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Rockingham,
June, 1895.

Hackett, National Bankv. Leominster a.Assignee, &

previous made three monthsindebtedness,to secure withinstockofpledgeA
201,is S.,void under P. c.insolvency proceedings,ofbeginningof the

/26.s.

in of William H.theEquity, insolvencyby assigneeBill in
of the stock of therecover ten shares capitalto NationalRollins,

Bank and one bond of the Portsmouthand Traders’Mechanics’
■ 14, the Na-1894, LeominsterMayPacts agreed.Company.

Samuel W. suitEmery, broughtitsBank, by attorney,tional
him. To attach-a note endorsed avoidbyRollins onagainst

intoand theRollins enteredestate, Emeryof his followingment
Rollins,H. ten sharesWilliam“Received of Esq.,agreement:

National Mechanics’ and Traders’stock of thethe capitalof
98,and one No. ofPortsmouth, H, bond,N. Ports-ofBank

theBerwick, same to be retained andMe.,ofCo. Southmouth
I ahold negotiable prom-theheld under following agreement:

dated Berwick,said Portsmouth Co. So.note bysignedissory
1893, hundred dollars,for twelve'Me., 80, fifty paya-Dec.

months,H. Rollins in four and en-of Williamto ordertheble
: Now saidand Nahum Harwood Rollinssaid Rollinsdorsed by
andsaid note hastime upon depositedof obtainingis desirous

abovesaid with Samuel W.and Emery, attorneystock bondthe
Leominster, Mass.,of as collateralNat’l Bankfor Leominster

of said which be sued andnote, maythe judg-to secure payment
the H.court,the term of A.at October supremehadment

if atnow executioncounty; upon1894, issuingfor Rockingham
fivesaid shall within saidterm Rollins payOctober dayssaid

theand then aboveinterest, costs, notary’s charges,with.note
but if does sohim,are to be delivered to he notbondandstock

at sale at Underare to be sold once.”same pledgee’sthepay,
thedelivered to stock and theEmeryRollinsthis agreement,

therein, now forwhich holds the Leominsternamed Emerybond
the date of the was in-On RollinsBank. agreementNational

solvent.
1894, in13, filed his andRollins petition insolvency;August

was his ex-appointedthe plaintiff assignee. Anysubsequently
isthe of the waived.to form proceedingsception

for theFrink,H. plaintiff.John 8.

for the defendants.Fmery,8amuelW.
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“AllWallace, J. payments, pledges, mortgages, convey-
timetransfers made within thatances, andsales, [three months]

be to diminish theif held valid wouldof which prop-the eifect
werecreditors . . . which made toto the satisfyavailableerty

shalldebt . . . be void.” 8.,a P.or secure existingpreviously
in its tostatute,The design prevent preferences. 26.201,■c.

the debtor’s assetsan distribution ofand to equalcompel among
his or aforbidscreditors,his exist-satisfying securing previously

of the of thethree monthsdebt within beginning insolvencying
was a Hollins ofThis transaction pledge by theproceedings.

to secure his indebtedness to theand bondbank stock Leomin-
valid, diminishIf held it will theBank.ster National property

creditors of his insolvent estate. Theavailable to the pledge
thethan three months before ofmade less thebeginningbeing

debt,ato secure ispreviously existinginsolvency proceedings,
Leavittterms of the statute. v.void the 64by express Lovering,

H.N. 607.
Decree theplaintiff.for

All concurred.

Rockingham,
June, 1895.

v.Lane, Ap’t.Ex’x, Hill,

producedbecannot does not revoke asubsequentA will which former one
probale unless its contentsfor can be and areoffered ascertained inconsist-

instrument, or it is toent the earlier shown have contained awith clause
of revocation.

will,the of aappeal probate jury,from an issue for theUpon an that the
testator,not the last will of the is ifwas immaterial itwill allowed sub-

question the testator amits the mere whether executed later will than that
and is if topropounded ; improperly questionframed intended submit the

of revocation.
objection, the produced by opposite partyThe that evidence the is not suffi-

favor,incient to warrant a liis is if notverdict taken untilwaived after
has thethe case been submitted to jury.

ofthe due execution a will has been shown and its non-productionWhen
for, of declarations of theaccounted evidence the testator is admissible to

execution, contents,astestimonycorroborate direct to its itsprove es-and
of an probate.tablish the revocation earlier will foroffered

If a executed to beenduly proved possessionwill is have in the testator’s
decease,and bo found at his the presumptioncannot is that ho destroyed

it, revocandi; if it possession,but is not in Msanimo shown the failure to
his no forground presumption.find it after furnishes suchdeath


