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SUBJECT: Notice on registration of U.K. judgments pursuant to the Canada and
United Kingdom Reciprocal Recognition and Enforcement of
Judgments Act, R.S.N.S. 1989, c. 52

SUMMARY: Two appeals - one from a decision of Justice MacAdam in chambers
dismissing an ex parte application to register a U.K. judgment and
deciding that application to register must be made on notice.  Appeal from
earlier decision of Chief Justice Kennedy in chambers to permit such
registration, ex parte.

ISSUE: Is notice required?

RESULT: The Canada-UK Act, as distinct from the Reciprocal Enforcement of
Judgments Act, R.S.N.S. 1989, c. 388 contains no provisions expressly
permitting ex parte registration.  Absent such, or Court Rules to that effect,
notice to the judgment debtor is required.  Burton v. Howlett (1998), 172
N.S.R. (2d) 342 (C.A.) applied.
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