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Greenhalge,T.General,C. and FredericTurner, AttorneyGardner
Hampshire.for the State ofAttorneyAssistant General New

Mack M. Mussman for the oftown Bethlehem.

Luigi J. theGastello for Bath.town of

Kenison, presentedC. J. The issue in propercase is thethis
phraseconstruction of the “the in which the child attown resides

the time the order is made” in the bywhich was enactedstatute
1953, 147,Laws c. 1, appearss. and now as RSA 458:18. The

support.statute reads as follows: “Orders for Whenever the
actingcourt, under foregoingthe sections, custodyshall theaward

of childa to the publiccommissioner welfare,of the court shall
make a further requiringorder townthe which the childin resides
at the time the order is made expenseto bear the for the mainten-
ance and care of said child, and the town shall have a right of
action over expensefor such against whoever is legally chargeable
for the child’s support, and the maycourt make orders of reimburse-
ments to town of residence mayas be reasonable just.”and
(Emphasis supplied).

inHistorically statethis aid indigentto the and the needy has
been assumed by (RSAthe town 165:19)or city in which personthe
has “legala settlement” as defined in RSA by164:1 and countythe
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legal settlement.noreceiving hasaidpersonthecases wherein those
legalanddomicilperson’sof aThe determination166:1.RSA

ortownparticularof aconsequent liabilitytheandsettlement
nothaveproblems whichstickypresentedtimes haveatcounty

Hillsborough,Manchester v.dispatch.withalways settledbeen
36;County, 91 N. H.CountyBelknap v. Carroll79;H.100 N.

Milton, 103 N. H. 174.v.Wolfeboro
toan intentindicate458:18 clearlyof RSAprovisionsThe

com-childrensupportfor ofmunicipal liabilityplaceinitially
different basison aof Public Welfaremitted to the Commissioner

aprovidingatstatute aimedThe waspoor generally.reliefthan
method to allowascertainableexpeditious readilyandconvenient,

in whichthe townsupport againstformake an orderthe court to
Barry Carroll,v. 98made.theat the time order wasthe child was

75 N. H.District,District v.Lisbon School290,H. 292-293. SeeN.
objectiveprincipalchildren was anotherPrompt needy324. aid to

relating toinprovision exists the statutesA similarof the statute.
205,c.169:7; 1953,Lawsdelinquent children. RSAneglected and

domicil orreference tobe made withouts. 2. This order could
thedetermine wherenecessary toonlyand it waslegal settlement

made. Whilecustodytime the of wasresiding at the orderchild was
slippery“resides” arethe “residence” andis true that wordsit

that theyevidentmeanings, reasonablyit ishaving manywords
legalsomething than settle-in to mean lesswere used this statute

committed to thethan domicil. The childsomethingment and less
was to receivePublic Welfare under this statuteCommissioner of

the in the child was foundbyand maintenance town whichcare
(Second),not. Restatementwhether it was his domicil or See

1954).(Tent.Laws, 9, ],s. comment Draft No. 2 TheConflict of
protected rightbe the it has aprovidestown can since statute that

against person governmentalof legallyaction the or the subdivision
chargeable support.the 167:45,for child’s RSA 52. The town
paying for the maintenance residingand care of children within its

may protectedborders be further by court order for reimbursement
against the ultimately responsible.town

In presentthe beingcase the children were cared for in the town
of Bath at the time the divorce order was made and presumably
are still there. The Court may make requiring-an order the town
of Bath payto for the care and maintenance of the children and
may make such order for againstreimbursement either the parents
or the oftown theBethlehem facts mayas warrant. To avoid
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againstdirectlythe ordermakecircuity of action the Court could
chargeable forlegallypersons governmentalthe and subdivisions

orderit time thepartiesif are before at thesupportthe child’s all
is made.

the wordCourt advised thatconcluding summaryIn the is
personplacethe where the dwells“resides” in 458:18 meansRSA

(Restatement ofregard (Second), Laws,Conflictwithout to domicil
(Tent. 1954)j );s. comment 2 the order for care9, Draft No. that

againstand the children run the town ofmaintenance of should
againstBath with such order of reimbursement town Bethle-the of

hem others atmay byor as be warranted the facts determined any
subsequent hearing.

Remanded.

All concurred.
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