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REASONS FOR JUDGMENT 

NADON J.A. 

 

[1] This is an application for judicial review of a decision of the Pension Appeals Board (the 

Board) dated November 13, 2007 which concluded that the applicant had failed to satisfy the 

provisions of the Canada Pension Plan (the Plan) so as to qualify for a disability pension. 

 

[2] Specifically, the Board concluded that the applicant had not made valid contributions for at 

least four of the last six years of her contributory period. In so concluding, the Board pointed out 
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that the applicant was short by $138.00 for the year 2003, but that it did not have the power to 

remedy the shortfall so as to qualify the applicant for a disability pension. 

 

[3] I am unable to find any error with the Board’s decision which would have allowed us to 

intervene. Like the Board, this Court is bound to apply the provisions of the Plan and cannot 

disregard those provisions so as to remedy what might be considered or perceived as an unfair 

and/or unjust result. 

 

[4] If the applicant is of that view, and I have no doubt whatsoever that she is, it is entirely open 

to her to take the matter up with her Member of Parliament and attempt to convince Parliament that 

a legislative change is in order. 

 

[5] For these reasons, I would dismiss the application for judicial review but, in the 

circumstances, without costs. 

 

 

“M. Nadon” 
J.A. 

 
“I agree. 
 J.D. Denis Pelletier” 
 
“I agree. 
 Johanne Trudel” 
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