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NOVA SCOTIA.

SUPREME COURT.

Loxarry, I, at Sydney. May YTH, 1909.

ANGLE v. MUSGRAVE.

Land—Title—Crown Grant—Adverse Possession — Evidence
—Will—Rents and Profits—Account.

N. A. McMillan, for plaintiff.
B. Archibald, for defendant.

LoNGrEY, J.:—The plaintiff produces a paper title from
the Crown, through several intervening parties.
L. Grant from Crown to Thomas Montereef, .Tune, 1756.
2. Grant from Crown to Edward Hickey, June, 1786.
3. Deed from Catherine Quinlan, heir of Hickey to An-
drew Sellon, June 20th, 1817.
4. Samuel Sellon to Matthew Bradley, May 21st, 1860.
5. Will Matthew Bradley to George J. Bradley, August
2st, 1888..
6. Will George J. Bradley to plaintiff, April 23rd, 1907.
It is in evidence that Matthew Bradley was exercising
oWnership over the lot of land in dispute, a house property
In Sydney, as late as 1888, when he died. The chain of plain-
tiff’s title i perfect so far as I can see, except that he has
SIMply put in evidence a certified copy of the will of George
- Bradley to plaintiff, executed in Montreal under the hand
and seal of tyo notaries, and certified by the Registrar. I
hink T a able to receive this will under our Evidence Aci.
fl ¢ only question 1 had was whether it should have been
ed and. proved in the Probate Court for Cape Breton County.
¢ € plaintiff contends that this is not necessary in the case
O% Teal estate which descends to the heir.
3 T.he defendant set up adverse possession, but totally failed
:lnfthls. The evidence shews that as late as May 11th, 19Q1,
elendant wag negotiating with George J. Bradley for its
Purchage,
tha;r;l(e facts upon which Musgrave relies in his Qefenw are
With atthew Bradley owned three adjoining lots in Sydney,
Ouses upon them. One Jot he bequeathed to his brother
rge J, Bradley, the one in question, the other to his sister
O&ne, and the third to his other gister, Mrs. Musgrave, wife
efendant, 7, executors of Matthew Bradley’s will were



