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[1] The applicant brings an application to stay the proceedings before this Court pending the

resolution of areated matter before the Federal Court.

[2] Section 50(1) of the Federal Courts Act, R.S.C. 1985, c. F-7, provides this Court with the

discretion to stay proceedingsin any cause or matter:
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50. (2) ... 50. (D [...]
(@) on the ground that the claim is a) au motif que lademande est en
being proceeded with in another instance devant un autre tribunal;

court or jurisdiction; or
b) lorsque, pour quelque autre

(b) where for any other reason it raison, I'intérét de lajustice
isin the interest of justice that the I”exige.
proceedings be stayed.
[3] In this case, the related proceedings are between different parties and arise from different

provisions of the Federal Courts Act. As such, the claim being proceeded with in the Federal Court
is not the same as the one pending before this Court. The issue therefore is whether the applicant has

established that it isthe interest of justice that the matter before this Court be stayed pursuant to

paragraph (b) above.

[4] In this respect, the applicant contends that “It isin the interest of justice to hold the present
matter in abeyance in order to prevent simultaneous review of the same decision in two forums and
to allow all issuesto be addressed in the most efficient manner.” (Memorandum of the applicant,

para. 1).

[5] It is apparent that a determination of the matter pending before this Court will bind the
Federal Court and settle the question of whether the applicant was deprived of procedural fairness as
well asthe question of jurisdiction. While the applicant assertsthat there are other issues before the

Federal Court which cannot be resolved by this Court (Memorandum in Reply, para. 6), it remains
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that the above questions, which are at the core of both proceedings, will be resolved in a definitive

fashion, if the matter is allowed to proceed before this Court.

[6] In my view, it has not been established that greater judicia efficiency will result from the

issuance of astay.

[7] The application will be dismissed with costsin favour of each respondent.

“Marc Nogl”
JA.
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