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JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TINONTON.
BEDPTwWRE N
larie Rose- Meunier
; Flaintiff
._Bad_
John A. MeDougall end Richerd Secord
and MeDougall & Szcord Limited
De fendants.
STATRIHET 0F DEFENGE.
i The defendants admit the allegations confained in paragraphs

4, 11 and 12 of the nleintiffs gtatement of eleim.

8, The Dafendents admit the ailegaticns in peragraph 2 of the
Plointiff's Statement of €laim with the exception of that part thereof
which states that "sueh serip was thereupon teken possessien of by the
plaintif£'s mother, and the pleintif® has not since had possessien

or cenbtrol of Hhe same", which fthe defendemts de not admite

3. As to paragraph 3 of the pleintiff's Stetement of Claim

the defendants admit thet the serip ecertificate reforred to therein

was obteined by the Defendants MeDougall and Secord snd exchanged,
located and petented as therein menticned but deny thet the plaintiff
hes only recently learned of the obtaining thereof by the Defendants
leDovzall smd Secord, er that it wes obtaired witheut the knowledsme

er suthority of the plsintiff,

4, The defendants @eny the allegations conteined in persgraph

5 of the pleintiff's Jtatement of Cleim and say that the pleintiff

@id sign and exeecute the frensfer or document therein mentiored and Aid
sell and transfer the lands describéd in the Statement of fleim znd a1l

her interest therein fo the Aefendanta MeDougall and Secord and did o

receive the considerstion therefor,
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s The defendente deny the sllesations in meareyranha 1, &, 7,

8,Y9, 10, 13, 14 and 15 of the plaintiff*s Btatement of Claim.

G The defendants HeDouzell and Secord say that in or abont
the month eof Marech, 1909, they relying upon their patent froem the
Grown to the lands in question herein, the Certificate of Title issued
to them thexsfor and the trans?girgg§grred to in narsgreph 4 heveof
sold the eaid lends to the defendents MGDougsll & Becord, Limited,

%e The defendants farther say thet until the filing of the
Gavest veferred to in paragraph 7 of the pleintiff's Statement of
Claim none of the defendants were aware of any advemse cleim fo the
gaid lands and =lthough the defendsnts MeDougall and Secord were not
1igble or hound te pey enything further fic the plaintiff they, in
order to give title to the defendants MeDeugall & Secord, Limited,

to whom they had previously sold the said lands and to setile mny
doubts which might exist, neid to the plaintiff the sum of $500.00 in
gsettlement of sny claim which she might have had or heen induced by
others to meke 4o the seid lands end ohtained from the plaintiff the
Guit claim deed snd Relesse of Caveat referred to in mesragraph 11

of the~n7nintiff'a Statement of Glaim.

8. The Muitclaim deed and REeleess reforred to in the mext nre-
geding paragraph was not obteined by fraud, threata or undue influence
a8 alleged in the pleintiff's Ftetement of (laim but wes made for full
congideration and with fnll knowledge, independent advice end after in-
telligent negotiationm for the price to be paid the said transfer and
relesge Having been read Qy@r_anﬂ interpreted and expleined to hex
before the sipning thersof,

P The defendsnte MeDougall & Secord Limited Turther say that
they sre purchesers for velue of the ssid lands without notice of

eny adverse cleim theretos

L0 The defendants NeDougall & Seeccrd further say theat the plaintiff



in the yeer 1901 s0ld her rights under the serip certifioate mon

i oned

in peragrebh 2 of the Statement of Glaim %o these defendents end gave

them & trangfer uncompleted ir Fform and constituted these defendants

her agents to complete the same when and so seor as the lands we
and the defendants say that even if the plaintiff was under the
of 21 yeors in the year 1901, whioch the defendents do not sdmit,
has gince comirg of eer vatained the consideretion paid her =nd
the said firsrefer and sgroement =snd is astopped from meking env
te the lands in question harein.

11 The defendants further say that even if as alleged
paregraph § of the pleintiff's Statement of 0lzim the nlointife
sign the transfer referred to in pereshaphs 4 end 5 of the seid

end 2ven 1f the plaintiff is entitled to have the quit cleim dee

re locetd
age

ghe
ratified

zlaim

in
did not
claim

d

and relense of eaveot hereinbefore referred to set aside the plaintiff

is nottentitled to the other relief cluimed inr this sction and the

de fendants lMeDougell snd Seeord sre entitled to relyxkrxthiszratienxy

upon their patent from the Crown until the smme is revoked or cancelled

by rroceedings instituted by the Attorney Genarzl for Cansda snd

the defendsnte will ohjeot that the statement of olaim diselosed no

ground of action in law tec found the relief cleimed in clauses 2y 3, 4

and 5 of the prayer therein,

DATED at Bdmeonton, Alberta, this 12th dey of Jenuary, 1911,

‘ond Delivered by Hessrs. Emery, Newell, FoBd, Bolton & lMowunt of

gaid Caty of Edmonton.
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