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custody guar-child;trusted the of the that she is the naturalwith
and, against grandmother,dian of child as the entitled tothe is its

grandmothercustody control; that anand and the is unsuitable
person. superior onlyIn the court it ruled that the questionwas
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person appointmenttrust; was,for the that if she her should be

appeals be dismissed;confirmed and the and that if she was un-
suitable, appointingthe her bedecree should reversed and the case

probate appointmentremanded to court for the of athe suitable
person, superior authorityas the court was to appointwithout a
guardian uponin the she found unsuitable. It is excep-event was

to rulingstions these that the case is now before us.
• According law, guardianto the the father is thecommon natural
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(State Richardson,trol v. 44272; Libbey,40 N. H. State v. N. H.
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guardianship regardedof the father is as a by law,trust confided
upon the presumption parentthat the ofaffection the for the child
will insure its presumption mayfaithful execution. This be over­
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children,minor equal rights,powers, 1911,with and duties. Laws
104; White,c. Whitev. ante, 26.
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the ofexistence an for her appointmentoccasion removal and the
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authorizingof an the toprobatelish the existence occasion court

guardian,appoint stranger appeara itjurisdictiontake mustand
as as the is for the trust.that mother well father unsuitablethe
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finding per-agrandmother includes that she a suitableguardian is

decree,Thethe father and mother areson and that not.
suitability ofhowever, as concerns the of the mother andso far it

superior court, as aappealed from;the was and thegrandmother,
probate, authority, duty,it its tosupreme of had and wascourt
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Exceptions sustained.

All concurred.
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