
REGA N v. ifcCONKE V.

ýes lier position: "I believe -Mrs. WVat&eran is welI able to
,k aiter my house, and is now doing so, and that the said Grace
meron would receive good care and attention froni lier. If
ehould happen that 3Mrs. Waterman is flot the proper person
look after the said Grace Cameron, I will see that some other
mson îs employed who will give lier proper eare and attention. "
The case lias given mie inueli anxicty, as I realise the extent
the father's right to the eustody of his ehldren, and the
ponsîility of depriving lîim, of the duty and privilege iîîci
it to this right; and I have also present to my mind the dis-
6rant.ge-L of separating the two children. Yet the fact.s of tîjis
e, which I refrain from setting forth at greater lengtlî, con-
ice me that the welfare of tliis littie girl requires that she
nuId be left in the custody of the auîit, wlîo lias stood in the
,ce of her mother almost froîn the day of lier birth, rather
'n iin thec<ustody of the fatlier, who, will have to le away from
ne during most of lier waking hours earning his livelihood.
that the real eustody and trainîing will devolve uipou a lîired
isekeeper.
Tt may be the fatlier's misfortune that lie lias not a better
iLbliahed home to, whieh lie ean take, his ehild, but lie has
untarily left lier witlî hi sister, until now any change inust
prejudicial to the child, w ho lias been well cared for so f'ar,
1 whose present custodians are at least as well off fliiancîally
the fathier.
The aunt mnust allow aIl reasonable aceess to thîe fatiier and
st undertake to do nothing to prejudice the child against
father, who should have liberty to renew this motion if cir-

ititances change.
1 do flot think costs should be awarded.
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,Plcadiing-li'p7p--Departuare- Blin barra ssin cnt - l~oîaid
miss.al-Rrcacli of Contract.1-M)otion by tlîe defendaîît to
ke out or coml)el the plaiîîtiff to aîîîend his reply. The
en wa brought to recover twenty-five weeks' wages of the
intiff as cutter for the defeîîdant, a tailor, or for damîages;
wrongfuil dianiissal. The plaintiff and <lefendant had been
tie; 'tIc plaintiff sold hi& interest iii the business to the de-
nlant. in 1908; and the defendant agreed -to employ the plain-
as cutter for ten years at W4 a week. The plaintiff fel iii,


