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Hobgins, J.A., in a short memorandum, said that he con-
curred in allowing the appeal and dismissing the action, but
adhered to his dissent on the points mentioned in the Doner and
Sierichs cases.

1.ATCHFORD, J., agreed with Hopains, J.A.

Appeal allowed.
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Appeal by the defendant Annie Wilcox from part of the judg-
ment of LATCEFORD, J., 12 O.W.N. 55.

The appeal was heard by Macrarex and Hopoacins, JJ.A.,
SurnerLAND and Kervy, JJ., and FERGUSON, JAL

J. H. Rodd, for the appellant and for the executors of the will
of John R. Goodchild, deceased.

W. N. Tilley, X.C., for the plaintiffs, respondents.

F. D. Dayvis, for the defendants the Western Trusts Company
and James Caldwell. :

FercUsoN, J.A., reading the judgment of the Court, said that
the defendant Annie Wilcox appealed from that part of the judg-
ment of Latchford, J., whereby he declared that the plaintiff
Robert Goodchild had acquired as against his father, John R.
Goodchild, deceased, and all those claiming under him, a posses-
sory title to part of lots 60 and 61 in the 7th concession of the
township of Malden, and that a certain conveyance from John R.
Goodechild, deceased, to his daughter, the defendant Annie Wilcox,
dated the 23rd February, 1915, was invalid, and that a will of the
late John R. Goodchild, dated the 23rd February, 1915, was also
invalid.

The deed and will were attacked on the grounds of mental
incapacity and undue influence. ,



