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Highlights

Amicus Curiae can be appointed in a child protection trial in exceptional
circumstances where a parent is ungovernable, emotionally dysregulated
and could not meaningfully participate in the trial even with judicial
explanation: Catholic Children’s Aid Society of Toronto v. P.R.O., 2025
ONCJ 588.

Amicus Curiae can be appointed in exceptional circumstances in a child
protection trial when state-funded legal representation is not provided:
New Brunswick (Minister of Social Development) v. D.E., 2025 NBKB
2317.

Despite bail condition terms that there be no access by either parent to
the children, the court made a court order for access that had no force
and effect until bail conditions were varied: North Eastern Ontario
Family and Children’s Services v. M.R., 2025 ONCJ 453.

Under the new Act in New Brunswick child’s counsel is an advocate for
the child expressing the child’s views and preferences and not taking a
position on the child’s best interests: New Brunswick (Minister of Social
Development) v. D.A.L., 2024 NBKB 224.

The court may grant private joint guardianship among three guardian-
ship applicants and waive the three-month residency requirement: KM
v. Alberta (Child, Youth and Family Enhancement Act, Director), 2025
ABCJ 153.

The court has an implied jurisdiction to direct placement under the
Federal Act pertaining to Indigenous children that requires prioritizing
family and culture, as well as the CYFEA setting out goals of family
reunification and best interests. This case significantly expanded judicial
oversight over the Director’s placement decisions in child protection
cases involving Indigenous children: CH v. Alberta (Child, Youth and
Family Enhancement Act, Director), 2025 ABCJ 169.

A parent must be provided notice of the issue of whether they are to be
an access holder or access recipient and the failure to provide such no-

tice is an error in law: Catholic Children’s Aid Society of Toronto v. R.E.,
2025 ONCA 623.

ProView Developments

Your ProView edition of this product now has a new, modified layout:
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The opening page is now the title page of the book as you would see in
the print work

As with the print product, the front matter is in a different order than
previously displayed

The Table of Cases and Index are now in PDF with no searching and
linking

The Table of Contents now has internal links to every chapter and sec-
tion of the book within ProView

Images are generally greyscale and size is now adjustable

Footnote text only appears in ProView-generated PDFs of entire sec-
tions and pages





