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Lazi Ventures Inc.v. Burlock et al b  # CV-21-00000149-

00A1 

 

Endorsement Memo 

January 18, 2022 

 

Justice R J Harper 

 

There are multiple motions before that include: 

1. Request by Martin Lazi for leave to represent Lazi 

Ventures Inc. a company solely owned and operated 

by him in the within action; 

2. Request by the Defendants and the Third Party to 

have a common case managing Justice Appointed; 

3. Request by the Defendants and Third party to order 

the plaintiff to post security for costs; 

4. Order prohibiting the Plaintiff from in any manner 

proceeding with any further Construction Lien Act 

applications or registrations without leave of the 

court. 

After reviewing the evidence hearing submissions on 

behalf of the parties, and for oral reasons given, I 

G1G1

G1G1



1c047f3b3ef342f6a9606fc3ae201bfc-2

dismissed Mr. Lazi’s request for leave to represent the 

Plaintiff Corporation in this action. 

As a result of the dismissal, the Corporate Plaintiff 

needs to retain a lawyer and an adjournment on terms is 

necessary. 

In addition, Mr. Lazi, in any event was seeking an 

adjournment in order to provide certain up dated 

financial information. 

A significant part of the relief requested by the moving 

parties is for an Order to appoint a Common Case 

Managing Justice in order to properly manage, at least, 

this action and 22 other actions that involve very 

similar fact bases and legal issues that have been 

brought across the Province of Ontario that were 

brought by Mr. Lazi or a corporation owned and 

controlled by him.  

I informed counsel for the moving parties that relief 

requested would require the input of the Regional 

Senior Justice and possibly the Chief Justice as such an 

order would have a substantial impact on Judicial 

scheduling. 

With respect to the adjournment length, I ruled that Mr. 

Lazi has had ample time to retain a lawyer. He has, at 

numerous times represented to either counsel or the 
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Court that he was going to retain a lawyer. In 

September, 2021, he was advised by counsel for the 

Defendants that he would be required to seek leave of 

the court to act for the Plaintiff in this action. At that 

point he told counsel that he would retain a lawyer. 

At times during the litigation, he has retained a lawyer 

for “bundled services”. 

In my view given need to have this matter move 

forward in a fair, effective but expeditious manner the 

motions before the court shall be adjourned to the trial 

coordinator in order to reschedule the motions no later 

than 45 days from today. 

The issue of costs of today is reserved to the judge 

hearing he motion. 

The adjournment is on the following terms: 

1. Mr. Gatensby is to contact RSJ Sweeny in order to 

get his input on the availability of a Justice to 

perform this role and or the RSJ potentially 

contacting the Chief Justice for his input on such a 

request. 
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2. There shall be a without prejudice Order that pending 

the return of this matter an order shall go pursuant to 

the moving parties requested relief at paragraphs 1, d, 

e, f and g. 

 

 
R John Harper 
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