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John M. Stark and David DudleyF. Dudley orally), for the{Mr.
plaintiff.

Doyle Doyle& Paul DoyleJ. fororally), the defendant.{Mr.

Branch, J. In accordance with the principles which were ex-
amined at length in McCurdy v. Flibotte, 83 N. H. 143, and which

recognizedwere and applied in Herschensohn v. Weisman, 80 N. H.
557 and Lemire v. Pilawski, 77 N. H. 116, exceptionsdefendant’s
must be overruled. The defendant’s answer to questionthe of the

inwitness, either of the forms which were uponfindable the evidence,
clearly imported an admission of speed.excessive It is difficult to
see how this admission could, under the circumstances, have been
separated from the reference to insurance, maybut be,however this
it plainis thethat trial court was not asked to attemptmake the and

generaldefendant’s exceptions are therefore unavailing. McCurdy
v. Flibotte, supra.

Judgment on the verdict.

All concurred.


