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APPEAL BOOK ENDORSEMENT

[1] This case turns on the expanded fact-finding powers available on a
summary judgment motion under the revised Rule 20. Having regard to the

language of the rule as interpreted in Hryniak v. Mauldin, [2014] S.C.J. No. 7, we
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cannot say that the motion judge erred in making the findings necessary to

determine the claim.

[2]  In our view, the primary finding in dispute (whether the broker showed the
property to the purchaser) was a purely factual one attracting the strong

deference referred to in para. 81 of Hryniak.

[8] The appeal is dismissed. Costs in the amount of $5,790.00, including

taxes and disbursements.



