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first reporter of Irish decisions, of Mlhom WTallace (,,Th(-
Reporters," p. 229) says Il le WLIS one of those rarely fotind
men to whomn H-eaven gives genius." Death robbed imi of
the Chief justiceship of Ireland under James I., but cotuld
not rob hlmi of the splendid fanie accriting to hini froin his
poin Il On thie lnimiortalitv of the Soul, " wvritten after ho had
gone to the Bar, and had become a bus%. member of Parlia-
ment. Bv the wav, it would do none of us al' liai-in to.- rcad
that noble poom 'som-e of the long winter evenings. It is
capable of restoririg our- faith ini more than poetry.

EDfl'O/AL N IE IIV oie CURREN T E II
DE/ (YSIONS.

t IegiStred Il, accortiallec' witil the Ct)py iigli AC

VENDOR AND PUROHABER-Iiti \'TtIr 01 i'ARCEr.S- PAROI. VIEC-

STATUTF 0F FRAU!)S (20 CAR. 2, C- 3) S. 4-

In I>/a,,t v. 1;ourllw, (1897) 2 Ch. ?8 1 the question how" far
parol evidence is admissible to sh-ow the parcels referrcd to

in a contract for the sale of landq, is discussed. Bv the con.
tract in question Plant agreed to seîl to Boumrie " 24 acres Of
freehold land at Totmonslow ii the parish of Draycott....
possession to be hacl on March 2 . th niext. The vendor gruar-
anteeing possession accord ingl-." The action Nvas 1w the
vendor for specifie performnance, a;îd the purchaser pleaded
that the contract wvas insufficient unider thu Statute of Frands,
s. 4. At the hearing the plaintiff proposcd to prove tuit lie
wvas the owner of certain land iii the parisli of l)ray'cott con-
talinrg 24 acres more or less, and that on the inorning of the
daY tlie contract %vas mnace the cfendant, being weil
acquainted ,.-iththe land ,talç hcing clusirous of puireli.sinig it,
lhad bv appointment gonle over it xvith the plaintiff. 'l'hlis
vvidenice hiaving been rejected by livrne, J., the plaintiff
appealed, and the Court of Appeal (Lindley, Lope.s and Chlitty.
L.JJ.) lheld the evidence admissible,


