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REASONS FOR JUDGMENT 

DAWSON J.A. 

[1] This is an application for judicial review of a decision of an Umpire (CUB 74658A) 

rendered under the Employment Insurance Act, S.C. 1996, c. 23 (Act). In the decision under review, 

the Umpire reconsidered and rescinded his earlier decision in CUB 74658, where he had upheld a 

decision of the Board of Referees which found that Mr. Sokoloski was not entitled to benefits 

during the period of an alleged labour dispute. 
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[2] On this application for judicial review Tembec Industries Inc., Mr. Sokoloski’s employer at 

the time, argues that the Umpire’s decision should be set aside because Tembec neither received 

notice of Mr. Sokoloski’s appeal to the Umpire nor notice of his request for reconsideration. 

 

[3] This matter is substantially similar to the application for judicial review filed in A-101-11 

involving Tembec and five of its former employees. That application for judicial review was 

allowed for the reasons given in 2012 FCA 156. 

 

[4] For the same reasons, I would allow this application for judicial review, with costs (to be 

calculated in accordance with Rule 407) payable to Tembec by Mr. Sokoloski. 

 

 

 

“Eleanor R. Dawson” 
J.A. 

 
 
 
“I agree. 
 J.D. Denis Pelletier J.A.” 
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STRATAS J.A. (Dissenting reasons) 

 

[5] For substantially the same reasons I gave in Tembec Industries Inc. v. Berthelette et al      

(A-101-11), I would dismiss the application for judicial review, with costs.  

 

 
“David Stratas” 

J.A. 
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