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Th 1s i :> t § y way of »tated case from the decision
a Board of Inquiry appointed under the above ni I j y t hr

»Minister of Labour. a case as presented required answers
to three questions propounded by the B At the hearing
counsel for the

that I am dealing he
questions numb#? two ■nd feh

*

solely with question one. *

• •

My answer to this question is in the In my
■

•view the Board was correct in law in holding that the re
the provisions of section 8 of the 

agree in general with Mr. Lindholm's submission on this question, 
and particularly with his submission that this Court does not and

* a

in review of every management decision. I 
further that the issue of "reasonable cause" is a question of. fact

is exclusively within the jurisdiction of the Retard of Inqui 
the appellant can show that that question was decided

There is, and can be, no such
* 's is, in my respectful view, fully

before it and I am unable to discern any
It follows that,

and-is dismissed

r 20,


