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SUMMARY:: Representing a dark chapter in this Province's history, probation
officer Cesar Lalo used his position of power to sexually abuse
his young clients. He left atrail of destruction throughout the
1970's and 1980's. The appellant LMM is one of hisvictims. He
sued the Province which admitted liability for Lalo's actions.
The Supreme Court of Nova Scotia was tasked with assessing
damages.




|SSUES:

RESULT:

It awarded LMM $125,000 for pain and suffering and $250,000 for
lost wages.

LMM now appeals to this court asserting that the award istoo low.
In the process, he challenges the judge's refusal to admit his expert
evidence. The Crown cross-appeal s asserting that the wage loss
aspect of the award istoo high.

1.

2.

Was the general damages award too low?
Was the wage loss award inappropriate?

Did the judge err in not awarding the costs of future
counselling?

Did the judge err in refusing to admit the appellant’ s expert
evidence?

Appeal alowed in part. Cross-appeal dismissed.

1.

The general damages award was not so inordinately low asto
warrant our interference.

Likewise, the wage loss award was not inappropriate.
The judge erred in not awarding the cost of future counselling.

There was no error in refusing to admit the appellant’ s expert
evidence.
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