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Dess gigned in the presence of the testator.
After the attorney’s ‘death the clerk for the
first time stated and testified that the wit-
Desses did not sign in testator's presence.
The court declined under the circumstances
tf’ et aside the will on the clerk’s recollec-
Yion, alone.— Wrizht v. Rogers, L. R.1 P. &
D. 678,

.2- The deceased wrote on the back of his
¥ill, which was not duly executed, a docu-
Ment hesded “2 codicil.” This document
Wag properly executed, according to the law
of the ccuntry where it was made, but could
ot by that law stand apart from, or establish,
the wijy, Held, that neither will nor codicil
tould be admitted to probate.— Pechell v. Hil-
derley, I, R. 1 P. & D. 678.

3. Decensed at the foot of his Will wrote:
“This my last wiil and testament is hereby
eancelled, and as yet I have made no other,”
Signed this in presence of two witnesses who
8tteated the execution. Administration was
Brauted with the memorandum sannexed —
Goods of Hicks, L. R. 1 P. & D. 623

4. If a testator of soupd mind reads a will
0d then signs it, the presumption that he
Underatood it is conclusive.—A(fer v, Atkinson,

"R 1P, &D. 665.

6. A party gave personalty to his son T.,
Y will, gubject to legacies thereinafter given,
2d then gave legacies to his daughters A. and

He next devised his real estate to T. and
“Ppointed him sole executor, and directed that

* Bhould reside with and be maintained by

* % long as A. should remain unmarried.
0; after living for a time with T., left of her

B accord and resided elsewhere. Held, that

" Wa3 only entitled to be maintained by T.

"Ting his life and while she resided with him,

* being always willing that she should do so.

Uson v. Beil, L. R. 4 Ch. 681.
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The contents for this number are: Life
Assurance ; the City Courts; Exemption of
Private Property on the Ocean; the Land
Question ; the Charters of the City of Lon-
don; the New Bankruptcy Act; Slander;
the Law of Limitation; Trades-Union Legis-
lation ; the Works of George Coode; the
French Bar; Sanitary Law; also the usual
notices of New Books, Events of the Quar-
ter, &c.

A Report oF THE Case oF Tue Queex v.
GurNEY AND ormers 1IN ToE COURT oOF
Queex's Bexcm, witn AN IsTrRODUCTION
coNTAINING A Histoky or THE Case. By
W. C. Finlason, Esq., Barrister-at-Law,
Editor of Crown and Nisi Prius Reports,
&c. London: Stevens & Haynes, 11 Bell
Yard, Temple Bar, 1870,

It is well that a report of this celebrated
trial which has attracted so much attention
should be preserved. The questions raised
were such as may be raised any day in com-
mercial life. The respectability of the accused
and the seriousness of the charge gave to the
case an extraordinary interest. But the more
one reads of it the greater is the surprise that
the mayor of London ever committed the ac-
cused for trial; though it is still a greater
wonder that an intelligent Grand Jury found a
true bill. No fraud was shown from first to
last ; indeed there was not even misrepresenta-
tion. In equity it may be difficult to draw the
line between exaggerated praise and equitable
fraud ; but at law there can be no criminal
raud unless there be misrepresentation or
deceit. There was nothing in the case to
shew the absence of bona fides. On the con-
trary, the conduct of the accused throughout
went to shew entire good faith; there was
scarcely even guspicion. Those who took stock
in the venture and lost were in a hbumour to see
proof of guilt where there was at most sus-
picion. Their number was so great that the
cummercial community of the metropolis was
much convulsed ; and this caused that outside
pressure which is so dangerous to the’fair
administration of justice, and which unpercep-
tibly affected both the committing justiceand
the Grand Jury. Had there becn a responsible -



