





2., The court charges the jury that the presumption of
title arises in support of a peaceable possession under claim of

title for twenty years or more. i ”7 41{ Jﬁfﬁgi‘jf




3. The court charges the jury that presumption of title
arises in support of a peaceable possession under claim of title
for twenty years or more, and that if you believe {rom the evidence
in trhis case that the plaintiff and those through whom he claims
title te tha.pmparty involved in this suit were in the peaceable
possession of the said property under claim of ownership for %/w‘é -
twenty years or more, and until on, to-wit, the 2'5 = day of d/jﬁjﬁ

M, 1953 , your verdict should be for the ﬁ "’Ef

plaintiff,
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The Court charges the jury that if vou belleve fﬁ the
evidence, and the instructions of the court, that the Plaintlff
has not shown a better title than the Defendant then the Plalntiff
ig not entlitled to recover.
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4. The court charges the jury that if yeu findA%rom qLeY
evidence that the plaintiff, W, V. Phillips, bought the lands in-
velved in this suit from Isreal Milton and Jane Milton, husband
and wife, in the year eof 1@4#, and went into actual possession of
the said lands, claiming them as his own from his sald purchase,
then his adverse possassioﬂ #ould run from that tima; although he
did not receive deeds from the heirs of Isreal Milton and the heirs

~ of Jane Milton until prior to the commencement of this suit in 1953.




5. The court charges the jury that the possession of land

is a fact continuous in its nature, and when once shown to exist,

it will be presumed to continue until or wnless the contrary is -
shown, - o el
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The Court charpges the jury that if\hane Milton was in possession

of the land in this suit, claiming to own i%t, such possession would

carry with it the presumption thabt so long as she contlinued in pogg-

sssion she owned the land, Bubt if you find from the evidence that

Jane Milton abandoned her possession, moved off the land, with no

intention of returning, and the Defendant entered the land under

clalm of right of title, then the presumptlon that Jane Milton ownsd

the land no longer existed, and the presumption would be that tThe

Defendant owned the land from the time of his entry and claim of

ownership.




