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| %licicompany, with the leave of the judge,'
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in . .

h 8 Case where the transferors fraudulently assumed to have a title which they
a enot_ Here the case is somewhat different, as the transferors had undoubtedly
f 8al title which they could confer, and the only question is whether the trans-

Tee ; . '
®¢ IS affected by notice of some collateral equity affecting the legal title.

COMMENTS ON CURRENT ENGLISH DECISIONS.

“NOT AS A LEGAL WILL BUT AS A GUIDE."”

hich a docu-

WiLL—TESTAMENTARY PAPER EXECUTED

F . . :
Mgy, erguson-Davie v. Ferguson-Davie, 15 P-D., 109, 1s a case 1u W
Witht duly executed as, and purporting to e, a will, but which was prefacgd
¢ the words, * This is not meant as @ legal will, but as a guide,” was held in

n .
$2quence of these words to be no will, and probate was refused.

UVxLL
7
\REVOCA’I‘XON BY MARRIAGE—EXECUTION OF POWER OF APPomTMENT-—WILLs AcT (1 VICT. G,

%) s. 18—(R.S.0., c. 109, s. 20)—LIMITED PROBATE.

rlg ¥e Russell, 15 P.D., 111, a testator l}aving a power of aPPointment ox;le_r
b1‘0thln property which, in default of appointment, was to be divided afn'nogg is
sonaler and sisters, executed a will whereby he bequeathgd all the real an p.eli;
hey. cState to which he might be entitled at the time of his death, or over whic
trig 4 power of appointment, to Julia Smith, and appointed her his sole execiul-

Wa € subsequently married her, and died without making any other Wl,l .
wast'he.ld by Butt, J., that so much of the will as was in execution of the }c)lower
Not . tthin the exception of the Wills A'ct', s. 1§ (R.S_.O., c. 109, s. 20), and was
& ®voked by the marriage, and administration with the will annexed was

a .

o“t:ted to the widow, limited to the property over which the testator had a
€ .
T of appointment.

ADMINISTRATION—NO KNOWN RELATIVES OF DECEASED—GRANT TO CREDITOK.

In the goods of Ashley, 15 P.D., 120, & grant of administration ad colligenduimn

Wa
3 . .
g Made to 4 creditor of a deceased person, on an affidavit that deceased had

Rown relatives, and was believed to have died a widow.

ADMINIsTRATroN—CosTs——INDEMNITY AGAINST COSTS—LIQUIDATOR.

.theln *e Blundell, Blundell v. Blundell, 44 Chy.D., 1, wasan administration a(%tion,
Ty, Condyct of which was given to a joint stock company who were creditors.
made an application against a firm of

tain moneys which had been paid them

for . 0TS to compel them to refund cer
was ordered to pay

the?sts' The application was dismissed, and the company Y

Rot T0'’'s costs. The company was afterwarFls wound up by the C0}1rt and couh

Q°st£ay anything. All the costs of the administration had been pald, except :hz

Creg; of the application against the firm, but there remained 1n Court to

th tof the action a sum sufficient to Py either the costs of the company or

thatcosts of the firm in relation to the application. North, J., was of opinion
* ¢ liquidator of the company had the better right to the money in Court;



