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WELCH,J. 

Charlotte Blackwell? the mother of the mmor child B.L.B., appeals a

judgment that awarded Sandy Colona, the child's paternal grandmother, visitation

with the minor child. We affim1 the judgment in compliance with Uniform

Rules-Courts ofAppeal, Rule 2-16.2(A)(5), (6), (7), and (8). 

Brandon Colona and Charlotte Blackwell were involved in a relationship

that resulted in the conception and birth of one child, B.L.B., who was born on

April 12, 2010. Brandon Colona subsequently stipulated to his paternity of the

child. In addition, the parties stipulated that they would share joint custody of the

child, with Charlotte Blackwell designated as the child's domiciliary parent, 

subject to specific periods of physical custody in favor of Brandon Colona. 

Thereafter, on June 3, 2013, Brandon Colona died under tragic circumstances. His

mother, Sandy Colona, then instituted these proceedings seeking visitation with the

minor child. After an evidentiary hearing, the trial court rendered judgment

awarding Sandy Colona visitation with the minor child on the first Saturday of

every month from 10:00 a.m. until 2:00 p.m. From this judgment, Charlotte

Blackwell appeals, essentially arguing that the trial court erred in finding that it

was in the best interest ofthe child for Sandy Colona to be awarded visitation. 

Every child custody case must be viewed in light of its own particular set of

facts. Dettman v. Rablee, 2001-1228 (La. App. pt Cir. 9/28/01), 809 So.2d 373, 

377. The trial court is in the best position to ascertain the best interest ofthe child

given each unique set of circumstances. Bercegeay v. Bercegeay, 96-0516 ( La. 

App. 1st Cir. 2114/97), 689 So.2d 674, 676. The trial court is vested with vast

discretion in matters of child custody and visitation. Accordingly, its

determination regarding same is entitled to great weight and will not be disturbed

on appeal unless an abuse of discretion is clearly shown. Stephens v. Stephens, 

2002-0402 (La. App. 1st Cir. 6/21/02), 822 So.2d 770, 774. 
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Louisiana Civil Code article 1361 provides in pertinent part as follows: 

B. A grandparent may be granted reasonable visitation rights if the

court finds that it is in the best interest ofthe child .... 

D. In determining the best interest of the child under Paragraphs B

and C ofthis Article, the court shall con"iider: 

1) The length and quality of the prior relationship between the child

and the relative. 

2) Whether the child is in need of guidance, enlightenment, or

tutelage which can best be provided by the relative. 

3) The preference of the child if he is determined to be of sufficient

maturity to express a preference. 

4) The willingness of the relative to encourage a close relationship

between the child and his parent or parents. 

5) The mental and physical health ofthe child. and the relative. 

In granting visitation to Sandy Colona, the trial court offered the following

oral reasons for judgment: 

Ms. Blackwell, I just want to tell you I - I know you're in a

very difficult position. You have a child with someone who's

deceased ... And I don't know how you explain that to a child ... But

at some point, the questions will come up and you're going to have to

tell him or talk to him about it. ... But I do believe that there is some

value in [ B.L.B,,] having at least some type of relationship with

Brandon's family. 

Ms. Colona ... it sounds like you [and Brandon] went through a

rough patch. But through all the testimony I heard from your family, 

you had made up toward the end of [Brandon's] life and that you were

part of - of [B.L.B.'s] life in some - in some fashion. I know you've

asked the court for ... what I would consider extensive visitation ... 

and I don't believe that that's warranted at this time. I do think some

limited visitation between you and [ B.L.B.] is warranted. I believe

that's in his best interest. 

When I reviewed the factors in - in [La. C.C. art.] 136, I do

think that he needs to have some type of relationship with Brandon's

family. 

1 There is no dispute that La. R.S. 9:344 ( providing for visitation rights of grandparents and

siblings when a parent dies, is interdicted, or is incarcerated) is not applicable herein, as Brandon

Colona and Charlotte Blackwell were neither married nor living in concubinage. 
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Therefore, the court is going to award visitation with Ms. Sandy

Colona the first Saturday of each month from ten o'clock in the

morning till [szc] two o'clock in the afternoon .... 

Now, Ms. Colona, there are some other restrictions that I'm

going to place on you. You've lost a son .... However, I do not think

it's appropriate for you to necessarily discuss [ the circumstances

under which Brandon died] '" ith [B.LB.] ... 

I'm going to ask everybody . , . including you) Ms. Charlotte, 

to try to encourage and facilitate these visitations. . . . I've heard

everything today and I believe its in [B.L.B.'s] best interest to at least

explore the possibility ofhaving a relationship with Brandon's family. 

So I'm going to ask you to help encourage and facilitate that ... those

visits and that relationship. . . . [ T]his is something that's worth

exploring. I think it can give [ B.L.B.] some benefit. ... 

We have thoroughly reviewed the testimony and evidence contained in the

record before us. Based on the testimony from Sandy Colona, as well as her

family members, regarding the relationship that she enjoyed with B.L.B. prior to

Brandon Colona' s death, and considering the vast discretion given to the trial

court, we cannot say that the trial court abused its discretion in awarding visitation

to Sandy Colona. The trial court considered the factors set forth in La. C.C. art. 

136 and concluded that an award of limited visitation, consisting of four hours

once a month, to allow B.L.B. to develop and maintain a relationship with his

father's family was warranted. This limited visitation is neither unreasonable nor a

significant intrusion upon the child's life with Charlotte Blackwell and does not

diminish her authority or undermine her ability to raise B.L.B. as she sees fit. 

Accordingly, we cannot say that the trial court erred in its determination that

visitation with Sandy Colona was in the child's best interest

For the above and foregoing reasons, the judgment of the trial court is

affirmed. All costs of this appeal are assessed against the defendant/appellant, 

Charlotte Blackwell. 

AFFIRMED. 
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