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circumstances, be held to signify the next of
kin of J.—In 7e Stevens's Trusts, L. R, 15
Eq. 110,

2. A testator after making two pecuniary
bequests gave the residue of his property to
his wife for life, and after her death among
his children, should there be any. There
were no children. Held, that the wife was
absolutely entitled.—Crozier v. Crozier, L. R.
15 Eq. 282.

3. A testator gave legacies to several per-
sons whose relationship to himself he speci-
fied, including T., whom he described as his
niece. He further directed that if the whole
of his property made more than the whole
amounts mentioned in his will, the residue
should be divided among his relations in pro-

rtion to their separate amounts. T. was
illegitimate. Held, that T. was not entitled
to share in the residue.—Hibbert v. Hibbert,
L. R. 15 Eq. 372,

4. A testator made a will and two codicils,
giving therein no legacy to a college. Ina
third codicil the testator recited that he had
given £1000 to said college, confirmed the
bequest, and in other respects revoked said
wi‘lll ; he also gave £5000 additional to the
college. Held, that the testator revoked said
will only ; and that said college took £6000.
Farrer v. St. Catharine’s College, Cambridge,
L. R. 16 Eq. 19.

5. Atestatrix bequeathed all sums of meney
which should be due and owing to her at the
+time of her decease to A., with residuary be-
quest to B, At the time of her death, in
1781, the testatrix was one of thenextof kin
of her brother, who had died intestate, being
the residuary legatee of his father. In 1820
a sum of money was paid into court on ac-
count of the interest said father had held in a
,partnership. Held, that the burden of the
proof lay upon A. to show that said money
did not fall to B. under the residuary clause,
and that A. failed in such proof.—JMartin v.
Hobson, L. R. 8 Ch. 401. :

6. A testator gave personal estate to a
college “for the purpose of founding a new
professorship of archeology, for the regula-
tion of which I propose preparing a code of
rules.” In case the college should decline to
accept such rules the said legacy was to be
void. The testator never prepared any rules.
Held, that said bequest took effect absolutely.
— Yates v. University College, London, L. R.
8 Ch. 454.

7. A mariner made a will, beginning :
‘¢ Instructions to be followed it I die at sea
or abroad.” Held, that the bequests were
conditional upon the testator's dying at sea
or abroad. —Lindsay v. Lindsay, L. R. 2 P.
& D. 439.
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Sir Jou~y Keurnes REPORT'S OF CROWN
Cases IN THE TiME oF CHarues IL
Third edition, containing cases never
before printed, together with a trea-
tise upon the Law and Proceedings
in Cases of High Ireason, by a Bar
rister-at-Law.  Edited by Richard
Loveland, of the Inner Temple, Bar
rister-at-Law. London: Stevens &
Haynes, Bell Yard, Temple Bar, 1873

We look upon the volume as one of
the most important and valuable of
the unique reprints of* Messrs. Stevens &
Haynes. Little do we know of the mines
of legal weulth that lie buried in the old
law books. But a careful examination,
either of the reports or of the treatise
embodied in the volume now before us,
will give the reader some idea of the good
service rendered by Messrs. Stevens &
Haynes to the profession.

There have been heretofore published
two editions of Sir John Kelynge’s Crows
Cases : the first in London in 1708, folio,
the second in Dublin in 1789, octavo.
The principal difference between the two
editions was the change of the title-page.

Sir John Kelyng was Chief Justice of |-
the King’s Bench. The cases are taken
from his own manuscript. It is said by
Sir Michael Foster that Lord Holt firsh
published Sir John Xelynge's reports.
The edition as first published was preceed-
ed by a certificate in the following form :

“We do allow and approve of the printing
and publishing the Reports and Cases in Pleas
of the Crown, collected by the late Lord Chief
Justice Kelyng, and three other modern cases
added thereto.—1J, HoLt, JoHN POWELL. LIt
TLETON Rowys. H. Gourp.’\

The folio edition contained, it is said,
an address from Lord Holt to the reader.

In a copy of the folio edition which
recently came into the possession o
Messrs. Stevens & Haynes, there wss]
written, in an unknown hand, the follow-
ing note on the margin of the page con
taining Lord Chief Justice Holt’s addres’
to the reader: '

*“ But not all, for he had collected more case®
and had two MS. collections of his own report$
in ye Crown Law, and these here printed are i*
the one MSS, (tho’ not all, and most fitt to P
printed for public use). 'Ye other MSS, hsd
some considerable cases in it (as his son, 8%
John Keyling told me), those of ye Ch. Jo
Keyling, or MSS. not here printed. 1 hﬂ’}




