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duringupon report of arbitrators the term in whicha the-judgment renderedA
subsequentmay term,aand entered as of in orderbe vacatedwas fileddecision

stipulations agreement.may the of the arbitrationconform tothe recordthat
requested, filingeither at the trial or before the of theirare notarbitratorsWhere

rulingsbyreport thereon,and their adecision, the facts found them denialto
specificfindingsreport presentsfor no error ofrecommit their law.a motion toof

questionsfinal allagreed that the decision of arbitrators shall be on ofit isWhere
fact, justice require, law,not as a matter of a recommittaldoes oflaw and

ground might therebyspecific findings,report on the that error be dis-fortheir
any suggestion fraud, mistake,closed, of of or misconduct onin the absence

part.their

entry judgment.an of At the OctoberPetition, to'strike out
court,1911, superior the action was referred to arbitra-term, of the
parties stipulatedin which it was “thatagreement of theby antors

them,arbitrators, majority writingor a of in shallofsaidthe decision
questions arisingof law as well as fact in the caseuponbe final

superiorthem, countybe made to the court for saidand shallbefore
decision,its next term after the rendition of saidRockingham atof

”by saidbe rendered thereon court with costs.shalljudgmentand
term, 1913, court,of the the arbitrators filedDuring the October

town, judgmentin of the defendant and wasreport favortheir
term, 1914,April plaintiffAt the the filed athereon.entered

judgmentthe court to vacate the because it wasrequestingmotion
decision,the next term after the and to recommit therendered atnot

upon groundthereport special findings might therebythat itfor
byhad been made the arbitrators. Neitherappear that errors

specific findings before the decisionhad asked for was ren-party
(Pike, J.) judgmenttheThe court C. vacated rendered atdered.

term, the motion for adenied recommitment of thethe October
in favor of the defendantreport, judgmentand entered as of the

rulings plaintiffJanuary term, exceptedTo these the and1914.
exceptionsa of which was allowed.filed bill

Thompson (both Massachusetts)and & Hale ofHubert C. Wells
Fuller, plaintiff.for theand Arthur 0.

Gardner,Eastman, & for the defendant.Scammon
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Walker, plaintiff’sJ. The claim that judgmentthe byordered
void,the court is because it Aprilwas rendered at the term of the

superior court as of the preceding January term, in order that it
might byappear the record that it was rendered at the next term

filingafter the of the report,arbitrators’ in accordance with the
parties’ agreement,terms of the uponis based the merest technical-

ity and is practicalwithout Weston,merit. Owen 599,v. N. H.63
appear603. It does not that the plaintiff has injusticesuffered

by the order of the court.
requestAs no was made of the reportarbitrators to the eviden­

tiary byfacts found them and their rulings of law thereon, either
hearing trial,at the or or before the filing reportof their in court,

no error of bylaw was committed the incourt denying plain­the
reporttiff’s motion that the be recommitted for purpose.that

Janvrin,Janvrin v. 58 N. 144; PeterboroughH. Wood,R. R. v. 61
418; MoynihanN. H. Brennan, ante,v. In273. view of the terms of

reportthe submission that the should “final upon questionsbe of
as arising case,”law well as fact in the and in anythe absence of

suggestion or fraud, mistake,intimation of or misconduct theon
part arbitrators,of the it apparentis that justice requiredoes not
a report.recommitment of the This is if assumed,true it is in

plaintiff’saccordance with the contention, that the case was sub­
mitted to referees 9-14,under sections chapter 227, Public Statutes.

Exception overruled.
All concurred.
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bequest by againstina trust is invalid reason of the perpetuities,Where rule the
may possible byof the testator be limitingintention effectuated so far as the

beinginduration of the trust to the lives at the twenty-decease of its creator and
yearsone thereafter.

family portraits bequeathedin a will thatA direction in trust shall not be removed
valid, merelythis is and cannot be treatedfrom state as ineffectual because it

impose a forfeiture in thedoes not event of a violation.

Detinue, portraitsfor of Governor Benning Wentworth, Lieu-
Wentworth,Johntenant-Governor and the former’s son. Trans-

rulingaferred without from the April term, 1914, superiorof the
Pike, J., anby agreedC. oncourt statement of facts.


