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ENDORSEMENT OF JUSTICE FLL MYERS:

[1]

The claims process has involved much more volume than anticipated. The Receiver
1s administering it was efficiently as it can. But the Receiver is of the view that
doing so will take more time than was initially anticipated. It asks for an extension
of the Claims Bar Date ordered by Steele J. on October 23, 2025 to March 31, 2026.

Rep. Counsel supports the relief sought.
I readily accept the Receiver’s recommendation and extend the time accordingly.

I also find it fair and reasonable to authorize the Receiver to make changes to
deadlines within the claims process by giving due notice where circumstances
require.

But I am not prepared to grant the Receiver the authority to amend the Claims
Bar Date itself. That authority should continue to be reserved to a judge. The
Claims Bar Date is a court-ordered limitation period. People presumptively lose
rights if they miss a Claims Bar Date. There are cases in which late claims can be
recognized. The equities are important considerations in such cases. Empowering
someone to change a Claims Bar Date for efficiency or flexibility does not protect
those whose rights may be adversely affected. Court orders have process
requirements and the principle of audi alteram partem applies. Assuming, as I do,
that the Receiver would only act on proper basis for proper reasons, there are still
too many risks of unintended adverse consequences to allowing a unilateral change
to be made to the Claims Bar Date out of court.

I am not moved by the argument that there are costs savings to be had. The cost of
an unopposed motion is trivial in circumstances of thousands of claims being
administered. If the request to amend the date is opposed, cost consequences could
apply to protect the Receiver.

I have signed the order as sought but I have changed the words in the parenthetical
on the third line of para. 3 of the draft order from, “including, without limitations,”
to “except.”
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