
534 v.PEARSON RAILROAD. [Merrimack,

in the of the and is notmeaning abolished. Districtsproviso,
•laws, orunder theirorganized which schoolsgeneral special, by

were to the of other own,officers than theirsubjected Supervision
have toceased exist. beThere founded on lawsmay exceptions,

circumstances,or that ;do not come into inconsideration this case
but the rule is based on the distinction between districtsgeneral
that inwere the ofsense lawspecial being by specially indepen-
dent, and officered for the andfully ofsupervision management

schools,their and others that were insubordinate the sense of
to school officers notbeing subject theirsupervision by peculiarly

own. It that school,.orfollows the mere aestablishment of high
schools,of districts,or a unionmere of undergraded orgeneral

law, abolition,did not a district from andspecial that dis-exempt
tricts Portsmouth,under Somersworth,theorganized Newington,

acts,or forms,inConcord their or or under Gen.special general
Laws, 2, 3,86, 87,e. or 16-22,ss. c. ss. theirretain organization,
unless choose to it andabandon unite with the town district.they

Injunction refused.

Carpenter, J., did thenot otherssit: concurred.

& a.Pearson v. Northern Railroad

the inOrdinarily question chancerywhether a shallsupplemental answer
be on beingmotion of of convenientrejected plaintiff,the one pro-

court,becedure, is to determined the trial term the whole in;at but
case,a reviseplain may the decision there made.

1883,term,This is the same atcase decided the June reported
bill,in 62 N. InH. the it was otheroriginal amongalleged,

Railroad,thethat directors of the Concord one of the de-things,
fendants, whomof some directors the Northern andwere also of

had,railroads, defendants,Concord & otherClaremont collusively,
to allow and fraudulent of thosecertain claimsagreed pay corpo-

Railroad;rations the Concord and theagainst plaintiff, prosecuting
the bill for himself and stockholders of thethe latter corporation,

the ofan allowance and theinjunctionsought against payment
case,theclaims. decision of the the North-Since and disposition

ern & railroads filedand Concord Claremont have supplemental
answers, seekand a the Concord Railroad for thedecree against

claims. the trial termand of those At theadjustment payment
to were notmoved the because withinanswersrejectplaintiff they

rule of afterand were made thepractice,any equitable chancery
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denied, and themotionthe case. The wasfinal ofdisposition
plaintiff excepted.

Mitchell, for the plaintiff.Bingham Sf

Claremont rail-and Concord &Foster,W. L. for the Northern
roads.

and theAllen, of convenientThe is oneJ. procedure,question
in the caseanswers wouldof the on thetrial issues supplemental

tothe be Cloughso inconvenient that answers ought rejected.be
isFellows, of conveniencethev. ante 134. questionOrdinarily

case, inBut in this as Cloughthe trial term.to be determined at
Fellows, theso the motion tothe inconvenience is rejectplain,v.

have beenanswers should granted.
sustained.Exceptions

Bingham, JJ., notSmith, Blodgett, Cabhenteb, and did
sit: the concurred.others

MutualA. v. Relief Associa­Sarah Barton Provident
tion.

Betsey T. v. Same.and BartonJames BartonW.

in the ofassociation,the natureWhere of a mutual benefitby-laws
adeath of memberupona life that thecompany, provideinsurance

direction, the themay changethe benefit to membershall be hispaid
of andmembershipcertificatebeneficiary by surrendering procur-his

named.a new one made the thereining payable personto

broken, $2,000to as aThe first case is covenant recover benefit
the G. The isdeath of Barton. secondupon Georgepayable

to therecover same benefit.assumpsit
16, 1881,Facts Barton madeC.agreed. August George appli-

to the for wascation defendants In thismembership. application
“ wife,I wish this to be to Sarahthe benefit paidfollowing: my

form,A wasA. Barton.” certificate of in due issuedmembership,
17, 1881, 1,629,to him contained the fol-numbered whichAugust

“In accordance with the and lawslowing-: provisions governing
$2,000association, nota sum be thesaid will paidexceeding by

benefit,as a due notice of his death and the sur-association upon
hecertificate,render of this to such or asperson may, bypersons

association,on the ofrecord-book of the or on the face this cer-entry
tificate, said sum to indirect be he ispaid, provided good standing


