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FILE NUMBER:

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF CANADA
(ON APPEAL FROM THE COURT OF APPEAL FOR ONTARIO)

BETWEEN:
Denis Rancourt
Applicant
(Defendant)
and
Joanne St. Lewis
Respondent
(Plaintiff)
and
University of Ottawa
Respondent

(Intervening Party)

AFFIDAVIT OF JOSEPH HICKEY

(Affirmed on January 3, 2014)
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|, Joseph Hickey, of the City of OTTAWA, in the Province of Ontario, AFFIRM AS FOLLOWS:

10.

| hold B.Sc. and M.Sc. degrees from the University of Ottawa and am the Executive
Director of the Ontario Civil Liberties Association (OCLA), a nascent provincial
organization that promotes the observance of fundamental human rights and civil
liberties. OCLA’s website is at: http://ocla.ca

| am a former graduate student representative to the University of Ottawa Senate and
a current employee of CUPE Local 2626, the union of student workers at the University
of Ottawa.

| was in attendance at the Ontario Superior Court of Justice on July 24, 2012, at a
hearing before Justice Robert Beaudoin in the matter of St. Lewis v. Rancourt.

At this hearing, Justice Beaudoin reacted angrily to a request by the Defendant, Mr.
Rancourt, for an adjournment in order to bring a motion that Justice Beaudoin recuse
himself on grounds of Reasonable Apprehension of Bias (RAOB). The Defendant’s
request was based in part on an April 2012 Ottawa Citizen article that described a
scholarship fund at the University of Ottawa’s Faculty of Law created by Justice
Beaudoin and the naming of a board room after Justice Beaudoin’s son at the law firm
representing one of the parties.

Justice Beaudoin showed no openness to hearing a motion for recusal on the basis of
RAOB, repeatedly interrupted the Defendant, and ultimately threatened the Defendant
with contempt of court if he continued to make his allegations regarding bias.

After a recess, Justice Beaudoin returned to court and informed the parties in St. Lewis
v. Rancourt of his recusal for bias against the Defendant, due to the Defendant’s
decision to bring forward the allegations regarding bias.

Justice Beaudoin’s vitriolic display of anger toward the Defendant in reaction to the
Defendant presenting evidence of bias from a media article regarding Justice
Beaudoin’s financial relationship with a party in the case and the naming of a board
room after Justice Beaudoin’s son at the law firm representing one of the parties was
highly disturbing and intimidating to me.

On July 24, 2012, | wrote the blog entry attached as Exhibit 1. It is an accurate
description of what | witnessed.

| have followed and continue to follow this bias issue, which is of concern to me both
as a citizen in a democratic society and as Executive Director of OCLA.

| was present in court at the Defendant’s motion for leave to appeal heard before
Justice Annis on November 15, 2012, at the Ontario Superior Court of Justice.


http://ocla.ca/
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