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The diefendiiant and ber husband, both xiegroes, have adoptg
the child. who 1, coloured, and the chîld has a good homne w-i
t hemr.

The plaintiff, as the mother of au illegitimate child, woul
unless precludeýd by fier wwn conduct, be eutitled toi
of the ch111id

As the resuit of mucbi anxiou thouight, the leard Judge 1Lý
c-orne to the conclusion thât the hIiîld ought to beuloe
reinui withi the defendaunt. The, reýsp)onsibility of t-aking t
child fromn a home where its future is ceýrtain asfar as auything c-,
be, and hianding it over Wo the mother, is too great. It inay fail

lie sid that she lias waived lier right by the practical abaudoiune
of the child. The father hiad nio right whqtever Io It, and t
' efendant cantscedby virtue of auny riglit derived from hý

Wl- re a parent bas voluutarily parted -with the, pý>,sÀ,so

a vhild, much leS need lxe shewu by way of mi>cond(uet or unfitnq
Wo justify the, refusai of the Court Wo restore it to the paren
custody than it would lie neceasary to cstablish in order Wo justi
a remriova-l froni the parenit's custody: se Regina v. Gyngu
[18931 2 Q.B. 232.
NThe finding upon the issue shoiild lie that the, plamitiff is ]r

entitled Wo have the custodiy of the, child awarded to ber as agalu
the defeudant.

The kearrïed Judge, if bie had powrr over the, costs,, Nvoý
award noue, W or against eitber party.

The plaintiff should have the rigit. Wo see the chitd at stal
timeCs.

She, oughit seriouslY Io cousider the ýwisdomn of lier aIIoui
the child Wo be brouglit up by, the Adaisons as their own ci
wvithout auy kiiowled(ge, of its origin-sucli a sacrifice i, due toi1
child.

WurrV. NIC'AtTli-LNN-nX, J.-ApiL 27.

Deed-Cnveyof Lanýd (Farm Lot)-Covemrnait for Qt
Po.mmgin Free front all Iiieuifbrances eave as Metin-Rc
of Agreemeié,llfor Sale of Slan4irig Timiber upoi Non/i Half of Lo
Agremiien iii Fart C'oterliig Pari of Soitth H1aif-Vendor SLandi
êîi Agireeei-Climp for ReformoJtion of Deed--Breach of Coveiî

~-Daage-Reerece.-Acioufer danages for breach of
covenaut. The action was tried without a jury at Barrie. LENI<
J., iii a Nvritten judpmnt, said that the defendant, iu considvrat
of the 1myment ofl $8,000, couveyed Wo the plaintiff, b-y deed
the. 20tb Mfay, 1918, lot 91 in the Ist c.oncession of Tay, contain
200) acrem, subjeet to a certain agreemnent for the sale of al
i4tanding tiitnber on the north baif of the lot, made betw,


