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used, tomoney,” appears “my property”“Said here mean justas
uponis noto. There other antecedent which itbefore referred

depend. scheme, then, keep moneyto all incan The was the the
1920, except exceptionuntil the No isannuity.bank made as to

legacies. strengthened byview is the that lega-the This fact the
givenare same thecies in the clause with residue. There seems to

gound holdingno that distribution isperiodbe for the not the
They moneyfor allsame beneficiaries. cannot have the until

1920, keeptestator hisbecause the directed trustee to it in bank
provisionuntil that the that of thetime. And distribution residue

nephewsshall be made to and nieces “then living” strengthens
Looking throughview. back willthis the for the time here referred

to, nothing yearbut givesis found the This1920. construction a
all language byrational to the usedmeaning the andtestator seems

anylikely othermore than to be the one he Theintended. execu-
paymentis legaciestor advised ofthat the and distribution of the

postponedremainder untilare 1920.
dischargedCase

All concurred.

)Hillsborough,
5,1912.March

Harrington Railway.v. Manchester Street

Case, bypersonal injuries. jury.for Trial Transferred from
January 1911,term, superior by Mitchell,the of the court J.

At plaintiff’sthe close theof evidence the defendants moved for
a nonsuit the declaration, namely,on one of issues of the the de-

provide place plaintifffendants’ failure to a suitable for the to
alight car,from bearing upontheir and that all the evidence that

beissue stricken from the record. The granted,motion was and
plaintiff excepted.the

Broderick,James A. for the plaintiff.

Burnham, Brown, Warren,Jones & for the defendants.

Bingham, J. It could be from thefound evidence that the
plaintiff’s injury beingdue ground bywas to her thrown to the the
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starting car attempting stepof.the while she was to fromsudden
running-board, running-boardthe or thethe car to fromthe floor of

ground. It could be from the into the also found evidence that
running-boardstepping groundfrom the the her fallto was caused

theby placethe unsuitable character of where she was invited to
startingthealight, or to that cause combined with sudden of the

car.
Exception sustained.

All concurred.

)Hillsborough,
2,April 1912.

v.a., Ex’rs,& & a.Livermore Wells

the of the will of Elizabeth A.Equity,Bill in for construction
by rulingathe court. Transferred withoutLivermore. Trial
term, 1911, superior by Chamberlin,of the courtSeptemberthefrom

J.
“Myisof the will as follows: shares in theThe second clause

Company, Souheganin the NationalHampshire InsuranceNew
government bonds, anyMilford, my shares, andBank of railroad
printed maypropertyevidences or of bebonds or writtenother

paid mayare the remainder bebequestsall dividedand aftersold
my . . . and the children ofamong children of brotherthe

Manning . . .. . . and Laura R. and theirmy sister
I designateas “Herein Mrs.the will is follows:A codicil toheirs.”

my residuary legatee appoint.”so TheE. be andHarriet Wells to
priorholographic undated,and executed on or tobut waswill was

3,The died November 1910.10, 1893. testatrixSeptember
will, inventoryin theto described thepropertyIn addition the

ofCompanyCan and the Americanof the Americandisclosedstock
bonds,coupons fromTelegraph Company, bonds,Telephone and

her,decedent, payableapayable promissoryto note tothechecks
acquired the execution of thehand, subsequentall toand cash on

parties, prayas for instructionsexecutors, interestedwill. The
thepassesenumerated under secondpropertythe lastas to whether

of the will or uuder the codicil.clause


