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Iýe rentai value of the farci, was fromn $125 to $150 a year.
i the yealr 1905, the defendant and his wife wtre at the
tiff's, and thie plaintiff handed to the wife, but flot in the
ind's pgresence, the sum of $410. A year or more later,
anided to lier the further suin of $200; and in the year
she sent to the defendant, through Prost, the further suin

ýO, making in ail the sum of $800, bcing the înoney in <jues-
in thia action.
tie plaintiff was flot indebted tu the defendant, noir was lie
edto ayim Ilýîiupon her bounty. Working their respective
s, they residedl several milel;iapart. As the plaintiff ad-
ýd in years, she doubtesai becamite lie able to manage hier
!bold duities, and ait turnes souglit the assistanice of the de-
Lnt and his A-ife,'who seemu tu have responded to lier wislîies,
ig lier frequent visits and rendering lier vailuaiblessat

These kindly acta appear to have been appreciated b)y
laintiff, whio cainie to regard the defendant as. taking a sîîb-
ial intercat in bier welfare; and ît naiay rea:sonably be as-
d that she reacedî the conclusion thnat it would be more
,àr intereast Io initruat hier money to ai tried( friend and
y connection tliani to keep it in lier own bouse orelwir.
wver were hier intentions in transferrîig lier niocuy to the
idant, no presumiption of law atrises tlîat she intended to
t herseif of bier înioney (everytinglý site owned, xep lier
literest in Ilhe faim, and the echattvl property thevrvoi),
rmake aiia bsoluite gift of it tu the defenidant. Undger the.
msiances of thtis ca'se, the onus is on Iimii to shew that, the
action MIS a1 gift; anid tliat iln.st bet established by prov-
clear aud uiiiistakaible îintention on thec part of the plain-

>0 majjke a gift of rnioney to the deýfendanitt.
1 weighing, the eonflictixag evdlc, i- Ds ot sufficivit thiat
îrt!pondeItranie of evienc îny tuirn theg sente sligbltly iii

ir of a gift. Thie preponderancev ixnust bo sncbl ais to) lv%e
mfalnable roomn for dloubt ws to the don1or's initentions. If
IL, short oif gonig thant far, tbu'ni tlîe contentlion of at -ift
: LAhr v. lonies, 74 N.Y. App. Di%-. 51 ; lin me laut

)y v. Maker, 31 W.R. 578; Morse v. Mestoni, 152 Maiss. 157.
£ Rpr. 916; Talrv. (oriell, 57 Ail. Itepr. 'S10; Sisoin-

y, Roque, Q.R. 23, S.C. Il;-; 11;ll v. Kixubal], -) App. Ca1S.
(<Dut. of Colmmi.) ; Pierce v,. (iiles, 93 Ill. App. 5241; Mairali
ýeti8 48 Ill. App. 74.
n another groulnd, alsO, the onuts W;18, I tinik, oni tue (te
%ut la esïtbish thte gift. The( plitifl was ;a widow oif 7:


