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the way ,o him to take possession. ^ "^^
QrvTM.

Of all this it appears thai George Graves wli«r»ever he™ living, k„ew „„.u J^^^ ZTJiulheref«„ „,ear that if he had returned to Canadl whUe bejoement was ponding, or had otherwise become aw e

d , f
" "'Vr 'u"

''"" """^ "f •"» '™». he might ha,ed.sela,med the whole prooeeding, and refu ed tofanotbn

t L It '""' " °" ''°"''' ">"" le "-»' have doneTfhe had known what we now see, and what is no" veryI^ ly he eould have been ignorant of, that he had „

k his lif! Z'° "^ ''"''. '™™^ >"' grandfather hS
wl t'T^- T"^"^ " ""y '" "^ohange for otherlands, wh,ehh,s family had enjoyed till theP sold themThere .s no doubt that this plaintiff could have refusedto pay any p„r„„„ of ,h, „„,j, ^^ ejectment thathad been brought in his name, without his au h rS^'though I take .t to be equally clear that if, while the

2' """'
oeed,ngs were going on, he had in any man'ner sanotSor acquiesced m them, the case would be different Butso long as he was wholly ignorant of what hadl-eu doneand had .„ no manner deprived himself of the rLht t

'

tmt .t all as unauthorised, S„m
rf- ITenJersntllthink, as clear a nght to decline going on further with

and at their own risk as to costs.
'

As soon as they discovered either that this plaintiffae<^ge Grave, was never seised of the land,
"

there was reason on legal principles to presume tha b.was no longer living, they were a. liberty, I Zkeibtfor such reason, or indeed without any reason .'„ 1
tlTlj:,

^"O if a" we knew o'f theXt^that they had done so, and had commenced another snUat the instance of any one whom th»v v ,1 , l.,
owner,then there .Jm have beenZ pttencet-lor
u.g .pon a fiduciary relation ase.istinTheT;e« Iht


