledge and expertise, and my expectation based on that impression 

is that he would have proven to be a tremendously valuable asset to the Plaintiffs’ 

business.  

 
11. As a result, my presumption was that the only reason the Plaintiffs would refuse to 

pay Mr. Gervais was because they could not afford to do so owing to acute financial 

difficulties.  

 
12. Additionally, as will be described below, Mr. Gervais was not the only employee of 

the Plaintiffs who were making public assertions that the Plaintiffs had refused to pay 

them compensation to which they were entitled because of a lack of funds in and 

around the material period of time.   

 
 
 
 



The Allegations that Mr. Gervais Shared Other Confidential Information with Me 
 

13. Despite the Plaintiffs’ evidence being replete with speculation and leaps to 

conclusions suggesting that Mr. Gervais shared highly sensitive information about the 

Plaintiff’s business with me, there is no truth to that assertion.  

 

14. Mr. Gervais did not provide any confidential information to me surrounding the 

Plaintiffs’ business.  Mr. Gervais did not disclose to me any names of any of the 

Plaintiffs’ customers nor any information about the Plaintiffs’ customers.  

 
15. The suggestion to the contrary is not truthful.  

 
The Affidavit of Leifur Steinn Gunnarson sworn December 15, 2022 
 

16. I have reviewed the Affidavit of Leifur Steinn Gunnarson sworn December 15, 2022 in its 

entirety.  In particular, I have reviewed paragraph 16 of that Affidavit which reads as follows: 

16. In the context of this development, my partner/employee Nathan Gimblett had recently 
received information from Roosen (via Discord) with respect to the alleged financial 
health of Path Net and Tempest.  Roosen had told Mr. Gimblett that Path Net and 
Tempest were insolvent and likely to go under.  Roosen Told Mr. Gimblet that the source 
of his information was Gervais.  At the time, we believed that Gervais was still the CEO 
of Tempest.  Mr. Gimblett advised me that he had followed-up on Roosen’s allegations 
with Gervais himself, who confirmed it to be true.  

 

17. This evidence is not accurate.    On July 6, 2022, I received a message from Nathan Gimblett 

in which Mr. Gimblet advised me that the Plaintiff Path Net is “broke and cant [sic] afford 

the london cage”.  He advised me that Mr. Gunnarson was suing the Plaintiff Path Net.  In the 

message Mr. Gimblett advised me that Mr. Gunnarson was the source of that information.   

 

18. Attached hereto as Exhibit “A” is a copy of Mr. Gimblett’s message to me in that 

respect.  



 
19. A “cage” is a space in a data center where “server racks” are installed which are racks which 

hold servers.  If a business that provides web hosting services cannot afford to maintain a 

“cage” intended to support the hosting services being providing to that business’ clients, 

those clients’ services would be in serious jeopardy of being suddenly terminated. 

 

20. Such an event could wipe out an entire hosting business in a single moment, as a hosting 

business’ clients rely on undisrupted hosting services to run their business.  

 

21. The flow of information about the Plaintiffs’ precarious financial information was entirely 

opposite to how it is described by Mr. Gunnarson.  That is, Messrs. Gunnarson and Gimblett 

advised me that the Plaintiffs were experiencing financial difficulty, not the other way around 

as Mr. Gunnarson deposes.  

 
22. I cannot reconcile Mr. Gunnarson’s evidence with what actually happened, however I 

can advise this Honourable Court that the evidence at paragraph 16 of his Affidavit 

simply is not factual/truthful. 

 
My Subsequent Call with Mr. Gunnarson 

23. Later in the day on July 6, 2022, I received a call from Mr. Gunnarson.  He was 

distressed and advised me that the Plaintiff Path Net had suspended access to the 

space he was renting.  He inquired whether GSK could service his business’ needs.  

He needed alternative services on an immediate basis.  

 



24. Attached hereto as Exhibit “B” is a copy of a message exchange between me and Mr. 

Gunnarson which began on July 6, 2022 and continued the following day, leading up 

to the call I had with him.   

 

25. During the call Mr. Gunnarson repeated to me that he had genuine concerns that the 

Plaintiff Path Net could not afford to service its customers.  Prior to this call I had 

seen references to the Plaintiffs financial woes in postings in a public discord by 

Victor Heilskov, who had been detailing that the Plaintiffs had not paid him 

compensation to which he was entitled.  

 

26. I was able to find Mr. Heilskov’s posting and I attach a copy hereto as Exhibit “C”.  

I recall seeing this in or about mid July 2022.   

 

Mr. Anthony Modica  

27. Mr. Modica has long been a client of a subsidiary of GSK called Icedhost.  Attached 

hereto as Exhibit “D” is a copy of a receipt for a payment Mr. Modica made to 

Icedhost in 2019.   

 

28. On July 17, 2022 Mr. Modica created a video that was disparaging towards GSK.  It 

was brought to my attention by one of GSK’s clients.  I wrote to Mr. Modica to 

confront him about it.  I was not pleased that he would suddenly and without reason 

take time to disparage my brand.  

 



The Allegations Respecting CFX.RE and RSM 

29. I can advise this Honourable Court that neither CFX.RE nor RSM are hosted with 

GSK.  I do not know the basis for the Plaintiffs’ suggestion in this regard.  

 

30. Based on my review of the Plaintiffs’ evidence, they appear to suggest that any time a 

client cancels service with them it must have been because I solicited that client.  It is 

unclear to me how the Plaintiffs have drawn that conclusion. 

 

Nexus Online/Kyle and Vital Games Network 

31. I can advise this Honourable Court that Nexus Online and Vital Games Network have 

been customers of GSK since early 2021, long before the matters in issue in this 

Action arose. 

 

32. I did not solicit either of these companies for their business.  GSK has had their 

business, almost exclusively since they started with GSK in 2021.   

 
33. I wrote to Kyle about the rumours of the Plaintiffs’ financial difficulty.  As previously 

deposed a sudden stoppage of service could be disastrous and even fatal to a business.  

The financial difficulties of the Plaintiffs were within the public realm, and Mr. 

Gervais was not the only source of that information.  

 

The Evidence of Ray Russell Reese III 
 

34. At paragraph 32 of his Affidavit, Mr. Reese asserts that it is his opinion that the 

Plaintiffs’ evidence establishes that Mr. Gervais provided me with confidential 



information about the Plaintiffs’ business, in particular the fact that the Plaintiffs were 

insolvent and, surprisingly, the identity of the Plaintiffs’ clients.   

 

35. I have deposed as to what Mr. Gervais advised me about the Plaintiffs above, namely 

that they did not pay that to which he was entitled when it was due.  My 

understanding of the word “insolvent” is that it means a person or corporation cannot 

pay its debts as they come due.   

 
36. I do not know whether the fact that Mr. Gervais was not being paid by the Plaintiffs 

can be considered confidential information.  In any event I deposed above that Mr. 

Gervais was not the only employee advising people that the Plaintiffs were not paying 

their employees.  

 
37. With respect to the identities of the Plaintiffs, I am aware of a Discord group 

moderated by the Plaintiffs which Discord group discloses those participants who are 

customers of the Plaintiffs.  I know this because I have personally seen that Discord 

group (although I was quickly blocked from it after entering).  

 
38. Moreover, Tempest itself advertises the identities of many of its customers on its own 

website.  This information has been specifically placed into the public realm by the 

Plaintiffs.  Attached hereto as Exhibit “E” is a printout of the Plaintiff Tempest’s 

website.  The banner on the bottom identifies a large number of its customers.   

 
39. I can advise this Honourable Court that in real time, the banner on the bottom moves 

from right to left continuously displaying a very long list of Tempest’s customers.  



 
40. If I ever wanted to target Tempest’s customers, I would only need to view its website 

to learn who they are.   

 
41. Additionally, in the game server space, there are public discords which disclose the 

contact information of individuals who require ongoing hosting services for online 

gaming businesses.  This information is available to anyone. 

 

42. I swear this Affidavit for the purposes of providing direct evidence respecting these 

occurrences to this Honourable Court and for no other or improper purpose.  

 

SWORN remotely by Rene Roosen   ) 
before me at the City of Toronto, in the  ) 
Province of Ontario, on this 14th day of March, ) 
2023 in accordance with O. Reg 431/20,  ) _______________________  
Administering Oath or Declaration Remotely ) RENE ROOSEN 
       ) 
       ) 
__________________________________  ) 
A commissioner for taking affidavits, etc.  )  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 

 

 

This is Exhibit ……………A……..…………… referred to in the 

Affidavit of………..…Rene Roosen…..……………….………….. 

sworn remotely by on this 14th day of March 2023,  in accordance with  

O. Reg 431/20, Administering Oath or Declaration Remotely. 

 

…………………………………………………………………………... 

A COMMISSIONER FOR TAKING AFFIDAVITS  
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