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of a conversation which took place, not di-
rectly betweeu the parties over the telephone.
but through the eperator in charge of a pub-
lic telephone station. It was held by a
divided court that the person whio received
the message from the operater coffld state
what wau told him. wbere there was evidence
that the other party did in fact use the tele-
phone at that time. It is evideut tliat tbe
operater could net be expected te remember
the conversation. It would. seem, b owever,'tbat tlîis case aise goes pretty far, and that
tbe statements of the party wlîo alheges that
he reoeives sncbi a message sliouild be
strongly corroborated, at least as te, the
presence of the ether party at the otber sud
of tie wire at tbe time testified.

lu a recent case, I3auning v. Banning (80
Cal. 271; 13 Arn. St. Rep. 156,), it was held
that the fact tbat a married. woman is net
persenally preseut before a iiotary at tlîe
time lie takes bier acknowledgment, tbrough
a telephone, she being tlîree er four miles
frein. hlm, will net vitiate suchi deed, bocauise,
in the absence of fraud, accident or mistake,
tbe oertificate of tlîe notary lu due form. 18
conclusive of tbe material facts tlîsrein state(l.

Iu this case it was clearly provsd that the
acknowledgment was made tbrouglî the tele-
phone.

These appear te, be aIl the decisions s0 far
on the question.-N. Y. Lau' Journal.

ROMANCE 0F THE LAWJ
If verification ef the old sayiug that " Truth.

la stranger tban Fiction" were needed, it can
be found. in the acceunt of the extraordiuary
case of Pliekeit v. Lyon tried at Lewes befere
Mr. Baron Huddlestou and a special jury, ou
the l3tlh, l4th and l5tlî August last. A fuîll
report of the case will be found in The' Times
(weekly edition) for 22nd August.

The plaintiff was a " costumier " or lady's
dressmaker, and lie sued te, recover a bal-
ance of nearly £900 on a total acceunt for
nearly £2,000, for dresses sïipplied te defend-
ant's wife since their marriage lu June, 1888,
down te February, 1889, during, which. psried
of scarcely nine montbs, the bills came te,

o7ver £1,900.

The defendant's wife, who had mun away
from home, came to London in 1877 at the
age of sixteen, and had, for many years lived
an immoral life. Shie subsequently assumed
the namne of 1'Mrs. Spencer Stanhope," used
the crost of that family on lier cards and
writing paper, lived in fashionable neighi-
bourhoods and pretended to be a widlow,
receivingo money from. unknown, but easily
irnagined. sources. Slie became acquainted
in Angust, 1886, with (1aptain Warnier, a
gentleman of large property ln L~eicester-
shire, whio allowed lier, for two or three
yearq, the very large suim of £4,000 annual-
ly. Slue lived with the Captain, whien lu
town, lu Belgrave-road as Mrs. Stanhope, hie
takingç the name of Captain Stanhope.

Early lu 1888, w-hile lu London, she ca.su-
ally made the acquaintance of Lieut. Lyon,
of the Life Guards, thon twenty-six years of
age, and rnarried hlmii secrotly in JTune tbe
saine vear, under the namne of Fitz-Lyon.
He bad, after the payment of bis regiînental
and custornary expenses, some £500 per
annum. Slie represented te hlm that she
was a womau of ample private means. They
took a bouse in Portland terrace and Iived
there tili September. She desired bier hus-
baud, for the sake of secrecy, not te caul at
the house in Belgrave-road, thoug-h sue hier-
self was in the constant habit of repairing
thither to meet Captain Warner, wbo, how-
ever, had no0 idea tili March, 1889, that l"Mrs.
Stanhope " was married, nor did the hiusband
know of Captain Warner. Whien she tlhen
informed Captain Warner of lier marriage,
lie completely parted from. lier, giviug bier
£1,000 as a wedding present.

The deluded hutibaud biad ne i(lea of this
state of affairs, tilI it wus accidentally dis-
closed te hlmi during the course of an action
tliat bad been broughit, in April, 1890, by one
Bonner, a jeweller, for jewelry supplied te, his
wife. On receiving thisdreadfil initelligence
from bis ceunsel ln- the case, the tinfortunate
nman was se sbocked tbat hie burst into tsars
and was removed from tbe court room. He
refused te Qee bis wife and instituted divorce
preceedings wbichi are stili pending. Iu the
present case the wife actually appeared as a
witness on belialf of the costumier, against
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