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ATTRE v. ATTREaE.-VstNoN V. VERNON. [Eng. Rep.

J. Ex. 258, what Pollock, C. B., there saiti does
not appiy to titis case, for there the affitiavit
containiet a description by reference of the attest-
ing witness, andi frarther said that it was true;,
hore there la no reference. 1 therefore think the
affidavit insufficient, andi the mile mnust accord-
ingiy be dischargeti.

SMITH and BXOETT, JJ., conCurTreti.

CHANCERY.

(Reported tnj ALax. GRANT, EsQ., Barrister-at-Law,
Reporter tu the Court.)

ATTRItE v. ATTRUEZ.

Wtli-Construction-Gift of IIaUl the rest."
Gtf t of ',all the Tst," followiag a 1.tst of bequests of sunas

of rooney.

11ed, e aSSr6a ttfte.[19 W. R. 464-Feb. 9, 1871.]

The hulograpli will of Anti Tonnle Attroe,
tiated July 12, 1851;"conte.ined a list of gifla of
sumo of money te divers persons, amiongst whlcti
there appearod a bequest of a ieaeehoid hieuse
ut Torquay, andi coacludeti with tihe words Ilail
the rest to be divided between thse daugliters
of P. T. Attree, son of William Attree, late of
Brighston."

This suit was instituted for the purpose of
Administering thse testator's estate, andi thse ques-
tion was whetber certain real estate te which

lise was entitleti passed by the gift of "'ail thse
rest."

Jessel, Q. C., andi Fresren, for thse dauglitersi
of F. T. Attree. -The gift of "1ail the rest" msust
mean "lail the reeýt of my estate." lu Hux8tep
Y. Brooman, 1 lIre. C. C. 437, a gift of "lail 1
am wortis" was heldti 1 paso menu as weil as per-
sonal estate. Bebb Y. .Penoyre, Il Eatis, 160,
whlch will bie relieti upon by counsel for thse
heir-at-iaw, was incorrectly decidod. In Dcsvcn-
,vert v. Coltmait, 12 Sina. b88, where the 'womds
were "«wiatever I may die possessed of," and
lu Wilet v. Wilee, 7 Bing. 664, where thse wordg
were "leverytsing 1 die possseti of," reul
estate was held to paso. Thoy aise referred to
Re Greenwcich IHospital Imprevenient Act, "A
Beav. 458.

Sir R. Baggallay, Q. C., andi Balmer, for thse
beir-at-law.-Tse words "lail the mea4t" are net
sufficientiy large to pass roal estate. Bebti v.
-Penoyre (3up.) bas nover beeni overruleti. In
HFuxstep Y. B,'ooeicn there was no doubt as to the
testator's intention. Thse tiecision of Dcavenport
v. Colimat mmd opon the fact that " possesseti"
,is an apt word te express thse seisin, of real estato,
und in Walce v. Wilee, on thse introdnctomy words
tof tihe will "las touchîng thse worldly property,

Jes8ez repiied.
Feb. 9.-Lord RomiLLr, MUR-I tisink that

"ail thse rest" means "lail the rest of my pro-
perty" and includes thse real estate which be-
ionged te thse testatrix. Lt is as if she wore
giving instrnctions for lier will, anti said that
ehe raeant te beave aIl the rest to a particular
person, meaning everything she isad net disposeti
of, 1 will make a deciaration that thse rosi
estate passed lsy the will.

VataNoo v. VEItoN.

Where proprictors or iiewspapers publisIt an accolant of
and comimente on peading proceedings. they ars guilty
of conterapt ut Court; but a muotton tu, commit thero ut
the instauce of a party to thse suit, whess it can be proved
tisai ii one case tic iad supplted the iatertala witis a
view to au article bemng written, anid, tn the other, tisat
every reparatton possible had beein made, wffl bic refused.

fis W. P. Cisy. 404.]

Thse plaintiff in this suit, John Vernon, a far-
mer, living at Doddenham, claimeti, by rigiet of
descent, certain estatss, known as thse Hanbnry
Hall Estates, which had been in the possession
of thse defentiant, Harry Foiey Vernon anti hie
famiiy, for upwvards of 100 yeiars. He alleged
that hie title was an equitabie one, anti that ho
wag, tiserefore, not barred by lapse of time.
Notice of these proceedinge was talion ln the
local press, and particnlarly iu two papers-
nanseiy, Berrow's Worcester ,Journal, of 'whicii
C. H. l3irbeck was proprietor, anti the Wôrces-
tershire Chronicle, of wieh Knîght wss the pro-
prietor. The plaintiff complaineti that certain
articles containeti unfair commente upon thse
mattere in litigation, calculateti te prejutice the
Conrt, and prevent *witnessçee favourable te loins
frein ceming forward. Ho now moved for the
committai of Messrs. Bimbeck and Knight for
contempt of Court.

The articles referreti te in the argument were
two cf the Worcester Tournal, tiateti the 22nd
anti 29tis of October, 1870, respectively, an'. one
of the Worcesterslsire Clironicle, dateti tise 26th
of October, 1870. The article of thse 29th of
October saiti tisat, without qncstioning thse plain-
oie good faitis, it seemeti te the irriter improb-

abetiat tise îleferslant cesale evssr lie elietrbeti
in the pogsession of the Hanbury tene. Thse
article of tise .96ti commencoti wîth tise irords,
IlIt is commson enongis for people te lie posseeeed
witis thse idea tisai they are rigistful heirs to pro-
perty wviicis helti by some one else, especially
if tisere is any affinity of blooti or identity of
namne. We often have people coming te inquire
about ativerti5ensents for heirs-at-lair ant i nxt
of kin, or of a large estate awaiting a claimant
Isy birthnight or descent. Not uniconssonly the
hallucination ends lu coafirmoti monomýaia, and
tise un3fortunate ,ictim of gaileful fancy, reveiling
lis some esadowy spisere conjured up by bis own
imagination, believes in thse meality cf thse phazi-
toms lie bas peopleti it iritis, and becomes unfittedl
for the duties o!ordinary life." Tse article thon
procetedt to tiecuss tise plaintiff's claime.
*Birbeck'd tiefence iras, that in 1868 thse plain-
tiff anti a Mau nameti Millage, irbos hoe was
employing te colleet evidence, calleti at thse office
anti requesteti thse insertion of a short article on
the plaintiff's dlaim. It was inserteti. lu Oc-
toIser, 1870, Millage, wrli iras clearly acting as
tIse agent of the plaintiff, calleti again avili aâ
print of thse bill, whîcla lie ehoavet te Birisecli,
tisat thse nature osf tise dlaim miglit bie noticed in
the journal. Tise resuit iras tise article of thse
22nd of Octolier. With thîs article the plaintiff
had expresseti himself pleaseti. After the article
of the 29th isat appeareci, and been complaiued
of, ne more articles li appeareet. Tisere had
net been the oiiglitcst wish te injure thse plain-
tiff's cause.

July, 1871.1

Eng. Rep.J
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