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)Rockingham,
)April 2, 1929.

TonyFowler, Adm’x,Ada v. & a.Wicasack

GeorgeR. Scammon Guptill,and Ernest L. plaintiff.for the

Samuel Emery,W. for the defendants.

Branch, only groundJ. The upon which the defendants seek to
sustain the rulingcourt’s is that “a permissivemere use of the land
of anyanother for length of time rightsconfers no of continued
enjoyment,” and plaintiff’s“The wayuse of the alwayshas bybeen
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only for-this conten-Taylor.” The basisofpermissionvirtue of the
Trull,testimony setis the of Adahin the evidencetion to be found

Mary J.findinga thattestimony justifywouldIf thisforth above.
orway a verbal licenseuse the under mereher ofcommencedWalker

findinga thatsupportTaylor, it would alsopermission fromgrant of
upon thegrant right way,a andparola of ofTaylor givetoundertook

have the evidenceplaintiffthe was entitled toamotion for nonsuit
Company,her. v.light favorable to Stevensin the mostconsidered

anin that the use ofthis stateIt is settled law159,N. H. 163.73
grant may beupon parolarighta foundedunder claim ofeasement

grantee by prescription.in the Wellsestablish titleadverse so as to
iss. “No reason193; J.,Tit.Easements,19 55.Parker, N. H. C.v. 74

' inlandbe the owner ofmay not as well claim towhy oneapparent
defecta for somegift,a under deed whichparolunder aspossessionhis

case, par-thein thiswhen,. . and asconveys no title .in execution
inunless consideredmeaning is doubtfullanguage whoseemployties

theircircumstances, questionthe ofall the attendantwithconnection
it,toregardineffect, their mutual claimsunderstanding its orof

supra, 196.Parker,the v.obviously jury.”be left to Wellsshould
upon which the defendantsGerrish, 569,N. H.Taylor v. 59The case of

quoted, and wasin the case lastrely, careful considerationreceived
above. It followsthe rule set forthentirely withto be consistentfound

bar, and thein atordering the caseserred in nonsuitsthat the court
order must be

New trial.

All concurred.


