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JUSTICE ACT, R.S.O. 1990, c. C-43, AS AMENDED 
 

FACTUM OF THE APPLICANT 
 
 
PART I – INTRODUCTION 

1. This factum is filed by the Applicant, Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce 

(“CIBC”) for an Order appointing BDO Canada Limited (“BDO”) as receiver and manager 

(in such capacity, the “Receiver”) over the assets, undertakings and properties (the 

“Property”) of the respondents, Media One Creative Inc. (“Media One Creative” or the 

“Borrower”), Media One Group Holdings Inc. (“Media One Holdings”), Media One 

Creative USA Inc. (“Media One USA”), 130 QQE Holdings 2020 Inc. (“130”), and Rider 

Enterprises Inc. (“Rider Enterprises” and together with Media One Creative, Media One 

Holdings, Media One USA, and 130, the “Debtors”), pursuant to section 243 of the 

Bankruptcy and Insolvency Act, R.S.C., 1985, c. B-3, as amended (the “BIA”) and section 

101 of the Courts of Justice Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. C.43, as amended (the “CJA”). 
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2. The Debtors defaulted under their credit agreement with CIBC in September of 

2025. Over the next three months, the Debtors tried and failed to refinance the debt. On 

March 9, 2026, following the Debtors’ failure to refinance, CIBC sent a demand letter and 

section 244 notice. 

3. The Debtors have no apparent pathway to refinance or repay their obligations to 

CIBC. Accordingly, the appointment of BDO as Receiver is just and convenient. 

PART II – FACTS 

4. The facts underlying this application are more fully set out in the Affidavit of Patricia 

Lopes Monteiro affirmed May 21, 2026 (the “Monteiro Affidavit”)1. Unless otherwise 

specified, capitalized terms used but not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to 

such terms in the Monteiro Affidavit. 

Background 

5. CIBC is a Schedule I bank.2  

6. The Debtors are a group of companies carrying on business as a creative agency 

and production group that develops and produces media content (the “Business”).3  

7. Derek Rider (“Mr. Rider”) is the sole director of Media One Creative and Media 

One Holdings. Mr. Rider is the sole director, president and secretary of 130 and the sole 

 
1 Affidavit of Patricia Lopes Monteiro, affirmed May 21, 2026, Application Record of CIBC (“AR”), Tab 2 [the 
“Monteiro Affidavit”]. 
2 Monteiro Affidavit at para 4, AR, Tab 2.  
3 Monteiro Affidavit at paras 5-10, AR, Tab 2. 

https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=17
https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=18
https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=18
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director, president, secretary and treasurer of Rider Enterprises. Mr. Rider is the president 

and a director, alongside Corey Peck, of Media One USA.4   

Credit Agreement and Security 

8. Media One Creative, as borrower, the Guarantors, as guarantors, and CIBC, as 

lender, entered into a credit agreement dated December 6, 2023 and accepted by the 

Borrower on December 8, 2023, as amended by an amendment to the credit agreement 

dated January 10, 2024 (collectively, the “Credit Agreement”). The Credit Agreement 

made two facilities available: 

a. Line of Credit: a revolving line of credit facility in the amount of $2,500,000 

CAD together with interest at CIBC’s prime rate of interest, plus 1.50% per 

annum, repayable upon demand, established following a change in the 

currency allocation from $2,230,000 CAD and $200,000 USD to $2,500,000 

in January 2024 (“Demand Facility”); and  

b. Credit Card: a business credit card facility in the maximum amount of 

$100,000 CAD, repayable upon demand (the “Credit Card Facility”, 

collectively with Demand Facility, the “Credit Facilities”).5  

9. Each of Media One Holdings, Media One USA, 130 and Rider Enterprises 

(together, the “Corporate Guarantors”) signed separate, unlimited guarantees, 

 
4 Monteiro Affidavit at para 11, AR, Tab 2. 
5 Monteiro Affidavit at para 12, AR, Tab 2. 

https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=19
https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=20
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guaranteeing all of the obligations of the Borrower in favour of CIBC on December 8, 

2023. The obligations of the Borrower were also guaranteed by: 

a. A guarantee executed by Mr. Rider in favour of CIBC on December 12, 

2023, limited to the amount of $1,000,000; and 

b. a trade expansion lending program guarantee of the Demand Facility by 

Export Development Canada (“EDC”) limited to the amount of $2,500,000. 

10. Each of the Debtors executed separate general security agreements, granting 

CIBC a security interest in all of their present and after-acquired property (collectively, the 

“GSAs”).6 Section 10(2)(a) of the GSAs provide that, upon an event of default, CIBC has 

the right to appoint a receiver over the collateral secured by the GSAs.7 

11. Pursuant to the GSAs, CIBC also holds a first registered security interest over all 

personal property of the Debtors in respect of the Property.8 

Debtor’s Defaults and Demand 

12. On September 11, 2025, CIBC sent a Letter of Concern to the Borrower outlining 

a number of defaults under the Credit Agreement and concerns CIBC has with the 

Borrower. These concerns and defaults, included: reporting a net loss of $33,902 for the 

fiscal year 2024, reporting a net loss of $2,258,509 in the year-to-date financial 

performance up to the 4th quarter of 2025, breaching the Funded Debt/EBITDA covenant 

 
6 Monteiro Affidavit at para 15(a) to (e), AR, Tab 2. 
7 Monteiro Affidavit; Exhibit G - GSAs, AR, Tab 2. 
8 Monteiro Affidavit at para 16, AR, Tab 2. 

https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=21
https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=81
https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=21
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threshold, and breaching the Minimum EBITDA covenant threshold up to the 4th quarter 

of 2025.9  

13. In the Letter of Concern, CIBC advised that it was no longer prepared to provide 

loan accommodations to the Borrower and requested repayment of the Credit Facilities 

in full by December 12, 2025.10  

14. From October to December of 2025, Mr. Rider advised CIBC that he was 

attempting to obtain refinancing from Bank of Montreal (“BMO”) and National Bank, with 

support from EDC to refinance his debt with CIBC.11  However, no refinancing ever 

materialized. Consequently, on March 9, 2026, CIBC, by its counsel, Gowling WLG 

(Canada) LLP (“Gowling”), issued a formal demand letter to the Borrower, Corporate 

Guarantors and Mr. Rider (the “Demand Letters”), demanding payment of the 

Indebtedness on or before March 19, 2026. The Demand Letters also enclosed a notice 

of intention to enforce security on the Property of the Borrower, Media One Holdings, 

Media One USA, 130, and Rider Enterprises pursuant to section 244 of the BIA (the 

“NITES”).12 

Failure to respond to Forbearance Offer 

15. On April 13, 2026, CIBC sent a draft forbearance agreement to Mr. Rider setting 

out the terms on which it was prepared to forbear from enforcing against the Debtors. 

Since that time, Mr. Rider has repeatedly informed CIBC that he was reviewing the 

 
9 Monteiro Affidavit at para 21, AR, Tab 2. 
10 Monteiro Affidavit at para 22, AR, Tab 2. 
11 Monteiro Affidavit at para 23, AR, Tab 2. 
12 Monteiro Affidavit at para 28, AR, Tab 2. 

https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=24
https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=25
https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=25
https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=26
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agreement with counsel or that his wife was obtaining independent legal advice. However, 

despite it being over a month since CIBC sent the letter and numerous attempts to follow 

up, Mr. Rider has not provided any comments on the draft agreement, or even the name 

of his counsel reviewing the agreement.13 

16. Mr. Rider then engaged Baigel Group to act as his financial adviser. However, on 

May 15, 2026, Michael Baigel of Baigel Group informed CIBC that: 

a. his report is delayed because the Company has not been providing him with 

the correct information; 

b. there is limited security value in the accounts receivable or equipment; 

c. it is unlikely that Mr. Rider would be able to satisfy his $1,000,000 personal 

guarantee; and 

d. A review of the Company’s contracts indicates that either the counterparties 

have not signed, or, where contracts have been signed, no work has 

begun.14 

PART III – ISSUES, LAW AND ARGUMENT 

17. The issue to be determined by the Court in respect of this Application is whether it 

is just or convenient for the Court to appoint BDO as Receiver over the Property.  

 
13 Monteiro Affidavit at paras 30-35. 
14 Monteiro Affidavit at para 41. 

https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=26
https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=29
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It is Just and Convenient to Appoint a Receiver 

18. Section 243(1) of the BIA and section 101 of the CJA enable the Court to appoint 

a receiver where it is “just or convenient”,15 which includes a consideration of the rights 

of a secured creditor under its security to appoint a receiver.16 

19. In determining whether it is just or convenient to do so, courts “must have regard 

to all of the circumstances but in particular the nature of the property and the rights and 

interests of all parties in relation thereto.”17 Courts have considered an extensive list 

factors18 in this analysis, “not [as] a checklist but a collection of considerations to be 

viewed holistically in an assessment as to whether, in all the circumstances, the 

appointment of a receiver is just or convenient.”19 

20. In this case, a critical factor is CIBC’s right to appoint a receiver under the GSAs.20 

Where a secured creditor is seeking the appointment of a receiver and its credit 

 
15 BIA, s 243(1); Courts of Justice Act, R.S.O. 1990, c C.43, as amended, s 101(1). 
16 Bank of Nova Scotia v. Freure Village of Clair Creek, 1996 CanLII 8258 at para 10 (Ont SCJ). [Freure] 
17 Freure at para 10. 
18 18 KEB Hana Bank as Trustee et al v. Mizrahi Commercial (The One) LP et al, 2023 ONSC 5881 (“KEB 
Hana”) at para 38: “(a) whether irreparable harm might be caused if no order were made, although it is not 
essential for a creditor to establish irreparable harm if a receiver is not appointed, particularly where the 
appointment of a receiver is authorized by the security documentation; (b) the risk to the security holder 
taking into consideration the size of the debtor's equity in the assets and the need for protection or 
safeguarding of the assets while litigation takes place; (c) the nature of the property; (d) the apprehended 
or actual waste of the debtor's assets; (e) the preservation and protection of the property pending judicial 
resolution; (f) the balance of convenience to the parties; (g) the fact that the creditor has the right to 
appointment under the loan documentation; (h) the enforcement of rights under a security instrument where 
the security-holder encounters or expects to encounter difficulty with the debtor; (i) the principle that the 
appointment of a receiver is extraordinary relief which should be granted cautiously; (j) the consideration of 
whether a court appointment is necessary to enable the receiver to carry out its duties efficiently; (k) the 
effect of the order upon the parties; (l) the conduct of the parties; (m) the length of time that a receiver may 
be in place; (n) the cost to the parties; (o) the likelihood of maximizing return to the parties; and (p) the goal 
of facilitating the duties of the receiver.” 
19  KEB Hana at para 39 quoting with approval from Pandion Mine Finance Fund LP v. Otso Gold 
Corp., 2022 BCSC 136 at para. 54. 
20 Monteiro Affidavit, Exhibit “G”, AR at page 86, Tab 2.  

https://laws-lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/acts/B-3/section-243.html
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/90c43#BK141
https://canlii.ca/t/1wbtz#par10
https://canlii.ca/t/1wbtz#par10
https://canlii.ca/t/k0pf9#par38
https://canlii.ca/t/k0pf9#par39
https://www.canlii.org/en/bc/bcsc/doc/2022/2022bcsc136/2022bcsc136.html
https://www.canlii.org/en/bc/bcsc/doc/2022/2022bcsc136/2022bcsc136.html#par54
https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=86
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documents specifically afford it the right to appoint a receiver the appointment of a 

receiver is not an “extraordinary remedy”. The rationale for this relaxed standard is that, 

in such circumstances, as Justice Morawetz (as he then was), remarked in Sherco 

Properties: “the applicant is merely seeking to enforce a term of an agreement that was 

assented to by both parties”.21  

21. Similarly, in Atlas Healthcare, this Court held that where a secured creditor has 

bargained for the contractual right to have a receiver appointed, there must be a good 

reason to deprive the creditor of that contractual right.22   

22. CIBC submits that in accordance with the test and factors outlined above, it is both 

just and convenient to appoint BDO as Receiver over the Property, as:  

a. the Indebtedness is due and owing to CIBC and the Debtors have 

defaulted under the Credit Agreement and Guarantees by failing to repay 

the Indebtedness on demand;23  

b. CIBC’s GSAs provide CIBC with the right to seek the appointment of the 

Receiver upon default;24 

 
21 Bank of Montreal v. Sherco Properties Inc., 2013 ONSC 7023 (Commercial List) at para 42; Elleway 
Acquisitions Limited v. The Cruise Professionals Limited, 2013 ONSC 6866 (CanLII), at para 27.  
22 Romspen Investment Corporation v. Atlas Healthcare (Richmond Hill) Ltd. et al, 2018 ONSC 7382 at 
para 100 – attached to this Factum at Schedule “C”.   
23 23 Monteiro Affidavit at para 43, AR, Tab 2. 
24 Monteiro Affidavit, Exhibit “G”, AR at page 86, Tab 2.  

https://canlii.ca/t/g25th#par42
https://canlii.ca/t/g22q3#par27
https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=30
https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=86
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c. the Debtors have not communicated with CIBC in a timely manner and 

appear to have provided limited information to their own financial advisor, 

Michael Baigel;25 

d. the information provided to CIBC from Mr. Baigel indicates that the 

Debtors have no ability or plan to repay the Indebtedness;26 

e. CIBC has lost faith in the Debtors’ ability to repay the Indebtedness;27 

f. CIBC at all times has acted reasonably; in this respect, it has provided the 

Debtors with sufficient time to address its concerns, including offering 

forbearance, which the Debtors failed to adequately respond to;28 and 

g. CIBC is prepared to finance the Receivership, subject to receiving the 

customary court-ordered protections.29 

23. Upon appointment, the Receiver will assess the financial state of the Debtors and 

determine a strategy for recovery of assets for the benefit of all stakeholders. 

PART IV – ORDER REQUESTED 

24. CIBC respectfully requests that this Court grant the Order appointing BDO as 

Receiver of the Debtors. 

 
25 Monteiro Affidavit at paras 30-35 and 41(a), AR, Tab 2. 
26 Monteiro Affidavit at para 41, AR, Tab 2. 
27 Monteiro Affidavit at para 46, AR, Tab 2. 
28 Monteiro Affidavit at para 35, AR, Tab 2. 
29 Monteiro Affidavit at para 50, AR, Tab 2. 

https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=26
https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=29
https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=29
https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=30
https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=28
https://ontariocourts.casecenter.thomsonreuters.com/Case/Review3/6c6bcd99d3db4cafbd60204f475683a2?d=8684ae6eb05d4a80980220221fd93a89&p=31
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ALL OF WHICH IS RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 26th day of May, 2026. 

__________________________ 
Haddon Murray 

GOWLING WLG (CANADA) LLP 
Barristers & Solicitors 
1 First Canadian Place 
100 King Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto ON M5X 1G5 
 
Tel: 416-862-7525 
Fax: 416-862-7661 
 
Haddon Murray (61640P) 
haddon.murray@gowlingwlg.com 
Tel: 416-862-3604 
 
Lawyers for the Applicant, CIBC 

OladosuE
Stamp
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Date: May 26 , 2026            
         Haddon Murray 

 

  

https://www.canlii.org/en/on/onsc/doc/1996/1996canlii8258/1996canlii8258.html?resultId=1fc11963d20c4503a3b4dc94e71762c4&searchId=2026-04-22T15:23:27:545/1de7bc24a0234e31a17a83d6044085a0
https://www.canlii.org/en/on/onsc/doc/2023/2023onsc5881/2023onsc5881.html?resultId=59d516ea242a4346b84cc114aea0928d&searchId=2026-02-11T18:30:54:728/3cccdf76a0474660901d9f1a59bc1158
https://gallery.mailchimp.com/a3e2039936cbf8a31bda45ab3/files/14be2cce-a4c4-40de-9550-6fb6b33fe10b/Reasons_for_Decision_Romspen_Investment_Corp_v._Atlas_Healthcare_Richmond_Hill_Ltd._et_al_Dec_10_18_3_.pdf
https://www.canlii.org/en/on/onsc/doc/2013/2013onsc7023/2013onsc7023.html
https://www.canlii.org/en/on/onsc/doc/2013/2013onsc6866/2013onsc6866.html?resultId=155624f700634501956dfa9fe5d8541d&searchId=2026-04-22T15:24:17:118/23c8192187dc4f889ea02f130b50cda3
https://www.canlii.org/en/on/onsc/doc/2013/2013onsc6866/2013onsc6866.html?resultId=155624f700634501956dfa9fe5d8541d&searchId=2026-04-22T15:24:17:118/23c8192187dc4f889ea02f130b50cda3
OladosuE
Stamp
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SCHEDULE “B” 

TEXT OF STATUTES, REGULATIONS & BY-LAWS 

Bankruptcy and Insolvency Act, RSC 1985, c B-3 

PART XI 

Secured Creditors and Receivers 

Court may appoint receiver 

243 (1) Subject to subsection (1.1), on application by a secured creditor, a court 
may appoint a receiver to do any or all of the following if it considers it to be just or 
convenient to do so: 

(a) take possession of all or substantially all of the inventory, accounts 
receivable or other property of an insolvent person or bankrupt that was 
acquired for or used in relation to a business carried on by the insolvent 
person or bankrupt; 

(b) exercise any control that the court considers advisable over that property 
and over the insolvent person’s or bankrupt’s business; or 

(c) take any other action that the court considers advisable. 

Restriction on appointment of receiver 

(1.1) In the case of an insolvent person in respect of whose property a notice is to 
be sent under subsection 244(1), the court may not appoint a receiver under 
subsection (1) before the expiry of 10 days after the day on which the secured 
creditor sends the notice unless 

(a) the insolvent person consents to an earlier enforcement under 
subsection 244(2); or 

(b) the court considers it appropriate to appoint a receiver before then. 

Definition of receiver 

(2) Subject to subsections (3) and (4), in this Part, receiver means a person who 

(a) is appointed under subsection (1); or 

(b) is appointed to take or takes possession or control — of all or 
substantially all of the inventory, accounts receivable or other property of an 

https://www.canlii.org/en/ca/laws/stat/rsc-1985-c-b-3/latest/rsc-1985-c-b-3.html
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insolvent person or bankrupt that was acquired for or used in relation to a 
business carried on by the insolvent person or bankrupt — under 

(i) an agreement under which property becomes subject to a security 
(in this Part referred to as a “security agreement”), or 

(ii) a court order made under another Act of Parliament, or an Act of 
a legislature of a province, that provides for or authorizes the 
appointment of a receiver or receiver-manager. 

Definition of receiver — subsection 248(2) 

(3) For the purposes of subsection 248(2), the definition receiver in subsection (2) 
is to be read without reference to paragraph (a) or subparagraph (b)(ii). 

Trustee to be appointed 

(4) Only a trustee may be appointed under subsection (1) or under an agreement 
or order referred to in paragraph (2)(b). 

Place of filing 

(5) The application is to be filed in a court having jurisdiction in the judicial district 
of the locality of the debtor. 

Orders respecting fees and disbursements 

(6) If a receiver is appointed under subsection (1), the court may make any order 
respecting the payment of fees and disbursements of the receiver that it considers 
proper, including one that gives the receiver a charge, ranking ahead of any or all 
of the secured creditors, over all or part of the property of the insolvent person or 
bankrupt in respect of the receiver’s claim for fees or disbursements, but the court 
may not make the order unless it is satisfied that the secured creditors who would 
be materially affected by the order were given reasonable notice and an 
opportunity to make representations. 

Meaning of disbursements 

(7) In subsection (6), disbursements does not include payments made in the 
operation of a business of the insolvent person or bankrupt. 

Advance notice 

244 (1) A secured creditor who intends to enforce a security on all or substantially 
all of 

(a) the inventory, 

(b) the accounts receivable, or 
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(c) the other property 

of an insolvent person that was acquired for, or is used in relation to, a business 
carried on by the insolvent person shall send to that insolvent person, in the 
prescribed form and manner, a notice of that intention. 

Period of notice 

(2) Where a notice is required to be sent under subsection (1), the secured creditor 
shall not enforce the security in respect of which the notice is required until the 
expiry of ten days after sending that notice, unless the insolvent person consents 
to an earlier enforcement of the security. 

No advance consent 

(2.1) For the purposes of subsection (2), consent to earlier enforcement of a 
security may not be obtained by a secured creditor prior to the sending of the notice 
referred to in subsection (1). 

Exception 

(3) This section does not apply, or ceases to apply, in respect of a secured creditor 

(a) whose right to realize or otherwise deal with his security is protected by 
subsection 69.1(5) or (6); or 

(b) in respect of whom a stay under sections 69 to 69.2 has been lifted 
pursuant to section 69.4. 

(4) This section does not apply where there is a receiver in respect of the insolvent 
person. 

Courts of Justice Act, R.S.O. 1990, c C.43 

Interlocutory Orders 

Injunctions and receivers 

101 (1) In the Superior Court of Justice, an interlocutory injunction or mandatory 
order may be granted or a receiver or receiver and manager may be appointed by 
an interlocutory order, where it appears to a judge of the court to be just or 
convenient to do so. 

Terms 

(2) An order under subsection (1) may include such terms as are considered just. 

 

https://www.canlii.org/en/on/laws/stat/rso-1990-c-c43/latest/rso-1990-c-c43.html
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Rules of Civil Procedure, RRO 1990, Reg 194 

Rule 2 Non-Compliance with the Rules 

Court May Dispense with Compliance 

2.03 The court may, only where and as necessary in the interest of justice, 
dispense with compliance with any rule at any time.  R.R.O. 1990, Reg. 194, r. 
2.03. 

Rule 3 Time 

 Extension or Abridgment 

General Powers of Court 

3.02 (1) Subject to subrule (3), the court may by order extend or abridge any time 
prescribed by these rules or an order, on such terms as are just.  R.R.O. 1990, 
Reg. 194, r. 3.02 (1). 

(2) A motion for an order extending time may be made before or after the 
expiration of the time prescribed.  R.R.O. 1990, Reg. 194, r. 3.02 (2). 

Rule 16 Service of Documents 

 Substituted Service or Dispensing with Service 

Where Order May be Made 

16.04 (1) Where it appears to the court that it is impractical for any reason to 
effect prompt service of an originating process or any other document required to 
be served personally or by an alternative to personal service under these rules, 
the court may make an order for substituted service or, where necessary in the 
interest of justice, may dispense with service.  R.R.O. 1990, Reg. 194, r. 16.04 
(1). 

Effective Date of Service 

(2) In an order for substituted service, the court shall specify when service in 
accordance with the order is effective.  R.R.O. 1990, Reg. 194, r. 16.04 (2). 

(3) Where an order is made dispensing with service of a document, the 
document shall be deemed to have been served on the date of the order for the 
purpose of the computation of time under these rules.  R.R.O. 1990, Reg. 194, r. 
16.04 (3). 

Validating Service 

https://www.canlii.org/en/on/laws/regu/rro-1990-reg-194/latest/rro-1990-reg-194.html?resultId=66dfd26beb4b471c9e814e49b87d3c90&searchId=2025-02-05T12:25:50:788/f8d80121f22a40b3bde96fffe72f1c04


-18- 

 

16.08 Where a document has been served in a manner other than one 
authorized by these rules or an order, the court may make an order validating the 
service where the court is satisfied that, 

(a) the document came to the notice of the person to be served; or 

(b) the document was served in such a manner that it would have come to the 
notice of the person to be served, except for the person’s own attempts to evade 
service.  R.R.O. 1990, Reg. 194, r. 16.08. 
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