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JUDGMENT OF THE COURT

A The application for leave to appeal is dismissed.

REASONS

[1] Having considered the written submissions prepared and filed by Dr Sharma

we find no need for an oral hearing.

[2] The Court of Appeal was undoubtedly correct in the view it took that the
decision of the Family Court appointing counsel for the child under s 30(1)(b) of the
Guardianship Act 1968 was an interlocutory decision. As such, under s 31(3) an
appeal could not be brought to the High Court without the leave of the Family Court
or a District Court. No such application for leave has ever been made.
Consequently, as the Court of Appeal said, the High Court lacked jurisdiction to hear
Dr Sharma’s appeal. It followed that the decision of the High Court had to be set
aside. The proposed appeal to this Court is unarguable and is therefore dismissed.
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