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remnained iii posses,-sion. The defendant took posýsessioni
and this action resulted.

In the meantime, Bell, under a deed of the north hali
took possession of the south half and hadl been in posse
inany years and had an undoubted possessory title.

On the 14th April, 1914, the representatives of CI,
Carneron conveyed to the defendant the north haEl of 20
deed was i pursuane of an earlier written agreement
1907. Under this, the defendaait took possession of tl
hall of 204, and acquired a possessory titile in 1917.

In 1916 the defendant found out that there ws s
wrong, but did not assert what lie did later. lie ni
desired that his titie to the land of wikh lie ha4 possesi<,
becoroe secure. lHe now clainied two lots, one by posses
the other by virtue of his paper-titie.

The defendant had no kind of moral dlaimi to the landi
the plaintiff had had possession, as when lie bought lie
parcel o! which he took possession p-ointed out to himi
the land which lie was buying, and hoe knew that what
claimed was i the possession of the plaintiff's tenante.

There was sufficient possession on the part of the
to give a possoytitie before the defendant took p(
s against the plaintifs tenant i 1918.

There 8hould bie judgment i thre plaintiff's favour u

The defendant dlaimed relief over against thre represE
o! Carneron anti Curry. That claim failed, for the defenc
not shewn auyv lreadi by theni of their covenant.
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