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keep them safe anyway." lic also said, " You wiIl find tlue
key of my trunk in the purse."

The requisites of an effective donatic mortiS causa are
stated in 15 Hais. L. E. 431. It mîust be miade in contemi-
plation of death; tiiere must be delivery to the doîîee of the
subject of the gift; it must be made in circumstances which
,hîew tbat it is to take effeet only if the deatlî of the donor
foih( ws.

Ali these necessary elemîents were present ini this case.
The gift of the key of the trunk of itself constituted a valid
donation of the contents of the trunk (Jones v. Selby (1710>,
IPrec. Chy. 300) apart altogetiier fromn the subsequent de.-
livery of the trunk and whiat was in it to the defendant.

The gift of the bank pass books operates to pass to the
defendant the right to thic monevs represented hy thera.
Brown v. Toronto General Trusts Corp. (1900), 32 0. R.
319. A policy of assurance may also be the subjeet of a
donatio inortis causa: A'mis v. iViti (1863), 33 Béav. 619,
in appeal from, case reported in 1 B. & S. (1861), 109; ap-
proved in Re Beaumnont, [19021 1 Ch. 889, at 893.

I therefore hold the defendant entitled to the moneys iii
bank represented by the î>ass books delivered to her, wifh
accrued interest, and to the inoneys and other property in
the custody of tle, Court, in addition to the contents of the
trunk, the cash received f rom Hales, and the proceeds of bis
salary cheque. She is also entitled to her cosis.

I mnay add that there is ample' corrohoration of the in-
tention of the decased to benefit the defendant. This ap-
pears from the delivery of the trunk and pay cheque, and
fromn other mnaterial facts whiclî appreciably assist me i
cOneluding that the defendant truly states what took place
bctween lier and Hales when lie delivered bis valuables to her.

The evidence of what took place subsequently between
her and Dr. Beenier does not weaken her statement. If slhe
understood-which I doubt--the letter read te her by the
Superintendent, the relative positions of the two would, I
ami satisfled, have prevented-her from objecting to the state-
ments contained in the letter. In any event there was littie
in it to which sTîe could take objectim.

The action is dismissed and thi counterclaim allowed,
iwitlî costs.

StaY of thirty dalys.


