BEFORE:  The Hon, Mr. Justice Duffus (President)
The Hon, Hr. Justice Henriques
The Home. Mr. Juetice Moody (Ag.)

OHALD COOMBE v SYLVIA TUOMPLON

Nedther party represented by Counsel.

Sth Nuvcnbcr. 1965,
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This 42 an appesl in a bdbastardy case from the order
of the learned Resident Magismtrate for the parish of 5%, Amnm,
adjudging the appellant to be the putative father of a ohild
said to have beon born to pomplainant on the Sth of February,
1965, A% the hearing of the case before the learned Resident
Magistrate the appellant, represented by a solicitor, submitted
at the ¢lose of the couplainant's case that there was no
evidenos of corroboration as the evidence of Paverley Clarke
who had been oalled on behalf of the complainant, did not
mpply the necessary esrroboration,

The learned Resident Magistrate ruled that a primm
faolie csae had bLeon made out and the appellant gave evidence
for himmelfs He admitted that he had had asxual intercourse
with the aeupla&hant but he said it wanm on one cocasion only
and that was on the 14¢h of February, 1964, and that he had
not had sexual intercourse with her subsequent to that date.

The learned Resident Magistrate obvionaly acoapted the
evidencs of the girl Beverley as corroborating the evidence of
the complainent and he obviovaly rejected the avidence of the-
appeliant, On appesl, the point was teken, as was $aken in
the Court below, that there was no evidenuve of sorreboration
on n material particular, as required by the law, to support
the evidenve of the complainant,
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This Gourt has curefully examined the evidence given
by the complainant and the evidence given by the witness and
we are unable to say that there was, in faot, any corroboration
of the complainant's story. #hat appesred to be corroboration
at first glance, on a detailed examination of the evidence
reslly proves not to be corrcboration, In the eircumstances, the
appoesl sucoeeds, and will be allowed, I may add that as the
appenl succeeds on the mettar of ocorroboration only and not on
the merits of the case, the respondent Sylvia Thompeon will,
of cousrne, be free to lay snother information and she may de

able to ascure evidence of corroboration,
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