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COURT 0FAPw Â~ Nou'NmHERi 19T11, 1912.

NOBLE v. NOBLE.

Limitationi of Acti.rn-Recovery of Land-Possession Evi-
dence of Tenancy-4legistered Discha*rge of Mortgg--
Legal E/l et of--New irStarting-poinit-Peisi.try A ct-Pur-
chasLer (laiming Indr ort g(ig« -9t ranger to Est0at
Obtaining9 Discharge.

Apppal by thje defenidant fromn the judgment of a Divisional
Court reversing, the judgmnent at the trial of Muw0cK, (J.J.Ex.D.
The action wasfbrouglit to recover posse,,son of land in Brant-
ford, and the defence was the Statute of Limitations. The case
is reported in 25 O.L.R. 379, where the facts are set forth.

T hef a pppa w as hea rd byv GAitaOW. MACLARE,' anEnTsd
MÂozé', J.J.A.

X. K. Cowa,, K.C., for the defendant.
W. S.Brewster, K.C., for the plaintiff.

OAi.%wOw, 1.;A.,:-The case inaturally diÎvides, into -two
branches;: the first as to the nature and ternis of the oecupancy
of tbe land by the defendant and her late husband, and the
seeond as to the lega] effect of the registered disclharge of mort-
gage.

Upon the first brandi Mulock, C.J., held that the oeeupancy
began as a tenancy at will, whieh was neyer afterwards inter-
rupted or changed, and that at the end of ten years froin the
eund of the first year of the tenancy the statutory bar against the
plaintiff was complete.


