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toof the matters be acted on atthe license fees was oneraising
208,24 N.it Baker H.is sufficient. v.the meeting, Shephard,

the act forThe article in the form sub­by212. was prescribed
votersthe of its to the withquestion acceptance (s.mitting 81),

“ andof the w*ords to vote thereto.”the addition pass any relating
inwhich could relation tomatter thetheyAs the only upon pass

act, its was thein addition to feesraisingaccepting provisions,
it, the article the noticesufficient thatby votersprescribed gave

at thatof fees be acted onthe question mightraising meeting.
McIntire, ante, 67.Brackett v. p.

overruled.Exceptions
All concurred.

Belknap,
7, 1904.June

Ex'r,Ashman, v. a.Harriman &
”interpretation will,In a tliethe of word “debts held to have been used to

against estate,designate the unsecured claims the and not in the more
sense ofrestricted “store debts.”

Equity,Bum in of ofthe executor the willby Abbie D. Har-
riman, the advice and direction ofpraying the court. The parties

ininterested the estate theare widower of the testatrix and her
children a answered,three former husband. Allby arequesting

of their indetermination the estate. Trial atrights the Novem-
term, 1903, of Peaslee,ber the court before J.superior

Jewell, Owen for the executor.Veazey,f

Hibbard, J.for Frank Harriman.Beekford f

Plummer,Jewett for the children of the testatrix.f

Bingham, J. The in thiscontroversy case relates to the con-
oí a will thestruction wherein testatrix bequeathed and devised

“husband, into her the words landThefollowing: which I own
in now used or for .Lakeport, bill-boards. .occupied . Also

.. . the reside,stable on the where wepremises hisupon pay-
.the . .the same. .upon Also .ing mortgage . the

and house,use of the front room inoccupancy my situated on
floor, life,the lower his or his residence induring during Laconia.

. . . Also ... all the or stock ofgoods goods in the
him,nowstore he the debts andoccupied by paying upon paying

to ofeach children the sum ofmy five hundred dollars.”
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no for the debts.other ofpaymentwill contained provisionThe
husband,three her former to whombyhad childrentestatrixThe

inestate shares. Her estateequalthe of herresidueshe gave
furniture, an tract ofof household unimprovedsomeconsisted

$800, on her inworth which titlepredecessorinland Lakeport
$500, $2,400homestead worth ona for amortgagehad placed

$500,a for and a stock of goodshad mortgagewhich placedshe
on the and other unsecured$4,000. $600owedShe goods,worth

$1,100.toamountingdebts
ofwill was construed and thecourt thethe superior rightsIn

defined, takes a in theas follows: The widower feethe parties
the asland; fee in barn and so much of home lota theLakeport

line of the of the barn north-the portionof westerlyeasterlylies
house, to the and southerlynortherlyfrom the producederly

andlot; he shall all the debts of the deceasedof the paysides
The the remainder ofeach. children take$500childrenthepay

in shares.estate equalthe
$1,100, andthe indebtedness oftohusband objects payingThe

court inthe erredsuperior construingin this particularthatsays
$600.he ofthat should the store debtsHe concedes paywill.the

in-therefore, is whether the testatrixpresented,The question
the to the indebtednessto husband payher will requirebytended

which she the children should$1,100, or that the gavepropertyof
that amount.bydiminishedbe

allof hertestatrix specificallydisposed propertythe will theBy
and the household furniturehome placeof thethe portionexcept

estate, toof her and which sheresiduemade the gavewhich up
to mort-residue from thefree this liability payTothe children.

that the husband should payshe providedthe home place,ongage
;not hersw;asthe Lakeportupon propertyThe indebtednessit.

of the house-for such a The valueprovision.no necessityhence
is thanit is that it lessnot but probableis given,furniturehold

$1,100. In view of these circumstances andofindebtednessthe
“ debts,”will the husband to thethe requiring payinthe provision

in of theevidence is favor constructionof competentthe weight ”“ were to the 'unsecureddebts usedthe designatewordsthethat
debts,”of andin the sense “the storerestricteddebts, notand

the furniture she haddid not intend to subjecttestatrixthethat
home, of home-and their thefor their portionchildrenthegiven

freed from the that wasshe had uponwhich mortgagestead place ’$1,100.ofof the indebtednessit, the paymentto

overruled.Exception

All concurred.


