
JUnouS' SAILAl]u.-Wc noticcd in our fimet~Pse v.iepmmng, 1 l'hii. 439; ifenfrey r 1;Yýy
numnber flic intention of the C'ovcrnment to incrense Culit. Plenty r. IIlext, 1 Robi. 2611i Riglit onDIr.

Fi.tsiToi %aid, diNow letiv ns onsiuier hnw Ilieme autitorities4the salaries of the Englit4h Cotunty Court Jlndgeq, lxear lupos lthe pr.snt cam. ' it iie n t nu îmtîuautlîority whieh
and %ve now lean, frot our bite flts, ilint nn order tny.s dowîîl the propos.itiol, that the exeîîtien of a tsubsequtent
oàf Govcrmcent lins k4issei, by which fiftcen of the will, tiestroyed aniwîo rerorandid by the testator, the contents
Judgcs have been selected tu receive £1,5M0 st'g. of whictt are tiot knowuî, rt-vike., it prier m-ili. oit the con-

a-yer ech-liemnxmîi suarybcig £50trnry, uit the case vhere a revoratiti lin.- lo-en heid to b.a-yer ech-liemaxmilS911aTybeig £,5wetrective, thero buas betii proof of si t1llerence of diposition.
i4terling, and the nîinirnipi £1,2R)0qterling,-besides Tihis alonie indtîces ux tedoubit liîecureeoeif ttîe jidginent
un allowane for travelling expcnses. inthe Court below in the caise iiowv tndvr consitcriétion, and

__________________it per tu us utimund. That jtîdgmient is maRinly ba-4ed on
ARTICL ON ATACKMET-II1 reparîg fli tio vitienec. tizat thet latter paper eontaitied the words "4tii tAiticx ivATT&cmEiT"i tt anthe iin)- las %vl nd etniitl We are of Opinion. that

Division Courts' Artiele on I iuhiet, w thiet4t wîrde (la not import ithai the piper coutained a uifferent
havo availed ourselveq of a very valuable Paîwr qdisposition of the propprtv, aund that the mere fact of cailing
by Judge Gowui, iqctiedl some years ago, fur the it by sticl wuun)rls catinot jossil rentier it a revoeatory in-

infomaton f Oficrs n bs cnnt. Te larnd .trumet. We thiltk dit the interpretation put upon theéeiiifrtnaionof Oficrs i lik conty.Theleamd word.4 b): Lord itroughatni, iit hie julgnient in Stdddart v.
Judge lins fliercin cntered fily int the duties of Grant. i Macq. Il L. 163, à., :tetrucemeaniiig to beattributed
Offieers. and riointid out tlic mode of nroeulre tu themt.
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under the Act of 1850.

DuTixS or CoitonEaut.-Limnitcd space must be
our apology for flot inserting an appropriate article
"«IOn the Duties of Coroners."1 Sound practical
directions, for the guidance of coroiners, are con-
tained therein, and %ve wvili give it in our next
issue.

SURROCATE COURT.
(Notes of English cases in relation te)

PRIVy COtvNCIL.-CuttO V. CGuilert-fuZ 71h, 1854-f On
Appeal from the Prerogative Court of Canterbury.]

Jf'ill-Re'ocat ion-Paroi Wrdence of subsequent 111 Vii /ch,
fa not fort lcomin g-Force of words "sla8t 11711."1

A. duly executed a Will in 1825, leavingfB. bis sole execu-trix, ad titis was tite only Will founut at btis death ini 1853.
G., a party hostile to the Witl, alleged that, in 1852, A.
exeeuted a subsequent wvil, and proved titis by wvitnesses,
who recolleeted .ueeing- ihe wili, but could speak te none ot
ils contents, except that it began "ibtis is the iast wvill and
testament of me, A.l Titis wiil iras flot found afier A.'s
deatb.

Ne/J, reversing the Judgment of thte Prerogative Court,
that the onus lay on G. to prove that the later ivili. expresgly
revoked the former, and iras of différent contents; th ai the
mere words "t itis is the last ill' were not of ihemselves
suificient for ihat purpose; and thai, as the evidence failed
to establîsit this, the former will remained valtd.

No autitority laye dowm the proposition, that the oxecution
of asubseqtîent will destroyed anima revocandi by the testa-
tor, the contents of which are nlot known, revokes a prior
wil. Oa the contrary, in the case mitere a revocation bua
been field te lie effective, tbore lias been proof of a difference
ai disposition.

To revoke au exisuing instrument by paroi evidence that
inother wili lma been executed, and by sucit evidence atonte,
lhough ilie law mayadmit of tha* coins. ofpreeding, in one
stttended ith danger, and consequenily ne oral evidence
produved muet lie sirong anid conclusive.

After reviewing the -inthnritips bearingi pn tht c&qe, vix.:
He)lsr t. HfI4ar, 1 Lee, 511 ; Moore r. Zmotre, 1 t'hil. 375;

DIVISION COURTS.
(Reports in relation, f)

ENGLISUI CASES.

Feloy-Acling under fise prefence of thte proeua of thse
County Court stat. 9 4- 10 ie. cii. 95, s aec. 57.

T/te $fat. 9 *. 10 fict. C. 95, 8. 57, wchicku cnad. t/tai efery
periton i/jo shai oct or omfesa art under anyfase
colour or pretence ofthe procelu ofte Count Court, "/at
Se guilly qffelony, ilt confined Io thte use affde a u
mtait, and doea sot appIdj Io t/ue incre verbal assertio f
authority.

Therefore, ichere the prisoner lînd obaineul paymnt of a
sanin disduarge of a deUi and cosfromè a defendaut
(w/to hut leen prei;iouxly du4e scrred tHttA a sumiuis fin
thte County Court), by pretcndinrr tai lievias an qp'icer o f,
andi aut/torized by thte court ta receire f, it vua »eM, tisa
ite offence iras flot iuade out.
The indictmaent alleged ihat thec prisoner, John Myott, on

the MOh day of June, A.D). 1853, fetoniousiy and unlawfttIly
did act under a certain false colour andi pretence af the pro-
ceqs of the County Court of %Warwicksltîre, holden ai Bir-
mingltain, against tlic forra ot the statute, &uc.

In the second count, the charge wus that the prisoner pro-
fesse* te net.

The third couti alleged that the prisoner feloniously and
unlawfuliy did net under a certain fal8e colour and pretence
of the process of tae County Court of Warwickshire, hoiden
at Birmiingham, tu wit, utîder the false colour and pretence
of being authorized and empowered te issue proces (t0 wit)
an execution in the said County Court, against one loba
Wainwright, at the suit of one John Kingstone, for the revu-
very of the. sura of £1 7s. atid exis, agarnst, the. foma of the.
staitute, &c.

The fourth count was for profeaaing le act, as alleged ini
the third count.

The indictiment wau framed under the latter part of the 57eh
.section of the 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, which enact. that «every
person who shahl forge the s2al or any process of the Surn, or
mito shail serve or enforce any such forged pracess, knowing
tho saine ta bie forged, or delirer or cause Io lie delivêred te
an an n nn ae alsely pirpotin- to lie a copysof any
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