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Gilmanton.Gilford v.

town, a pauperto one asact, not a settlementgiveaseveringAn does
opera-out of thebefore, any oneoftake the casehad one norwho not

3,Julyof oftion the statute 1841.

of Gil-the townforAssumpsit, byfurnishedsupplies
the funeral expensesStevens,ford for one and forLydia

have hertosaidand of aburial allegedLydia, pauper,
settlement in the town of Gilmanton.

shein Gilmanton unlessThe had no settlementpauper
Danielfather, Ste-aderived settlement therein from her
in Gilman-vens. Said Daniel Stevens had his settlement

a law of this Statein' it under1799,ton, having gained
1795,A. D.December,to the 31st ofpriorpassed day

is nowin whichand resided that of Gilmantonpart
thathe removed into partGilford. Before the 1812year

he removedis whichGilmanton;which still from place
time the townBamstead, he remained at theinto where

of Gilmanton 1812.divided, June,was
the courtease,It was that theif, upon foregoingagreed

a set-shall be of that said Daniel Stevensopinion gained
tlement in of this Stateunder lawGilmanton, passedany

■the 81st D. then1795,since A.December,ofday
theshall the for sumbe rendered forjudgment plaintiffs

for in costs;sued their andwrit, otherwise, judgment
costs.shall be rendered for the defendants for
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v. Gilmanton.Gilford

for theMazelton, plaintiff.

for the defendant.Fogg,

Gilchrist, is anJ. This action to thebrought charge
town of Gilmanton, as the of the settle-placebeing legal
ment of Stevens. Her if such shesettlement,Lydia had,
was derived from her and notfather, otherwise. His set-
tlement tolawsdepended upon prior 1796,passed and,

cannottherefore, be since the statute ofproved July 8,
1841.

The act the town of Gilmanton does not makesevering
casethe an under the act of 1841; norexception, does

the of a town one a settlement who hadsevering give any
onenot before.

theJudgment defendant.for

Thompson.v.Jenkins

general assumpsitAn action of indebitatus liewill to moneyrecover ad-
a hasupon specialvanced contract ■which been rescinded.

rescission,a a is inperformWhether refusal to contract all cases a at the
seeking remedy,election of the his ?party qumre

on an accountAssumpsit, annexed to the writ, on a
and ameruit for countlabor, forquantum general money

received,had and &c.money paid,
It that the had to theappeared plaintiff defend-applied

ant to afurnish him with and thethreshing-machine,
defendant to do so if the would sendagreed plaintiff a

to ahand do of the andpart wood-work, would also fur-
a set ofnish Thewheels. defendant furtherwagon agreed
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