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This is an appeal from a JudgmenT of +he learned Re5|denf

.::hegfﬂMaglsfraTe g:ven in The ReStdenT Mag|s+rafe s Courf Rlchmond S+ Mary on"fef? |
. e;.February 10 1988 i+ concerned cusTody of an |nfanT grr! "X“ ?he Q; - $
hfa+her ;s Mr. WInsTon Condappa The mo?her one MISS Marlene Sumpson._fThei.
.'n“hrafafher ?ook ouT cusTody proceedlngs cialmtng cusfody of Th;s ;nfanT giri
“.Bh.She was born on. The 29Th of OcTober, !981 ouT of wedtock The faTher IS
“iea'presenfiy engaged To be marrled To a.lady who has glven evndence ThaT she
'h?:;:s prepared fo Iook af+er The Chtld. The Probaflon Offscer carrled ouT
iihis |nves+19afrons and from hls repor+ lT appears Thaf as To The housnng
-f_.hhoaccommodafion and The athlTy To matnfaln The cht!d have her senT To school
"eoand Iooked affer aT home, he was |n a bef?er p051+|on Than The mo+her._
hfea Regreffably, ?he mofher s eV|dence was very soanfy. The evndence IS S0 -
| ”f&a'shorT ThaT if may be summarlsed rame!y,fha? The chlld 15 presen?ly Iivlng
':eiwsTh her a? Beilfleld she goes To Sf. Cyprlan Prep School and Thaf she The

= ge}moTher is able to. iook affer The chlld properly, and ThaT she was nof givung




: up.The child': Under cross~examinaTion if was esfabl;shed Tha? she was:

not worknng and she adm:f#ed fhaf she had a baby eaghf monfhs ald wiTh

a boyfr:end who some+|mes vasnf her a+ her one bedroom aparfmenf - The

!earned ResndenT Mag:sfrafe cons;dered The ev:dence adduced _and as. he'

E sald he gave carefui cons:deraf:on To The besT ln?eresf of the child bear:ng
~in. mlnd fhe prtncnple ThaT‘The welfare of #he chlia is of paramoun? |

T consndera?:on. He accordingiy gran?ed cusTody Fo The appiican? fafher;

Before us MlSS Haughfon submiT?ed Thaf +he decision of The. :

iearned ReSidenT Meglsfrafe is unreasonabie and such aec1510n cannot - be'

.Z_supporfed hav;ng regard To The ev:dence.} She sfreruously urged Thaf
:parflcularly in The case. of a young g:r[ _more consadera?ion should be’ _
' glven To The moTher havsng cusTody Than fhe fafher._ We apprec;afe that
: The ch;id be[ng a young giri iS a facT Thaf should be consndered but having .
. regard To The evedence thCh was. Eed, and The f:ndlngs of The iearned
S Re5|den+ Maglsfrafe wh:ch was we![ supporTed on The evidence, we cannot say
5:_Thaf he d:d noT app!y ?he correcf prtncsp!e ncme!y The weifare of the child

R and ThaT ln granflng cusfody To The fafher he erred in any way._ For These

reasons we do noT consnder Thaf hls flndlngs can or oughT o be disfurbed

 the’ appeal is accordnng!y dismissed. _'“7




