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had a strong feeling of resentment against lier husbandI-bliev
in,- that lie had niarried her for lier property, and being in pori-
session of letters affecting his iuanner of lif(e, whîch wvould ex-
plini lier determined course. ... There was nio hialluiein-
ation in lier inid-th-ere was a substantial founidatioin for- bier

atîtd-adwie have 'oniy the husband s side of the case
iii the oral evidence, butwe have the wifc's writtten deularatioei
ghewýIig a very differeut picture of the domegtic relationis.

IHowever, we do flot stop at this point. The wi fe did flot die
till Junle, 19J13. The will of 1910 was Ieft \wxth Mr. Loftus.
accomipaniied byv theie sdeelaration writteni out bY a friend,
Mr. Watkins, nt lier dietation, in which she et forth bier
reasoila for disposinig of lier estate otherwise thani to her hus-

ba>.The reajsoiia shie gives are lucitlly expresývd and to lier
appeared Sifflicient to justify lier positÎin; and, wlitever opin-
ions mai.y be, entertained as to lier 11an11ifestaimon of' fe il
cannot lie said that lier conduct wus without sense, or withouit

Over two years, afterwards she fell sielk of' the ailinent of
whielh she diedi, and, when at the hospital, senit for Mr- Lewis
mnd asked about the( will. 11-e obtaîined( it frorn Mr. Loftlis and
b)rolit it ta the hospital. 1 quoteý againi from the judgxn'lenlt
below: "Ile lianided it te lier, and ishe ruad it over, anid thren)
asked if lier liusband 'would get anything out of' that, and asked
if, by resov of' lis havin-g put labour and inaterial that b.-
ioniged to lier into tire building, lie wa.s entitled to any: thing, and
subsequenitly -qaid: 'Now, 1 want you alao to b)e put Ili witli Mr-.
Lioftuaq.' - MNr. Lewis rfsdto chiange the will.

This ag;in ppar to bue suiffiient vidence to siýtin ihe
will. After an initerval of two yersad ovur, she calîs for bier
will, redd it over, asks initelligenit qetosabout if, and rteeag-
nisea that Mlr. Loftus is sole bwieniiry. The aet is that of air
intelligenit perocosidering the framie of the wvill 11uade two
years before, andif fflirming it to be thc proper expression of lier
will as ta thedipoa of lier property alter lier dea.th.

The leajrnedý( Judge ppidthe equitabie anid prprdoctrine
that ail dealingps bnlween solicÎtor e~nd clienit are to lie viewed
witli suspicion aiud areý void if obtineid by unduehi influence,
and lie coneludes, wvitliut fiinding that thiere lias heen suchl influ-
once, thaýt ile solieitor iî not to benefit at the eýxpense of th<se
to whom she ouglit lii ail justice to give lier property, and tbmag
alhe shouild justly haveý. given it to lier hutsbanld. There is the.
error. It la niot a que.stion of whait la just to lie donc as between
husband aud wife. It is a question oa whiat Lt wifi, tliouglit


