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MAorley v. Loughita, (r893) i Ch- 736, is ane of those cases
which exhibits in a marked way a bad phase of humanity. The
action was brought by the executors of a deceased person to re-
cover about £1I40,000, which the principal defendant, Loughnan,
had înanaged to procure froin the deceased during-his lifetime by
gifts from time to tirne. The deceased wvas a person of a weak
constitution, and subject to epileptic fits. He w~as of a rnorbid
temperarnent, and easily' influenced. He wvas entitled ta a fortune
Of C1î70,000, neRrIY the m-hc,2 of whiçh found its way int> the
hands of Loughnan. Loughnan had been at flrst engaged as
a travelling comnpanion to the deceased, and iii the course of the
iiitirnacy thus fornied inanaged to acquire great ascendency over
the mind of the deceasecl. Loughnan wvas a man of nu means,
,and %vas said to belong to a sect of religionîsts, "6one of wvhose
main tencts is ta give everything ta tîxe Lord.- Henry Morley,
the dlece;ised, becaine a canvert ta the sect and wvent to reside
Nvith Loughnan, and, as the evidence shio\%ed, submitted hirnself
te L-otghiîîaims control, and fri tirne ta tirne drew frorn the
business in \vhich his fortune -was invested large sumns frorn the
capital of his fortune, whichi alinost inirnediately afterwards were
transfcrred ta Leutghnian's. bank accait. On the last occasion,
when lie drew about £50,ooa, he (NMorley) wrote that it wvas for
the purpose of " hielping iii a substantial wvaY such abjects as 1
arn led to consider need support, and thus in a feeble wav be
enabled ta realize that I arn doing the %vill of Hiîîî that lIoved me,
anti gave hiînself for ne (Luke. iS. 2o, 3o). Neither ni\ friend
w~ith wvhoin 1 arn living, nor niv relations, have need of inoaney, and 1
arni, tiierefore, ail the mere happy in taking this step''. but ne
soaner hail the rnaney been receîvedi by Morley than it %vas paid
aver to the friend wvith wlioni he %%-as liv'ing, wlio had '' no mieed
of mioney.- Therc %wcre varions other elemients in the case wvhiclh
indicated a clear effort on the part of Laughnan to " cover up
his tracks,"* and prevent evidence being farthcozning whereby' the
destination of the money could be traced. It further appeared
that, with the exception of some trifling sumns spent on charity,
and £,o,ooo 'vhich he had given to two of his brothers and

£C4,700 he had given to his brother-in-law, the Nvhocle of the


