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%vith theni. Trhe father inow de-sires t0 hîave the~ child re-tored to
his custody.

MrnLErXJ.:- Io not think that 1 should grant a writ
of habeas corpus. iitir the eircuim.stanc-s. In R ginia v. Bra-

t> artbk, 23 Q.B.I). 2,05, where there was a case of Ntrong sus-
picion, it waks said that the writ ouý_rht to he gi anted so that a
roturn might he made shewing that the chiId was out of tlie
*iurisdiction as Piiilegt'tl ai thus the truth of the return rnight
Le tried . bu heri' the truth and the tact set up are iiot onfly
adnuitted, but the~ facts are' stated. by the applicant, no usei'ui1
purposv wouiid he sterved bi. the formai issue ef a writ and I1w
liaviiiiz a fcýria return ichel it ig iuot desired to controvert.
Cicarlv. the aI)p1iecciit uîîust re.ýort to the' court of the' proviice

wher- tiie child niow is. 'Ihese cýourts aloiie bave juri.ý;,ietioii
ovvr its person.

Ii iS sayiiLr Ic dolot desire f0 dveny that our- eourt iliibte
\ee>ea -oecivt' jiirî,sdiction to ýonipel the briiuîging bavck

or the ehild ta Oiitario. if tf was thiouîzht iliat the ehlId bad lwell
rnoved thvrefromacnuucosv aiîd mitb a v iex of th'feat-
lic p'0{'e't1ilz5 takeii orn to bk, takemii mi our courts. Motion

Iassar1. for applieant. <atWJJ ,K.t .. for ('iiie
\jf ociet.v.

Iwo"ulicc of 16rtiel) lolumtibia.

r,;> -11111f.1l' 1'. 11NM jHav

Wlherv a veiffor luid ob)tiîîed mi orîler iijsj iii a foveclosill.t
af lou liv fnîr' ee ilngtie filets, anti ali order a hsol lite I w-

vll.Me Of the tb'feiitliiit' o gG he !fli thewd>r nisi. ]we 1,vitig
out of' fliv pr(iviincc. tra veliing on tines aid wlier( oit his
i-tf rn) the( de(feniîlt Nvas prounpt illilaplyl.ilig to reopoln. tb>
ordt'r absolute was set asitie. Il bei n'z fîîrfber foý.ind( that thei

viteic ide reti hy tlic piiatiff ;it fic lakiiig of 'ieeotint.s xuas
tasa uu'w aceouating Nvas ordered.


