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So that Ieann! think that anyoue eau, havlng iu mind
the evidence adduoed before the IDivisional Court, cousci-
ent4usly andl reasouabiy assert that the simpposed lunatie le

cpble o uiamaging himseif or bis affairs. No on~e yet, as
w'tness or Judge, said so; and if either had, the facts would.
shew the inaceuracy of. it. It was argued that At was not
4ecessary that the man should be physically capable of man-

agn bis affairs or even hinself, that St was enougli if lie
could eumploy others to do that for hin; a contention that no.
one wl dispute if St ineaus that it is euoughi if hc eau muau-
age lbis servant and agents, those who manage for hlm; but
the contrary of that ability is proved in the way lie lias per-
xmilted bis wife to despol i hm of lis whole available property,
and inbs belief tat it is alltis w-n, in his owuuenie
and under lis sole eontrol, and that, if not, h li as beeu robbed
of it; and. lu bis want of uuderstanding as to lis ineans and

weedeoited or b whom ld. In order that there'may
bc n misndestaninga lu s pitiable state of mind lu

-reardtothee tins Itak u the tliue ueeessary to read
som exracs fom is tatemnt to the Judges:

Q. hoows hefarin now? A.I1ownjit.
Q. I yor ow rihtA. Iu my own rîglit.

Q. ou avenot patdwith St to anybody? A. No, 1

Q.Yo hve not giveu it awa~y to anybody? A. No.
Q.I ýas told you liad given that property away? A.

Well whee told you, told you au untruth.
Q. was tol& you mnade a deed of it le your wife? A.

WlI xuay have giveu it to the wife for ail I kuow, but I
haeno recollection of it.
Q. Soniebody sald ysot gave lier this bouse. Is tbat tru.e?

wil te ous w ae ow 4pai. nA No, 1s mednohavet


