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at once to, the L'flotel Dieu hloqptal-afld there, the doctor
-who was acquainted with deceased paid close attention to
hirn during hie short illness. The doctor visited deceased
on the 23rd December, and says that the deceased was on
that day nientally ail right. Hie -saw deceased again on the
following day, alter 9.30 a.m. and before 11.30 a.m. The
deceased at that interview knew the doctor-spoke, said lie
was better but ixnmedatelv his mind began t0 wander. The
doctor is of opinion that the deceased was not at time of
last interview, capable of making a valid disposition of bis
property. Death occurred shortly alter 11.30 on the 24thi
December, 1911. The doctor stated, that, in his opinion
the deeased muav have been competent at 7 a.m. on the day
of bis death. The cîrcumatances attending the making of
the will are--that when the sickness of the testator seemed
likelv, and verv 50011, 10 terminate fatally, one of the sisters
in charg,-e telcphoned to thc defendant Rigney. Mr. Rigney
cannot be said to have been the general solicitor of the co)r-
poration V'Hotel Dieu, nor did it appear that MNr. lligney
was asked for, or that amy lawyer was asked for by deceased.
Rigney went at once. H1e did not know the relatives of de-
ceased-or the names of his friendq--or the value of his
estate.

IZi gney's testimony xvas elear that the decea:sed intel-
ligently gave instructions for the will-these instructions
were takera down ln writing by Iliguey-before lic drew the
will ilseif-then the will was drawn. The wîll was carefully
r'ad oxer to deceased who seeined to fullv uaderstand it.

Thie deceased named his sister-in-law and atle reasons for
leaving ber only interest onl miofly to lie invested. I)eceased
named " Frank Blake,"ý and at first naitied a smaller amount
iii giving instrnietionLý but changed it to the sulm of $500.
So far as appelirs, nothing was said by deeeased as to value
of estate or of what it consi4,,ed. Tt was iu fact a large
estate for a man of the mode of life and habits of deceased.
The decea-sed was not intcrested in charitable work, and

bevond a smail donation on at Ieast one occasion it was not

shewn tlîat bie had given înoney to ehiarities. None of the
relations of deeeased eould reaFonably expeet gifts by will

or otherwise f rom hlm. The comparatively large wealth
of deceased was sîmply the result of accumulations held to
by deeeased until obliged by death to ]et go,-and when
about to give it up, there was apparcntly some iridifference
as to who should get, or who, should manage bis estate.
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