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Summary: The children were ordered into the permanent care of the
Agency.  The father did not appeal within the 30 days but later
unsuccessfully applied to extend the time for filing an appeal. 
He had abandoned an application to terminate the permanent
care order.  The children were placed for adoption and the
adoption orders granted.  The father then filed a Notice of
Appeal in relation to the adoption orders.  The respondent
Minister, Agency and adoptive parents applied to quash the
Notice of Appeal on the basis that the father had no standing to
appeal.

Issue: Did the father have standing under s. 83(1) of the Children and
Family Services Act (CFSA), S.N.S. 1990, c. 5, to appeal the



adoption order?

Result: Pursuant to s. 83(1) of the CFSA only an “aggrieved person”
may appeal an adoption order.  The CFSA carefully separates
the protection proceedings from adoption proceedings.  Once a
child is placed in permanent care a parent’s legal rights vis-a-
vis the child are at an end.  An aggrieved person under s. 83(1)
means someone whose legal rights are adversely affected by the
adoption order.  R.K.’s legal rights ended with the permanent
care order.  Consequently he had no standing to appeal.  Notice
of Appeal quashed.
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