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Wilson,FischerJean at the time of her 11,1977,death on December
Fitzwilliam, Hampshire.was a resident of New pur-The document

porting probateto will 13,1977.be her was filed for on December It
bywas attested two and executed inwitnesses the Hamp-State of New

legatees purportedshire. The sole under this will are the Smith Col-
lege andAlumnae Fund two churches.

Roger Cole,H. and R. decedent,Cole David the first cousins of the
onlyare the heirs at law and are entitled to the if purportedestate the

They seasonably objectedwill is invalid. to the pur-allowance of the
grounds statute,ported complywill on that it does not with thethe RSA

551:2, requireswhich a bythat will be subscribed three or more
credible witnesses.

27,1978, hearinga was in CountyOn June held the Cheshire Probate
purportedto ifCourt determine the will should probate.be admitted to

Following hearing,the purportedthe court ruled that the will could
probatenot be admitted to and that the estate was to be administered

exceptionson an protestingintestate basis. The theof charities were
reserved and transferred thisto court.

legateesThe under the will departask us to holdingfrom the
Estate, 417,of In re Amor 99 112N.H. A.2d (1955), affirming665 the

validity statutory requirement,of our three-witness TheyRSA 551:2.
Hampshire onlythatassert New is one of four requireStates that three

subscribing argumentinstead of two legisla­witnesses. That is for the
ture, governmentalappropriate bodywhich is the to modifyamend or

appropriate.the statute as it deems

Exceptions overruled.
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by orally, plaintiff.Portsmouth, and for thebriefGraper, ofGlen E.

P.A., (Peter orally), for theof Exeter F. KearnsCollianderKearns &
defendant.

OpinionMemorandum

trial court’s ordercase is whether thedivorcein thisraisedThe issue
alimony beshould set aside.property andregarding ofdivision

by27,1973, and were divorcedonmarried Marchparties wereThe
stocks,11,1978. a and allto condominiumTitledecree dated October

plaintiff were decreed to him. Allofin nameand the like thebonds
toof defendant were decreedstocks, bonds, in the namelikeand the

money$600,pay defendant which wasordered towasher. Plaintiff
by plaintiff. Support andwrittenby checksdeposited her to cover

alimony specifically denied.were
Master,of therecommendationon thewas enteredThe decree

transcript,hearing a andwithoutEsq., aafterHenry SullivanP.
Bean,by J.exceptions were transferreddefendant’s

saycase, itscannot that the court abusedin wea record thisWithout
Mahon,alimony. McCradyawarding support v.orin notdiscretion

(1979);Hunneyman247, Hunneyman,119 v. 118N.H. 400 A.2d 1173
570,Greenglass,Greenglass v.(1978); 118N.H.652, A.2d 147392N.H.

(1978).A.2d 890391

Exceptions overruled.
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