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REVOCATION OF PARDON.

* Under this heading we noticed (Vol. VI,
P-49) a gingular case which occurred in Ohio.
forc;)'nﬁm' under sentence of imprisonment
ife, obtained a pardon from Governor
8ter on the faith of medical certificates
fata] ng that he was in the last stages of a
o disease. But by the time the man got
e there was no trace of ailment left. The
vaimor’ learning that he had been duped,
008 ed the pardon. The case was taken to
of th:Pr?me Court of Ohio, and the decision
t tribunal is now reported (Knapp v.
tney ) The Court holds “that a full,
able.ndmon"l pardon, delivered, is irrevoc-
nte and where a person imprisoned on a
Mce for felony seeks a discharge by
a8 corpus, based on such pardon, the par-
Purs having been issued by the Governor
0‘;::;1:0 the constitution and statute, on
corilficate of the physician to the peni-
tOmzmry that the prisoner is in immil:ent
ger of death, it is not competent in this
Sllch’ under e.xisting statutes, to impeach
that ﬁl:“dOn in such proceeding, by proof
by ® Physwmn’s. certificate was obtained
his fraud"epresentatlons of the prisoner, and
. ulent acts, with respect to his health,
actg (;'Spresentations having been made,.and
Copts ﬁ°n°, for the purpose of obtaining such
Cate and such pardon.”

EUSTON v. EUSTON.

.Th? English papers contain a report of the
and :ith'ls case l.)efore the Probate, Divorce
the 73 Tiralty Divigion. It is described by
Rary Mes a8 “ perhaps the most extraordi-
The c‘;:se ever tried in the Divorce Court.”
iag, an:;m'nsmm are certainly very pecu-
Woulq If met with in a work of fiction
Potitioy, Pronounced very improbable. .The
Sldegs, .\ Presented by the Earl of Euston,
d“’kr;:;m of the Duke of Grafton, for a
rouy, dtﬁ: of nullity of marriage, on the

{ when he married the respondent

she had a husband living. The respondent
was a courtesan known as “Kate Cooke,”
with whom the petitioner became acquainted
in 1871. He was induced to marry her, and
settled upon her £10,000 to which he was
entitled on his own account. The unidn,
naturally, was an unhappy one, and the con~
sorts, after a good deal of discomfort, separ-
ated finally in 1875. Suspicion being aroused
that the woman had a husband living at the
time the marriage ceremony was performed
between her and the Earl, inquiries were
pursued under great difficulties, and it was
ascortained at last thmt “Kate Cooke” had
been married to one George Manby Smith in
1863, and that Smith was still alive. It was
supposed that he had gone down in a ship
which sailed’from London for Australia, but
the person drowned, it was proved, was
named George Maslin Smith.

At this stage the case for annulling the
marriage seemed to be complete, and suit
was commenced. But never were solicitors
more disappointed. The respondent, it is
true, was forced to admit the identity of
Smith, but it appeared that Smith, on his
part, had a wife living at the time the cere-
mony of marriage was performed between
him and “Kate Cooke.”” Therefore that
marriage was invalid, and “Kate Cooke”
was lawfully married to the nobleman who
is now in the direct line of succession to the
dukedom of Grafton. The petition was there-
fore dismissed.

NEW PUBLICATIONS.

Parries To Acrions : THE LAw RBESPECTING
PARTIES TO ACTIONS, LEGAL AND BQUIT-
ABLE; by Horace Hawes, Counsellor at
Law.—San Francisco; Messrs. Sumner
Whitney & Co., Publishers.

This work, which is issued in the neat and
convenient form of a pocket volume, pur-
ports to give the gist of the decisions of the
courts upon the subject of Parties to Actions,
as concisely as is consistent with a full presen-
tation of the points decided, and by arrange-
ment of the subject-matter and index, to
place this information at the  finger-tips” of
the lawyer. Itis a work to be kept at the
elbow of the busy practitioner, rather than
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