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and including it in Shunk's. As a matter of f act, taxes
upon it have always been paid by Shunk since lis father
va.s there froma 1855. This slash of 30 acres in ail wvas used
lb' Campbell for pasturing cows in summer, and was resorted
to in winter for firewood, first bv Caipbell in 1S78 (p. 39).
According, bo Slîunk's evidence, 'his people also resorted to
this r) ac(res (part of liîs own land) for tituber and firewood

uhenever it was wanted. Ilpon this evidence, 1 should cou-

clude thiat there was common use made of the plan, and that
there vas a tacit understanding and permission, as between
the co-owner5, so, to use it as occasion ýrequired. The general
tenour of the evidence fails to shew any adverse or exclusive '

or expuiive ccupation by Campbell during those early years.
The testimonY is mneagre and unsatisfactory front the neces-
mny failure of memory and front the very fact that affaira"

we-re, marked ly no salient act of aggrcssion on Campbell's k
part which would have aroused Shunk. There are few'

laindinarks fromn whieh or as to wieh the two witncsses who
alone know about it, can speak. One of the landmarks is by
CamipbelI, that he Ieased from bis father in 1882 hîs place of
15O acres--but these 5 acres werc not included ln the lease,
and the son (the witness) went away to the North-West in
January, 1888, and did not return tilÎ 1894. The first change

oftser in regard to the big slash of 30 acres was before 1886,
and it bi-gan bY Camnpbell clearing it up by degrees on his
ovn land front thie Ilollinigsliend sinali lot along the fine of

diiio etween the parties' lots, and putting up a fence as

the clearing went on. This fencing approxinîatcly marked
th. bowl.ùry* between the two, and was carried on 40 or 60
"Rod froin the cocsinroad, and to within about 12 rods

fromn the northi-wetst corner of the 5 acres. Campbell broke

tir gomie 5 acres of the new cleared land in 1886, and IIow

aJx>ut 1,1 ac-res of it is encloscd with a fcnce. This was put
up {jiuit as thev oid brush fence) by Catipbeli to protcct the
aewly cultivable land from, the cattie out pasturing.

Casmpbell Pays there was a dispute about the ownership
df thus. F) acres and about the right line between his father
and Bhunk in 18931, whén lie was away. Lawyers were caiied
in, and there was a compromise, and there was a line to he

rin between themn. This was apparently the rcsult of the

fint collision betweea tue co-owners in 1892 wlien Shunk sold
alJ the large pine tree, on the 5 acres to, Thompson, who cnt
and drew off the loga and paid Shunk for theni. Shunk says
thât Camupbell eut a pille tree on the 5 acres about 20 years


