
FLPA – A TO Z OF APPEALS  

 

GROUNDS OF APPEAL  

Examples of grounds of appeal that need work 

1. The primary judge erred by making an order that the child spend unsupervised 
time with the father.  

2. The primary judge denied the appellant procedural fairness.  
3. The primary judge erred by accepting the mother’s evidence.  
4. The learned primary judge erred at law and in the exercise of her discretion in  

a. Permitting the mother to relocate with the child; and   
b. Ordering the mother have sole parental responsibility.  

5. The trial judge acted on a wrong principle.  
6. The trial judge was influenced by extraneous or irrelevant matters.  

7. The Appellant was denied natural justice by virtue of having been denied. 
procedural fairness, adequate notice, the right to be heard and a fair hearing. 

 

Examples of well drafted grounds of appeal: 

8. The primary judge erred in finding that there was actual undue influence by virtue 
of the matters identified at [214] of the reasons (whether separately or 
collectively). 

9. The primary judge’s decision was infected with jurisdictional error and/or was 
erroneous in principle by the failure to have any regard to whether it was just and 
equitable to alter the interests of the [wife] and the [husband] in their property in 
some manner, or to make findings of fact that doing so was just and equitable. 

10. That [the primary judge] failed to provide adequate reasons for the Orders which 
were made. 

11. That [the primary judge] erred in making Orders for the alteration of property 
interests, being an overall adjustment of 70 per cent to the wife and 30 per cent 
to the husband, which is manifestly unjust and inequitable so as to create 
appellable error. 

12. The learned trial judge had regard to irrelevant and extraneous matters including 
[10.1] his high opinion of the Respondent [10.2] the demeanour of the parties 
[10.3] an opinion that the Appellant enjoyed a grasp of the English language, not 
open on the evidence and [10.4] an allegation that the Appellant was a violent 
person.  

13. Did the imposition of supervised time between the mother and the children, in 
what may be a permanent basis, comprise a manifestly unjust exercise of 
discretion?  

 


