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2? was I was struck,track No. A. That where and it knocked me
Q. engine1. And theover track No. was on track No. A.to 2?

2;It came forward on No. it didn’tYes ... come down on No. at3
say 2Q. youYou it was on track No. yourall. at the time had

Q.Yes,A. You to that, you?sir. swear do A. I Iaccident? do...
”stepped near track No. 3.never

byplaintiffthe bound these answers, unnecessarySince is it is to
whether, bound, verdict,if he were not so thedecide could be sus­

Railway,Fraser 84 N. H. 107, 111;See v. v. Lapointe,tained. Noel
166; O’Malley McGillan,162, 186, 188;v. 86 N. H. Bridgham86 N. H.

103,H. 107.Effingham,87 N.v.

Judgment thefor defendant.
All concurred.

Hillsborough, f
2, 1936.June

MotoristsAmerican Insurance Co.
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plaintiff.(Mr. orally),Tobin for theDevine & Tobin

(Mr. orally), forThomas and Neil Tolman Leonard theJ. Leonard
defendants.

question by superiorBranch, AlthoughJ. the thetransferred
specific onlyform and tocourt is in restricted has reference thestated

“bodily injuries,” apparent intent tomeaning of the term the was
question Kopka,claim of thetransfer the whether the defendant John

coverage policy.Sr. within the of the The has beencomes case
argued assumptionuponand the that this was its trueconsidered

hardly admits ofpurpose.intent and The answer doubt.
ageKopka,If Jr. been of and had incurred theJohn had himself

right toexpenses suit,ofwhich constitute the basis his father’s his
againstin Moul-claim his suit the defendantreimbursement therefor

expense andunquestioned. hospitalton been The ofwould have
regarded necessaryhave asmedical treatment would been a incident

bodily injuries. paymentof his The fact for such treatmentthat
changedid abywas or assumed his not its character asmade father

necessary bodily injuries byconcomitant of the suffered the son.
byplain jury,It to us of thetherefore seems that the verdict the

pay” of“obligateddefendant Moulton became to the amount that
“by liability by law forimposed uponof the himverdict reason

damages bodily injuries accidently... .. .on account of suffered”
by Jr.,Kopka,John “as a result of the use ... of the automobile

policy.indescribed” the
Nelson,the of 228 Mass.plaintiff uponThe relies case v.Williams

191, position.in of Insupport its that case it was held that the196
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ofcompulsory insurance act requiringMassachusetts insurance
against liability pay damages bodilyto to injuriesothers for did not

damage to financial arising“include the resources of the husband
”bodily decision,from a to his wife. This asinjury construed in the

Hudson,Cormier v. 284 231,later case of supportMass. lends no to
argument.plaintiff’s the contrary, ease,the On in the Cormier

ofupon completely analogousa facts presentedstate to that here
policy containinga languageand under identical with that here

involved, expensesinsurer was held hable forthe medical lossand
resulting parents of directlyof to the minor children injuredservices

by negligence of thethe defendant.
which have byThe conclusion we reached is also sustained recent
jurisdictions. Casualtyin other Franklin Co.,decisions v. Ala.225

58; Indemnity 284;v. App.Antichi Co. 126 Cal. Kula v. Insurance
Co., 8 N. J. Misc. 929.

Judgment thefor defendants.
All concurred.

Hillsborough, [
2,June 1936.

Jennie B. Demers v. Esther Flack.


