SALWT LUCIA

TN THE COURT OF APPEAL

CIVIL ABPPEAL NO. B of 1389

BETWEEN:
NELLIA VITALIS 8E 053

- Amppellant
anda
WALLACE DOMINGO SANCHEZ - Tesnondont

Befoure: The Honourable Mr. Justice nishop - Chief Justice (rep iy
The Honourable Mr. Justice Moe
The Honourable Miss Justice Joseph {(Acting)

Appgaranges: 0. Thegdorse for the nppaellant
M. Gordon for the Respondent

1ean:  Jan. 29,
May 28.

gUDGMENT

RISHOP, ©.J. (Acting}

Npllia Vitalis has appesaled against the decision of the
nLand Adjudication Tribunal which uphald the adjudication affionr s
award of 78 acres, 1 rood, 23 perches of land known as hnse Crochon
Estate in the Quarter of Anse La Raye, to Walace Sanchoz with

abhgoluts Title.

The pertinent facts were as follows:

'n 1H49 Louiw Common, then owner of the aAnse Coohon Fatats
oxecuted a Deed of Sale in Favour of the Following 7 persons:
amanda Ephraim, Anne Roge Eloide vitalis, Bortensia Vitalis and
the minors Ulriec Vitalis, Arthur Vitalis, Gustave vitalis and
Angele Zeligvitalis. "his deed was rogistered on the 30th

September 1938.

Gustave Vitalis died intestate around the 23rd Januarv 1917,
teaving as his sole heir-at-law Vitalis Vvitalis, who laterx

disposed of his shaxe.

Betwoean the 16th Dacoember 1938 and 15%th Januvary 1939, at

fhe instance of Vitalis Vitalis, the portion 80f Bnas Cochon

Fastate was surveyved, 5 certified copy of the Plan of Survey was
recorded on the 3rd April 1339, 1t showed the Estate Lo he

79 acres, L roed, 22 perches.

/0n the 13th......
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