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Act. RSASupportReciprocal Enforcement ofthe wife. Uniform
Liability for1959, 271;c. Uniform Civil(supp),ch. Laws546

206;1955, c. RSA(supp), LawsSupport Act, RSA ch. 546-A
H.Echavarria, 101 N.1959, 5;c. v.(supp), State460:23 Laws

part jurisdictionalto be ainHampshire will continue458. New
requirementsupport thisavoiding marital unlesshaven husbandsfor

458:31.eliminated under RSAthe domicile isof wife’s
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plaintiffs.Paul B. Urion brief-and for the(by orally),

(Mr.Beamis & Davis Davis for the defendants.orally),

Lampeón, petitionA to appealJ. for leave will be denied under
appears probateRSA if it that the decree the567:9 of court must

Petition,be affirmed. Rice’s 58 N. H. 200. In such a situation
injusticeit becannot found “that has been thebydone decision

judge” probate requiredof the of as said section 9.by Broderick
v. Smith, 33,92 N. H. 37.

It been jurisdictionhas settled law in this manyfor years that
under 561:1, 6,RSA an aunt takes to the exclusion of cousins.
Dodge v. Lewis, 324;71 N. H. Green Bancroft,v. 75 N. H. 204;
Hoyt’s, Probate Practice, 241; anno. 54 A. L. R. 2d 1009, 1042.
The decree of distribution made by probatethe court is in con-
formity with this principleestablished and the plaintiffs’denial of
petition theby Superior Court proper.was Broderick v. Smith,
supra.

In view of the result reached it is passunnecessary to on the
of thepropriety ruling made theby probate court that certification

of proposedthe question of law pertaining to this issue could not
be made under RSA 547:30 after its decree of distribution was
entered.

Exception overruled.

All concurred.


