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he action was tried without a jury at Picton.
‘M Ferguson for the plmnnﬁs

LexNox, J., in a written judgment, said that the deed was

, was living with the defendant Ethelwyn and her co- :
, Charles Wycott, a brother of the grantor, and she

ed to make their house her homo until her death on the

: October, 1919.

“m learned Judge, after a discussion of the evidence, said that

\ as well w1th regard to her ability or mablhty to understand
id appreciate the nature and effect of what she was doing, as
erence to the situation in which she was at the date in
was peculiarly in need of careful, competent, and £170
ent assistance and advice; that she had not competent v 2
pendent professional assistance and advice in the making ‘
e deed in question; and that, if it was an honest transaction
- part, the deed ought not to be allowed to stand. e
s learned Judge said, however, that the evidence, coupled TRy
h all the surrounding circumstances, made it impossible for =
0 escape from the conclusion that one of the purposes of the ) ;
making the deed was to protect herself and the property ;
conveyed by it from liability for the costs of a certain
which was pending. It was possible, but seemgd unprob- sl
it there was some other purpose combined with this in the B
of the grantor, but that made no difference. If the design of ¥
antor in vesting the property in the defendant Ethelwyn g
was fraudulent and contrary to pubhc policy, and the
action was a completed one, she could not in her lifetime have
the assistance of the Court to get it back’; and her personal
sentatives and heirs were in no better position. How could
volunteers, claim a right she had forfeited by oﬂ'endmg "y
thc licy? SRS
nd, if thé execution of the deed was a fraudulet device, it :
- be set aside on the ground of improvidence, or of want
ndmg, or of lack of competent advice and proper

SR Action dismissed without costs.




