BADENACH v. INGLIS. Y17

0%% Plaintify alleges that, at the times the alleged wills were
. “&pm:;’l’ the said Bdgar A. Badenach was not of testamentary

higdg‘ar 4A. Badenach died on or about the 5th February,

BifanOt];doll; about the 28th September, 1910, letters probate were
Y& Surrogate Court to the defendant Annetta Blanche
b, noy Annetta Blanche Inglis, of the last will and
s ie;‘tHWhieh was signed on the 10th June, 1909. :
mxanitya “8ed that the deceased suffered from general paretic
deme, b’e"mIHonly known in the profession as G..P.I. The evi-
: %ht.l‘adieto of experts and laymen, is, as usual in such cases,
Wit 'y and conflicting.
fo the e‘())llt leing any close analysis of the same, I have come
i Ofn Clusion "t the plaintiff has failed to satisfy the
e,untﬁst bet Proof which admittedly lies upon him. The great
the chsib-;v I the different sets of medical witnesses is as to
Oty MUty in thig disease of a period of remission or what is
los Mediog) . - S a lueid interval. :
gy i a1 Witness for the defence, whose experience as an
the Provinf?lt)abl.y greater than that of almost any person in
‘eéta:stl:f.ied that there might exist all the symptoms
Wang of ¢ Or 18 Sal.d to have displayed—difficulty of walk-
;b_ er aODC_entr.atmn, want of control of the sphincter of
F oty ,m;,ld 111118_10113 of grandeur—and still there might be
retnistsi(m W ® & will; that there might be remarkable periods
i dhgg, In t; ¢ Mental irregularities would be quite in
. Moy £ 18 Bta_tement he is strongly corroborated by the
Withoyt " ??clﬁr, of London, England, which was ad-
e Jection, and an extract from which here fol-
e, b
#ytil: e‘ih ;};;J::ld‘ty of a will made by a general paralytic
! ' qu mt}y Make .a t'l 18, 0}" course, well established that a
Me 4. OR in eve ok W.hlch will be upheld by the Court.
at g Wi Wag mry ¢ase is, whether the testator was, at the
as th 2de, of disposing mind; and the mere fact

> i eneral 3
oy oef will than the § general paralysis will no more

nity e oct that he was suffering from any

® Of Qolyc: . '€T€ are general paralytics in whom
di,ﬁg:';gthat at n?lts'lonsg and the confusion of mind, are so
f& e : 2 butlme n the course of the disease are they
Ulormss, R t oo JUCh cages are by n means the rule,
e durip ; onged periods of remittence and

1y, Ow.y, § Which the testator may be without ques-




