
dressed.-oOIlIt be considered tk iueof tb. dendwits. Joznthe den1ê
* it appeaired that the memoüraùdoi W. beti pmpà~d iy-a dlr o itfe

fnts, wbe -had -been- utthorzdm t tfra it 'r -rT *~ 4 ' stt4by ù1epUt
Under these circurhitances, followin Sce r YN ~ M .%8,w~
a lithographed bill.head lied been beld a sufficienit signature of the namnes.mnn
tionetêidn, -DmmaÉu "4n Cive~ , -164tÀWiWiri .

a signature by the defendants, so as to make the memorandtim suffcient under
the Statute of Frauds.

,LUNATICI CONTRACT B;t-DZVU?<CE.O WL-E ONS0 PROoF.

linperial Loun Co. v. Stotie (1892), z -Q.B. 599,. was an action brought on a
promnissory note triade by the defendant, to which was pleuded a defence that At
the time the defendant mad1e the notice he was lunatid, and that thp plaintiff
knew of thé defendant's insanity. Af the trial, Denrnan, J., left it to the jury to
say whether the defendant was insane and whether the plaintiff knew he was so.
The jury fotind that the defendant wvas insane, but disagreed as to wheiher the
plaintiff had knowledge of his insanity. Upon this finding the judge gave judg.
muent for ihe defendant. The Court (if Appeal (Lord Esher, M.R., Fry .-nd
Lopes, L.JJ.), howeveï, set the judgunent aside and ordered a new trial, holding
that the defence could not succeed unless the defendant established that the
plaintiff had knowledge of his insanity at the time of the contract.

I',RACTICL:-RIEPUSAr 0F 1.EAVL TC API'EAL--APPRAL PROU r3ECISION REFVIArNr, LZAVE TO APPEAL.

In re Housiiug of 1iVo>'kisg Classes Act, ex parte StevensoU (1892), -t Q.B. 6o9, the
Court of Appeal decided that where a statute gave a party a right (if appeal frorn
ani award upon obtair.ing the leave of the High Court or of a judge in chambers,
and a judge in chambers had refused to grant sucli leave, no appeal would lie
frorn his decision refusing such leave. The principle of this decision wvould ap-
pear to apply to all cases where the right to appeal is dependent oni leave being
obtained; c.g., to appeals under Ont. Jud. Act, ss. 65, 66, 67, 69.

NOTICE OpF ACTION-SUFFICIENCY OF~ %TAKENIINT IN NOTICE OF ACTION 0F. PLACE %WiRrE ACT Co>4-

MtTTEID.

In Madden -v. The KCensington Vestry (1892), 1 Q.B. 614, the defendants were
entitled to notice of action, and the notice served stated the act complained of
had been done in Silver street, whereas the evidence showed that it was in Ux-
bridge Road, opposite Silver Street, about twenty fdet from the end of that Street,
whîch joined the Uxbridge IRoad. Denmnan and Cave, JJ., were àgreed thaât thé
notice was suflicient.

l IJRTICE-.PX OTZC-StMMAItY TRIAL WITH coNqsNr-oNVfiCTION-ÀPPKAt TO G&NERAL $86RIONS

-S'MIARV J IRDCTII AGt, 42 & 43 VICT-~ , Cý40- Ma là, 1Q-(R-SC., c. 116, a, 8; C 178, 8.7-

The Qswm v. Justices of Loetd*n (18g2), 1 Q.13. e64, ià a case in which a
prisonter chared .wïlh lamce y elected t.o b. aumrnatily tried before a mua istrate
uinder thi.e S ffimary luelsdletion %Act (see R.S.C.) .x6,s ) tdL a l
by. La%,tmiié and Wright, -th, that no eýppeëal wodld lie -ftom the convictioni t'ô


