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tivation or* improveraonts whatever—at least 45,000 acres am
allowed of that kind—stakes were put dowa at the coruer.-i of

iotfl, without residoaod, cultivatiuu or irnpri.iveinenta ; and such
claims are dnliheratoly uUo'A'el by an Or.ler in Gmncil. Mere ia

one with actiiil occupition aud puiissassion— widenood hy resi-

dence, building, fenoiui^, oultivatio'iand improvortumts—»for y«ars»

and haviiiiT tenfold nioi-e Btrongth as a claim ; and it should ia

my opinion, with much greater tbrco of law aud laots 8up[tortiag

it, be allow !h1.

I refer again to the view wliicli, as I understand the precd-

dents in the Depaituient of the- Interior, oaunot bn disputed, that
*' pos-Htsaion " does not merely relor to the actual land it may l>a

on which a house hii3 iu site, or t) the actual laud enclosed with-
in, a fence, or the actual land ploughed and cultivat«d; but to the
" lot." or " tract " on winch the housj is situate, or on which a
portion 13 feucdl, cultivated or iraprv)vel. In this case both
principles apply. L)b 9 was luilt upon, fenced, cultivated and
improved.

JAMES BEATY, Q,C.

Ottawa, 29th April, 1882.


