aud rough, and that its south side drops off abzuptly to the
shore, neithar of which cemditions is relevant to the Lesve
hare, i.e., what use, if eny, may be wads by theee plaintiffs
of the lot im queatioa,

Disvegavding the parel evidenes of plainciffs
Strumik and VYen nﬂ__r:. comcerning whet Delam told whem

abeut the right of wey, there being ne ssbiguity ia their
éneds (Abney va. Twewhlgy, 3 R.I. 304, 318 (1916)), the
Court holds that by imtent sand in feet Albert Lamgworthy,
in his édsed to Pymn smd Dolsm, granted san essoment of way
over the lot im qnestion appurtensnt to the pavesl sold,
These plainxiffs, as ownexe of subdivided lets in that
parenl, hava the seme xight of way,

And there is me evidemce thet the right wee ever extimguisbed.
pefendant objects that the right of way was
pet appurtamsnt, becsuse it was not comtigueus te the dominant
paxcsl, nor did i have & termimus om it. Thers is a aplit
in suthorities regarxding the need for comtigulty orx terminus,
1t sesms to the Covxk that where intent of the parties (Albext
Langworthy, Dwon and Dolen) wes clear, i.e., sale of a trect

for subdivision, with acesss to the ocean fromt an important



