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The following is the English version of the 
reasons for judgment of the Court delivered orally 
by 

PRATTE J.: We are all of the opinion that this 
application should be allowed. 

The Umpire found that the amount of $2,000 
received by the respondent had been paid to him to 
compensate him for injury to his reputation, and 
because of this, did not constitute earnings within 
the meaning of the Unemployment Insurance Act, 
1971, S.C. 1970-71-72, c. 48. This conclusion 
seems to the Court to be arbitrary and, in our 
view, cannot reasonably be supported by the 
record as it stands. 

For these reasons, the application will be 
allowed, the decision a quo quashed and the 
matter referred back to the Chief Umpire to be 
decided by him, or so that he may cause it to be 



decided by an umpire other than Umpire Decary, 
on the assumption that it cannot reasonably be 
concluded from the record as it stands that the 
amount of $2,000 received by respondent does not 
constitute earnings within the meaning of the 
Unemployment Insurance Act, 1971. 
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