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%e. appeal was heard by MEREDITII, C1.0., MACLAREN,
EE, and Hoix;iNS, JJ.A.
". L. Monahan, for the appellant.
I. M. Mowat, K.C., for the respondents.

'he jndgment off the Court was, delivered by lIOD)ONS, J.
-I do flot think that, iii the eircumstanees off this case, it
ýs any difference whe' ther the Act . S Edw. VIL.
i9 or the pre-seut Acet, 3 & 4 Geo V, ch. 62 (in force the
May, 1911), whicli repealed that eniaetment, goverfis this
ieatien.

Lwmrit off habeas corpns vas~ issue] . . . on the 2Oth
'uary, 191:3, and( a reunWaS inde o11 the. l2th April, 1913.
bat return it was open to the appellant, under the tai
ýas Corpus Act, 9 Edw. VIL. ch. 51, sec. 7, te, disputeý the
ity off the return iu law and its accuracy in fact. * I the

r case, evidence mîght lie taken hy affidavit or otlieriso,
ini this case wais taken, viva vote, beforo the Judge, follom-
te practice approved in Re Sinart Infants, 12 Pl., 2,

l Further material was filed aftur the returiu; ami on the
Fume, 1913, the order nom, lu appeal wa.s made,. .
ho application was clParly unie unider sve. 1:3 off 8 Edw.
eh. 59, for ant order for the produiction of the ehuild. The
off habeas corpus appears to be the propur iuethod, or one
e proper inethods, off ebtajining the rueif sought, for upoin
eturn of the wvrit the cuetodly off flue infant is deterinedl:
son on Infants, 3rd cd., p. 123. Notwithsýtauding that theu
cation is inadu under the section merntionced, ajid although
,e return of' the writ the provisions of that -sectioi Ina> bc
,d, the case, does not diffor from an>'odiur application
upon the return of a. writ off habeas corpus. The section

d1, 13, presupp)osesý, a c-ommittal, and eue niade b>' proper
oity, and deals withi the matter on thu footing that, in
of w-hat lias takent place, the legal guri n'scstody (se
4 of 3 & 4 Gvo. V. ch. 63) ma>' le displa(ed iin faveur off the
off the parent. This parent must hring hinseîf within that
,u, aud shew that lie or she has flot buen guilty, off sueli ceu-
s 8hould diseutitie liin or lier te the custody % ol' the hid

Eue or shc is not uiudii(ful of parental duities, iuer is the
t ipplyiing onl who lias ferfeitcd thle riglit te have hai or
imites regardled in respect te the religion in whcithe chuld
I be broughlt Uip.
iese are ai] matter.q whieh may be and should lie cenisidcercd


