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the latter. T1he plaintiffs replied that they
accepted the defendants' offer, and "'now
hand you two copies of conditions of sale
which we have signed ; we will tliank you to
eign same, and returu one of the copies
tous." Held, .that the plaintiffs' acceptance
was only conditional ; bill for specific pier-
formance refused. Crossley v. Maycoclc, L R.
18 Eq. 180.

1. A leaeehold was p ut up for auction with
a condition that the abstract of titie should
begin with an indenture of underlease to B.
from A., and that it should form no objection
to the titie that said indenture was an under.
lease, and that no requisition or inquiry
ehould be made respecting the titie of A. or
his superior landiord, or A.'s right to grant
such underlease. A. had mortgaged the
prenlises previou to eaid underlease. -Held,

à that the purchaser at the anction was îlot
bound to complete the purchase. - Waddel'y.
Wolfe, L. R. 9 Q. B. 515.

WARRANT OF ATrORNEY.-See JUDGMENT, 2.

WÂsTE.-Sec TIMnER.
WÂY.-See EASEMENT; PRINCIPAL AND AGENT,

2.
WILL.

1. A testatrix wrote hier will on a sheet of
paper which contained an attestation clanse
on each page. The teetatrix inserted lier
name in each attestationi clause, and two
witnesses signed at the end of the first page
onlv. It appeared that the witnesses signed
before the testatrîx signed the second page,
but after she signed the firat page. Held,
that the wvill was not properly executed.-In
thLe Goods ojDlkes, L. R. 3 P. & D. 164.

2. A will was written upon ten sheeta of
paper, and nine sheets were signed by the
initiais of the testator and the namnes of three
witnesses, but the tenth sheet wag signed by
the fui namne of the testator and of one
witness only. Held, that the will was not
~pey exctd-hpsv. Hale, L. R. 3

3. A witness attempted to write his name
opposite that of the testator in a will, bit
a tr writing his Christian naine, wus unable
to complete hie signature through weakness.
A second witness signed hie naine. Subie-
quently the teetator again signed hie naine in
presence of said second witnesa and of a
third witness. The second witness traced
his former signature with a dry pen, and the
third witness signed his naome. Held, that
the wilI wau not properly attested by two
witnesses.-In thLe Gtoods of Maddock, L. R.
3 P. & D. 169.

4. A testatrix signed lier will in presence
of a witnies, and after lier signature a second
witnfss entered the room. A person who
had brought said witnesses at the requet of
the deceased, then requested the second wit-
ness to sigu his naine under the signature of
the testatrix. Thereupon both witnesses
signed the will. lleld, that the testatrix had
ack uowlt-dged lier signature in the presence of
said witnesses Ingimsnt v. Ingiesant, L

5. The Court lias no jurisdiction to grant
probate of a will relating wholly to real pro-
perty.-In t/Le Goods of Bootie, L. R. 3 P.

&D. 177.
6. A married woman made a will under a

power in lier marriage settiement, whereby
she apponted aliliher real and personal. estate
tohlerhusband. She made a subsequent will
whereby, after reciting said power. she de-
vised a freehold to E., and bequeathed certain
specifie legacies. She then added, "I1 revoke
ail former wills by me heretofore ruade." The
latter will left certain hoîîsehold furniture
undisposed of. Held, that the former will
was revoked.-In thLe Goods of Rustace, L. R.
3 P. & D. 183.

See LEGÂCY.

WIrNES.-See- WILL.

WORDS.

"At and from. "-Se INSVRANCE, 5.
' At Owaer's Risc. "-Sec CARRIER.

"Rcetraint of Priaes."l-See INSURANCz, 2.

CORRBISPONDENOE.

Reformns in the Court of Chancery.-Re-
hearing8-Cuzmberg.

To TEEN EDIToR 0F TiEE LÂAw JOURNÂL.

SIR,-The law as it now stands coin-
pele a didsatisfied litigant to re-hear the
cause before he can take it Vo the Court
of Appeal. Formerly it was not slo, and
it muet be conceded that.the step taken
Vo cornpel a re..hearing before appeal was
a retrograde one. Lt is feit by the pro-
fession, and I have no doubt by VhO
judges themselves, that there ie a re-
luctance on the part of Vhe Vwo VO

interfere with the decision of Vhe third;
and thus the unsuccesaful suitor, in going
eventually te the Court of AppeIlý
frequently has the decision of Vhree inetead
of one Vo contend againet.

IV je Vo be hoped Vhs objectionablO
provision will be repealed next 5 5 8sjiu
and an option given Vo the party to r&
hear or go Vo Vhs Court of Appeal direct;
and if he should adopt the latter course
there will be a saving of three or morO
months and of great expense. Whers
parties have drifted ijute litigation everY
facility should be afforded witli a vieWf tO
the bringing of Vhs dispute Vo an eiid.
Intere8l reipublice uit 8it finis lilium

In furtherance of the principle 810*
bodied in that maxim, I think it adVW
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