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Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act, S.N.S.
1993, c.5

The appellant brought an application for disclosure of her
personal information from by her employer, particularly the
information gathered by an investigator hired by the employer.
Theinvestigator had been hired by the employer to investigate
complaints of workplace harassment between the appellant and
one of the named respondents. The application ended up as an
appeal before the Nova Scotia Supreme Court pursuant to s. 41
of the Act. The appeal to that court was dismissed. The
appellant then appealed to the Court of Appeal.

Did the appeal judge of the Supreme Court err in her conduct of
the appeal process or in her decision declining to order any
further disclosure by the respondent CDHA?

There was no error in principle or injustice in how the Supreme
Court Judge conducted the appeal process. The appeal judge
carried out the mandate dictated by the Act in reviewing the



redactions made by the respondent CDHA in providing
documents to the appellant. She made no error in concluding
that the statutory requirements had been made out by the
respondent. The appeal was therefore dismissed with costs.
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