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Apea hhe plamntiff froîin the jiudgmen-it of t lÉe Seîiio)r Judge
of te ('ouinty C ourt of the ('ounty of Iatnsdismiising al)
act(in for trespas.,s to a eiueterY lot, aiid tu conîpul 1 ie defundant

tie reinove the body of lier lateisbn froin t ie plot, and to)
restra:in tie defendant froiîî ftirtlertrspsi ou 111e plot.

Thie deferidatt claiiiied to Le t lie owner, of tbL uý uî par.t 4,f
the plot and to have 1 een ini possession t ievure for 15>ve~

The appeal wws huard l>Y (71,171T., l1iDI)>E1L UInx, an(l
KEXLLY, Md.

E. G. Porter, Ix(',for the appellaut.
If. Hl. D)avi s, for the defeiîdant, respondent..

C(A 'rîi» j., ini a writteîî judgîîîent, ,zaid that both the p)liîitif
and, thle dlefendant elainied, title through Williatiî Babrock (now

dcaedwhi( was the brother of the defendant and the nle of
the plaintiff. Thle plaiîntifl' (liiic as, de\iisue ujadex the w i of

~~~Babeo ahok, iii or before 1904, piuehaed thie p)lot for- :$10.
fls sister, flic defendant, bcing tiiex also alout tg) bux a pl1ot ini
die saine cenctery, wvas inforuied by WVilliam aboe thalt shev

nieed not dIo so; thiat lie would give lier flic easlocrn part of flic plot
for thie purpose of the bttrial of herseif and huisbaiid. Teepx
the dufenidant refrained fron ux)trelîasLng a plot. and urease a
mionieint, and, with the consýent and i li u rne arid with
t'il( aýsÎSsance of WHilim 13abrck, preete(t erct it on thel

eatrypart of the plot, where it lîad ever, since rcinained. At
the t1ine of the ereetion, the narnes cf 1he (lefeiliat and lier
liusl»ind \\ere inscrlîbed îîpon the inonuxuenit and su rinîaine'd. l
this wayv the defendant had been in posesion cf tht estrl
po rti1on ocf the pilot e ver since.

Trhe faet of the nlionunîcnt, having euli so crced lc
defendtant with the ,onisent cf Babcock, raised a strongresnp
tion of sonic agreenient or arrangement existing bewen abvoek
and the defendant siifficieîît te, let in oral evidence cf ani agreemenlt

hwenthe par-ties. The agreemnent was fully proven 1)Y file


