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[1] Thisisamotion by the Public Service Alliance of Canada (“PSAC”) for leave to intervene
inthis case, which is an application for judicial review of adecision of the Public Service Labour

Relations Board.

[2] In an earlier decision, the Public Service Labour Relations Board rendered a decision which
declared that certain members of employee groups represented by the respondent, Professional
Institute of the Public Service of Canada performed essential services (the Public Safety Decision).
The Board in a subsequent decision ruled that it had the authority to order that the description of

essential services described in the Public Safety Decision be included in the essentia services
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agreement (“ESA”). The Attorney General of Canada seeksjudicial review of the latter decision.

[3] The Public Service Alliance of Canada (“PSAC”) seeksto intervene in the application,
arguing that it is directly affected by the present application because the Board' s decision dealswith
the Board' s authority to order that its definition of an essentia service be included in an essential
services agreement (“ESA”). PSAC saysthat it isa party in anumber of ongoing cases which raise

the sameissue.

[4] In order to be granted leave to intervene, it is“incumbent” on PSAC to demonstrate “what it
would bring to the debate over and beyond what was aready available to the Court through the
parties’: Canadian Union of Public Employees (Airline Division) v. Canadian Airlines International

(2000), [2010] 1 F.C.R. 226 (C.A.) a paragraph 12; Sawridge Band v. Canada, 2009 FCA 61 at

paragraphs 11-16.

[5] PSAC submitsthat the size and diversity of its membership, and its participation in previous
Public Service Labour Relations Board cases raising similar issues, giveit a*unique perspective.”
However, PSAC’ s position on the issuesisvirtualy identical to that of the Institute, and PSAC has
not indicated that its arguments will be substantially different from those of the Institute. See
Anderson v. Canada (Customs and Revenue Agency), 2003 FCA 352. Though PSAC iscorrect in
noting than an intervener is not required to adduce evidence, an intervener must add some legal or

factual argument in order to assist the court.
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[6] PSAC has not shown that there is any reason to believe that the Institute will fail to

adequately advance the arguments which PSAC proposes to make.

[7] It is therefore not necessary to ded with the other arguments advanced by the parties. The

motion is dismissed with costs.

"J. Edgar Sexton"
JA.
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