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Doe,anee. To holdingthe extent Doe v. is inconsistent with our
today, herebyit is overruled.

Reversed and remanded.

King, C.J., sit;did not the others concurred.
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OpinionMemorandum

appealThis boundarya disputeinvolves parties,between the who
abutting propertiesown plaintiff,in claimingSeabrook. The that

the upondefendant propertyencroached her when he constructed a
driveway, cut trees topsoil, sought injunctiveand removed relief and
compensatory damages.

view,After trial with a (Mayland Morse, Jr.,the Master Esq.)H.
found that the defendant had plaintiff’sencroached on property.the
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per-bethe defendantthatAccordingly, recommendedmasterthe
interfering plaintiff’s use of thethewithmanently enjoined from

compensatory$2,300 inplaintiff be awardedtheproperty and that
approvedJ.) the(Pappagianis,Superiordamages. CourtAfter the

recommendations, appealed.defendantthemaster’s

andthe master foundappealonly on is whetherissueThe
plaintiff.damages Ourto theproper amount of reviewtheawarded

ofhe erred as a matterfindings whetheris limited tothe master’sof
Robinson, 365,122 N.H.v.discretion. See Gauthierabused hislaw or

arrived at therespect to how he369, 564, (1982). With566444 A.2d
plaintiff, the masterdamages to theto be awardedofamounttotal

stated:
may that thepresented, it be foundthe evidence“From

damage property measuredher realplaintiff tosustained
after thebefore andby in its market valuedifferencethe

essentiallywhichtrespass tree removalanddefendant’s
removed.”the value of the trees socoincides with

appeal,reviewing on this and hav­Upon record before usthe
properties,of thetook a viewing the fact that the masterin mind

supporthim tobeforewas sufficient evidencethat therewe conclude
of law nordamages not err as a matterand that he didhis award of

makingin the award.his discretionabuse

Affirmed.
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