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Stuiart, Simmons, and Walsh, J.J [Dec. 19, 1912.

ELLIS V. FRUGIITMAN.

J)arages->c nalty or liqitidatsd damales-Wrongful dismtigsaZ
*-Sttpiit',ted damages.

Where a contrntet contaivs a provision that oither party to
it may teriminate it on I)aym-eiit of $500 to the Cther party, said
antount rnay be either a penalty or liquidated damages; ouchi
question is one of law to ho determineed by t4illng into consider-
ation the intention of the parties froin the language u8ed and the
cireumstances of the ease taken as a whole as lit the tinte the
contract was miade.

Law> v. Local Board of Rcdditch, [1892] 1 Q.B. 127, referred
to.

C. 0. McCaul, K.C., for defendant, appellanc. G. A, Grant,
for plaintiff, respondent.

LYTTER-BOX OliTaÂGE.-l'here is % very littie doubt that the
inispiaeed lenieney shewni to the w<)inefl convicted of offences
ini conneetion with the militant sutTragist propaganda. has been
larzely responsihie for this last outhreak- of fetnale hooligmnîsm,
and short shrift ililould he mriven to any per-sons oonvicted of this
Iatest formn of violenee. Under ., 61 of the Post Office Act,
1908, plaeing injurions sul>st.inees ini letter-boxes is punishable
on auninnary conviction hy a fine of £10, or on conviction on
indietmei.f. to imprisoumetit Nvîth or withoitt hard labour for
tweive rnonthq. l'le time has now arrived for -oxnpellir&., these
women to serve their opitsetns.and to le' them take
the full congelquences of theîr starvation tactics ini .rison. The
militant nioveinent haN proved a goo<' thing for many of the
en-called leaders, but thoee and their liysterical follower, should
be made to feel the utninst rigour of the law.-Law Times.
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Companyv Kilmer, 2 D.L.R. 306, 20 W.L.R. 892, apecially re-
ferred to.

Jones, Pescod d, Adam8, for the -appellant. McCarthy, Car-
sonl & McLeod, for the respondent.


