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1 do flot thiink it necessarv to eniter il,, a îlïquilrv, asý Io
the cireunistances under wlich tilt J';liîniliit ue whii ho
had done or the cause of his reL-Pe 111to tilt Wriug pith. If
he lias the riglit ta repudiate the Ietl, lit Or i ebsul
the motive is iîmaterial.

If this were the case of al gift, theq fii(tththepiiif
was whally innocent anld e,\(,n ,goau f the hîluzw
exercised woîtld bc iiînînaterialý Aï1ihud ~Siîr (h
Dl. 145, and cases there cited. This, is iflt whoflv a, gîfi ti
doubt, the plaintiff was giving tpil utlngt which wc
have held lie was entitled. But nu ont- ciuld 1,v sureo thati
the judgment of a Divisional Courit wotld 1w lii tlîaîseu
and no one cau sav what vicw n appellate Couirt wa i ake
of our deciîin.

The plaintiff was getting nareîn that Iîii>t~t
would ho paid-wbich indoed lie wa, ils certaiti of unde 1
judgnîent if not reversed, lie wvas ohtaiiug freedomkn fromi
the fear that lie miglit hrIol Jiae a vatsof a:1 eea
fui appeal, and, in addition tin e-' h(- hadolîIld 1îlw
assurance, probably enoeai.thaýt thef eh1ild( woui ho
taiken cave of. It would seeýni thait the obje(t of t0w acionC
was largely to procure maintenance for. the ebild iirai le-
ally ail the judgîlcnt corild give, ini wats asîrdta hual
the consideration for his release, waS 4111atilan ible
simple questionis"l the defendant ta o urein-udieil Iby
the fact that, without lus knowledIge and withlout hi- p)ro-
curement, and for a purpose euîtily foreuil gn b hlm, the
plaintif! had been induced to enter ijute fis conîratf by

rîndue spiritual infl-uence ?"
One of the greatoat masters of ouirlhuw,î n ee of isý nost

notod judgments (Mr. Justicýe Briller i lu Maser v. Mfiller, 41
T. IR. 320, 2 Il. BI. 140, 1 Anist. '225, 1 Sm, . C. 76î, nt p).
786 of the last named report) "as "It is a comînon saiurg
ir our law books that f raud vîtiates, everyvtbing. I doi nt
quarrel with flic phrase, or iean in tibe Siilest degrve to
impeach the varions cases wlîichi have been fr)undede( on thef
proof of fraud. But stili wo mnuai ro leet a the pirin-
Ciple . . l alwaYs appliedi ad lieicî.H whlo is
gilt 'y of a fraud shall nover ho peruniiittedg bo aýai1 1llîneif
of it; and, if a contract founded on fraud ho uestoe
tween the parties to that; ûontract, Il agrce thiat, asagit
the person who bas committed the fraud, anîd wbo enjeaiv-
ours te avai] bimoself of il, the colntract shlah hoe 1eonaidoredl as
nuil and void. But thore is no case lu whi aý irdl,.


