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[76] | find no evidence which leads me to the conclusion that the EAO was biasﬁged
in any way in the manner in which it chose to accept the conclusions Jrom the Sierra

report with respect to R.K. nor in the manner in which it commissioned that report,

[771 In summary, | find that no reasonable person would have an ap prehensior’iiof

bias on the part of the EAQ in the manner in which it conducted its assessment with

respect to R.K. |

VI. CONCLUSION

[78] R.K. has failed to demonstrate to me that it was denied natural justice e'rthér
because of failure to provide it with an opportunity to be fully and pmp?brly heard ln a
meaningful way or because a reasonable person would apprehend bisins on the pan
of the EAQ, Sierra, or the Ministers. As noted above, while there may'f have been?:
technical faults in the process leading to the Issuance of the EA Certiﬁ!cate by the;
Ministers, those irregularities were not substantial and do not merit thei; remedy

sought by R.K. In the result, | dismiss the petition of R.K.

VIi. COSTS

[79]  Mr. Schafer, on behalf of Glacier, asked that special costs be awarded to all
respondents. Glacier has no standing to ask for special costs to be awarded to tHB
other respondenis and they do not seek special costs. In any event, there are no-

grounds to award special costs to any of the respondents, including Glacier, in my

view.

[80] The respondents are entitled to their costs on Scale 3.
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