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Figure 2

PRO-CROWN VOTES
Manitoba Appeal Decisions, 1989 & 1990
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The high degree of continuity between the 1989 and 1990 columns
is striking.?* Mr. Justice Lyon remains the most pro-Crown of the
continuing judges on the Court, recently joined by Scott C.J.; Huband,
O’Sullivan and Philp are the least pro-Crown.? In the middle of the
table, Twaddle and Helper have traded places while remaining close
to the all-Court average. Appeal judges with trial bench experience are
not significantly more likely to support the Crown than their col-
leagues without such experience (68.2% against 70.9%), but the “junior
four” on the Court are much more strongly pro-Crown than their
senior colleagues (73.8% compared to 64.8%).

* The 1990 figures for Monnin are, of course, too small to constitute a serious compari-
son, being based on only three cases; they are included for statistical completeness
rather than for comparative purposes.

% This polarization is also reflected in the analysis of voting patterns in non-unanimous
decisions, discussed below.
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IV. DECISIONS, DISSENTS AND CONCURRENCES

DURING 1990, THE AVERAGE judge on the Manitoba Court of Appeal
sat on panels that decided about 140 cases. This is down slightly from
the 180 or so cases that would have been heard by the average judge
in 1989. However, the delivery of decisions is by no means equally
distributed among the panel members, and indeed the asymmetry in
this regard is quite striking. On average, a purely random assignment
would suggest that each judge should deliver one decision for roughly
every three panel appearances.” But some judges (such as Monnin
CJM, Huband JA, and Scott CJM) deliver decisions in half or more of
their panel appearances, others (such as Helper and O’Sullivan) in
about one fifth of their appearances, and still others (such as Lyon) in
less than 10% of appearances.

In 1989, the factor that was driving the differentials in the
frequency of delivered decisions was clearly seniority.” Excluding
those cases where the senior judge dissented from the majority deci-
sion, fully 74.4% of all decisions were delivered by the senior and
presiding judge of the panel. The comparable figure in 1990 was only
63.9%. This somewhat reduces the appearance of a de facto appren-
ticeship, of practices that delay the opportunity for recently appointed
members to make a significant contribution to the Court’s develop-
ment of the law. In 1989, the delivery of decisions was dominated by
two judges: Monnin CJM with almost one third of all decisions of the
Court, and Huband with about one quarter. A year later, the depar-
ture of Monnin has created a void that is being filled primarily by the
. quartet of Huband, O’Sullivan, Twaddle and Philp, who together
account for more than two thirds of the decxswns the much lower
profile of Helper and Lyon is striking.

% Slightly less because of the (infrequent) larger panels and the (similarly infrequent)
per coram decisions.

27 [ have treated the Chief Justice as senior member of the Court regardless of length
of service, and ranked other judges in seniority by date of appointment to the appeal
bench; this reflects the order in which the members of the panel are listed in both
reported and unreported decisions.
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Table 5: Appearances, Decisions, and Separate Opinions
. Manitoba Court of Appeal Judges, 1990

Judge Appearances Decisions Dissents Concurrence
Helper 161 24 4 3
Huband 128 66 1 1
Lyon 145 12 6 3
Monnin CJM 10 6 2 0
O’Sullivan 142 62 6 5
Philp 131 52 1 1
Scott CIM 44 28 0 0
Twaddle 164 57 4 9
ad hoc 10 1 0 0
Total ‘ 935% 310% 24 22

The Manitoba Court of Appeal is distinguished by an unusually
high proportion of dissents; among the nine other provincial courts of
appeal, only Quebec has a comparable frequency of dissent, and in
many provinces (most notably Ontario and Nova Scotia) dissents are
extremely unusual.®® Chief Justice Monnin, who retired in April
1990, has in recent years led the Manitoba Court in dissents. It might
be thought, therefore, that his departure would reduce the frequency
of dissent in two respects — directly, by taking away the dissents that
he himself contributed; and indirectly, by taking away the leadership
by example exhibited by a frequently dissenting Chief Justice — and
thereby bring the Manitoba Court closer to all-province norms. There
is some indication that this is indeed taking place. Not only did the
new Chief Justice not deliver a single dissent himself, but there were
dissents in only 7.8% of the panel decisions, compared with 12.7% of

*8 Excludes one panel appearance by Mr. Justice Hall, who retired in April 1989.
% Two decisions were rendered per coram.

% These comments are based upon dissent rates in reported decisions of the various
courts of appeal, and should therefore be treated with some caution. For example, the
Chief Justice of Nova Scotia has reported informally that the actual dissent rate on his
court is rather higher than would be suggested by reported cases.
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all cases in 1989. Separate concurring opinions, on the other hand,
showed no comparable decrease, rising slightly from 5.8% of all cases
in 1989 to 7.0% in 1990; so overall the plurality of decisions is only
slightly reduced.

Figure 3

Decisions and Separate Opinions
Manitoba Court of Appeal Judges 1990
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It is a frequent suggestion in the U.S. literature on State Supreme
Courts that dissent in particular and the plurality of opinions in
general is inversely related to caseload: the heavier the caseload, the
less frequent such practices become. On this argument, separate
opinions are written by judges who have the time to express in writing
how their views differ from those of the panel majority, and the
greater the pressure of caseload on the judge’s available time, the
more strongly he or she will have to feel about the difference in
opinion before crossing the notional threshold at which this disagree-
ment takes written form. To put it crudely: to reduce the frequency of
dissents and separate concurrences, simply increase the caseload to
the point where the judges are struggling just to keep up with the
normal flow of business. But this suggests that the 1990’s modest
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decline in caseload should have provided the opportunity for even
more frequent dissents than has been the case in the recent past. It
may be the case that the effect of reduced caseload (increasing
dissents) has partly cancelled out the effect of a new and more
consensual Chief Justice (decreasing dissents).

In general, dissents were less likely for criminal (6.7%) than for
civil appeals (10.2%), and four times as likely for successful appeals
(15.3%) as for results that confirmed the trial judge’s decision (3.5%).
The most frequent dissenters were Lyon and O’Sullivan (with six
apiece); the least frequent were Huband and Philp (with one each) and
Scott (with none). The small number of dissents in 1990 makes
generalization both tentative and suspect; but all of Lyon’s dissents
involved successful appeals against the Crown, and O’Sullivan’s
included two of the three dissents on Canadian Charter of Rights and
Freedoms® questions. As before, separate opinions tend typically to
be short and lightly supported by citations to authority. Only two
dissents — Twaddle in Butler and Lyon in R. v. Reimer®® — and only
two separate concurring opinions — Helper in Butler and O’Sullivan
in the Public Schools Reference — exceeded ten pages of a standard
law report in length, or used more than ten judicial citations.

V. VOTING BEHAVIOUR: ALLIANCES AND FAULT LINES

IT IS OFTEN SUGGESTED that the tendencies toward voting blocks on
any Court are best revealed by an analysis of non-unanimous deci-
sions. Overall voting patterns can be misleading; they can overstate
agreement, because the caseload of any appeal court necessarily
includes a significant proportion of routine cases of little merit or
significance. (As a rule of thumb: several appeal court judges in
different provinces have told me that about one third of the appeals
that are brought before them are an absolute waste of time, and
another third could be easily resolved.) The presence of a dissent
clearly flags the case as one involving an issue important enough for
a judge to disagree on in writing, and also identifies the panel as
containing at least two of the different predilections or points of view
that exist among potentially identifiable groups within the Court.
This, of course, over-excludes decisions — to say that routine cases are
always unanimous in no way suggests that all unanimous cases are

%1 part I of the Constitution Act, 1982, being Schedule B of the Canada Act 1982 (UK.),
1982, c. 11. ‘ '

%2 (1991), 68 Man. R. (2d) 129.
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routine — but it does so to focus on that small subset of decisions that
most clearly displays the major divisions within the Court.

The fact that the Manitoba Court of Appeal never sits as a panel
including every single judge, but all-but-invariably uses three-judge
panels to consider appeals, creates two problems for such an analysis.
The first is the question of what we might call “ghost dissents” — that
is, the situation where a judge or judges would have dissented had
they been on that particular panel, their absence meaning that a spe-
cific point of view was not recorded. This is not a problem for the
study of, say, the U.S. State Supreme Courts, which rarely employ
panels; it is not a large problem for studying the Supreme Court of
Canada, where the average panel during the more recent Chief Jus-
ticeships includes seven of the nine judges,® but it is a problem on
a provincial court of appeal, where the panel assignments of even the
most conscientious and industrious judge include less than half of the
entire caseload.

The second problem is that the readiness of any given pair of judges
to agree or disagree with each other can only reveal itself on those
panels on which they both happen to serve. But on a seven judge court
there are 21 different pairs of judges that can be generated, only three
of which appear on any specific three-judge panel. The double reduc-
tion from the basic data set, (analyzing the propensity to agree or
disagree of any pair of judges, in cases that fall within both the one-
seventh of all cases where that pair sat together and the one-tenth of
cases where there is a dissent), results in some rather small numbers
and therefore a rather weak base for generalization. For this reason,
the calculations which provide the basis for this section are based
upon both the 1989 and 1990 data combined to form a single data
base which includes the seventy-one dissent-generating cases from the
24-month period.

Within these limitations, however, the voting behaviour of Manitoba
appeal court judges on the 10% or so of cases generating dissents
provides useful clues about the dynamics of the court. For example, it
is useful to know that Mr. Justice Lyon is one of the judges who
dissents more frequently, and even more useful to know that most of
the time that he does so, the decision from which he dissents is a
successful appeal against the Crown. However, it is more useful yet
to know that fully one half of his dissents over the past two years
come from the panel assignments that he shares with Mr. Justice

% See P. McCormick, “The Supervisory Role of the Supreme Court of Canada” Sup. Ct
L.R. (2d) [forthcoming].
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O’Sullivan and Mr. Justice Huband. This information is presented in
Table 6, identifying each pairing of judges in terms of a fraction
showing the number of times they agreed out of the number of times
they appeared together. The table has been simplified by excluding the
single dissent delivered by an ad hoc judge, and by leaving out Justice
Hall and Chief Justice Scott, both of whom served on only one dissent-
- generating panel.

Table 6: Frequency of Agreement for Pairings of Judges
on the Manitoba Court of Appeal
Non-unanimous Decisions, Calendar 1989 and 1990

MON Oosu HUB TWA PHI LYO HEL

MON - 2/14 2/19 3/11 2/8 6/9 0/0
OSU - 18/24 5/13 0/8 2/14 0/6
HUB - 5/11 6/12 3/19 /5
TWA - 4/6 4/8 2/8
PHI - 4/6 3/4
LYO - 0/2
HEL -

The table suggests two major pairings of judges in the Court’s non-
unanimous decisions. The first is O’Sullivan/Huband, who have
appeared together in fully one-third of the Court’s dissent-generating
cases, and who agree with each other more than three quarters of the
time (usually anti-Crown and pro-reversal). The second, much less
frequent or solid, and broken now by the retirement of C.J. Monnin,
was the Monnin/Lyon grouping (usually pro-Crown and anti-reversal),
The numbers also hint that Philp and Twaddle might be thought of as
something of a “shadow group,” tending to join with Lyon against
O’Sullivan and/or Huband, but this does not happen often enough or
consistently enough to constitute a firm pairing. Finally, Madame
Justice Helper seems to be steering very much an independent course,
disagreeing with O’Sullivan and Huband every bit as often as Lyon
but without any statistically clear core to the type of case generating
the dissent and without consistently joining with Lyon (or anybody
else) in the non-unanimous panels on which she appears. The point,
of course, is not to reduce the behaviour of any judge to caricature, but
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simply to take them at their word in their reasoned arguments and to
identify the persisting differences and patterns that emerge in those
principled positions.

V1. CITATIONS TO AUTHORITY

THE WEAPON OF CHOICE in the argumentative arsenals of lawyers and
judges is the citation to judicial authority, which raises the question
of where judges of the Manitoba Court of Appeal prefer to find their
ammunition. The Anglo-American common law countries are prolific
producers of judicial decisions, and the choice is wide; it seems clear
from the citation patterns of the various provincial courts of appeal (to
say nothing of the citation patterns of the individual judges on each
court) that there are real and enduring differences in these choices.
Table 7 presents the data on the frequency of citation of the major
categories of judicial authorities in calendar 1990.
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Table 7: Citations to Judicial Authority
Manitoba Court of Appeal Decisions

Authority Citations % of total Judgments % of total
FEDERAL COURTS
Supreme Court 113 20.0% 40 10.8%
Federal Court 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Total Federal: 113 20.0% 40 10.8%
PROV. APPEAL CTS
Manitoba 109 19.7% 60 16.2%
Ontario 46 8.2% 27 7.3%
British Columbia 27 4.8% 20 5.4%
Alberta 26 4.6% 20 5.4%
Nova Scotia 18 3.2% 11 3.0%
Saskatchewan 13 2.3% 10 2.7%
Quebec 5 0.9% 5 1.3%
New Brunswick 3 0.5% 3 0.8%
PE.L 2 0.4% ’ 2 0.5%
Total Appeal: 249 44.6% 81 21.8%
CANADIAN TRIAL CTS
Manitoba 25 4.4% 16 4.3%
Ontario 25 4.4% 17 4.6%
Others 35 6.2% 12 3.2%
Total Cdn trial: 85 15.5% 34 9.2%
COMMONWEALTH CTS .
Privy Council 4 0.7% 3 0.8%
Other English 98 17.3% 30 8.1%
Commonwealth 6 1.1% 3 0.8%
Total: 108 19.1% 32 8.6%
UNITED STATES CTS 6 1.1% 4 1.1%
EUROPEAN COURT 1 0.2% 1 0.3%
TOTAL CITATIONS 562 371

Note: includes 310 decisions for the court, 15 applications, 24 dissents and 22 separate
concurrences.

Although the number of cases decided by the Manitoba Court of
Appeal fell slightly in 1990, the total number of citations to judicial
authority in that reduced caseload showed an absolute increase of
more than 20%, from 459 to 564. The average decision in 1990 was
somewhat longer and significantly more explicitly connected to author-
ity than the average decision in 1989. It can, of course, only be con-
jecture whether this altered behaviour is attributable to the mix of
cases presented to the Court, or a result of the modestly greater prep-
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aration time per case that is the logical corollary of the reduced
caseload, or some combination of both these factors.

The figures in Table 7 parallel very closely the patterns for both
1987 and 1989 (as described in the earlier papers), making it even
more plausible to suggest that the differences between the citation
patterns of the Manitoba Court of Appeal and those of other provincial .
courts of appeal stem from persisting and fundamental characteristics
rather than from transient or gratuitous circumstances. The largest
single block of citations to authority comprises those from the
Supreme Court of Canada, still providing one citation in every five
(down from one in four in the earlier years). Self-citations — that is,
references to previous decisions of the Manitoba Court of Appeal itself
— have risen slightly to 19.7% (just under one in five). This is again
very close to the figures for 1987 and 1989 and distinctly different
from the other established Courts of Appeal, who cite themselves 5 to
10 per cent more often. The other provincial courts of appeal draw
24.9% of all citations — mostly from Ontario (8.2%) or from the other
three Western provinces (11.7%). United Kingdom citations once again
account for almost one-fifth of all judicial citations, and once again an
unusually high number (rivalled only by British Columbia) among the
provincial courts of appeal. Citations of Canadian trial courts remain
significant at 15.5% — none of the other courts of appeal supply as
many precedents as the extra-provincial trial courts combined. Finally,
citations of U.S. authority remain extremely rare, almost to the point
of insignificance — a characteristic that the Manitoba Court of Appeal
shares with every other province except Ontario.

Curiously, the average age of a judicial citation is some ten years
(or 30%) higher in 1990 than it was for 1989, a change that is per-
vasive throughout a wide range of the cases (there were a dozen deci-
sions with an average citation age over 50 years) rather than being
attributable to a handful of unusually venerable authorities. The age
factor should not, of course, be over-stressed; fully one-third of the
judicial citations (187 out of 564, or 33.2%) were to decisions rendered
within the last five years, since the beginning of 1986.
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Table 8: Authorities Cited, by Type of Case & Decision
All Manitoba Court of Appeal Decisions, 1990

SCC Man CA UK OthCA | CdnTr | Oth

applications 14.3% 42.9% - 35.7% 7.1% -
criminal 39.1% 11.7% 10.1% 29.6% 6.7% | 2.8%
sentence 1.5% 34.3% 6.0% 53.7% 4.5% -
public 34.8% 21.7% 8.7% 21.7% 13.0% -
family 3.7% 22.4% 32.7% 11.2% 29.9% -
private 15.4% 18.7% 26.4% 15.4% 22.0% | 2.2%
financial 5.8% 23.1% 28.8% 11.5% 21.2% | 9.6%
reference 51.7% 3.4% - 31.0% 10.3% | 3.4%

All Opinions 26.3% 17.4% 18.1% 21.2% 13.3% | 3.3%

Judges:
senior 4 26.2% 17.3% 19.9% 19.4% 13.1% | 4.2%
junior 4 17.7% 20.4% 16.3% 28.0% 16.3% | 1.4%

The patterns of Table 8, breaking down the overall figures into the
specific types of law, are hardly unexpected. Citations for single-judge
chambers applications are almost always self-citations, fitting the
decision in a clear manner into the record of past decisions of the
Court, or uniformity citations, fitting it in with the practices of other
provinces. The pattern for sentence appeals continues to emphasize
references to the decisions of other provincial courts of appeal,
although self-citations — presumably references to one or more of its
own benchmark sentencing decisions — are proportionately more fre-
quent than in previous years. Supreme Court references are concen-
trated in reference cases and criminal law and public law appeals, and
are seldom used in private law and financial law — again consistent
with the argument that caseload pressures have forced the Supreme
Court to virtually abandon private and commercial law to the provin-
cial courts of appeal. United Kingdom citations are most frequent for
private and financial law appeals, which may also explain why cita-
tions in these cases tend to be to older decisions (average age of 25.1
and 40.2 years respectively, against an overall figure of twenty years),
although they are surprisingly common in family law appeals as well.
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Self-citations are relatively frequent for public and family law, and
references to other provincial courts of appeal are most significant for
criminal appeals, the major staple of the appellate workload. Only in
family law do Canadian trial citations figure prominently. It is diffi-
cult, however, to attribute this to the recent emergence of new doc-
trine or practical solutions lower than usual on the appellate hier-
archy, because again this year the average age of family law citations
is (at 43.1 years) much higher than might have been anticipated.

There are some differences between the “senior four” and the
“junior four” among the eight judges who served on the Court of
Appeal during 1990, but they are not entirely consistent with the
differences that could be discerned in 1989, and therefore do not
appear conclusive. The recently appointed judges tend to cite prior
decisions of their own court somewhat more often, and decisions of the
other courts of appeal much more often, than do their senior col-
leagues; and they tend to cite United Kingdom decisions and Supreme
Court decisions less often; of these comments, only those dealing with
self-citation and UK citations are consistent with 1989, although it is
still true that both of these differences can be described in terms of
the junior judges pulling the Manitoba citation patterns closer to the
all-province norm. It is no longer the case, however, that the more
junior judges are rather more reluctant to issue dissents; if anything,
the reverse is true, as the “senior four” dissented in 3% of their panel
appearances, the “junior four” in 4%. There is therefore no statistical
evidence to suggest that the characterization of Manitoba as an
unusually dissensual court is a transient phenomenon.

VII. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

ON THE BASIS OF a statistical analysis of the 310 panel decisions of the
1990 Manitoba Court of Appeal, one can make the following generali-
zations:

1. The somewhat reduced caseload demonstrates that the steady
growth in appellate caseloads that has characterized the last two
decades has clearly peaked in Manitoba (and in some of the other
provinces as well).

2. Almost all decisions of the Manitoba Court of Appeal are made by
three judge panels, larger panels having become extremely rare —
barely 1% of all panels — although there is some modest sign that
the use of larger panels may have been increasing in 1990.
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3. Most decisions of the Manitoba Court of Appeal are brief and
(presumably) routine, only 10% requiring as many as five pages,
and another 15% as many as two pages, in a standard law report;
however, both the average length and the average number of
citations per decision increased in 1990.

4. A substantial majority — almost two-thirds — of the panel deci-
sions of the Court are made by the presiding judge of the panel,
which is to say by the senior judges of the Court.

5. Overall success rates have remained constant at about one in three,
and the percentage of Crown wins in criminal cases is similarly
stable at just over two in three. These overall figures slightly
overstate the stability of the success rates for the various types of
appeal; substantive criminal and family law appeals succeeded
more often, and sentence and financial appeals less often, in 1990
than in 1989.

6. The dissent behaviour of the Manitoba Court remains high in
comparison with the other Western provincial courts of appeal,
although less high than it has been in the recent past. There
continues to be some statistical basis for describing this as
organized around a principled disagreement between two pairs of
judges (Monnin C.J.M. and Lyon against Huband and O’Sullivan),
with the critical polarities generated by support for the Crown and
a readiness to reverse the trial judge, although this pattern will
undergo change with the retirement of Monnin CJM.

7. The citation patterns of the judges of the Manitoba Court of Appeal
remain distinctive both in the high frequency of United Kingdom
citations and the low frequency of citations of the Court’s own
previous decisions. There are some limited reasons to think that the
more junior judges on the Court exhibit consistently different
citation behaviour that is somewhat closer to that of the other
provincial Courts of Appeal.



