
question of' the al1eged luLatie's soundes of id and
capacity for managiug himiself or bis affairs; eyery actan
every proceedi gben takenas Ihave said, sleY in bis

an tepublie's interests;, coniderations which alone shouId
guide thsCourt, whiclh, tiioug~h not th~e Uigh Court, bas,
trnder the enactment, appellate powers eonferred upon it:

sec. 7 (7).
The issue was, as the act requires, whether, at the timie

ofthe iiuquiry, the sups unatie wa o unsound mind

and incapableo f mnag himself or bis affairs; and itas
tried without a jury~, and Xfundin th~e ngativeb h ra

vJVdge. 1Upo u appeal toa »ivsoaCurofte ig

viv voe, efoe tat our, ad te indng ofthe trial

Jdewas, hrepn reversed aid an order. was there-
uipn made dedlaring, that tie supposed Iulatie was, t the
ie of the tra f the issue, and of the hearÙngofthe

appeal, of uusouud mmnd and incapable-of maaig tirnIf ,

orbi ar; ad onsquent diretos notappeldaant
>werc giyven: and the q-Lrestiou now is, whte tat ugeti

appellant, who is >nominally th ll ge4 luatic, but rell

biswife.
The inquiy, ini both instances, invovdtefnigo

two facts to support an order such as tat now >appae

agaist: 1) hatthe lleed lnati wa incpabeofmn


