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Lild-Deed from Mother to Vaughter-Actîon to-Absenoe of Secrecy-Absence of Undue In/lu-d<en of Proof on Recipient-Necessity of Se par-idependent Evidence-DÎfference in Case Wkere
wcked after Deatk of Donor.

plaintiff from the judgment of BoYD, C., ofini an action by. an, adruinistratrix, to set asideas invalid and as having been obtained by thene inafluence of defendant, etc. At the trial theInissed with costs.

was heard by MULoOKr, 0..E.D., CLTJTE and

'tseon, for the plaintiff.
lereon1, R. C., for the defendant.

-The action was brought to set aside a deed>ruary, 1907,' madle by the late Eleanor Doherty,le 7th Mardi, 1911, to her daughter, the defend-1 w'as attacked chiefly upon the ground that itfIn the 'nother ta the daughter, and that thereýIIt evidenc6 to support it without relying uponughter, whîch could not be looked at for that
Laviin, 27 Gr. 567, which was strongly reliedeis mnade to' the judgment of Lard Romnilly,xliith, 29 Beav. 39>6, where lie is reported as say-EOpinion that in ail these cases you must flot'Int the evidence of the recipient himself. Theestablished by sepa ,rate and independent evi-there «was separate and independent evidencePhold the gift."- Spragge, C., further says thatsi decisi<»n in Delong v. Muinford, 25 Gr. at p.

9 te Walker v. Smnith, it will be seen that this7eenU 80licitor and client, where the testatrix hall'0Pared by the solicitor, by which sie gave lega-'eh ta the solicitor, hi. wife and his son and,he residue ta her sisters, and apporinted the soli-


