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requirements Law,Because of the of the Financial Responsibility
however, plaintiff coveragethe is boundconcededly to furnish

$5,000.within the limit of Merchants &c.statutory RSA 268:19.
349,Cas. v. Tuttle, 354;Co. 98 N. H. Farm Bureau Co. v.Ins.

Martin, 97 N. H. 202.196,
issueThe of the insureds to is notduty reimburse the company

proceedings objectiondeterminable in these over the of the defend­
rightants, since no claim of presentlya to reimbursement can be

made. Continental Ins. Co. v. Charest, 378,91 N. H. 379. Cf.
Milwaukee Ins. Co. v. Morrill, 239,100 N. H. 243.

Judgment should be entered declaringin favor theof defendants
plaintiffthat the obligatedis theindemnify Sterlingto defendant

against liability personal injuriesfor thebysuffered defendant
Sleeper statutorywithin the $5,000.limit of

Remanded.

All concurred.
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plaintiff.HannaFaulkner, orally),Plaut & Hanna for the{Mr.

Howard B. for the defendant.Lane

Bradley the Surry,Homer S. for town furnished no brief.of

isBlandin, fraud,J. Since there no claim of the first issue
shall consider whether the madewhich we is commissioners a

“gross meaningmistake” thewithin of RSA 234:39 in their de-
publictermination that a need existed for the establishment theof

480; Thompsonroad. Underwood v. H.Bailey, Company,59 N. v.
433,N. H.78 436. Without the itdetailing evidence, appears

there was thetestimony that road be value in fire fighting,would of
that it be thebywould used selectmen in togetting propertythe

purpose assessingfor the it, powerof that the would usecompany
in reachingit lines, personstheir and that wishing getto out

timber on remote from theproperty road would also find it both
convenient and Therenecessary. was substantial evidence that the
proposed only practicalroad thewas route to this section theof
area. In this,addition to the selectmen countyand the commis-
sioners took a which mayview have furnished a partvital theof
evidence. Gelinas v. Portsmouth, 97 248,N. H. 251, and cases

True,cited. there was sharply conflicting thetestimony, but
contradictions weightand the of the evidence were thefor “sole
determination” theof commissioners in the absence of fraud or
gross mistake. Waisman v. Manchester, 96 N. H. 50, 56.

To overturn the commissioners’ findings, it enoughis not that
mightthis court have reached a different result. See Sinkevich v.

Nashua, 97 N. H. 262, 265. Considering the whole,record as a
we cannot say that the commissioners grossmade a mistake in
reaching the publicconclusion that a need or wayoccasion for the
existed. Jones Mason,v. 78 N. 148,H. It149. plain-follows the

exceptiontiff’s to the finding that there was occasion for laying
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Opinionsupra;Manchester,v.Waismanoverruled.isthe roadout
H. 533.N.Justices, 98theof

damages weofthe issueonappealplaintiff’sto theregardIn
findingthewhetherofquestionthe familiarwithare confronted

light theofIn themake.couldpersonreasonableas nowas such
countyandthethat selectmenincluding the factwhole,as arecord

we cannotpremises,disputedthea view ofeach tookcommissioners
there wasthatorunreasonableclearlyfinding wasthat thesay

followsreport. Itof theacceptanceTrial Court’stheerror in
isthe order

Exceptions overruled.

All concurred.
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