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This matter was referred by Akbarali, J. for a chambers appointment today, further to the parties’ 
attendance at Civil Practice Court on November 24, 2017. 

The Plaintiff seeks to schedule a Motion for Summary Judgment.  This is emphatically opposed by 
all defendants on the basis that this action, and the counterclaim, present too many issues that are 
too complex for summary judgment.  They submit that there are too many genuin issues for trial 
that are incapable of determination using the Hryniak principles. 

Also, there is a motion pending for security for costs and proposed motions for pleading 
amendments and a second motion by a further defendant for security for costs. 



  

 

This is a 2014 action that was denied assigned to commercial list.  The plaintiff seeks an avenue to 
advance this case efficiently and expeditiously. 

On the material before me, and submissions received, I have some doubt that a summary judgment 
motion is an appropriate procedure to determine the numerous issues raised by this case.  I have no 
doubt, however, that this case would benefit from case management, wherein the multiple motions 
can be addressed and the plaintiff’s efforts to advance this case, perhaps through expedited trial or 
a procedural timetable, can be addressed. 

Mr. Sachdeva will make a request, under the Rules, for this action to be placed into case 
management with the appointment of a case management judge.  The counsel for the defendants 
all submitted that they will not oppose this request for case management.  No summary judgment 
motion to be scheduled today, but Mr. Sachdeva can review this request to the case management 
judge, should the request for case management be approved, or as a further civil practice court 
should the development of this action render this advisable at some later date. 

Sanfilippo J.  

 

 


