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nardo Lad acted thus in order that ail traces of the boy migbt be
bast, and they came te the conclusion that ]Dr. Barnardo did, in
fact, not know where the boy was. They therefore beld, in ac-
cor-dance with the decision of the House of' Lords, tbat the return
to the wirit wiss sufficient. Wlien one considers the lengtb of
time that this case bas been before the Courts, one must regr'et
that (as the flouse of Lords ruled) an appeal lies against an ordcr
for the issue of a writ of habeas corpus. The writ was issued on
November 23, 1889, the matter came before the Court of Appeal
in 1890, and was only disposed of by the flouse of Lords in July,
1892. Sucli a delay may sometimes defeat the pur-pose for wbicb
the writ bas beon obtained, and ougbt to, bc impossible.

Another important case relating to the custody of a cbild was
disposed of laist week by the Court of Appeal. In Regina v.
Gyngail the mother of' a girl, aged fifteen, sougbt to compel a
scboolmistress, who was training the child to be a schoolmistress,
to, give ber up, against the child's wish. The mother, who was a
lady's maid, and wbon ont of employment a dressinaker, Lad been
obliged, in earning ber livelibood, to, move about fr-om one place
or country to another, and, through no fauit of ber own, had
been unable to bring up the girl pel'4onally. Tbe case did not
fali witbin the Custody of Cbildren Act, 1891, for the mother had
not abandoned nor deserted tbe child, nor proved herseif un-
mindful of ber parental duties. On ber behaif it was contended
tbat a parent is absolutely entitled to, the custody and guar-dian-
sbip of bis or ber cbildren, unless this rigbt is fbrfeited by mis-
conduct, and the Court allowed itiut this right exists at common
law, tbougb it is subjcct to, certain statutory limitations; but
tbey said, further, tbat the Court of Chancery had from time im-
memorial exercised a parental jurisdiction, by virtue of wbicb,
even without any misconduct on the part of the parent, the rights
of tbe latter are superseded, wbcn in the opinion of the Court
tbis is essential for the welfare of the cbild. This being tbe case
of an intelligent girl, wbo, in anotber year would bo in a position
to, earn ber living anid choose wbere she would live, the Court
tbougbt that it would be almost cruel to, take her away fromn
ber present sui-roundings, especially as tbe mother would be
obliged to, place ber witb strangers. Tberefore tbey affirmcd the
order of a Pivisional Court discbarging tbo writ, on the respon-
dent giving an undertàkirîg to, educate and maintain the girl.-
Law Journal (London).
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