
131v. Batchelder.N. MaceH.]

Rockingham,
May 3, 1921.

v.J. Mace Robert T. Batchelder.John

by-ageUpon adopted his receivedor intestate estatedeath an child underthe of
S.,gift P.to distributed underhis kindred is beor inheritance from natural

adoption.5,181, as if had been noc. s. there
leaving or or their de-Upon sistersno or brothersdeath of a minor motherthe

1;S., 196, s. LawsP. c.is to his underscendants the father entitled estate
1903, c. 74.

Entry. 1894, theMace, in deviseddiedElizabeth whoofWrit
Loeneranddaughters, Loener Nellie.to her twopremisesdemanded

1914, leavinginT. and died intestatemarried BatchelderRobert
adopted Jabezsurviving Later,her. Nellieson, Jabez,Robert and a

to her.premisesconveyed in the demandedhis interestand Robert
ingave landleaving the1919, by which shein a willdiedNellie

after, age.underto Jabez died soonquestion Jabez.
Robert, Jabez’sisbrother; the defendantplaintiffThe is Nellie’s

is en-plaintiff or the defendantquestion thefather. The whether
ruling,atransferred withoutpremises wasto the demandedtitled
C.by Kivel, J.1920, superiorthe courtterm, offrom the October

plaintiff.Shute,E. for theH. A. & R.

defendant.Gardner, for theScammon &

judgmentto isYoung, to determine who is entitledJ. The test
had no decreeif there beenhave been entitledinquireto who would

5, adoptedif an childS., provides thatadoption, for P. c. 181. s.of
by gift orintestate, leaving property receivedage orunder“dies

kindred, propertysuch shall be dis-from naturalhisinheritance
adoption.”ofas if had been no decreetributed there

bygiven Jabez of his naturalpremises were to oneThe demanded
theyadoption,no of would havekindred, if there had been decreeand
196,S., 1;c. s.at death. P. Lawsin Jabez’svested the defendant

1903, c. 74.
Judgment the defendant.for

All concurred.


