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Johnston, ordinary meaningJ. The of “moneythe words I have”
money possessionis in or on deposit subject bequestto check. “A of

‘money’ prima passes moneysuch as was in possessiontestator’sfacie
at of death, depositthe time his or is on in subjectbank to check.” 3
Page, (lifetime ed.), 974, p.Wills s. 59. A similar ofstatement the
general rule is found in A. L. R.93 515.

In interpretationaccordance with such it was decided in Hancock
v. Lyon, 216, byN. H. phrases,67 that “moneythe on hand” and

remaining“money my decease,”at the testatrix did “moneynot mean
depositedor savingsinvested at interest in a bank at distance,a and

from onlywhich it could be drawn at certain times and under certain
prescribed byconditions the ofrules the bank.”

It is true that a meaningdifferent of the words under consideration
may frequently bybe and is shown the ofcontext bythe will and the
surrounding circumstances. true,Where this is the ofintention the

prevail.testator should In Fowler,Jenkins v. 63 N. H. 244, the court
by my moneysheld that the words “all payingafter my justall debts,”

bequeaththe testator depositsintended to in savings-banka and rail-
road stock. From appearedthe will it that these items were not

givenspecifically and that residuarythere was no clause. It was a
quotedfact that unless the words were construed as the court did
moneythere was insufficient to satisfy bequests.certain
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legatees indisputednot that namedit is thecasepresentIn the
money on depositthe in the Nashuatoare entitled“third”clause

appears bequestfacts it that this couldFrom theCompany.Trust
except this account.fromnot be satisfied

surrounding fromwill or the circumstancesnothing in theisThere
to inthat testatrix meant include thetheinferredit could bewhich

ofproceeds policyof the the lifeI have” the“money pnphrase,
not know of such afound that she didcourt hasDowling. TheRobert

will and at the time of her decease.made herpolicy time sheat the
years death the situationafter her wasFurthermore, not until three

Government;insurer, United States and nottheby theinvestigated
Maryof ofinterest the estate Sullivantheaction wassuchuntil after

onpaidI be the funds“money have” can withgift ofrecognized. The
deposit.

Ky.Spohn,York v.Company 172Insurance NewIn Mutual ofLife
inmoney bank,”I notclause, “what have wasthat the90, it was held

policy.in aa interest life insurancevestedenough to includebroad
Dowling belongof toon the life RobertpolicytheofproceedsThe

or the fifth It isthe fourth clause.eitherKemp underAlice
unnecessary to decide which.

intestacy,of it is topurposeof a beofabsence evidenceIn the
pass byall to will.intended her estate hertestatrixpresumed that the

Lake, N. H. 322.v. 78Clyde

discharged.Case

All concurred.
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