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ICEVflIW 0F CURBENT ENGLIBN CASES.
<hgefltrgd la Ameodaaee with the Oopyvtg-ht Act)>

PEOBATB--AD>UNITIATZO-" -SPEOI OMRUMTANC" - PRO.
»ÂTE AiT, 1857 (20.21 VioT. c. 77), s. 73--(10 EDW. VII.
o. 31, s. 54(2) (OzT.)-Hus&xn A»~ wnm»-MuaR oF
WIPE BF RflUBRND-HJBBAND'B EXECUTOR APPYMO . FOR AD-
MINISTRATION 0F WIWESITATPE-GRANqT TO NICXT OP KIN OP

Re Crippen (1911) P. 108. This was an application by one
of tife next of kin of the murdered wife of the notorious Dr.
Crippen for administration to her estate. The application was
opposed by Ethel Le. Neye, whom the dootor had appointed hi&
sole legatee and executrix. It was coutended on her behalf that
the tonviction of the deceased doctor of the murder of his wife
was res inter alios acta and flot adnisusible evidence of the coin-
mission of the crime in the present proceeding, and that by his
death he had expiated his crime, and that his personal repre.
sentative was entitled to the grant, but Evans, P.P.D., rejected
this claini, and made the grant as asked on the ground that the
facts presented '<special circumstances" within the meaning of
the Probate Act, 1857, s. 73 (10 Edw. VIL. c. 31, s. 54(2) (Ont.)),
justifying his passing over the husband's representative, an(] he
cornes to the conclusion that the alterations in the laws of evi-
dence have prigctically destroyed the basis on which somt of the
cider cases rested, in which it was held that a record of a convic-
tion was inadmissible evidence of the commission of the crime, in
other proceedings ini which the fact had to be proved.

SOLICZTOR.-A<?REEMENT FOP. SV!-RTRTIVR NDERTAXKINQ
-CRRYING ON BUSINEffl OP A BOLICITORt-CoNTRUCTION--
LzýrTmx wRiTTEN OUTSIDE TO PERRON WITIN PRORIBITED iREA
-INJUNCTION.

Wooclbidge v. Bellamll (1911) 1 Ch. 326 was an action by
solieitors against a solicitor to enforce an undertaking flot to
carry on the business of a solicitor within a specified axea. The
breach complained of was the writing of a letter by the defendant
in his character of a solicitor froni London, where he carrîed on
business to a person reuident within the pregoribed area demand-
ing payment of a debt on behaif of a client residing also within


