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This din an appeal {ron the dedision of the learncd Dogistrote at
Teiolu aw:rding the custod: of 2 children to their fother Salesi

Tongz, to ho taken from their nobher.

The Magistr:te's order vuroorted to setitle the :ueztion of custody
by cwurding: it pormonently bo the Lother in the U.3..., but the

leaimed 1 b be did not ollow the mother a chince to obtuin leszl

reprosent tion or rutb lhww eroe Lo Fil

-

The law which o Fagistroto must avply in cuslody coues is that the
First and nain considersti n 1o whot s best for tie child. The

learned agistrote's decivion shows noe indicction that he coneidered

1

thot question, but it is eswential th.ot he should hove done so0.

I% appears that thie decision oo baged on the pother gdiving birth te

a ¢hild out of wedlock und repiuvtering 1t as lesidinete, but that is

2

aot centi:l to the wellae of “hoe children.

wodotrete thorefore crred in law and the aprecl succcedss

The learned |
As to whot shevld be done by this court, the mother mode o scparzte
applicudion Tor cugtody fo the Tnurowclcuurt heﬁé leot yenr and the
Supreme Court ocwuarded intorim custedy to her. T shall thercfore
revorse the decision of the lc med Hosistrote ond continue intorim
custody in terns of th Suprcmo‘Courﬁ order of 25th Cctober 1990,

M/

Noted 19th Anrdil 1991

Counszel - Anwellant: g Vaihu
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