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4. A testator gave instructions to hie attor-
~Ytr prepare 11ie witI, with partitular direc-

tis1 as to hie residuary personal estate. A
will Was drafted ini which the word "lreal"
'WaS iflserted iligtead of Ilpersonal" in the
lesililary clause', by mistake of the attorney,
anid il, that form the wiII wRs signed. Held,
that the alleged mistake could inot be correc-
ted.-.Harter v. Harter, L, R. 3 P. &. D. 11.

5. A testator made a will and codicil refer-
riiig to the will by its date. The name of the
eyecutor appointed in the will was written

the C-Odjii that he had appointed sail person
ýalied i his will hie executor was admissible

eNdnc.I the Goods of S1jkes, L. R. 3

6. A testator executed a will in 1866 and a
COdieil thereto in 1871. In 1871 he executed
"f~ill revoking ail other wills an<I codicile.
'r 18 72'he executed a codicil to the will of

86,concluding, I confirmn the appoint-
'~Itof my son as executor of my 1ii and

tod'ci."~ Held, that the will of 1866 Was
revived, tut not the codicil of 1871.-hI the

~0cSof .Reynolds, L. B. 3 P. & .D. 35.

7.A testator in a fit of delirium tremens
destroye*d his will. The pieces were preserved
and the testator subsequently observed that

lie 'inust have been insane when lie destroyed
th5 ill, and that lie would make another.
fedthat there had been no0 revocation of

8h. vill. -Brunt v. Brunt, L. R. 3 P. & D.

.8. A testator born ini Ireland, but domiciled
lSpain. executed a will in England, and

Mfieral codicils in Spain, and a further codicil
!i e-ngland, confirming said will in whatcver
't did flot clash 'with the codic~i, which was
t' be considered as the testator's last will.
Iteld, that the Mpaiiish codicils were flot re-
Veoked.-hI. the Gooda of De La Saussaye, L.
"R' 3 P. & D. 42.

Se-e APPOINTMENT ; CHARITY ; CLASS;
CONDITION ; ESTOPPEL ; ]EVIDENCE;
LixITATION; PROBÂTE; TRUST; IN,-
DIRECT INFLUENCE ; VESTFD INTEREST.

e abide the, even"-See Cosrs, 2.

.-eeINSÂNITU.
a< 4htiws and Niece. "-See D)EVISE, 1.

.g'77CS"-See INSANITY.
'Pîclly"See DEVISE, 3.

The defendants were a Scotch railway con
"Yhaving no0 part of their railway ih

e nland, but having running powers over ai
nlish railway to Carlisle. A writ wa

4 ý at Carlile on the defendants' bookin
9lerk, Wh. had no0 power beyond that of issu
iIlg tickets to passengers, and who was th
""'y Offilcer -of the defendants in England

'that the writ was not served upon th
%1PanlY.-AfaKert1i v. Crlasgow and South

lccsM?& Railway, L. R. 8 Ex. 149.
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CORRESPONDENCE.

Administration of Justice Act, 1873,
di8cussed.

To THE EDîroit 0F THE CANADA LAw JOURNAL.

SmY-The effect of the Act respecting-
the administration of justice is exciting
observation in legal circles. It seems to
me tlîat one alniost inevitable consequence,
of the increased equitable jurisdiction in
the common law courts given by the Act,
and which. bas been referired to in your
valuable journal, wvill be to senti into those
courts a large amount of additional work.
The temptation will then be very great
to, transfer ail inatters that savour of-
equity to the Court of Chancery, unless,
indeed, there 'be some increase of judges
at Common Law. It ié' becoming more
evident at eèvery Assize (aiid was notably
s0 at the Fali Assizes in Toronto), that
the present judicial strenigth of thé
Q ueen's Bench and Common Pleas le in-
sufficient to overtake the vast develop-
ment of litigation, whieh is the legitimate
resuit of the exceeding prosperity of this
Province.' It is in my opinion nece8sary
to add some niembers to the bench of both
Coînmon Law Cpurts if the fegal business
of the country is to be efficiently dis-
charged. This necessity will be stili more
urgent if the Commion, Law Courts ear-
nestly undertake and endeavour to make
practically beneficial the large equitable
powers entrusted to them by the Act of
lust Session.

Yours, &c.,
BARRISTEP.

To THE EDITOR 01F THE CANADA LAW JOURNAL.

SîR.,-I have read with. interest, some
excellent articles in the Canada LaO
Journal, on the Administration of Justice
Act, 1873. 1 also noticed some tiniely Ob-
servations on the Administration of justice

iin Toronto, in which. prominent notice
ie gi'ren to a suggestion, to have separate

concurrent sittings of the Civil and
Criininal Courts of superior jurisdiction
in Toronto.

e The great objection to, my mind is the
want of a sufficient number of Judgee.
With an adequate number of Judges

there would be no practical difficulty li


