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LOCKHART v. LOCKHART.
Doed-Action to Set a& de--Improvie eFailUw &Ullement-Co.t,.

Action to set aside a conveyance of ail ber land and goodsin the county of ilaldimand by the plaintiff, then seventv-eight years old, to lier son and his cidren.
W. D. Swayzie, for plaintiff.
S. C. Macdonald, Dunuville, for defendant Norman M.Liockhart.
F. W. Hlarcourt, for infant defendanta.
BOYD, C. :-It -Wa8 not proved that the deed was readover to the plaintiff, and the circumstances aurrounding thetransaction dfisclosed iinprovidence on the plaintiff'a part.Ther'e was no provision for maintenance, or at leaat no writ-ten agreemnent to manifest it, and no security for its perforni-.ance. The hôuse of the aduit defendant was ne home for theplaintiff, and having given away ail lier property shep oughtto be, in a position to enforce greater coinfort in ber old age.The plaintiff's offer to be satisfled with the return of the landsand chattels without any mesne profits appears te bie a prepersolution of the controversy. The defendant hiad mnade neimprovemients worthy of serious consideration. Cneacset aside, and land vested in plaintiff; chattels te be returnedin specie. As the matter wvas in the nature -)e a general set-ýlement of a faxnily controversy, no costs.

DECEMBkR 22ND, 1902.
DIVISIONAL COURT.

GRAINGER v. HAMILTON.
;e4wucto-EvWdence--IeUon Brouglit for Daughtr W'* ft-iie-Chre-rdblt of Witnesge-Roeutoft of Epjdwsoe -7<2Subtantial Mif<carriage.

Appeal hy defendant froim judginent of FERGUSON,,ýnerd pursuant to the findings of the jury in favour of thec
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