
The plaintiff'% evidence, am did 'Mary Blanc, then a girl of S 1
cears. Thounpson merely says that the agreement was made

atL Blanc's bouse, but does 110V give f urther explanation, andl
-does noV deny the evidence of plaintiff, Blhinc, or hiis daugli-
ter. Plaintiff's wife says that shie neyer put her mark to
the agreement, and that she was not present when iV is said
to have been miade. 1 think the agrreemient set up by\
defendant ia not the tr-ue agreement. MeLN eili V. Ilainles, 17î
0. R1. 479, ia not the saine as tbis case. . . .I think thie
.alleged agreemnent ia void, noV voidable, <and] that defendanf.a
~did nlot acquire any rights under it, to the trecs in question;
noir ia there any equity in defendants' fa.vour, certainly none
a,; against eax lier equity of plaintif. . 98 of te Registry
Act cannot help) defendants. 1 do not thiink the agreement

hýl -i innihid nwirnL to R, S. Ô. eh. 25. sec. 17. It ia


