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RYER J.A. 

[1] We are of the view that the reasons provided by the majority of the Pension Appeals Board 

(the “Board”) for their decision to dismiss Ms. Marrone’s appeal are insufficient to enable us to 

understand the basis for that decision. 

 

[2] In their reasons, the majority of the Board recites some of the evidence that was presented 

and states: 

15     The Board has reviewed the testimony and evidence provided by the parties. The 
Board has some concerns about the quality and quantity of paper and reports that were 
submitted for the members’ consideration. 
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16.     The Board finds that the Appellant has failed to substantiate her claim for a pension 
under the governing statute. The appeal is dismissed. 

 

[3] These paragraphs do not contain any meaningful analysis of the applicable law or of the 

evidence. As such, the majority of the Board has not met the requirement contained in subsection 

83(11) of the Canada Pension Plan, R.S.C. 1985, c. C-8, that the parties to the appeal are to be 

provided with written notification of the decision of the Board and with reasons that provide an 

explanation for the decision. 

 

[4] Accordingly, this application for judicial review is allowed, the decision of the Board is set 

aside and the matter is referred back to a differently constituted panel of the Board for 

redetermination. Because the adequacy of the reasons of the Board was not raised by the Applicant, 

no costs will be awarded. 

 

 

“C. Michael Ryer” 
Judge 
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