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ORDER

The appellant filed a request for reconsideration on September 25, 2026
concerning the Tribunal’s decision released on February 11, 2026 (“decision”).

Pursuant to s. 17(2) of the Adjudicative Tribunals Accountability, Governance
and Appointments Act, 2009, S.0O. 2009, c. 33, Sched. 5, the Executive Chair has
delegated to me authority to deal with such matters.

The Tribunal’s power to reconsider is a discretionary one. Rule 18.1 of the
Licence Appeal Tribunal Rules, 2023 (“Rules”) provides that the Tribunal may
reconsider any decision that finally disposes of an appeal if the request for
reconsideration is made within 21 days of the date of the decision.

Since the decision was released on February 11, 2026, the deadline for filing a
request for reconsideration was March 4, 2026. Once again, the appellant filed
this request for reconsideration on September 25, 2026, i.e., a delay of over 200
days.

The appellant accepts that his request is late-filed, so he asks the Tribunal to use
its discretion under Rule 3.2 to allow it to proceed. He explains this delay by
stating that, as a self-represented individual, he did not appreciate the impact
that the Tribunal’s decision would have on his individual salesperson registration
until a final notice was issued by OMVIC on June 10, 2026. He also claims that
the scope of his reconsideration is limited to his individual licence.

Though this case addressed a limitation period, the Divisional Court’s guidance
in Manuel v. Registrar, 2012 ONSC 1492 (CanLll) (“Manuel’), has often been
looked to by the Tribunal when considering whether to use its discretion to
extend a procedural deadline, such as the 21-day deadline in Rule 18.1. In
Manuel, the Court laid out several factors that | find are helpful when considering
whether to grant a deadline extension:

a. The existence of a bona fide intention to appeal within the appeal period
(in this case, the intention to file the request for reconsideration by the
deadline of March 4, 2026);
b. The length of the delay;
c. Prejudice to the other party; and,
d. The merits of the appeal.
Manuel directs a holistic analysis of these factors, as no single factor is

determinative. The Court also asks decision-makers to consider “the justice of
the case” when applying this test. The appellant has the onus to show the
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extension should be granted.

[8] After considering the appellant’s explanation through the lens of the Manuel
factors (as well as the discretion provided to me through the Rules), | find |
should not grant the requested deadline extension.

[9] To start, | note that this delay is quite long, i.e., almost seven months. As a result,
| find the respondent will face a moderate level of prejudice from allowing this
request to proceed. Specifically, the respondent would have assumed that this
matter had been finally resolved months ago. The inability to rely on the finality of
a Tribunal decision is inherently prejudicial.

[10] Turning to the reasons for the delay, | find the appellant has not shown a bona
fide intention to appeal the decision within the deadline set out in Rule 18.1. Even
if | accept the appellant’s explanation that he did not fully comprehend the impact
of the decision until June 10, 2026, there is still no compelling explanation for
why he then waited until September 25, 2026 to file the request. | also do not see
how the limited scope of his reconsideration request impacts this delay, nor does
it impact the prejudice detailed above.

[11]  As for the merits of his appeal, | note that the appellant has provided several
reasons to support the reconsideration request. | accept that he has presented
detailed grounds to support his position, so | find this Manuel factor weighs in his
favour.

[12] Despite this final factor though, | still find the overall justice of the case leans
against granting the deadline extension. Beyond the long delay, | do not find the
appellant has provided a compelling explanation for why he did not take timelier
steps to challenge the decision.

[13] The appellant also cites Rule 18.5 to claim that the Tribunal should exercise its
own discretion to conduct a review of the decision. Rule 18.5 does provide the
Tribunal with the discretion to review any decision on its own initiative, but this
authority lays with the Tribunal alone. It is not open to the parties to ask the
Tribunal to use this authority.

[14]  In sum, | will not use my discretion to extend the deadline from Rule 18.1. The
appellant’s request for reconsideration is dismissed.

Craig Mazerolle
Vice-Chair, Delegate

Released: October 1, 2026
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