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found toshe bealready that canseenif so we haveEven that were
negligent.have been

plain-placed oncan beno reliancefurther claims thatDefendant
onetold eachdefendantwho testified to whattiff’s two witnesses

not bethey do seem towinding becausewindow,theof them about
of law that suchbe as a mattersaidsufficiently positive. It cannot

jury. Infor theweight wasrejected. Itstestimony beshould
apparentlytestimony as to whatof these witnessesofview the

any explanationofgo road,off the absenceto thecaused defendant
getto on toheras to what causedpart of defendanton the the

parkedgo byto the carplenty roomshe had ofshoulder whenthe
cars,orcarpassing theshe travelled aftercars,or the distance

jury readilycouldthestump,thewhich she struckand the force with
driving.innegligentto inattentionaccident was duefind that the

properlywere denied.for verdictThe motions nonsuit and directed

on theJudgment verdict.

All concurred.
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R.George forScammon, plaintiff,the filed no brief.

(ofE. Massachusetts),John defendant,McCormick for the filed
no brief.

Per proceeding statutoryCuriam. authority.The conformed to
287,P. s.L., appearc. 29. No errors of in rulings.law the master’s

exceptionsWith reference to tothe the admission and exclusion of
evidence, the inrule divorce trials that “the hascourt never been
governed by alwaysstrict of or practice,rules evidence and has

discretion,a broad inexercised as the ofwell as admission evidence
respects”as in (Warner Warner,other 137, 138;v. 69 N. H. Car­

penter Carpenter, 440, 455)v. 78 N. H. is properly pro­toextended
petitionsinceedings separatefor maintenance. The master over­

stepped respect.no bounds of discretion in this
The master’s offindings byfact are all sustained the evidence

except in connection with the propertydefendant’s interest in rented
in Lawrence, findingMassachusetts. that mother wasThe his not
living contraryat the of trial to bearingtime the is all the evidence

andthereon, finding propertythe that he has the rents from the is
without supportsubstantial evidence to it. The title ofrecord the
property is in his name andmother’s inference that the rents are not

for support may fairlyavailable her not be made. While the de-
has payment purchasefendant made his mother some towards the of

property pursuance buythe in of option given it,her him to the
dofindings not interest,show the extent of his thewhile erroneous

findings tend to lessen the amount of the interest which the master
shouldfound, found, thoughor had, report-have the defendant not

ing Properit. for plaintiff requiredallowance the consideration of
all resources, bythe defendant’s and as the record theshows, errone-

findings, mayous theythat have andbeen overestimated as it can-
findingsnot told howfarbe the the the allowance,affected amount of

reportthe should be recommitted to the master for reconsideration
of the allowance.

discharged.Case


