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Hill, Wells,Stewart& for the plaintiff.
Loomis. forYoung, the defendant.

the court.By The inrejoinder case isthis defective in
isIt immaterialsubstance. the plaintiffwhere resided.

By the laws~of this state a man’s only cow is exempted
attachment,from him reside helet where will.

theJudgment for defendant.
defendant, contended,for the then that as theYoung,

debt,cow plaintiff’shad to the thatpay circum-gone
stance to be in assessingconsidered theought damages.

144;3 N. H. 6 Mass. 20.Rep. Rep.
that,said, in cases,But courtthe certain thealthough

to debt thepay plaintiff,taken the ofhaving gonegoods
in the dam-circumstance was considered assessingthat

a different to beought appliedruleyet they thoughtages,
a man’s onlyThe provision exemptingin this case. cow

for the of poor,was intended relief theattachmentfrom
allas to whichbe construed thegiveto soand ought
cow,; least,the atand the value ofintendedlegislature

in There willbe damages.to givenall casesinought
debtor’sa creditor to histo takeno inducementthen be

last cow.

J. N.versus Aldrich.ParsonsH.

contrarythehave, submission untilpursued thetopresumedareArbitrators
...appears.

it haswhereonly casesinawardof thepublicationtheprovenecessary toIt is
to thebe notifiedshallthat the awardthein submissionstipulatedbeen

parties.
wherecasesinonlyan awardonan actiontonecessary sustainisA demand

request.money onto'payisthe award

Assumpsit submission.parolaundermadean awardon
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PareoB»issue, at Sep-On generalthe trial'of thé cause theupon
v.

term, 1SS2,in the itpleas, ap-tember court of common Aldrich.

evidence, thatin the had certainparties claimspeared
other, hadeach which been reduced toagainst writing,

to submit toand which thethey agreed determination of
met,The arbitratorsthree arbitrators. and having

award,heard the made an inparties, that thewriting,
defendant thewas indebted to in theplaintiff sum of

“ claims,to balance$33,50, demands and be-accounts
them, andtween that Parsons recover of§38,50 balance

accounts, fees,and costs taxed at and arbitrator’s§7,09,
No offered theby plaintiffevidence was to prove$3.”

that thethe arbitrators award to thepublished parties,
or of the to paythat made defendantany demand|was
the amount of before the ofthe award commencement

consent,taken,A for the de-bythe action. verdict was
fendant, uponof the the fore-opinionto the courtsubject

case, and the cause afterwards transferred to thisgoing
court for adjudication.

the plaintiff.forYoung,
Wells,for the defendant.

chardson,Hi C. J. delivered the opinion of the court.
said,It is on behalf of the defendant, that the arbitra-

tors exceeded their authority because they awarded a
certain sum claims,to balance demands and accounts be-

parties,tween the whereas wasnothing submitted ex-
cept certain claims which had been toreduced writing.
But the arbitrators must presumedbe to have pursued
the submission until the contrary appears, and we must

ittake for thatgranted the sum awarded was to balance
claims,the demands and ;accounts submitted at least,

is thatuntil it shown there were otherjclaims, demands
and accounts between the parties which were not redu-

to andced submitted.writing
It is also thatsaid the award was not published. But

isthis innecessary only cases where it has been stipu-
thatin the submission the shalllated award be notified
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;Caldwell, 2 81parties. Chitty'sto the 195­ Pl. note u.

contended,is further aIt that demand was necessary
settled, ato sustain the action. But it is that demand is

only in award tonecessary paycases where the is money
Caldwell, 197.request.on

versus Moses Dow.FairbanksSamuel

I), $250,for thirdpaid yearlyfarm to oneF. his bein to sellagreed, writing,
held,annuallyinterest was that nowithwriting,thethe date offrom —it

not conveyingD. for the land withoutagainstbeaction could maintained
payment purchase moneyof thesecurity for the had beenwing that ten-sho

D., deed demanded.to adered and

Assumpsit asa contract follows :—The saidwrittenon
farm,his inFairbanks Strat-sell to saidDow toagrees

to one thirdpaid yearlybeford, the sum of $250,for
; the Fair-date, annually and saidthis with interestfrom

on the farm thisThe cropssame.to theagreesbanks
Dow, anyand agreementto saidtheto be reservedyear

Dow, andto take care rentS., for saidagentJ.bymade
Dow and to fulfilled.to said bebe reservedfarm, tosaid

DOW,MOSES
FAIRBANKS.SAMUEL

31, 1830.”Haverhill, July
issue, atgeneral MaytheupontriedwasThe cause

that the defendantdisputednotwasit1833,term, when
in the declaration.mentionedthe agreementsigned

1830,July,to the 31stpreviouslythatappeared,It
made, defendant hadthewasagreementsaidthewhen

Mahurin, for and$300,to E. H-farmtheselltooffered
ac-the defendanta toletteraddressedhadMahurinthat

1830,of August,the monththat in: andofferthecepting
Mahurin, andtofarma of thedeedmadethe defend^!


