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in the (Jrowu uritil grantedto Peter Williamis, tbxough

whQom the defendant climsb patent, dated 14th August,

The plaintiff daims to have ,acqiiired title bypossessionl

as againat the Crowin, but if this con~tention & lssays that

he as by ten years possion since patent issued acquired
titie as against the defeudant.

The evideuce shews that froim the year 1834 until the
year 1911, the p1aintiff by 1hxuself and others, of whose.

psesionhi s ntitled tothe beef, hveeach s eaocul-
tvated the land ini dispute. No~ one over rsd po t and

no> buildings were ever erected upon it. Tbere isapma vague
ovideuce as to fencing, but thie only fec of #ud'h there is

aiiy proof is a fence runin notel cross the island to
theiloth ide Th curs oftbi fecithe boundary

lin prducd orterl btwen lts46 and 47, and the
fene ws dub.les iitededtoprevenit-erso115 iho used the

eas prtofthe sln from tresasn upon tbe west part.
Th srof the land.was limited to eultivatinig and rpp4

durig te sùmerseason. There la no evidence sliewiug
posessonby anyone oxcept in connection wlth te opera-

tions, so that for at least one hall of each yoar Do one was
in possession. t)urlng the winter seasons truhu h

~w1xoe periçod from 1834, there was at most only constructive,
but no"actual, exclusive, '.continuons, opn or visible and

preeSsors Shrre v Pearso , 14 S.C. .585. The~

laflonrw o rvne rmtkn eAal oss


