sud Integral part therxeof, it would be idle to insist that
# way could not bs sppurtenant vmless contiguous, As be-

tugen conflicting suthorities, the better xrsasoned gsem to
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Befern turning to the axtemt of the use
granted, the Court netes that dafendsnt, at the conelusion

bet

of the trial, waived his clsim of title by edwverse poseession
(Par, Fourth, Anewer), amd bolds that claims of plaintiffy
regarding adverse user have not beem proved. The Qurt
further holds that meither side hes proven dameges, nexr aay
faets which would equitably swpport the avarding of coumeel
foes.

The Ceuxt will teke note of the faet that
in 1924, sutomchbiles were ia common upe. Albdert Lemgwexthy's
grnto!ruudmm"mmaaunmluwmd
all times and for any end all purposes over sed aeress that
eaxrtain strip of lend owned by ma and being sbous one
madrod tnt in vruch * & & (plaintiffs' Exhibic "6,
PP 1-1). !ll Cﬁt bolds the wey granced wes to permit
rrasomeble secess by sutomchbile to the dbeach, for swimning,



