
«IIR0R AKD APPEAL BEPORIS.

not been allowed, .3 he etatea, ta roaj the loller and ISffi!h.dun„.,„ hie p„e,e,ei„„ ,„ p,,„,,„„ „,„„'r;:,^ J!^If here wa, ,,„ later intelligence of l,i,„ „p ,0 Oet be
r ""i™'1850 whenlbe eonveyaneo ,vae -.an.le, tboa ,l,„ p™°,„„' °»~

^:;::driTir;rir:r;;-'^^

fffffi-r:i;rriSrr^h,e land and never had any. This is elear s f r a"regards the lot, 17 and 18 in the first and seeon, o"

brir > . ^
"^''"' "'"*' ""'I'™ "° ""ention of thobroken lot m front of the lots 1 7 and 18. That prlbWarose from the eireumstanco «hieh I have stated hi

the patent in his possession, whieh may have been lvin„

taken as his guide in making tho convevan-. ,!,„
whieh heboid of.be land La eertSer; ,^, 71

'"^'^
only have speeiBed the four full l„,s „„/,u ? T^
fronts may have been added in niaki'::^ Z p^;"

I do not recollect that in the argument before ns an,

r=:r„::titrb£'^:r '^---

Bndge, and the plaintiff's bill so states the ease

Then the case stands thus

:

. ^.
^''^'' "^ Ci°wn granted these 980 acres of l„nj.n Pittsburgh, .0 Captain A,.„, gZ. ^ml

intb.paHshofSorel,in'w°:'c:;„ :::t;;,™
and this laud which Grave, got in exchange, bis'^family,'
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