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sppea.led from, upon a question of fact, wlien
do not turn upon the credibility of any of thi
iipon the proper inference to be drawu from i

The. proper infereuce to be drawn froin
dencee ini this case is, that the testatrix, ai
mnade the wiIl in question, had capacity t. c
extent of lier property and the nature and
plaintiff whom she was excluding from thi
had been a beneliciary under a forwner will.
v. Baker, 3 Mfoore P. C. 290.

I amn satisfied that Rose Taylor ha.d test
city, and 1 so conclude by a consideratio
said axid did sliortIv before and at the time
after, making lier will, as against what i
tbouglit lier condition ouglit to bave been.

The point as to umdue influence was n(
argument was wholly upon the. question o
capaeity.

Clarke, Cowan, Bartlet, & Bartiet, Win
for, plaintiff.

Mturphy', Sale, & O'Connor, Windsor, so,
fenudant.

BRITTON, J.
T111AL.

SLA.VEN v. SLAVEN.
co'st8-W0l--Â tol% to Set a8d4-&SepfU

The plaintiff iýs a son of liza Slaven,w
1-4th Septexuber, 1900, and thia action was
aside lier wilI on the ground of undue infhi
of testanientary capacity.


