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or can a claim a townresponsibility capacity, sustain against
for relief to even where the overseers of thepoor persons,

have to render suchpoor improperly neglected Anysupport.
toauthorities the contrary rest on thesolely pro-particular

of theirvisions statutes in other R. 333,states. 12 Mass.
Mitchell vs. Cornville.

Nonsuit entered.

Peverly Sayles.vs.

The statute necessaryfromexempting apparelattachment the forwearing im-
use, exempts apparel labor,mediate suitable for an extra dayswith suit for of

religious worship, an year.and overcoat at all seasons of the

anThespass, for or surtouttaking outside, and acoat,
dress the thecoat, ofproperty plaintiff.

The defendant the general issue, and filedplead a brief
that he was a ofstatement, constable andDover, as such

atook the on writ of attachment in ofgoods favor the plain-
on which execution wastiff, afterwards recovered, and that

the were andgoods sold theby him, proceeds inapplied
of the execution.paymentpart

The the indefendant facts stated hisproved brief state-
alsoment. It that the had notappeared wornplaintiff or

used either of the coats aforesaid for more athan month be-
fore the defendant took them. There was much evidence

to whatas other the had at the time.clothing plaintiff
only questionThe in the case whetherwas, these coats

were from attachmentexempted under the inclause the
statute for the ease and relief debtors,of poor exempting
“the wearing fornecessary immediate use.”apparel

The court instructed the that thejury statute exempted
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an outside, or great from attachment at allcoat, times and
of the inseasons and that addition to decent andyear; com-

fortable a fullevery day wearing suitable toapparel, suit,
wear or to was fromabroad, meeting, attachment.exempted

The court also the that ifjury,instructed foundthey for
the on the ofthey questionmustplaintiff, not, takedamages,
into consideration the that the of thefact, sale ofproceeds
the coats aforesaid had been to the of anpaymentapplied
execution theagainst plaintiff.

A verdict was returned for the and the defendantplaintiff,
moved afor new on the of thetrial, ground misdirection of
court.

theWoodman,Hale for plaintiff.6f

Christie, for the defendant.

J. ofUpham, the thepassageSince actoriginal for the
ease and relief of debtors, various amendmentspoor have
been made to it from time to time and the; uniform course
of the subject has been tolegislation increaseupon and en-

the relieflarge There is nooriginally granted. reason to
believe that the at timelegislature any designed to agive

and to thenarrow constructionrigid provisions adopted by
a wouldthem. Such construction neither foroperate the

of the or whilebenefit therecreditor, debtor, can be no
the ofdoubt course thislegislation subject wasupon design-

to be for the benefit of both.ed
would aIt be limited constructionvery of the provision

of the thestatute, wearingexempting apparel necessary for
immediate use from which wouldattachment, graduate the
relief the variations ofby the andthermometer, give one

afor another acold,rule for or another for awarm, wet day.
The forwearing necessary immediate useapparel must

be such an amount of necessaryas is toclothing meet the
varying of our climate, and thechanges customary habits
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of theand of the mass Thenecessitiesordinary people.
toilthe individual while about his dailyworn byclothing

buttime, whollythat was for the benecessarybe allmight
suit-when such labor ceased and the clothinginsufficient :

such as theable and for of labor not bedays mightproper
neces-of the would deemcommunitycommon sentiment

use on set for as-and forsary days religiousapartproper
lawsand a common which our;sembling worship privilege,

which deems to all.necessaryto and itall,accord
ais no butovercoat, also, luxury necessitysuitable ;A

a theto be on asrequired hand, againstalways protection
and inclement seasons of our climate. Wefrequent changes

as withinthe instructions of the court fullythen,regard,
in the words ofof statute and that,the therequirements ;

to from attach-the statute is designedthe charge, exempt
“ an oras necessary outside, greatment, wearing apparel,

inand,at all of the addition to;seasons decentcoat, year
a fulland comfortable suit-every-day wearing suit,apparel,

able to wear abroad or to meeting.”
to the raised in the it iscase, quiteAs second clearpoint

ofthat the the thus andapplying property, illegallyproceeds
of anin executiontortiously taken, recoveredpart payment

the in no manner be acan offered as de-against defendant,
fence to this suit.

theJudgment plaintiff.for


