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Full Court.] RE ESrATL OF JOHN FARQUHARSdN. liMarch 18.
t-1/!1-Proef in so/èein fotrn -saze de/usion- Whi- e/usian establish'ed

b1wden Io sheiv /icid iniervai en- par/y seltig up «-ii-Iiiteirestedi
par/y -Evdence of eorrtibaraton.- ?VI/nesses and Evidence Ac, R. S.,
c. 107, S 17 tu)/ a»Ikabe,
Iii March, 1897, testator mnade a will revoking a prieir will made in

189o, inaterially reducing the bequests niade by the prior wiIl to hiis wife
and son, and giving away large portions or bis estate to collkteral relatives.

The evidence shewed that at the tinie of the niaking of the second will
defendant w~as suffering froni certain insane delusions as to the relations
existing between bis %vife and son, and that the disposition of his estate
made b>' such will was affected by such delusions.

RIeid, that the decree of the Surrogate Judge of Probate, on petition
for proof in solemnn formn, admitting the second wiIl to probate, niust be set
aside, and the will declared inoperative and void.

PCe TOWNSHEND, J., GiRit.Nî, E. J. Con1CUrring The existence of
the delution being established, the burden rested upon the parties setting
up the second wvill to shew that it %vas nmade during îur-id interval.

IIdd, also, that the objection that important testitnony had been given
by the %vire and sort, who %vere interested parties, lost the force that it would
otherwîse have had, wîiere their testiniony %vas corroborated iii aIl essential
particulars by disinterested %vitîîcsses.

.fe/d, also, that the provision of the \Vitnesses and Evidence Act, R.S.
c. 107, s. 17, excludinig parties froni gîving exidence of deabings, transac-
tions, or agreements with the decensed on the trial of an>' issue joined, or
on any iîîquiry arising in any suit, action or othier proceeding in any court
of justice, etc., lias no application ta aniv investigation of this kinid as to
questions af testanientary capacit>'.

C. S. Z&iMQ.C., for appellant. IE. B. A. R//chie. Q.C., for
respondent.

1provtnce of lRcw $rllitlizcli.

SUPREME COURT.

In Equit>', flarker, 3. 1 AwTor~ SAw Co. ?.. NAcHu.

Par/ersi:bAgrem~n- C>stnc/in-Lsse-Conibuian*>zeor se.

By an agreement between plaintiffs and defendant it was pravided that
the defendant, who wvas carrying on the business of inanufacturing %vire
féncing, should furnish machines, i which he had patent rights, for the
purpose of carrying on the business af manuifacturing and selling wire


