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hogattachment and execution and the ofexemptingThe statute from one pork
slaughtered, hogdoes notthe same when from such a in addi-protect process

slaughtered hog.tion of ato the pork

Trespass, andfor thetaking driving plaintiff’saway
the issue,The defendant and apleaded general spe-hog.

one John Holmes recovered athat beforecial plea judgment
theof of the forpeace having jurisdiction cause,a justice

debt,and centsdollars andtwenty two dollars andthree
suit,costs ofcents whichupon execution wastwenty-five

and in theissued, hands of theplaced defendant,regularly
sheriff, virtuewho thereof seized and sold thebya deputy

and madelaw,form of return of thein due writ withhog
his doings.

his states thatin at the time ofreplication,The plaintiff,
“ thedescribed,in the said&c., pleathe wasseizing, hog

his only hog.”
that at the &c.,the defendant time,rejoinsTo which

“ ofwas and the owner of thepossessedthe plaintiff pork
other &c.one slaughtered hog,”of

a demurrerthere was andthis joinder.To

theBurns, for plaintiff.Flint &
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Parker v. Tirrell.

Heywood,Fletcher for the defendant.&

J. The decision of this case dependsWoods, merely
the construction of aupon in the Revised Statutes,clause

ch. enumerates181, 2, which the articles ofamong per-§
sonal from attachment andproperty exempt execution,
“ one and one and the ofhog pig, the samepork when
slaughtered.”

We think the of the statute ismeaning to oneexempt
from andattachment, that thathog thefollowsexemption

chattel when converted into but that itpork; does not ex-
tend to another while theprotect firsthog eitherremains,

or butchered,alive in the hands of the debtor. conse-The
aof different construction of the statute bequences might

from what thesomething very contem-foreign Legislature
in from an amountplated, exempting ofprocess property

sufficient for the debtor’smerely immediate wants. The
decided is,here the one whichonly question is raised theby

doand we not intopleadings, go whetherany inquiry any
a of theor how fragmentlarge protected pork remaining

the will thedebtor,with of theprevent protection statute
to a new acquisition.attachingfrom

Demurrer overruled.

Bailey v. O'Connor.

founded on an the filed anPending in this ac-State, account,an action plaintiff
in an broughtitems actioncontaining one,all the the defen-count except by

judgmentin which a wasjurisdiction,in rendered thedant another upon merits;
■ jurisdictioninjudgmentand thatproceedingthat the constituted no im-held,

asthe action theprosecuting adjudi-here,to his item notrespectspediment
cated upon.


