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SUBJECT:

SUMMARY:':

|SSUES:

Family Law - division of assets.
Practice - appeals applicationsto admit fresh evidence.
Self-Represented Parties - trial judge’ srole.

The parties separated shortly after relocating from Chicago to
Nova Scotia. Ancillary to adivorce, the Supreme Court of Nova
Scotia ordered adivision of assets. Both parties as self-represented
litigants appeal ed to the Nova Scotia Court of Appeal. Inthe
process, they each sought to introduce fresh evidence. The
appellant also questioned the level of assistance offered by thetrial
judge to the respondent who was also self-represented at trial.

1. Whether thetrial judge erred, (@) in dividing the parties
assets; (b) in offering unwarranted assistance to the
respondent as a self-represented litigant.

2. Therequests to introduce fresh evidence on appeal.



RESULT: 1(a@) Onthe sparserecord before him, the trial judge did not err
in hisdivision of assets;

(b) nor did he offer the respondent unwarranted assistance as a
self-represented litigant.

2. Both applications to introduce fresh evidence on appeal
were denied.

Appeal and cross-appeal dismissed.
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