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Overview
1. Pursuant to rule 8 of the Federal Court Rules, the moving party seeks an extension of time for filing a notice of application for judicial review. 
2. 
Facts
3. 
Issues 
4. The only issue brought before this Court on this motion is whether time should be extended to allow   to serve and file his notice of application for judicial review.
Law
5. Section 18.1 of the Federal Courts Act requires an applicant to file an application for judicial review third days after the impugned decision is communicated to the applicant (RSC 1985, c F-7). The same section allows the Court to extend the time for filing an application for judicial review.
6. Rule 8 of the Federal Court Rules further allows the Court to extend or abridge any period of time fixed by the rules or an order of the Court (SOR/98-106). 
7. An application for judicial review issued outside of the thirty-day limit will be time-barred absent an extension of time (Meeches v Assiniboine, 2017 FCA 123, para 41). 
8. The Federal Court of Appeal set down the criteria for granting extensions of time in Canada (Attorney General) v. Hennelly (1999 CanLII 8190). The Court of Appeal : 
a. a continuing intention to pursue his application; 
b. that the application has some merit; 
c. that no prejudice to the respondent arises from the delay; and 
d. that a reasonable explanation for the delay exists.
(Para. 3; vide. Thompson v. Canada (Attorney General), 2018 FCA 212, para. 5) 
9. These criteria are not an “immutable checklist” that each need to be ticked off before this Court grants an extension of time. The crux of the issue on a motion to extend time is “whether there is an adequate explanation for the failure to act timely and whether the applicant has an arguable case” (Virdi v. Canada (Minister of National Revenue, 2005 FC 529, para. 8, citing Council of Canadians et al. v. Director of Investigation and Research et al. (1997), 212 N.R. 254. The Federal Court of Appeal has framed the question differently: 
the Court is to consider each [criteria] and decide whether on balance the interests of justice would be served in granting the extension of time (Thompson v. Canada, para. 6).
10. A reasonable explanation for the entire length of the delay must exist, or the respondent will be prejudiced by the delay (Collins v. Canada (Attorney General), 2010 FC 949, para. 6).
Discussion
11. 
Relief Sought
12.  seeks an extension of time to file an application for judicial review, no later than seven days from the date of the order. 
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