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lION. MIL. JUSTICE BRITTON :-It is alleged that the
plaintiff, 'at the time she executed the conveyanee now at-
tacked, was of unsound nmind; that the eonveyance was oh-
tained by undue influence; that the act of giving it was in-
provident, and that she had no independent advice.

The plaintif! is a widow of about 86 years of age. She
was the owner of the bouse ani lot ini Bridgeburg, and also
the owner of another bouse and lot iii Fort Erie, each worth
about $1,001), and slue apparently bas about $2,OOO in înoney
deposited iu a bank. ler husband (lied about 3 years ago,
ami sinee diieu she has been failing ilu healtb, l)oth mnentally
and pbysica]ly.

For somne tilhie prior to the 3Otli Septeniber, last, the
plaintiff res,îded( witb bier brotber llenrY ('lipperton, tbe
uîext friend în tis aetion, and tlheir sister. The plaintiff

i>issed a sînali pin-of somne value to her-and. she becarne
susp)icious of lier sistur. lu a moment of pique, she an-
nouinced bier intenion0i of leav iug, ami going to the house
and home of thew defendan 1; lt, lie being lier Deplîew,. Sbe wcnt,
and aùcording to tîm i ne of the defendant, stated that
she desiredl uim to aecepIt tlie bouse and lot in question in
thisý action. Thr defoindant did not appear v'ery eager to

aceptt flsbuit the p)laintif again and more than once
referredl to it, andý iitinatedl to the defendant that if l'e did
not talke( it pelaslier brother or sister, or both, "they "
would get it away' fromn hîm, or somting to, that effeet.
Timeun-i t1ulenat sent for bifs attorne4.y, one George

Bal~.Mr. Bailey wenit Io (lfiîdant'bils hiouse. The plain-
tif! hidt no titie dveds withli er, but produicedl a tax paper.
Artied wNitm tis Mr. Balywent to the Begistry Office and
procured a corrct desc,>rip)tin. Ife theni prepared the quit
elaîni, and as lie sa 's,- rea(i it over to the plaintiff. It does
imot aplxvar that the plaintif! asked env questions, nor does
it appear theat she asked to have tbe gift limnited to an estate
in reniainder. Probahlv tîmat wvas suggested by defendant,
as, lie desired ho allowv tle jlaintif! tbe use of ili bouse dur-
ing ber life. It is admitted thiat the conveyance was volua-
tary. -Tbe w'ords " Ohie dollar aîîd otiier veluable considera-
tion," unean notbing, as the dollar was not paid, and there
was no "otber aIluable consideration.' Thle defndant does
flot attempt to support tîme transaction in anv otlier way than
that thue plaintiff freeiy and voluntariiy, not influenced in
auy way by the defendant, but acting upon indepenifent
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