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Summary:

Divorce and Corollary Relief

Ms. Leigh appeals from various aspects of a Corollary Relief
Judgment as well as the timing of the granting of the Divorce. A self-
represented litigant, Ms. Leigh commenced Divorce proceedingsin
February 2003. Her husband, Mr. Milne, ignored the proceedings.
Ms. Leigh took all reasonable steps to move the matter through the
courts but without success. Finaly, in mid-2005 she hired counsel.
By that time Mr. Milne was represented by Nova Scotia Legal Aid.
The parties reached a comprehensive agreement on all issues
reflecting a 60/40 division in Ms. Leigh’sfavour. The termswere
read into court in September 2005 and the divorce and name change
granted. Mr. Milne refused to sign the Minutes of Settlement.
Meanwhile he was occupying the matrimonial home and permitting it
to deteriorate. After many court appearances, Ms. Leigh, who was
again self-represented, was able to make only limited progress.
Ultimately she again hired counsel at significant expense and a full
hearing on corollary relief ensued in the fall of 2006, with the court
again granting the divorce and name change. The assets were
generally divided equally with some concessionsto Ms. Leigh.



| ssues: Ms. Leigh, self-represented on appeal, raised numerous issues of
process and substance.

Result: Appeal allowed in part with coststo Ms. Leigh. Only limited relief
was available as the real property had been sold and divided in
accordance with the Judgment on appeal. Very fact specific.

Thisinformation sheet does not form part of the court’sjudgment. Quotes
must be from the judgment, not this cover sheet. Thefull court judgment

consists of 28 pages.




