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(RECOURS COLLECTIF) 
COUR SUPÉRIEURE 

 

C A N A D A 
PROVINCE DE QUÉBEC 
DISTRICT DE MONTRÉAL 
No : 500-06-000284-055 

 
DONALD BERNÈCHE domicilié et résidant au 4941 
Chemin du Lac, St-Gabriel de Brandon, (Québec) J0K 
2N0 

Petitioner 
c. 
 
PROCUREUR GÉNÉRAL DU CANADA, ayant son 
adresse au 200, boulevard René-Lévesque Ouest, 
Complexe Guy Favreau, Tour Est, en les ville et district 
judiciaire de Montréal (Québec) H2Z 1X4 
-et- 
MINISTÈRE DE L’AGRICULTURE ET DE 
L’AGROALIMENTAIRE DU CANADA, ayant un 
bureau régional au 2001 rue Université, en les ville et 
district judiciaire de Montréal (Québec) H3A 3N2 
-et- 
RIDLEY INC., corporation publique légalement 
incorporée selon les lois du Manitoba, ayant une place 
d’affaires au 17 Speers Road, Winnipeg, Manitoba, 
R2J 1M1 et ayant une adresse postale chez Borden 
Ladner Gervais slr, 1000, rue de la Gauchetière Ouest, 
bureau 900, en les ville et district judiciaire de 
Montréal, (Québec) H3B 5H4 

Respondents 
 

 
NOTICE OF AUTHORIZATION OF A CLASS ACTION  

AGAINST THE ABOVE RESPONDENTS 
 

1. TAKE NOTICE that the bringing of a class action 
has been authorized on June 14, 2007 by 
judgment of the Honourable Justice Richard 
Wagner of the Superior Court for the of the group 
hereinafter described, namely: 

“All physical and moral persons 
residing in Quebec who raise cattle or 
who sell their cattle and who suffered 
damages due to the discovery of a 
case of bovine spongiform 
encephalopathy (“BSE”) in a cow, 
confirmed on May 20, 2003, in the 
province of Alberta, and who were 
affected by the closure of the border to 
beef and live cattle exports from 
Canada.” 

 

2. The Chief Justice has ordered that the class action 
authorized by the said judgment shall be brought in 
the district of Montreal 

3. The addresses of the petitioners and respondents 
are as mentioned above. 

4. For the purposes of the class action, the status of 
representative has been ascribed to Mr. Donald 
Bernèche. 

5. The principal questions of law or fact to be dealt with 
collectively are as follows: 

1. Was the MAAC grossly negligent or did it 
act in bad faith in its regulation of the 
production and sale of cattle feed? 

2. Did the MAAC have a duty to inform cattle 
producers in Canada? 
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3. What is the nature of the injury, if there 

was an injury, caused to the members of 
the group by reason of the events which 
led to the closure of the Canadian 
borders to the export of Canadian beef? 

4. What is the nature of Ridley Inc.’s 
obligations in respect of the production 
and sale of cattle feed? 

5. Did Ridley have an obligation of prudence 
and diligence to Canadian cattle 
producers? 

6. Is there a causal connection between the 
fault of the respondents and the damages 
sought? 

 

6. The conclusions sought with relation to such 
questions are as follows: 

GRANT the class proceeding of the 
representative and the members of the class 
against the respondents; 

CONDEMN the respondents jointly and 
severally liable to pay damages to the 
applicant and to each member of the class for 
the losses suffered to date, and which the 
members continue to suffer, following the ban 
on the export of beef products and live cattle 
since May 23, 2003; 

CONDEMN the respondents to pay interest 
on the aforementioned sums at the legal rate, 
plus the additional indemnity provided for at 
article 1619 of the C.C.Q., from the date of 
the commencement of the application; 

CONDEMN the respondents to pay costs. 

7. The class action to be brought by the 
representatives for the benefit of the group will be 
as follows:  

An action in damages for the losses 
sustained due to the negligence or gross 
negligence of the respondents. 

8. Any member of the group, who has not requested 
his exclusion in the manner hereinafter indicated, 
will be bound by any judgment to be rendered on 
the class action. 

9. The date after which a member can no longer 
request his exclusion without special permission, 
has been set at 30 days after the publication of 
this notice. 

10. A member who has not already brought a suit in 
his own name, may request his exclusion from 
the group by advising the clerk of the Superior 
Court of the district of Montreal by registered of 
certified mail, before the expiry of the delay for 
exclusion. 

11. Any member of the group who has brought a suit 
which the final judgment on the class action 
would decide is deemed to have requested his 
exclusion from the group, if he does not, before 
the expiry of the delay for exclusion, discontinue 
such suit. 

12. A member of the group other than the 
representative or an intervenant cannot be 
condemned to pay the costs of the class action. 

13. The Court may permit a member to intervene in 
the class action if it considers such intervention 
useful to the group. An intervening member may 
be bound to submit to examination on discovery 
or a medical examination, or both, at request of 
the respondents. A member who does not 
intervene in the class action can only be required 
to submit to an examination on discovery or a 
medical examination if the Court considers it 
useful. 

Attorneys for the Petitionners 
 

Adams Gareau 
Me Gilles Gareau 
Me Fredy Adams 
1000 Sherbrooke, O., bureau 1530 
Montreal, Quebec  H3A 3G4 

 
Woods 
2000, avenue McGill College 
Bureau 1700 
Montréal  Québec  H3A 3H3 
 
 

Attorneys for the Respondents 
 
PROCUREUR GÉNÉRAL DU CANADA 
Me André Lespérance 
200, boulevard René-Lévesque Ouest 
Complexe Guy Favreau, Tour Est 
Montréal (Québec) H2Z 1X4 
 
Borden Ladner Gervais 
Me Robert Charbonneau 
1000 de La Gauchetière O. 
Bureau 900 
Montréal, Qc., H3B 5H4 

 
 


