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a signature by the defendants, so as to ‘make the memorandum suﬂ‘ictent under-
the Statute of Frauds, : :

LUNaTIC, CORTRACT BY—-DEFENCE OF wmrv-—Evm&xcE«-ows OF PROUF, . L

Imperial Loun Co. v. Stone (1892), 1-Q.B. 599, was an action brought on-'a -
promissory note made by the defendunt, to which .was pleaded a defence that at
the time the defendant made the notice he was lunatic, and that the pluintiff
knew of the defendant’s msamty Af the trial, Denman, ], left it to the jury to
say whether the defendant was insane and whether the plaintiff knew he was so. .
The jury found that the defendant was insane, but disagreed as to whether the
plaintiff had knowledge of his ,insasity. Upon this finding the judge gave judg-
ment for the defendant. The Court of Appeal (Lord Esher, M.R., Fry ~nd
Lopes, L.J].), howevey, set the judgment aside and ordered a new trial, holding
that the defence could not succeed unless thc defendant established that the
plaintiff had knowledge of his insanity at the time of the contract.

PRACTICE—~REPUSAL OF LEAVR TO APPEAL-—APPEAL FROM DECIBION REFUBING LEAVE TO APFEAL,

In re Housing of Working Classes Act, ex parte Stevenson (1892), 1 Q.B. 6og, the
Court of Appeal decided that where a statute gave a party a right of appeal from
an award upon obtaining the leave of the High Court or of a judge in chambers,
and a judge in chambers had refused to grant such leave, no appeal would lie
from his decision refusing such leave. The principle of this decision would ap-
pear to apply to all cases where the right to appeal is dependent on leave being
obtained ; e.g., to appeals under Ont. Jud. Act, ss. 63, 66, 67, 69.

NoTICE OF ACTION—SUFFICIENCY OF STATEMENT IN NOTICE OF AGTION OF PLACE WHERE ACT COM»
MITTED, .

In Maddenv. The Kmswgtoﬂ Vestry (1892), t 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 féet from the end of that streat, .
which joined the Uxbridge Road. Denman and Cavs, JJ., were agreed that the
notice was pufficient.

JUSTICE—PRACTICR—SBUMMARY TRIAL WITH CONSENT—CONVICTION=—APPEAL 70 GBNERAL SE8SIONE

- —BuMMARY JORISBISTION ASY, 43 & 43 VIET:, . 49, 88, 14, 1§—(R.8.C,, C. 156, 8. B; . 178, 5. 76),

The Queen v. Yustices of London (x892), 1 Q.B. 664, is & case in which a
prisoner charged with larceny elected to be summarily tried before s magistrate
under the: Snmmary Jurlsdiction -Aet (see R.8.C. c. 176, 8. 8), and it was hefd

. by Lawranée and Wright, J]., that no appeal would lie from- the conviction to- -
“ the Quarﬁer Sessions, The. decmicm, howewet, to ﬁm@ extétm mrns on the w;mi;_




