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yea.r from her son, the dlefeudant, but lie refused to, p&ý
a dollar.

I amn unable on the e'irdence te flnd that defendat hwÀ
anything te do with procuring the deed, or that the deed wa
obtained by fraud, or suc.h pressure as the law requirea b.
fore it can bce alled coercion, or that plaintiff did flot under
stand the effect of the doed, or that the deed was improvi
dent. Therefore, 1 think plaintiff must fail.

The cases have ail been gone into, by the King>s Bene]
Divisional Court in Jarvis v. Jarvis, in part reported i,,
9 0. W. R. 903, and it would serve no useful purpose to g
through thern agaîn. That case lias been carried to t
Court of Appeal and stands for judgmeut, and 1 do no
think that the appeal ean turn upon any point material i:
the case now under consideration.

"'0f the wisdom of the act it is, not for mne to judgi
That every mnan "-sud I add every woxan-"ý conmpos mer
tir, and not subj oct to iniproper exercise of influence, mu
judge of for himself :» per Van Koughnet, C., in Cerriga
v. Corrigan, 15 Gr. 341.

The defendant iii this case, as in many other cases, mue
be, left te the court of publie opinion. The condurt of
son who refusýes te contribute a dollar te the support an
confcrt of his aged inether, when lie lias received and eti'
enjoys the benefit of lier self-abnegatien, and t2hat upon thi
excuse that lie tliinks she deeS net need it, is such as foi
tunately seldom cornes Meore the Courts.-and 1 regret the
it la not in my power te do more than to refer to it,

There will bo no co8ts.

- RIDDELL, J. OCToBR 191ru, 1901
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