
111 RU9RIJI v. CLI]I lER.

th~ aii orfriii t1w defendants Lakex iew av enue lots. 0On
Ihr out, tt fnueînelided sve rai othier lots, soîne of thein
btin in ht p~e~ofe the defendants, and the otliers
men inp~~sOnf and culhîxatedI bx a '-\r. N\ righlt. On

the i ie ý tt fn w'as sexvrai foot 0o1 the street. Froîît a
on Faîvîe avenue about 100 foot s.outli of the South-

~v-trI~angl cflot No. 13i, 1 tînd thiat tlie wire fonee angled
,,If il) a1 nort-aýerlv direetion to a point probahl ' sonmewhat
noriih of th boundtarx lhne, htween lot., 13 and 14, and ap-

proimaol~but-ween 20 or 30 feet froin the street, and thon
nin in an eastocrlv direction towards Lakex iew avenue for a

p)art of thei wýa ,as appears by the evidence, 2 or 3 feet north
of te bnndr~fine, thus enclosing sonie part of lot 13, but

no(t the mliol,, part as now enclosed by' the present board
fec.The wire fente whieh, as 1 have already stated, was

of a tmranad irreguhu'ti charactur, woul, perlapsý, along
with the culti' ation which took plate of the land Nwhiichi it
eclosüe, hiave beoýn sufflient, for tlîv pturposes, of the statute,
had n bee nitaîîe l its original position for 10 years,
buit, unotntl for the defendants' contention, 1 amn
(Ahlgige Io tind onl the evidence that the location of the xvire
ft-nce, and therenfore the extent of cultivation, cannot now bo
a(, lra1etl ý aseert ained, and that the board fenee is not on the
originll lino of' th wire fonce, but further norîli. The de-
fendant Abraiaîn If. Clenmmer says that the present fonce is
ii Ille ý.ame position on its north line as t1ie former fonce. 1
ha\e tn diffliilt in finding that hoe isý nîitaken as to this.
1 oflot no hinký the new hoard fonce foll4w'ed the fine of the
wi re feýnte on anv side of the enclosure. On the sonth there
uasno ir fe[çýnteore the preserit board fonce stands; on

th et th board fente is 10 or 12 foot inside the telephone
pbwhichi markedl the w~est fine of the xvire fonce; and on

the. noýrthi the hoartid fente was huilt se as to bc a continuation
of the.rhel boundary fente of the Jlakoview avenue lots.
I hjaVe n liain luatoepting the evidence of the witnesses

Richrd Clo ad Fred. Johanston, tlîat they saw portions of
tuie wi"re fung.e st]Il standing southi of the boardl fonce when
thec b)oardi fen(u was in course of erection and afterwards, and

aIio theiden Of the.se witnesses and Pf Fred. Edgar and
Artbur F ar(aiIl cf tîtese persons boîng near neighbours of
theý defendilnt> 1nd so far as4 it appears ontircly disînteresteil)
thlat the board fue was bulit furtlier north than the old
mire feu(ce hald hotul.


