
TESTIMONY IN SUPPORT OF SB332 
AN ACT CONCERNING TIME LIMITS FOR ACQUIRING RIGHTS 

TO PROPERTY THROUGH ADVERSE POSSESSION 

Adverse possession is a principle of law recognized by legislation as well as judicial decisions 
here in Connecticut. To establish title by adverse possession, the party claiming the title must 
oust the record title holder of possession and keep the owner out without interruption for the 
requisite statutory period (now fifteen years). To successfully oust the record owner, the adverse 
user's possession must be an open, visible and exclusive possession under a claim of right with 
the intent to use the property as his or her own and without the consent of the record title holder. 
Boccantuso v. Green, 91 Conn. App. 296 (2005); Woodhouse v. McKee, 90 Conn. App. 662 
(2005). Prescriptive easements, unlike title gained by adverse possession, do not require 
exclusive use by the claimant. Boccanfuso v. Conner, 89 Conn. App. 260; cert. denied 275 
Conn. 905 (2005). 

The proposed change to Conn. Gen. Stat. tj 52-575 increases the statutory period required to 
establish title by adverse possession fiom 15 years to 20 years. To be consistent, CATIC 
supports a similar change for Conn. Gen. Stat. tj 47-37 to increase the period required to 
establish an easement by prescription from 15 years to 20 years. 

Extending the statutory period in both of the statutes will make it slightly easier for the record 
owner to defend his or her title, while making it correspondingly more difficult for a claimant to 
acquire fee title or an easement by adverse use. CATIC supports this change. 

This proposal extends the limitation period by only five years, while maintaining the policies 
underlying adverse possession and prescriptive easements, namely: (1) to promote the effective 
use of property; and (2) to promote stability and certainty in real estate titles. In addition, while 
the time periods required to establish title by adverse use may vary fiom state to state, requiring 
20 years of continuous possession will make Connecticut's law similar to laws now present in 
Maine, New Hampshire and Massachusetts. 

There are also other reasons to amend Conn. Gen. Stat. tj 52-575 and Conn. Gen. Stat. tj 47-37. 
Real property throughout Connecticut is, for the most part, extremely valuable. The loss of even 
a small tract of land in certain parts of the state may now mean a loss of hundreds of thousands 
of dollars. 

At the same time, municipal regulation of development, together with the desire on the part of 
private entities or individuals to maintain open space or forested areas, has increased the number 
of residential areas that include or are surrounded by areas to be left in a natural or unimproved 
state. Surveillance of activity around the property boundaries in these areas may be sporadic or 
inconsistent. 



In conclusion, CATIC supports SB332 to amend Conn. Gen. Stat. $ 52-575, and urges a similar 
change to Conn. Gen. Stat. $47-37. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Jonathan Anderson 
Senior Title Counsel 
CATIC 


