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B2 TANAIBTLRBAEZIMADRE - EE (DL KRR 9 5)
o3 A IRIREER L O RBEEK B DML HE & PR S U O HEF)
1k RBREZIAORRE & RBREKE - IR DO HEF)
23Kk FEEMEAIBEZ
3K FEEMEFIME S & ORBR G2 N D38 e S T HE DR IR



2 HKEF B0

AR ZERRORERAL
1k ARBRIE O
25K MR ONE
83k AR L OB (Db, R 10 5)
BH5HET T AV MBI B RIE R
BOHT TAVIEDOTLD
AT AV
$55  bAEOHRG
BbhiZ

FEIE AR EDREEKIEDLDHE L RIREZRMADIEF]
1R FRBREZFMADIEE EREEHE - REREZIMADEF]

HEGRBREIZBWTIZ, TOHEDOFAEH (policy owner) (2%,
ThbbRBREZMALIRET 2HMNEZELD W LHERzG 2 5 Tn
%o 2T [PRBEAZIN] &3, UGRRZK O L HETIE RV 2h
HoT RS2 ZITMEREEKEZ G2 O5NBETH L, Lo T,
HrEH (RBREHE) 3 FFEOBMAOMET -I3H S % RREZIA L L
THETSHIL (HCOLDDEMGRBREHLETHZ L) b TE, /2134
HRRFROZMANE LTHE=F2/ET LI L (EEHODICT 544
B LT 52 L) bROLNTV S,

RERZRE (HeBORBRE . DUT TIZAFICHT D O 2 R ) PRERZZH B Hepl Ok
BECh oM ZHEL, ZORERIC [RBEEME] Litd) 12Xo
T—ERBREZMAIIRE SNZLEIC. ZOZEOMER LT, Rk
WEIRBREZMADIREZ LT T L ENTERVD DL ERTWA ",

(10) Robert H. Jerry I /Douglas R. Richmond,Understanding Insurance Law,Lexis
Nexis 2011 5" ed.p.316 ; Muriel L. Crawford,Law&Life Insurance contract,Irwin
1994; S. Schwarzschild, Rights of creditors in life insurance policies , Irwin
1963,pp.321-325 ; H. C. Spencer,Rights of Creditors in Life Insurance in D. M. Mcgill
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Thbb, BBEZIANL LTEREEZDTTIC MRS TERWVWET) fBE
ENHEOHRNL. UFIREICHEOVT, BHICHESNLDDEMINT
BY. UHTK LoOMERIZ, RBEEZEHE TR CRBREZIMANICRRET 2 &
W) ZEIThD, bokd, TNHLOHEFIZ, KROMIZBWTOAREMT &
DLDTHALRIND, Thbb, BT RREHE IR X 2 P
R E SNDITHE LIZEEICIE. TOTHICL - T BREHERAK
DR & 2 5720 RREZMNIZOMAZELNLZ LR D, HIC,
MR AT DOHEANZ, RO EICL2IEICE DT TIHEShTWwD
25, ERE (R AERE (REBEEAE) IS LTHLTWH 505
PRz il kL b, Lo T BB - RREHZFIHFELT
WP X0 PR IR S ISR T 2 SR D AT E B,
ZOXHIT, 19 iR A S 20 HALIC T TOT A ) B DA G IRBRZERIC B
W BRI E IR ST OREEERESA R ST
TR — I TH 72" 2L T, ORI, EGRBRIEHIIB VTR
BB X o THRE SN EZMA OB 258 L LT
1. [FEEHER] (vested interest) | &\ 9 KBT AU HTIIHVSHRTW
72" i, BREZTING. RN L > THRES D L AR,
TRBEZK) D G L7 08 RBR G % S2  F LD R & MEF &2 HUS L PRBR A2 L
ANOFELE LT, ZOMFMIZIRBENE LIRS & OB OGENBEOBIE
WKLo THIRENAZ LIZRVEVW) T EEZBEIRLTWELD LR INT
BY, SRETAVAHEOLV—LVTHL L VwbRTws Y,
COHIZDE, 7T VAT, BEBHOLDITT HEMRRERYIZ. 75
VARBEH 121 KIS X o THBES R TEB Y, FSE THRECANZESHS

(ed.), The Beneficiary in Life Insuranc,Rev.ed.1956,pp.41-108.

(1) Jerry,supra note (110) p.316,

(2)  W. R. Vance, Handbook on the Law of Insurance, West 1951 3 ed.pp.660- ; W. R.
Vance,THE BENEFICIARY'S INTEREST IN A LIFE INSURANCE POLICY, 31
Yale L. J. 343;Cooley, Briefs on Insurance (1905) 3755.

(13) Vance , supra note (112) pp.660-661.
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DI2DIZT HERHDOFRM. HHVIFIMAIZT 2EGOFMTH 5551213,
EEZHOMRDLDIERYTHIENTE S, ZOEHE LTI, H=FH
VZROBEIFRE L R51E, IEIRHMBIT LI ENTER V| EHE
LTWwb, COBEDTTIE, MRS ORI, Si%EK12
BB EEZE L TWEH, ZOFRIIRRESZIADIKET 5Hi ThHIUL
WO TS B DO —Th OYFiH 72 2 REFEKH I X o TN S R 5 25,
Kititeld. RN OHEFRNIIIE§ 25 2 B TETHEEN LD E %D
(CORIZOWTIE HF 2 B 28 (ERE] 75 159 HUT) 22H),
L72ho T, 77 ¥ ATl BRBREHEIC X 2 RBEZMADIRES 2 S,
ZHAUTH L TR I D KGE O BB FOR  (b2sE o Rk 537 4 3 HIZ W
) ETAHDZHDOERIIR) & L72tkIE, RBRFHGROBAERTH-TH, #
BRI E I PRBR 2 A DR E LT % GO IRREEH Lo d &0 2 WA HER
R ETHDEDITH LT, REESZIADREA 2> D RBE 3 5 E$E
OMEFIDHEET AT L &b, )i, N4 Y Tld, &N, Rik
330 "2 HS VT, AT OX TEYITED Rt 2 KT 5 MR 25
AHNTWAHY, ABfrd, RN E L. YD Bl % L%
BRLTW0Z@B LT 5, REEHZ L, REEZWADVETTHo 72
ELTh, ZOHOBERICHFERL (ThbBRAEEZLELETID), R
BB L 2K CHIOFDIRE Z Wl L2 b 2 i oF I E
ZERT LI ENTE, UBEWOLEE 7213, 5 VITRENE T EME
DHEDTHIENTELY, 2O DS N4 VTR, HBREHFIZX

) FAYREM3305KE KOIITHE LTS, Thbb [ BRI ik
M ST BT, RS I ENEE EE2F I I RE L EH LA
WZBWT, BEbLEEEIE BEFERN TN ERICRATLIIDET S |
B, FAVECOWTIE, HL4EIIBWTHRET %,

(15) Prolss/Martin, Versicherungsvertragsgesetz,28 Auf. 2010,S.879; Claus M. Elfling,
Drittwirkungen der Lebensversicherung (2003),5.39; Fabian Wall,Das
Valutaverhiltnis des Vertrags zugunsten Dritter auf den Todesfall-ein
Forderungsvermichtnis (2010) S.17
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D IRELE EHED RIS N Z A ORI, PRI I A ORT
HY. O, RBREZINORBFIIEATIHT 5 2R, PRBE
KM D IFROMERIIFII T 5 [AREE 2] (Hoffung). F 7213 7%
DHERBURICH T 5 [WIHE] (Anwartschaft) Tha EfEIhTws", L
2o T FA YTk, BEZRAZ. oo LTEHT., #
K Eod 5w B MG HERIZRBEH/ZICH L L Lk D,

DL EoGESE ORIBES LTy BRBGRERATAT SN S &3 IS, Mkl
DHEEMER) 2 TS 5 L) 7 A HIEICBUT 5 2 OB 7 B ORI 2
FTLLIHS 2T RWVA, —fIZIE Bliss DR EFIZBW TR X 5 1ZHE~R
LN TWAIEICHET AL VDI TWA, Thbb, HRidwv < OhDHfH]
ZHIH LT [ —EHNIL T O DO TH S LI N5, PRERGE
KB LOZIESTHIDNDENE 2L &4 2488, RBREEETTO
W A M B PRSI L L CIRB SN B ISR 5. 2L T,
TRERGESR 2 U 2 #1218, HRENGEE (deed) ®#F (wil) VA% 517
BIZE o> ThH, BESNZHEOFR % EOMOEITBEE S 5 HERRIZ RV, |
ELTwaY, ZoEZHICEINE, SHEBLOERICESWTEILbR
% ORI Z DFEFHFOFATORIZ T TICRBEZIMA L LTHRESh
PBEIRET A LD BB IEIMS oG RE L I L L
5

F2m HEEEFEZ
1 EEHENBE
TR LIS, R E ISR S N DR ELEHEAE RS

(116) Prolss/Martin, Versicherungsvertragsgesetz,28 Auf. 2010,S.879; Claus M. Elfling,
Drittwirkungen der Lebensversicherung (2003),5.39; Fabian Wall,Das
Valutaverhiltnis des Vertrags zugunsten Dritter auf den Todesfall-ein
Forderungsvermichtnis (2010) S.17

(1) Bliss, Life Insurance (1872) §317.
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TWAD o 2R RIS BV TR, BREREESR2SIAT SNz, PRBRGES B X
DZNICEDSVTHILDN L REEHIT. RREZIMANIRET S L) ik
HJ (vested interest) 25 0., d 13T D X 5 IR BT 5 R
SZWMNOHEMIL, BRI/ EICL > TIRE SN S L RIBFHCHEEN 2D O
(vested) THBE Vb TW", = OEMR4EZ I OREFAHE L TH
B eV Z it RSN E I L B8 & & ITHFEEN O
FHC L7223 THIDbNE I L L 22 TMBHERNEH L, T OHEF
FZOBEOMEEHELZ L E R LT, RRE{E L RRE L OBOEEIC
Lo T, BEIHONEDBIE T 7213 S4B ORIHIZ L - THIKR T 5 2 &
BTERVEWVIZEZERLTWEY, Lo T, HEZHIIBT5
ZAFE BRI B O VH % DR 72 IZBURDOFTBIZ X - THHRMRAZI
ANOMERZHIET 5L IETELRVE WD T EhE, RREZIAARG 4
AR D o THRRZIE LA, RREHHE ORKERKIC X - TE
U8t e g 5 ERLTL 2 o 2HRICH RSN TV S, &
DOEANZBWT O RRE L LI Z b > TRIEEZIAIHPT 5 2 & A
TE5:LTwa", L2aL, 20X 2UBEes L HshTws
LIV ARV, BB S, BEHEHFO T THILDNLIBNMN % Z WS M2
AR EDIRE L & 12T TR EZIADOHEF & L CHEE L
TBY. ZOFEMICLIDIREZEVPYBREINT VLD TH LD, TL
Ty HHRERIFTOEFNICBVTRRENT WD X912, RBREERIE Y%
AR ICEDWTH T EHAORKEL DD TH LN 0. Bl IZB VT
PR FIC L) RS ZIMADIRE LSRRI N TR R 20
HRZREE L TV A LT REELLTH L™,

(118)  Cooley, Briefs on Insurance (1905) 3755, and cases cited.

(19)  Vance, supra note (112), 31 Yale L. J.p. 344.

(1200 Patterson v. Insurance Co. (1898) 100 Wis. 118, 75 N. W. 980; Seiler v. Association
(1898) 105 Towa, 87, 74 N. W. 941.

(12)  Northwestern Mut. Life Ins. Co. v. McCue (1912) 223 U. S. 234, 252, 32 Sup. Ct.
220, 224.
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Co [HEEHERME] & 7T AV DIEHEAD, LA T AV AITBNTD
ROV =V TH B EBRNENTVEY, LvwIind, boiF
DEZHHREDOLDII R INRITHESE, EFOATHAZIGET S
CENTEDLZO—BIMEFIIRZBEOMTRD LN T VBN, 727227hb
DINZ BT S RIS ZINA O EMEFR 2 Bl & LT, SREEEFZ A
Db T RTOEEME L) LI ETVDbNTWRVWEZDTH b,

B, A F) AT, REBEESZIA O EHEFBE S, 1882 4 0 .1k
(Married Women's Property Act) #BRiHE, LRI W T
bNDREEKIZ DOFET OO DFEENRE SN S & V) BilklEZ T ANDS
NTIhnrotze LzAo T TOMEEZREIFIE AGRREKHICTB VT,
IR OB HF B TE=ZZD M5 Ol FK) % < LThRBE=
MAELTHRESN TV LA, RBREZMAICIZIE O—- Ly
A7 4 EB0h RN 20N WL Ehb, TR0, RRAKE
DALFHIE, HOTEXT 2 X ) IRBEEHOGRE L 72 3FH T2 b TE
7% ERRNI D7 b BN B LREERARL TV L) 08— TH
%o M) Ty PREEEK B O (PRBEFR DI AR 121k, RSO
PRI 2 AL D &0 ) R L IRRE L OARIIHEN DD L %
0. SRHEIZPRBR R H DO AL FE (personal representatives) (ZJF 83
5T 8l Bh RREZIANORB GO INIE, PRIE O % ks
52l b7, IRREKE O MEREE T X 2 RIEF KR E T 2T,
RBEEZMAD T2 OIGE SNTEBHLIIH D LIk b,

2 HETEABIZORSE

PRBRRESDSFEAT S N7 RED & PRBREFIHD W TES 2 Fli I3 IR a2
WANIZIRET 5 &) v — V—Hf BRIV — V—DIFE I DN TId 2 BHGT
WLEE LD,

(122) Vance, supra note (112) 31 Yale L. J.p. 345.
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BRGSO A AR S Z AT H 5 & V) BA2id, RREgE (8
WE) ZZNCEL TS oMERZE L TE5 T, REE 2 Siv, YRGE
F () ZHEFRT 2 LN TEBMMNZHT BT E WY, 2oz &g,
TR H DB & LD R WA TH - T, RREZMAL»ZD X5
LB EORGEDH L VIIHENEZATAHEN) T LR vy —EIL &
ZVCIEHIEICLET Y, ZoV— VI LT, BBREeESIAC L 2 HD
IZBWVT, BRGSO RITIRIC R SNRBRENE X A2 EEE S IR i
DHEEIZFT A DED, TNEERETAHLVHIDBDOLEDVWTNOFERE
bRV EMNHETLTWD, HE% 5 RN E TSI LT,
MoOREEFLTES T, HAIIRBREZIASITE L TW57-9Th
2%, L Ly BBRERHEXLEEYIMS0MEEHL TRV E V)
ZEiE 20X BRI Y BIBATIEMI IS W CTHHEL, bR
BBt OFRE, UK O AL MESR S D 5\ 3 2 ) LIEITHMD 2 S
Bholzb L BB E D EINTTH A D WA OMIE L LCE L7z
HE 2 T 2 AR BICE-MICIEH 2 LR T 2 HE LT3
LanwZ ebhd, TNOHDORETIE B L HEBESHAORERIZZ T,
TR B L LSRN DPIBIT SN o 72 2 LICERNNEX AT LI L %
BELLTWS, 20X GHEMNOFIAREL, MRl 5 ELE S
HOPCEHE LOREEZ RS ZEERLEVI V=L E—F LAV, BilE
SICBT L RREZIMANOHEACE LT, 2K 2 HHE L CHEERED
AR % T AR E L, RREZIAD 720123 E S NGBV T

(23) Bomash v. Sup. Sitting, etc. Order (1889) 42 Minn. 241, 44 N. W. 12;Pingrey V:
Nat'l. Life Ins. Co. (1887) 144 Mass. 374, 11 N. E. 562; Morrill v. Catholic Order (1907)
79 Vt. 479, 65 Atl. 526.

(124) Longford v. Nat'l. Life Ins. Co. (1915) 116 Ark. 527, 173 S. W. 414; Mut. Life Ins.
Co. v. Schaeffer (1876) 94 U. S. 457; Western & Southern Life Ins. Co. v. Grimes138
Ky. 338, 128 S. W. 65 (1910); Stockwell v. Mut. Life Ins. Co.,140 Calif. 198, 73 Pac.
833 (1903).

(13 McEvoen v. N. Y. Life Ins. Co. (1919, Calif. App.) 183 Pac. 373.
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BEINH AT ARXTHLEVIFHANE->TWEEEZ NS, F
72y BB AN OMERNZFR 2 B3 E I I3, SRR A ZIAIC L 5
BB B RN & > CHIFHPET 2 RIS 52 L b iEE T 5,
i, =74 74 LORERIRBEEZIN ORI, BPRRE Ol
BV IEFATHIZE D TTIZRDbNTWAE Z L2, [FRtIdRREEL
HOMEREZ IR T A L &b,

TR Z WA EHEMNZHT L E W) 2 &, RRZEHEISTRES T
BT TICZDEDHMHETHH L V) IR DILDT, BHEEHITBW
Ty WY LHEGEEZ RV T W2 LTh, 728 2 TR E L OEls,. £
7ZMEEH LOMRIORGE 725 T MO BROK TIZE DHE SIS 2
LY FRRENEOWEEMAEICL > THZOREICHT S
WERETHIENTERVEV) ZERERTEY,

IRBR S Z A DMERIDS, URLRERDHITEN D LT CICHEEN b D L &
LA, MRBRERORBERTH-> T RRETIADZ OMEF] & 580E
Lo TBETLIENTELIEW, 32 W ILIEH 2 bR i % & <
BEThoTh, RREZIANB S OEBOETZMRT 572012 OfikE
FEENEEMZ I ENTELLE W) Y, B X OB D541
SIS S Tl E LS I3 koS B X O EERBHES
(distributees) D72 IZEFEZFF AN (administrator) [ IFETHE W) Z &
DUIRE 2 Do THUEH L ETMFEATH 525 HFICRBEOSICHEL T,

(126)  Filley v. Illinois Life Ins. Co. (1914) 91 Kan. 220, 137 Pac. 793. 2 8. 7FHAMT
. BEESIC X D FEORRIIHER S A2k LTw5b (Hatch v. Hatch (1904) 35
Tex. Civ. App. 373,80 S. W. 411. In re Steele (1899, S. D. Iowa) 98 Fed. 78.)

() In re Steele (1899, S. D. Towa) 98 Fed. 78.

(128) Conn. Mut. Life Ins. Co. v. Westervelt (1879) 52 Conn. 586; Harvey v. Van Cott
(1893) 71 Hun, 394, 25 N. Y. Supp. 25.

(129) Troy v. Sargent (1882) 132 Mass. 408; Amberg v. Manhattan Life Ins. Co. (1902)
171 N. Y. 314, 63 N. E. 111.

(1) Harley v. Heist (1882) 86 Ind. 196; Hooker v. Sugg (1889) 102 N. C. 115, 8 S. E.
919.
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ZHEOBHFTL, RREZIAD» T RXTOMANLH L. REZHZ TS O
HALAELZWEWIfEmZEROL I ER#IERELTWD, 29 L&A
SEHHEL MEEIRBRGEESR OB SR 2 R L. Z AU PRER R B o BRI
WHEEBEPT LN NELR SV E LTWwh, R H IR EZIA
DN FED W TR A O FIEIE, PO AERTIZ B W TRIEIAT S O
KMELAH L WABREBENLIRBETZ2RETH D EBRTVD, Lo
Ty RBREZIAORTIZE Y, KR LEEE L TRRZHEIEE L.
W F 72 e RS ZMAZHORAZ EZWRICTAI L, HDH VTR
RIBENZD L) il i R T TS AE LA, 3
B ORI IR E OEE Bt E) CRET e Eenb",
LERFGESR I BV T, PRSI RBRZEE L) IEG LTV 2
HFl2iE, /BEZMA. 29 ThITIoRE (v T oRE I R H
DAERER) ICHI) TLEABEL TS5 OMBREHIC L2 -
TEDOMEFNIRBREZINICHEET 5 D0 (ThbbRREeTINNSED AL
L CWARITFISHERAIHE V), 2 QLD X ) BRIEFOFAIT D IR
P&z NSO TIR G L B B O REE b, 29 L2,
FECDOLBICEAL T S OFEL S it E N TV R WRIRIZB W T, 72& 213
gl S E TR ER & & RPN E AFIFFICAE T L7z & SNAFHEICE
WA U5 Y%k 5 OR300 2 PrBi a5z IO\ O MER D3R BRI # &
DBHANCHE LA L2 LICE D EDND Z L THEESIND LTI, #
B2 N O NS EH OMER 2 B8 § 581, RSS2 IR =
IDDEMG Lo 72Z L 2T 2 EMA AT 20 LT, REs
WA DOHEFIAS, R OZA T T UL o A 12E. Z0FHE
EDEIT 5 L) ZEDHLNTH D, ZORIZHET 2K fFIL%

(1B) Ryan v. Rothweiler (1893) 50 Ohio St. 595, 35 N. E. 679; Mut. Ben. Life Ins. Co. v.
Atwood (1874, Va.) 24 Gratt. 497; Smith v. Metropolitan Life Ins. Co. (1908) 222
Pa. 226, 71 Atl. 11.
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B b ODHEAE LY, REEICE T 2 EEOMEICHET 2 HETERE SR
TWARDLZRLY, RREZADHEROEEIZDOWTHET 5 Biid %
WY L L, mOOBEBREZINC L > THANEZ S h otz v
FHERIIBWT, TR D BIRBREZIMADDIZ, YRR L oF]
WERBRLTBEZVET 2RI EOBENERE —HT2bDLE2
S, R ZIADELEL 2 W 72T A R A LT S
DEHEXADLLZNDLDLT 5,

EIW HBEEFBSERRESZIDMADIEELEFENER

DLETATEZ L) IR, 20k, 20EZHFKE {BIE
END I ol Thbb, 20MRELEIIH ST, 7 AY I TR
TR F RS Z A DIREL SRR SN TV L RBGERAIT I NS
EICH), TOTEPRBELIZ20h. TOMEDE 2T IIMBIEL HEk
L ENTDTH B,

BREZING, BRI E & OAE - FEICEEN L MEL o 72
FITH LT PR E O B DO W CTHEZE MR 2 IS5 5 & »
IN =V, BB EOEBEOBR L OMIZBZ L A—FEDET 275
I o ZHUT, MV — W AMRBREK 2 iR T A AL IR ASNE X )12k -5

B) ZDOX)BIRMOT CHRBEEZIAL, ML REZEHHE L DB L2,
ORI AU L > TORE ) Z ENTELIEEMNZIFT 5 & v ) BamIvR S
nTw% (U.S. Casualty Co. v. Kacer (1902) 169 Mo. 301, 69 S. W. 370, and Supreme
Council v. Kacer (1902) 96 Mo. App. 93, 69 S. W. 671. )0 It OFFIFIHAI 7 A fy
R/ TH Y, FZoFREIE, BEHGENTH L, WTIoOEHIZEBVTYH,
PR 40id, R E (BERE) OEFELTWAE IS b, ZOT-H 4L
LTWZWwWipaiZid, RREHE OB EICZ b 2 & o Twnb, R
& R Z AT B R ECTHREBIETE LA ICE. RBRESZIA O AR
Z DGR FF N B W TR EHEFNZ D W CHERI 2 BB T 2 0 loxt LT, L34
BEKTIE WEDOEGERGME > TODHERNTH 5720, ZNAGEHEI LRI
E, A ZIETAIENTELR Y, TOL)LHB2HETLHHHGD H S
(McGomin v. Menken (1918) 223 N. Y. 509, 119 N. E. 877)

(33) Fuller v. Linzee (1883) 135 Mass. 468.
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7o BIIE WRIICIRIR SN2 AT 2R %2 28 ERRT 52 &1
L o TR E DY ZEIKITB W CTLERESF LOXRMEEZHERFET 5 L 0v )
BEEZESLTVWALEVIFHEIZBOTHLNIENTVWE, O X)) HY
ORI R, BEZWMADOHEFINCED L) REBEEZRITTDELI e 2D
£ RBEZMAN DR EL LTSRN ZITRAR SN I TRHRES N
7o PRBR A Z A O (FEF]) DOFHE LT, RO DD RLFED—#IZ
Zz2zHNTwh,

FThbb, 12 KRS, B2 A T8I 20nEn
IRMTH B, HMETMAEELLET MR ERHETLE VS &
(& B PRBR LR 5 — R E RN HE o TORBR G Z N ATHEE L 72 MR &2 B,
Z L CTHEAHRE L 728 72 e IR 2 N \C R R D HEF 2 e o S 2 % HERR %2 55
ZHEVWH)Z LD, ZORMZEIIE, RRERKE X, EANERTRE
L7 HETORTHET & B35 O—BAMEBR Z B CTUFLEESR IO W T & D
WREHELnwZ e b, £ REBEENEDPRBEZMA DL ESE %
PRI SN YRS O £ 7213, RS DR E 4 <
LCEDOMRIEEL RIZTILIITER Y, B, MRS
DEMERICL > TEMZETHILIETERWD, BHZE PR EZIA
DIFELXLHTE L% ECOAMEFIMEITHE AT, ERRFHHITKRD L H 124
RS Do ThDOOBHMAEZA TSI DX ) R, RREEDBRE L
eI OEM NOW L 2% WHBELEDD LTI, HEFIZL-
THBHHO-OIATH SN REMERIIBEEEMANIGRET2b0LT 5,
BEH RBREZIMAD Y FEALZO T THIR T 5 R O BRI H 5k b
717 E8EIX. Tayler v. Receiver General HE"IC Lk > ThEXN/D DT

B)  Zot. Y LR OGRS EHEIRBEZHZ AR I TVWE Z
Ll he L7z8o Ty BRI Z T HEICRRZEN OMERZITHT A LI -
Ty fRRREEEHEDO-OICFHTA I 2T, FHEELEMALTHTLI L
2L o Ty NOFEIRBEZWMAEZEETLILEDHTE S,

(135 Tayler v. Receiver General (1917) 226 Mass. 306, 115 N. E. 300.
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Hbo ThbE, FHIIZ L IUIRBREZRAOHERNL, HIRBE O TH
ZHESE ST, 20 Z SRS OIS D X R EZ NIRRT 5
AR & L Cilb T MR BiAT e 5N b 2 L b &\,

B RBEZIMAE. S EOERFNE AT L) BT
25, R E L oA, SRR ENITA &R L. R
SEZMANAMT S OMHEF S 52 T nEw) BREZFRT LI L, HRE%
BN DR E PRSI RIS b N B SHUC B 2 PR # 0 35 R
FICBERWIEZoBBE LThITFoNTWAEY, Lzdi> T Bk
BEIE, BRI IED L FIEDIRIE T 5 H 2 84T B O A AR S
nNTwaZkbhs,

B ORI L AUE, IR B IR 2> & 49 2 s 2 53 5 He
RASEHAINCERENTVDL EEZ 20 LT, BEO BRI Z L, 7
PR BRI 2 S AT A HROFE T 2 E /AT HHERI RS R
TWAZIFTHb, L7 > Ty BIEORIFIC XIS, PR
F&2 HHISHH LT Z2OfEREEZ HCO DI LA 2 DIk LT,
BEORMIZINIZhERO SN EWI kD,

FEAE EWERRILE
F1X ERRRILEDRE
1 HIE&E

7 A BB TR OZEMGEER H (exemption statute) A3EM; L 72
DIF, =2a—F—=IMTHLHLEVbNTVE, =a2—3I—7 T3 1840 4
IZ Married Women's Act (¥ 721& Verplankt Act & IFIEN 5) "™ % il

(136) Vance, supra note (112) 31 Yale L. J.p. 358.

(37 Hicks v. N. W. Mut. Life Ins. Co. (1914) 166 Iowa, 532, 147 N. W. 883; McGozvin v.
Menken, (1918) 223 N. Y. 509, 119 N. E. 877; McEwen v. N. Y. Life Ins. Co., (1919,
Calif. App.) 183 Pac. 373; Mut. Ben. Life Ins. Co. v. Swett (1915, C. C. A. 6th) 222
Fed. 200.

(133) N.Y.Laws, 1840, ch. 80.
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L7ze FEICIRKRD L) BBEZBEINT VS, Thbb, [§ TR
DiFANE. HS. HCORIZBWT, H2WVIEHAELZEEZZEOAIIBY
T, TOHEEZHAHL LT, HCOMGEDO2OIZ, KOAMITEH LT, &Y
THNRY THI, BWEIREREYEZRRET LI ENTE D, HLIEKDE
BOEA L BE 101 RREEH LM > T bR ENEZ L LR D
PRBR A H A3l 9 72012, RO MERFHE D 5V IMEWES OER» S
i be LirL. 20X Rkkid, —HEH72 012 b i 2 1Bk 5t 300
FILVEBABHAICEROONR V] £ T5, ZOERIR. S T
LY L CHRO SN h o 72 KOEFICE L TERHC D202 511K
BRI EAGRET AT L 2RO LI L2 L LT, R4 % B
THECHIREE G525 E2ADHPMLDOTHL L bR TWS Y,
BAEORA S FTHIE, LD D XD R 2 /iR 5 2 L3 T
WMHROZEDEHITELE SN B A", YHEFEF I & M7 LM 2 AT
ZIENTEY. TLAGAGPHAREOTIRE 2> TRYZRRET S
ELRDOLNTV RN o20THEY, 200, ZoEfE, OLEo
BEIRERERN ZHE L2, @QROAEGICHE L THRERAREZEE LS
L BI0O - QLA LBIEDPRR DD, O—EDBAOEHELIZ L 555
WIS H0EZ2K 572 v HIZBWT emanciation statute & L THOEFE
AETAHY, 2 LTROEGICH L TEIGR LZACOZDIZT B4
BRI OWT, RREZTIMATH 2EOMH L ROBEL D SHRET S
ERZOHOHGEBICBWTRBLTW 2 hotz, 2L T, 0%,
LD D 72 DI TR L 72ARBREHIC D 20 X ) I FIESEH S
XY HRAEZMAL LTEIEESNTOIHEIZE TR

1Y) Vance, supra note (112), 31 Yale L. J. 349.

1)) Spencer, supra note (10) p.46.

Ul) Spencer, supra note (1l1) p.46.

142) Cohen,Creditor’s Rights to Insurance Proceeds as determined Payments,40 Col. L.
Rev.975 (1940).

) O Fo2—ty IMOVEEZETIVETLELOELT, INAFIM, I TH

(139)
(10)
(1)
(42)



BB ZIMN O FE AL S 2 —F5E (3) (BR) 85

WARENH SN TV 2L o7,

=2 —3 =27 ® Verplankt Act 23 L7z 4 4E% D 1844 12, L@
TR 2T TR A Z I ORI % (35 5 Lk~ F 2 — 1 v v H™IC
BWTHN, #1UE, [FEDDIZ, WL LEHFIZE>T, WhrkbH2HD
AT DN TH N, K. KOS, KoM AEothox
MOV, WK ELRZOTELOMHEMRICHEELNL ] E L, [
FEOE I, ENERRE LB DO E I LT IS BB 41,
PRBEIN B % AT B ORFMHEE O RY SR Z WAL Ibh bR E
CEMBEESNT VD, TOXHFa—ty VMO 1844 T, QXN FHE
D7z DOVHiAE LR BE= B D02 T 5388) ROBHEE D S1H%
HEINTWEZE, ORBFHIOWTOREFEIHESN TV ARWZ L, B
L UOQFFETHICHT 2 HEY B TENESR L OFEREZ K-> TWwL T L
M =a—F =MD 1840 L DENWE LTHIFH I LN TX H705, #
D72 (i S NI RBER 2 RET 5 L) MTREILTH %,

ZOH%, 0MLICRY, Z2a—F— 2 MT X ) URBKENEOH LT
g L7z ZONELE LTIE, OZHADEH % il B¢ 3 R ZK E DAt o
EVRESNTOIYEEEITRTEL I L, ORED F AHPHIZ D W THIR
BenZ e, BLUOGHETHOE - RIIOVTHIREZMZ TWDE &
VHEMELTH TN,

ZME, SO a—F— s MNET LR F -ty VINEEEHE TS

My 2 =2H054FM, 2=V —=IV—=M, A=Y M., fVI24M. 75
INRINDLFED D 5o

(44) Mass. Laws, 1844, ch. 82.

5) ZeB. TDXIH BFEICO EHH—EM G (Uniform Exemptions Act,13 ULA
1979) BHFEALTW5S, FWED 75 [RALICHEDH 256 %2KE, MAZHED
AT AT RBIROERZEICOVWTEMZ 2R EING, 7272L. TN
5000 KV 7z k8 2 Z 8 A FH W e 2 REEOEL Y, FIE. B RAMEZ AT L &
. R BHEEICRET A E AR L., R IESE D> T, 5000 F
Va2 AR RNE Y, FE. BRI F 72 MGG O T 2 EEED D B4
BWHOXZZ A ENTEL | LHET S,
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X912 R)., Fok, EEHMIIIZHEE ORI T 5 HFEHOFEITK
XRWBERIZT Il hoTn ™,

2 HBIDERM

R FH (ERE) OBBICE > TRESNZHEE (RREZIN)
DR Z R#ET 5 2 LIZDW TR R7Z2H Peid 1855 ELEE TA LN L 2 &
%oz,

FTIORIZONT, 74 ¥ —IMREBHPTIX. Rison v. Wilkerson
Tz BnT, ZoOMEE L) BIFCws, FAFETIR, =2—3—2 M
EEFM LM, R E (R) BEPRBEZMAL LTHRES R
TV BLIRREY (TbbHCOOIIT ARBEEN) [F#EHA ST, L
Teh¥o THEAESRZ KAFET T HHNCEE L2 & LT, FELTMT I
ONTMLDFEEH LTV ARWVD T, TXTOFGIEUPTEH S N7 EA
LIRET AL e b, 29 LzIEIIX, 1860 DT 4 A3 ¥ ¥ VINKE
BHF O Clark v. Durand™ FHFHCB VT, B LOTIERAS &) EFsh
TWwb, P, BB ZEHEOEGICE L TEDTOOCHiE LT
W PRBREFNZOWT, LB COFAEHEEZRER L T Yk x f
SEANEREEL, TN L o THRBEZMADTRTOMFZHEH 2 LA T
ELWEIVDVFRE Lo TVLRBITH S, FIEHATIE. PR HF LK
e 70 PRIBEF O HHAIC & o T PREBREZ I D 7250 12 Y 5P % HEFF§
LMODOFBEDL BN EDNS, RREZIMADLDOEFRPHFLELTVDL S
LEBET Ho LD 24K Eadie v. Slimmon HY 2B w22 —3—
7 MPEFRBEE. ROEMIZHET 22 TH - T, 2OFENRID SIEM L7
WA, 29 TR Z O TICHIb N L PRBRIER & fik L Tw

Vance , supra note (112), 31 Yale L. J. 350.

Rison v. Wilkerson , 3 Sneed, 565 (1856, Tenn.).
Clark v. Durand,12 Wis. 223 (1860).

Eadie v. Slimmon , .26 N. Y. 9 (1862).
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72 & A EDPRBFILDOFEATN MELRES 2 T 5 2 L id, REREHiEE
P MG IRR LI I I &2 Z TN AHEMZE ) SO TH LD TR
WAL ZWE LTWA, 1865 D~ HF 22—+t v VINOHPTH % Swan v.
Snow FHF™ 13, EDRBK O L FH & L TR L2220 50T
oo VR, I BEMLARKOBEEHATIEIR L, FEOHE
FEEHNIH L TEXIDNELETHHDOTHY) ., HROFEHED . BN H
LEOMVOMETH LI L2 BET L EDVEN D722 D0, HKOH
PEE P DIORBEE 2 SCH Wi T R 2 MR T A 2 L TEHE LTV B,
1867 4E 12 W] U 3%:F) ir TH Wr A3/~ & 1172 Burroughs v. State Mut. Life Ass.
Co. FH™IZB VT, HODEMIZIMT 5 BRI 2 2 L, ity
(PRBEEFIE) . DD NEREB AN LI DIE v ) ZRIZB VT, o3k
TMERCAEE 5 N2 72D I RETE SN RRER O NITIE, SR
M3satru— LoREZHRTL2H0OE L Tn5E, BIE ZOHPTH
~NB5N7zZ ik, Gould v. Emerson FHE® B VT, Bl EA TS,
ZO%. FlBBENKREICALND LIk >TE72. 1871 ELLHIIC,
A PRBR R D IR B & @ HHERIDHERE T 5 &\ ) WL, HlE
I N EPRICHE L TR WRY, Hi o Clark v. Durand 4™
2T, HOWLIEHBICBVTHLNIZENTWDEHOD, £ Tidbk
REEINTVS, LAL. TOEICHLHEAIREINDICE ST, RIR
BH OB Z N OMEEHEFNZ, W OB VT, flEEicE -7z
ORI GBIEDS Lo 72 ETHo TH MV LB TROLN TV S,
boldXFIHENTWSDIE, Lemon v. Phoenix Mut. Life Co. Fif:™

(M) Swan v. Snowll Allen, 224 (1865).

(5) Burroughs v. State Mut. Life Ass.C0.97 Mass. 359 (1867).

() Gould v. Emerson, 99 Mass. 154 (1868). [H]3i%&ix. B OFEZHZDOT T, =74 74
L oOZH I FIZHFBICBWT, BiERORZ NI b NI RS 00 51
ZOFSENETLZEPHEOONL{DET D,

(1) Clark v. Durand, supra note (148) 223.

() Lemon v. Phoenix Mut. Life Co. ,38 Conn. 294 (1871).
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THO. BlissiCEoTHESINZZT A WEIZBITFEV—VORRIELE
AONTVLHRTH L, TOFLTIE. RREHEIEOEHETDH 5K
HX DD DORBER R LIz 2 A, BB Lo WL S
Nize TOH%. FEOHELZMHL L, RRZHH L. REREHEOR
D7zD DR ORI OB Y & U TUGRBGEESR O AHEZ IR LT, 4
MR R Lo BE X, Mo ofRBEE S Lo TEH T, fih#
FINZFED N TEER L 72FRE 0 LT S o5l & 324> T e dro 720 fRER
FHOFANTHED &, HEFITRBEE G L CEREZIRIE L, iz LT
DI E T 5 &) K720 BHINL, B LEICOABEHINS L
9 Burrought FHE® 2SI L 72l 312 b MAEHRAWE L O 720 DIEF
HEZIEHT LW HGHIZLEIPLT, ThED DL LAEZDODITH
HORICY IS ZRET LI LI o TR ENLME 2B E L Cim
BWTWD, FHPTE, R E D UL O A Z AR L TV B,
WHEH D7D KFLAH DO XM EHMIFT L LB TELHDE LTS, [[
B2, WA Y7 F M D Succession of Kugler FE™ ¢ 3, BEBS 72 5 5
B INICHER 2R 2 52 2 B2 BE T 5 B fE R 2 WA TH -
TH, KPACOEGICH L THROFEFITSHDbIL b D L L THi L 722
Fpld, PREEFI O IR T TICHRE S NSO & % 5> Tw»
HEHRENTWVWS, EHI2=2a2— Y ¥ — Y —JTix, Landrum v.
Knowles FE™ 125V Ty FBRICV A7 2 WO 2 b HFAEL TV 2w
a3, B EMED T ORDOAEMICEH L T, K DORBAFEDO I b
% DL LCHihs L7oRBBEEK L, BitEEE2 T4 2 I Xk o THIIZR S
LD, ZOTIRET 20l LTws™,

(%) Burroughs v. State Mut. Life Ass.Co.supra note (15) 359.

(1%) In re Succession of Kugler , 23 La. Ann. 455 (1871).

(5 Landrum v. Knowles , 22 N. J. Eq. 594 (1871).

( bold, WMELLTAMTH LD, F=FITH L CRIET B0 oflifi o
HPEHNORTH Y, TOFKRY L. TOHDOTRTORBEZ LI - 722 NIRE T

HTEIIRBET S,

57

)
)
)
158)
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Z9) LFEoIzid, HHNL. BEES LMD 720 OB 23 2L ol
SVL7MEL LD L EEDDLIEICIL > TRESNE LWVHZITTIER
v MEAEAS, BefRBeE (PRERZZAH) . o AREE, E2 AT %
SO E R D7D bNE B DL T HEHOTERITL > T,
ZMBDOIDDEALEZTODHLILEHETLIHNDELTEZLNLRET
» 5o Hi® Gould v. Emerson "™ Tld, B/ FZFOKLL L-H 1
HOPRREDZRETH LMD, TD L) BB 4EeZIAL, ﬂx%ﬂ

o TENABET A EDVRDONLEEZ TS,

1872 ELLRTICHIWT SN2 — R B W TR EN2 2 &1L, Bliss DFiE%
HEIZL72T AN AOEADSLEHF ) XFEZIT TR, ZNLOHHRD
LA, EHEICI ) BRI SNEEL2RBOL 0w DTHY,
KRR e BB AE LR < & b ZOHMIPH 2 A %0 72 AR E O 14 5-
T oL, REEHOEEICHTAHEICHBRL TS, L,
AP, —#E LT Bliss D RFEDOIBR T HICE 72D TH %, 1880 4F 1T
AV Y MERESEHINE, SIEEOBREEZ R VTV E LT, RN HE
MPHEDOEL LOPEDOLENE L D SIEA L TR WHEIZIEZED LI
k“?%@%ﬁ%tfwéﬁa&i\ﬁ@%@%tﬁg\%@%@%@@%
LSPSPROL S SoNS EIN sV N-RAR R (AN A oR-E 4 TE 3 (] i -Relp
T BEOETICL Y RHDOH ﬁ@%kf%mbf%@%ﬂ%ﬁﬁéﬁé%
DTIRZVETZY, ZoHPIE, HBREZINT 2 BB o FE
I2HED V2T O Lemon FEY OIS 0 FFE D AT 2 L I3 TE R W
LHRWEINTV D, ¥R G, I 2 TR E RREN O G 1%
RLTWE7DTH5b,

(15%9) Gould v. Emerson, supra note (1) 154.

(19) Ricker v. Charter Oak Life Ins. Co. 27 Minn. 193, 6 N. W. 771 (1880). 8., ==z —
I — 7 MBHITIE. ZOREICHIEE SEEN T, RBREZIMAOHEFE, FADF
BAEMALZ LR L TR ENTERENEOBEEICL > THEDLNLDLOTIE LN ET
% (Fowler v. Butterly , 78 N. Y. 68 (1879) .)o

(16) Lemon v. Phoenix Mut. Life Co. ,supra note (1) 294.
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PEo XS g Bliss DERZTI L, TOLRHAOSEDIMEIZ F
TRAMEDOFZ L ERMEEZ A LT b BHIr. BRI ORI
DT IIE S TH L ERHR LTV VA Y7 F RS HRO R 11,
BICHHE M CTOME2HMI§T 452 & 2L T 5BE0OBH Z RS 5720
12, FREME-Cid e <, HICmELOMER (innominate right) ORI TH
BEBRNTE2Y, EBREOYLFIHFOREICHEL T, ARG TH 2
E3Ab0b b ™, RREHEEZESEICE LS T. BREZTIMAD
P22 M & LT, L3y L2l Ic B LGl S ha o 2 s e 5 5
bObHNIET, 20X RRNO T TRBEZMAZIET 5 720 DR
FENZEZZ 230055, L. KEEFIZBWT, 2OERIL—IVI,
WERMTSO5EMS % ZHANRSNBEHEN T WS, Zhid, H5W5
BB BRSNS b D O ThN, BERBEEF W OW THiIC
PRSI (BARBRE D) DR AE L 72A IO AR, AT IAD
N5HDThi, BERIICEEEIRREA — L5 - FRIRE - sFE e PR -

(1) Pitcher v. N. Y. Life Ins. Co.,33 La. Ann. 322 (1881).

(1) Lambert v. Perm Mut. Life Ins. Co. (1898) 50 La. Ann. 1027, 1038, 24 So. 16, 21. =
DFELETIX, Pitcher T4 (Pitcher v. N. Y. Life Ins. Co.33 La. Ann. 322 (1881) .) 2%,
BEEMOD 5@ LML ETELRVWET L 75 v AREM 1006 £2 ST 52
L CHBIAVREIN Z EMER SN TV LD, RS TIIERESEZIAN (38) O
FlEMm sz wvwe LTwb, LA L. New York Life Ins. Co. v. Neat, 114 La. 652,
38 So. 485 (1905) FHETIZHEEITIZ, WL (EOE=ZFBDOOIZT HHK) LK
B ORBEK & OBIIZEBRIEVIIFIEL 2 WE SN TS, 7T ¥ ZOFHFTE.
HEMRBREEE. 79 v AR 1121 £OEZFZDZDICT LI L - THAEES
NHJOTH Y, [FEERFEIM 1096 SO PN CHEZ H OS5 3BT Th s &3
%o

(1) McEwen v. N. Y. Life Ins. Co.,183 Pac. 373 (1919, Calif. App.); Lemon v. Phoenix
Mut. Life Ins. Co., supra note (). Neary v. Metropolitan Life Ins. Co., 92 Conn. 488,
103 Atl. 661 (1918).

(65 Dunn v. New Amsterdam Casualty Co.141 App. Div. 478, 126 N. Y. Supp. 229
(1910); Robinson v. Duvall, 79 Ky. 83 (1880); Continental Life Ins. Co. v. Palmer, 42
Conn. 60 (1875).

(16) Sup. Council v. Densford,21 Ky. L. R. 1574, 56 S. W. 172 (1900).
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PR - R ERRA L IR SR TV B,

F2H ERERILEOARE
1 REOHR - £F

AR EIE, WL OO THIALI N TS, ZORBIFNLT T3
SMDNETH o720 Thbb, TOVER. 4% [HRERZEK, HEok
W EZIIMADEGOIRIE L, RREHZLDNDED T2 R S /2
HThBHEIIE T OEEDORBEEZIMNGZ, R E OFHER B &
N AMAR BT LT proceeds and avails # 3 5] L LTwh, LH»L,
PB4 2 N O EMEFIBE SIS T 5 29 Lzv—id, £ oMofilEik
ICEDBIESNTWS, % OMTIEIRMIC— @ O RBFR 4% i
BRoMHELELTwaE, LT 20L& %z R L5622 IS
DRI OLNLEHDOTH Y, T2, EHEEZFET LI TLLDbNAR
BEHZOWTIZZORRLOFHEEA ) bDE Lo TW B,

%< OMiZ, =2—3—27 D Verplanck Act # EF NV & LT, BE#S K
PR DT DA U TR 2 ik 52 2 & 20 bHlEEZ A L
TBY, TOX) YA, @, EEskE ) St LE121E, 7%
LORDOEMEED D OFEREZIT I (P E S OS2 S DOFER
BT RVETLEHLH5), R EOEEEZIMEZENTE LD
DETDH, IS a—T—2MEEFTNE LVER. HHED. HCD
AT AR 2RI L, BCERZTOERIFIIZIDbND SO
Tho T, »OWOEEEDEREZITT, F72id—E DM BROFE T
HOHERPORBRENDVETH L L V) HTHBLTVEY, Zhb0

(167  Vance, supra note (112), 31 Yale L. J. 354.

(18) Vance, supra note (112), p. 546. 2B, Z D X ) GHlEES L WMIZBWTDH ., fEHR
BB & O RS O RBRAA 2 B IS X 2 EHEORINDE B TE T L2 Lo
Bl 2o BRI B A RIS fH % Attachment B X O Garnishment 2 5 4
HELTWDHEHDOLH 5,

(1) 2 COUCH, CYCLOPEDIA OF INSURANCE LAW (1929) § 330, p. 936.
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HlEdid,. I XRTOHHEOEEHZ R TW2 DI TR WAS, Bz e R
EREIEBITAEBLORNRHENEZ G2 51T ZRDOLDDELE LTS,
ZLT. 2O&) Lo, EOBE 2 G2 L) ICHE 2R
Loz ondoshtns™,

BRI EE, T LTROZEDD5HETH I EHTE S, D5000
FoV7A5 10000 RV TOBFHDOM T, BUEMN 2 RBAG S8 Z R L T
5H0™. @250 Fvars 500 FVETOEBEOM T, FRE R %48 H 4R
B TR LB Z R L Tw 50", OfADZDICHifkShd
RTOBBEHEZRBEL T30 THs (2B, Z0IZLALIE, &
MeH % ET DR TEXLDONIREAHIIY K L2 B HESINTVS),
1B D proceeds and avails™ 1213, SO FH B BT, IFH R4 -
PR BN A B X OB E I L D REAI S e W ER D SRS B
ANEZH LN DL ZFER LS BER LIRS 250 0L HMI T

Who HIEETIR, RBRORERZ 2 5 RSB L Thk 4 2 fil AT

(M) McMullen v. Shields (1934) 96 Mont. 191, 29 P. (2d) 652; Lubke v. Vonnekold (1947)
250 Wis. 496, 27 N.W. (2d) 458.

(M) Ariz., Minn., Miss., S. Dak.

(I7)  Calif, Idah, Mo., Mont., Nev., S. Car., Utah.

(W) Alk., Ark., Colo. Conn., Dela., Fla, Go. Il Ind, la, Kan., Ky. La,Me., Md. Mass.,
Mich., Nebr., N. Hamp., N. J., N. Mex., N. Y., N. Car.N. Dak., Okla., Ohio, Ore., Pa, R. I,
Tenn, Tex., Vt, Wash., W. Va,Wis,, Wyo.

(M) Schwarzschild,supra note (0), p.179. = B HITO = 2 — I — 7 MK 3212 & (a)
. TAEGPRBREICEE LT [PRR4ESB L 04 (proceeds and avails) | &9
JHEEE, JECPRB G, BRSO B3 F 723 BRI R S oMt B3, R
BREB X OB RER. HOAGRBRMBR B X OB Y 4% & A4, BU4aid. PRBGES
FBATHRRREENB L S EHETZITNE T L 2 RBALEG AR E. RO
RSNz 2022 FETHH E Y S hizhrzlbiv. | LH#
ET Ho SIE=MERNZER [=2—3— 27 MNRBEE (2010 42K ] (A ar bl
4. 20124F) R, BRI, K IRE 4% proceeds and avails ICEEN5E E V) D
BEHRBELPOHOIATH B2, 2OTIEIERBMENHELET. ZOMIET,
proceeds and avails IZfERIERENE TN DD F LN 03D 5B FERNIZIE,
BICH T 2B EOHHZMHBRICED, MHURREIEIND LMINTE
Schwartz v. Holzman,69 F.2d 814 (2d Cir. 1934), cert. denied, 293 U.S. 565, 55 S.Ct.
76,79 LEd.665 (1934).
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Hbo AV I AMDVFEERBIRT BI12H72o Ty FHINE. Bk (W
Bt E) BLOEDFE (RREZINN) OUFAEH O 4 % H S
12X % Garnishment 225 R#ET 22 L2 LW EHIRT %, 2B, Rk
MNP ST &2 488 L 72 R BR A2 & 0 3 b 7 BRBAa A S BRE T 5
L) b L, RN S Z RBEEZAOFHEZ > SRR Ih5 &
TH5LDbH L, LarL. ZOL) RAROENEERITIE, GO0 HOH
PHCHlE L B — ST b,

2 FEEITARIIOVT

=2 —3— 7 MR D 55 5 A 1d. RERERIE DALV D B 5 W b H R4
ZWANE L CTORDITHiRE S NI B W TEESE 2 ET 5 BN TR
B INT2DTIE L WERRERH O NE. PR E IR BR SO E
BHEEPRRENT VL 0E ) X0 hb b3, EHER OGRS HHITHR
BRI DR ST R EZFETHDDE LTnW5B, 7272 LEHESRICRESE
MEXKZ S > Th SNTRBEEOZINTOWTIDY RIS 2RO T
2%, MOMDFHETEZ. ZNENRE ST, BEITE > TGS
TR RBEHZNAKREZ BT 22050052 ™,

— I, INSHORIEREIZ. bE D EEERBICEHHATE 5 X ) AR
NTE2", BIEEERMNIE. HEREYFIC L - THE SN2 R EZI

(15) In re Sturdevant, 29 F. (2d) 795 (W. D. N. Y. 1928); In re Newberger, 1 F. Supp.
685 (W. D. Okla. 1932); Cole v. Marple, 98 11158 (1381); Houston v. Mladduxw,179
III. 377, 53 N. E. 599 (1899); York v. Flaherty, 210 Mass. 35, 96 N. E. 53 (1911). ¥ 7=,
In re Murphyv. Casey, 150 M1mn. 107,184 N.W. 783 (1921);First State Bank v.
Conn., 136 Ok . 294, 277 Pac. 928(1929); Well v. Marquw, 256 Pa.608,101 Ati.70(1917).
723, Johnson v. Bacon, 92 Miss. 156, 45 So. 858 (1908)

(1) Ralph v. Cox, 1 F. (2d) 435 (C.C. A. 8th, 1924); In re Weick 2 F. (2d) 647 (C.C.
A. 6th, 1924); Irving Bank v. Alexander, 280 Pa. 466, 124 AU. 634 (1924).

(1M 1In re Churchill, 209 Fed. 766 (C. C. A. 7th, 1913); Smith v. Metropolitan Life Ins.
Co.,, 43 F. (2d) 74 (C. C. A. 3rd, 1930); In re Hurwitz, 3 F. Supp. 16 (N. Y. 1933);
Charles Hing v. Joe Lee, 37 Cal. App. 313, 174 Pac. 356 (1918); Pulsifer v. Hu-sey, 97
Me. 434, 54 Atl. 1076 (1903); Flood v. Libby, 38 Wash. 366, 80 Pac. 533 (1905).
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MNZEHDNBD, F723REBREZIIGEE SN2 A 3Rk shs 2
Lo THN™, YN RREHEEF KL bRBA™, 2
WM ERRENMENES £ ET AR TR INGAICR RSN AVnE NS Z
LrBoTwa™, B, 19MFIC= 2 —T— 7M. EEEERMICH
LCEHD R SN2 0 L) MICBIRZE { . Ay - flHE - BB athic
Lo TR ENTTIE RS BHER O 732 e L",

TTIHRH L2 X912, ThooblERE. YRR OMKERE %
GOLLOL L THRINhTWwa®, 72 % 213F Schwarz v. Holzman

Hurwitz FHEIZB W T, PRREFE DS COMBIZAT L Cn gt <its
R ORI B DM EZ BET A2 RN TE L EHRT 5, il F TOMMA
FRUZ2REICIE, BEFIECO L EIRBREZMA L LTifg ShTnizsmdskET
HEHEPICED ST UMM SIET H 2 EASTE S, Wason v. Colburn, 99 Mass, 342
(1868); Talcott v. Field, 34 Neb. 611, 52 N. W. 400 (1892); Ellison v. Straw, 119 Wis.
502, 97 N. W. 168 (1903). Z= 5. BRI IIIIRIICREZEICE TN TS,
Scott v. Wamsley, 253 N. W. 524 (Iowa 1934); Schuler v. Johnson, 246 N. W. 632 (S. D.
1933).

(1)  Wittman v. Littlefield, 142 Misc. 916, 256 N. Y. Supp. 471 (Sup. Ct. 1932) , afl'd,
235 App. Div. 831, 257 N. Y. Supp. 885 (Ist Dep't 1932) ;Lion Credit Union v.
Gutman, 148 Misc. 620, 265 N. Y. Supp. 979 (N. Y. City Ct. 1932) .Barnovitch v.
Horwatt, 173 Atl676 (Pa. 1934).

(1% In re Kern, 8 F. Supp. 246 (S. D. N. Y. 1934); Murdy v. Skyles, 101 Iowa 549, 70 N.
W. 714 (1897); Chattanooga Sewer Pipe Works v. Dunbar, 153 Mis. 276, 120 So. 450
(1929); Herbach v. Herbach, 148 Misc. 33, 265 N. Y. Supp. 14 (N. Y. City Ct. 1933);
Baxter v. Old National City Bank, 46 Ohio App. 533, 189 N. E. 514 (1933). But see
In re Commissioner of Banks v. Yelverton, 204 N. C. 441, 168 S. E. 505 (1933).

(8) Edgar A. Levy Leasing Co., Inc. v. Wishner, 147 Misc. 828, 147 Misc. 829, 265 N. Y.
Supp. 184 (Sup. Ct. 1933).

(18) N.Y.INSURANCE LAW § 55-b effective (1934) 1%, WIZRAYICE ER EOFI 2T
LB S N5, Addiss v. Selig, 264 N. Y. 274, 190 N. E. 490 (1934) =Hf)
B2V —IVIZHEZ T, REIEHIE O HICHE L T 2B I @l s hzvwe 3
% (73, Holmes v. Marshall, 145 Cal. 177, 79 Pac. 534 (1905); Scott v. Wamsley,
253 N. W. 524 (Towa 1934).

(1) Holden v. Stratton,198 U. S. 202 (1905); Davis v. Cramer, 133 Ark. 224, 202 S. W.
239 (1918); Grems v.Traver, 87 Misc. 644, 148 N. Y. Supp. 200 (Sup. Ct. 1914), atl'd,
164 App. Dlv. 968, 149 N. Y. Supp. 1085 (4th Dep't 1914); Dawson v. National Life
Ins. Co., 156 Tenn. 306, 300S. W. 507 (1928); Cannons v. Lincoln Nat' Life Ins. Co.,
203 Wis. 452, 243 N. W. 320 (1932); Cooper v. Taylor, 54 F. (2d) 105S (C. C. A. 5th,
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Iz B VT, REBHITE. ROFRTRREZIA (3) 1[2Hihbh,
BRI RDBIE L2 E W) BHBITH L0, ZOWEI, BRRRESEZRRY
BEHREINT VS, EAABAFTIE. TOB. KASPUEHMTZ 2T
5LV PEHEICIHONV— VA E N D LB# L TWb, FEIZREBRE
R OfFF 2 R SN TV 225, HIEEZAMIFRINLERETHL LV
ZZIHEDEZOMENEL TV D, T2, YR, T RBEEZIA
D72DIEATTENRTOBLHE™, T 7213 BUE O BRBUE O 3B S
NBYEITIIRBRENLZ L LR BbDEMERTVEY,

% L OMTIR, BRI T 2FETAICOVWTHEEZ BV TWS, iRl
W73 HEE 72 T INTMCBITLLDTHE™, $4bb, [HHY
VUM oFED72H12, HED D WA D EMITD W TRk S 7R3,
B B WV ILIRBEER DR - IRBRR ARG L 72 - ToOESHITHE - &
PEEMMALNDOZIHES N, HHVIEVIEEHEICL-TTHNR, Th
SOFEIIHIDONS X HIZENLEIC. BEEEZETLIERTRBIES R
TG ERE. BIERRBRESEZIAD 5 WIEEZ L. BB - SRS
TR AEIRER. BEET A N F72EBO NN L - TEA
SNPGRS EHANHESL LT R H 543 % proceeds and avails 12
DWCHERAE T %, 72720, AT ETHENE D > TIbNI-HR
FoBHE, HEERIOBLEICIR LoD, FEZM L7729 2. 2D proceeds
NOEHEZ DOIZDITHELTONG] Thb, TOPTIE IDMEHEZ I
LCHEEMBLR20PNMEL 25, ZOMIZOWVTIIKRTHEL L

1923); Murphy v. Casey, 150 Minn. 107, 184 N. W. 783 (1921); Dreyfus v. Barton, 98
Miss. 768, 54 So. 254 (1911); Schuler v. Johnson, 246 N. W. 632 (S. D.1933).

(18) Schwarz v. Holzman,69 F. (2d) 814 (C.C. A. 2d, 1934).

() New York Plumbers Specialties Co. Inc. v. Stein, 140 Mlisc. 161, 140 N. Y.Supp.
220 (Sup. Ct. App. Term 1931).

(%) Randik Realty Corp. v. Moseyeff, 147 Misc. 618, 263 N. Y. Supp. 440 (N. Y. City
Ct. 1933).

(18) James W. Heath,Exemption Statutes and the Right to Proceeds of Life Insurance,
9 Montana Law Review 62 (1948).




9%  BKEY B0

TN, —BICRKOEAEDITFLIENTED, Thbb, ORFEHGE
BORBREZIADEE (72T OHA. R T 72132 ORI
MOWDIE T ZOMDITHEE) . QFFHEHEREOEBEH (RBREHH)
DHEZH DT D ORBIAK &R L. B2 IS 2, FRORES
N7 BETRBE O E 23— bR T s e TH L™,

FEIM EMERILED AR
1 BEROELE

RBRVIEER RS 51285 - Tk, ZNEEKITHERTRE TR, HH
R (liberal construction) §XRETH D EWVbINTED ., FEEOHHH)
IZBWTLZD L) REESRONTWAY, Kk, a€ v o— LoJEHl
BT D EOMPUIRAEN e 81D T EAL WA, BRI OMRIZD
WTIR—ELT, COVEREZE?T LI, BHHZMBR 2 S EXE
ThobrLEnTwz"™,

2 aFEMURHE

AEPREBREOMK K & OBRDHE L b0 T B, SERED, &
FEOHIERT AR SN TH 2 0 Ehr 2 MbTEARH 2L T5 D
DN B TORE MEHE OBFRTHE L 2 5 DH%, OB - D
T 7 2SR g LA A S AEAE . OPRBREAK 72T D3R E /T A S A, fF
W72 ANERERE AT 2 DA OB M TH Do & ) blF, Uegihfrshile s h
5 UHNCAAEL T efited (Lo TiRO - @) »5. REEH 2R
ETDZNEOVIHEIIODW T, AREEEO YK (contract
impairment) OZEIFIIKTHE VI,

LRI O T £ 723 kRE O COVT ez HKE LT, e

(18 Heath,supara note (1%) p.64.
(1) Schwarzschild,supra note (10), p.198-199 ; Vance , supra note (12) p.741.
(189 Schwarzschild,supra note (10), p.198-199 ; Vance , supra note (112) p.741.
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ICHEE L O L2 R IE. SRS oflEEidE sh
WP 2D Xy —A TR, EHEZOEMIRTTIZEELTVAEY, £
S OFIEFHERTTIHFAEL TV A EIHET SN b, DX RE&ENB,
NTVRIFIUE, FBEZ0X) L HITHEH I N WES ) T EDRFITRE
NTw2™, Bk, SHIRBREEED X9 2070l 5@
DTHHEV) FIEE LTWw5DH, —EINL. $XTORBREIZZNSD
U SN B EHEEDELMEZ L) L LTV AMEIIE SR
72l FIEVAHET S (BHEEOFRPE L LBICECPET TR E
)9, MBS W BMHEITE 25 0L R B EICRREH IR 5~
XV, BRI, SOVEZVORE SN L0 TH - THEAT
X25DTHHNETH b,

EOHPIE T, BRI O I\ EH 2 b OO0 RIZEH
BECH YA, TNOIIEE LOBWEFHIER T 20 E)hae %252 L
ISR E 5, REEIE, ELOMEICL > TRRSIS b 0L IR
EZONTWA, 29 L3 mIc I 2 X 2 MR 2 2 A5 CE %2
Mo2FBEZIIMLTWAE™, Lo LEHSFHED shadow (22 - T, §XC

(1%) United States Mortgage & Trust Co. v. Ruggles, 258 N. Y. 32, 179 N. E. 250 (1923);
Well v. Marquis, 256 Pa. 608, 101 AtL 70 (1917). Contra: Cros v. Armstrong44 Ohio
St. 613, 10 N. E. 160 (1887).

B BEVEOAEEICHET A E LCiE, EHER [= 2 — 3 — 7 MR
2B 2 AR R O PRI TE ] B PRBR R 42 162 7 215 H., 224 — 225 H
(2008 4) ] [= 22— 3 — 27 MBI BT b L PR E PR E DO REA ] Az dn PRb
#£164 75 101 H (2009 4) S,

() In re Morse, 206 Fed. 350 (D. Kan. 1912); Addiss v. Selig, 264 N. Y. 274, 190 N. E.
490 (1934); In re Commissioners v. Yelverton, 204 N. C. 441, 168 S. E. 505 (1933);
Well v. Marquis, 256 Pa. 608, 101 AtL 70 (1917); Skinner v. Holt, 9 S. D. 427, 69 N.
W595 (1896).

(%) Well v. Marquis, 256 Pa. 603, 101 Atl. 70 (1917).

(1) Quackenbush v. Danks, 1 Denio 127, aff'd, 1 N. Y. 129 (1848); Morse v. Goold, 11 N.
Y. 281 (1854); Laird v. Carton, 196 N. Y. 169, 89 N. E. 822 (1909); Brearley v. Ward,
201 N. Y. 358,94 N. E. 1001 (1911).

(%) In re Bonvillain, 232 Fed. 370 (E. D. La. 1916), affd, 237 Fed. 1015 (C. C. A5th,
1917), cert. dismissed, 248 U. S. 588 (1918); In re Messinger, 29 F. (2d) 158 (C. C.A.
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DFH T DRI OFAT ST B OFERDP LRI ND 2 & &l
ERNE, ZOFERVPFEHAET 2EMEE I L TOREHEINE Z EHE
HMENTWDEERBRRLENE ) DIIEEMTH %,

LA L. Addiss v. Selig FE® 2B WT, =2 — 3 — 7 HOPEFREHH
Arid, AEEOMBIZE R Lo2o"™, RS54 A ld. BEAF S 1<
MENDZENFBRENTORWERIR Lz, REHFIE, oIS
E BIESNAHT B THEL LSV 2T MERESNLZRETRY
Lien AL TWwWbZ&, FAZOBEWHRNICEFOZEKICLSRL. B
HOEMEHEICERLTWREWI EIZE T, TNOZHRTILD LS
RUINERSRWEDBBIZHEDE ZORHISEL 2.

Crane IS IR D L HIZDOXRD, bbb, [RHOKBIIEET A RXE
Thbo TNURNIRIT S NRBIIHEH SN0 EH, 2, B
FOEHEE ORI OV T L FR LT, SO, MAEOEES
B E RIZT Ll BHEOZEMEN SN L) ICMREhTwb,
HOZHETHZIE, FHINE 1927 4E 5 H 31 HUENCAEE LA ICAEL T
WHZLEEZTWLDIEIMDTEYLTHS (FHBHIZZTOHUEZTE TADR
TVARWINED) 2D L) BN R MEHEZ L CARHIZARTH 5,
bivbiid, FEOSFIIBIT 2 8HEE IS ENIEH SN L5612 2 OIHIC

2d, 1928), cert. denied, 279 U. S. 855 (1929); Fearn v. Ward, 65 Ala. 33 (1880);Addiss
v. Selig, 264 N. Y. 274, 190 N. E. 490 (1934); In re Commissioners v. Yelverton,204 N.
C. 441, 168 S. E. 505 (1933); Well v. Marquis, 256 Pa. 608, 101 Atl. 70 (1917);Trust
Co. v. Fay; In re Heilbron's Estate, 14 Wash. 536, 45 Pac.153 (1896).
INLOHZIIBWTEHHNE, EELLROLLVEIITHRENDLRE &) —fF

FHIOBH Z > Twb, —fEAIZ. 20 X9 R X - THIEREO HIighER
ONAEYAICOAEH TSI EMNTE S, Sage v. Brooklyn, 89 N. Y. 189 (1882);
People v. Feitner, 191 N. Y. 88, 83 N. E. 592 (1908). %2}, —#¢JEHNE ¥ZifE0E
EMEA MR T NS, U0V EHNZBHET 258 10138 E 2 5,

(%) Addiss v. Selig,264 N. Y. 274, 190 N. E. 490 (1934).

(1% Gunn v. Barry, 82 U. S. 610 (1872); Edwards v. Kearzey, 96 U. S. S95 (1877);
Bank of Minden v. Clement, 256 U. S. 126 (1921); Coombes v. Getz, 285 U. S.434
(1932).
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—MDOATED» ZWEFEEL Y L LA RO L) ZERELE R 5, TdEEw
b7 RBEED, KIEBARDE 52 &I2BT 2 BIFHN 2 R IZE L LoD,
United States Mortgage & Trust Co. v. Ruggles (253 N. Y.32, p. 39) 2B
WTHERLENTWE I LR EELTWD, BEEOMEM, BRI X > THE
% JAF SN FrEE B DU SAA b N7k 0§ 2 ke D
FzETLIEPVEEOBERTH S L HRE T2\ ((Hollenbach v.
Born, 238 N. Y. 34), L CZD LI LB TH L% 51E, EHEETENAK
R ET D]

L2 Ly BRI O VTR R T W 5 & &I EH U 3% e i
EMAAOBERICHEH T2 L 2B LTV RWVRIASOEKDS b 72%
Vo BROMBHER L. ZRIH L REORIHFEL TV L0 E) MThrrb
53, HOWBEMIMSDOHEF DS b7\ = 2 — 3 — 7 ML @Y 72 FHR
EOBRT, ZORIBICEEL TRy YTy = 7ML, BEERHES \Z#A
ENBHEIC, BEEETIIZ WV E W) EREFFICHRRT 572912, PR
BN BEAEEMER DRERZPERR§ 5 & ) —fRiE 2 BIE T 5 2 LANDICHO LR
BZRETHLY,

WEAF DM 2 HRAHER) 2 48 ) B E L O BHEEGTEZ H R 2 BRI HEE &[]
L R SRR E £ 72 RSN DM ETH L0089 L
WHZETHb, Thbb, COMENEHE THLHRMIAHBEDDDOTH
B EV)GEITIE D% HHIEE S MR OMEE» SN ZE) ZLI13TE
B E W) RERIZIT S OB B E LER WY, 20T k. Zo#mI
ERROBINEIETE 2 &) A EREY, wiopoMTiE, Zhb
DEEANE, ZOHRT b & A RBuat 2 0kr 3 2 Lo B ORMEIC S
WCHEH SN Z &3 o2,

1 PA.STAT. (1920) § 12262 ; PA.STAT. (1930) Tit. 40, § 517

%) Bronson v. Kenzie, 42 U. S. 311 (1843); McCracken v. Hayward, 43 U. S. 608 (1844).
%) Gunn v. Barry, 82 U. S. 595 (1873); Edwards v. Kearzey, 96 U. S. 595 (1877).

M) Skinner v. Holt, 9 S. D. 427, 69 N. W. 595 (1896); Trust Co. v. Fay, 14 Wash.536, 45

1
1
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W. B. Worthen Company v. Thomas F-E™ 2B\, @I EEHH T,
B B E OFREGE OK T OR E TROEHBE OFRGE 2 H TITT
LMD S B DT, MR DPMEHOFREDORIZMF I N7zE v ) 2 LI
BMERBOHRVET 5, FEMREHRIE. FFEFICBNT 2ok %
Al 2 PR L7z ZOEHIBNE, HUZRERZK O &2 kT 57217 T
Ly ENEZERT H720IEDOFHd MET H2RETHRVWI L ZRT T —
71 v AMSEZR D) DO TH %o FrikOflE i (W IRIBE DT X il
W o 7R D b & T2 OfilEd: Lo 2 RSN R LT
WBHRETH b, DT Garnishment OBLEIZIEDHE S L5 FIS RS
HICEDEILTOHNEDDTH S, MikFEEBHFTIE. COEHEZEHITET
HY. POBRETHLLIRLEY,

Hughes BREHIFIE, DXD XS ITBRRTZOHMEBFELER L. T4
Hh, [VECL o THM SNSRI D SHICHS TV L MEHICHET 553
FIEH SN L0, BEOBEITERL T 2 Lo#BE DAY
BAANER D, HRITZENARICBW T EE LORES R SEZRTIE R L,
EREDVEFOHE2ERF-3BETL20IH5THS L) EHEAD
FRITERTH S, HTYOFERIIBU S H RSB X O Garnishment 13, # L
HADVHER B CTH o 7O L OB AT L, HilE k255l m 2 MR
ZEWT L7200 TFRERMETLODTH L] L35,

WA DR R D72 DITHIE R 2 IEM LT 57200 3% 3 THE ), 3
AV MOHEB™ 1, B - F RN EZELERICELTHIR SR wE
W) EZHICHDERREND, ZOr —ZAOKHICEH LT, Sutherland
EZFD#F Z2 H IR LT Van Devanter. McReynolds 3 X UF Butler X 3 %
VI INOEHBNIOE ZORMEHEY KL DOXRD, T4bb, [bivbhid,

Pac. 153 (1896); Rice v. Smith, 72 Miss. 42, 16 So. 417 (1894).
@) W. B. Worthen Company v. Thomas, 292 U. S. 426 (1934).
(@2 W.B. Worthen Company v. Thomas, 65 S. W. (2d) 917 (Ark. 1934).
(@3) Home Bldg. & Loan Assn v. Blaisdell, 290 U. S. 398 (1934).
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ROFRELEMMLT A, FAREBIEAKOZ ETHL25, ST
DO EREG 25 L) FiRIE, ZH EoRBOBIIHE L ONEED
BIEOMNEHHE LTRATAILIETEL Y, 2OL) REEEXZITA
N5 ZEid, EREZEBEOBERIEA L 2 WBEEN ZEEAEbhvbh
BEL LR DBDOTHA, bivbiUud . AMEEIOfERLHEGRE R 5,
B 5 7B X Z S A5kEE L 72 I o B, #EXOREICL > TihE s h
HEw)Zl, BLXUORMOGERE I ABBARERZZNIEENE VW)
ATFIZHDIVT WD & L7,

WREIZ BT, ZRRBUS — AR BP0 3 2 PR HE & O MR %2
PRET H72DICERT A EDEOOLNT WD, Lo Lok OFH BTl
fEHeE X ﬁﬁ@%ﬁh@%%@%%ﬂ%@bh%o&%&6\ﬁﬁ®v~
ANHOFEHA U, Y RIFEH SN T E D BRI OB R

DFFRIFELRLEMNEDEDTH VN TE LD TR BZVRLTH S,

LALI) LEFHEHEO TICBIT 2T RTOr — A, EHERIEEE
DY 2 D L FAROFGE & 2T MM D 5, HAEHE L7zE &I
BRO—EolzTy 743 —AA Y FOMFZALTEYN, ZRWRITHE
FIERT 2D 0TI RV EEEOMETIE AR { EHH O IE %2 MR HUT
FTHHANLZO L) RREOTICH S,

Hawthorne v. Calef F#:™ B X 0F Coombes v. Getz ™ D X 5 7. W
fifk - REDOE BT Z B KT 2 AR OWER 2 k5 BB, Btz
EBICBE LB L, EEADANAOFITH L THERZSHUT S 2h, 2h
BHEE 2o TV DRMEHEHEOWMERTH S, TN R, IREEOZH] & 5
BL T2 i, SRR OB 1k, PR Z NS L C—EE b 50
MAFETAH2DOTIE WL, FLihd,

WHE. IRESNIRREZIAD 720 OAEGIRREEE, Wik 5 ERIC

(@) Hawthorne v. Calef , 69 U. S. 10 (1865).
(#5) Coombes v. Getz,285 U. S. 434 (1932).
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BWTH, EHEZOMETIZR S, BHEFICLZEERINOFILTEIE RS
e B BFHDEGIRRERIEOMED —HZ R L 2D THB™,
R OB ICHLRY ., MHEAOFREICBITLHMETINTLT S
TENTED. FEEMTANRTIUL, BHHIIMEE L. BB
LT LAMGICOVWTELIEDSZEIETELZWY, EE G hoF
Wb NS AR IE, FEBICIZZ DL ) 25 Th b, KEEBERE
52 5D X ) IEMEE DA ST A M EFIR SN TV B HEICIE. &
D &) MR T 2D TIERVES 9 b

Addiss FH®ICB VT, TEFER, 0L AHRAICEEE RIZTI L
ZEHLTCWARVWERRSN, FABNIEE) T2 LICIEERE TSR
LRWERRTVWEZEDPTTICHEBEIN TS, BEIZ, FRICBWT,
Za— T =7 NOEFIIEBRESS £ A B THEEREE 2 a0 L V)
A TEZ LN TS, 72, Addiss FHHTlE, BB OMRBEAL LT,
B SIEIE, PRI~ D EB B OMPEL 137 5 72 2 A W20 K
LTwhnkFEINTWE, EEMloR#ELE. ot R
ANOZEMEPBEENTOBEZEH SN, X RHEAIEHES
NTWLHGEITIE, S OEAIZZENFRIC L o TRESINLZ LIRS
PoH, TNIEBEOMETHH LT 5,

KIEBRTED 52 2 ML TV A2 FHBNLTRT, FHFEO T TRk S N7
L, KT AL, EZOMETHLEVI T EZHBALTVLY, it
SEO—HIZIERKITROMBRM EO—FH L LTRGENTnE VW) T e, B&
TR BV TIGEEB NI, 2D X9 IOV TRSHED 2\ E

() Bailey v. Wood, 202 Mass. 549, 89 N. E. 147 (1909); Shaver v. Shaver 35 App. Div.
1,54 N. Y. Supp. 464 (3d Dep't 1898.)

(@7 Central National Bank of Washington v. Hume, 128 U. S. 195 (1888).

(M) Addiss v. Selig,264 N. Y. 274, 190 N. E. 490 (1934).

(@9) Whitehead v. New York Life Ins. Co. 102 N. Y. 143, 6 N. E. 267(1886); Anderson v.
Northwestern Mut. L. Ins. Co., 261 N. Y. 450, 185 N. E. 896 (1933).
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ENBHERTV Y, £ BRRETMAOLEESRHEIN TV LY
BETHoTh, BHHEOEBIH L CTRERSICHAEMR 2 THI LIRT
20", ZLOBHATIE. DL RHEMIERE TV BEAITE.
ZI D% HHEENHEN S AT, BICEHEMENZETL2DATHL LT
2%, L. ShEDF —21d, ROEFRIZOWTERTVE DT
bHbho ThW R, RREZMAOEFHEORRIE., EOFAMIHELR RIZ
THLDOTIE AL, 20X BIH KM EORREZ T 2174 THHZ &,
BLORMN G T 2 EOMMIL, ML TH S LBNTVWDZ
EIZOWTRIEYTHSHY, HHITE. LOWTHIZ, HBREZTIA

(2100 Maurice v. Travelers Ins. Co., 121 M isc. 427, 201 N. Y. Supp. 369 (Sup. Ct.
1923) ,approved in Gershman v. Berliner, 214 App. Div. 196, 211 N. Y. Supp. 881 (Ist
Dep'tl925). o & &, FIOFKHBIE, T DL ) BREIEEEDVPITT H I &N
WHETHbHE V) bDLH -7 (Cavagnaro v. Thompson , 78 Misc. 637, 138 N. Y.
Supp. 819 (Sup. Ct. 1912); Clark v. Shaw, 91Misc. 245, 154 N. Y. Supp. 1101 (County
Ct. 1915); Hall v. Hess, 97 Misc. 331, 161 N. Y.) Supp. 418 (Sup. Ct. App. Term
1916); Ecker v. Meyer, 118 Misc. 356, 194 N. Y. Supp. 320,118 Misc. 443, 194 N. Y.
Supp. 654(N. Y. City Ct. 1922), reversed on question of practice,119 Misc. 375, 196 N.
Y. Supp. 26S (Sup. Ct. App. Term 1922).

@1) Chelsea Exchange Bank v. Travelers Ins. Co., 173 App. Div. 829, 160 N. Y.
Supp,225 (1st Dep't 1916).

(212) Eltonhead v. Travelers Ins. Co. 177 App. Div. 170, 163 N. Y. Supp. 338 (Ist Dep't
1917); McGowin v. Menken, 223 N. Y. 509, 119 N. E877 (1918); Schoenboltz v. New
York Life Ins. Co. 234 N. Y. 24, 136 N. E. 227 (1922); Jorgensen v. De Viney, 57 N. D.
63, 222 N. W. 464 (1928); Oetting v. Sparks, 109 Ohio St. 94, 143 N. E. 184, (1923);
Katz v. Ohio Natl Bank, 127 Ohio St. 531, 191 N. E. 782 (1934); In Resnerk v. Mutual
Life Ins. Co., 190 N. E. 603 (Mass. 1934).

(213) Chase Natl Bank v. United States, 278 U. S. 327, 334 (1929); In re Rose, 24 F.
2d.253(E. D. Pa. 1927, aff'd, 24 F.(2d)254(C. C. A. 3rd, 1928), cert. denied 227 U. S593
(1928); Wirgman v. Miller, 98 Ky. 620, 33 S. W. 937 (1896); Tyler v. Treasurer and
Receiver General, 226 Blass. 306, 115 N. E. 300 (1917); Grems v. Traver, 87 Misc.
644,148 N. Y. Supp. 200 (Sup. Ct. 1914), aff'd, 164 App. Div. 968, 149 N. Y. Supp. 1035
(1914); Chelsea Exchange Bank v. Travelers Ins. Co. 173 App. Div. 829, 160 N. Y.
Supp 225 (1st Dep't 1916); Wagner v. Thieriot 203 App. Div. 757, 197 N. Y. Supp.
560 (1st Dep't 1922), aff'd, 236 N. Y. 588, 142 N. E. 295 (1923); Maurice v. Travelers
Ins. Co.121 Misc. 427, 201 N. Y. Supp. 369 (Sup. Ct. 1923); Mahoney v. Eaton, 123
Misc.231, 205 N. Y. Supp. 707 (Sup. Ct. 1924), aff'd, 212 App. Div. 867, 208 N. Y.
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ZORMEEDFNBITR L THATT A2 EATE S L) I1T, SR/
—DfihEETHLETHY,

T OB SRR E O THRIT, BARBE O OHER NI
DX TEDORRIBRREGITHITT A LD TE L) kN ZFAHT A &
ETERWEAICIE RBREZMALEESRR SN T L) I EE
TlE%\Ve WL LLETH->TH, BIRRFIZ. O TICL ) Zibh
B2 E LRSI T AMEMEZA LTV, Tz, PR
HOEMEE IRRARDE 52 508 & T, FITKIDbNLMAE&ICTRT S
CENTELDH S LMEMIMEEEOWHEDOTIZRVHENTHL, ZDL)
HERITEE LOZHFHORBENTH D, ZhWZ, =2 —F—7MNED
SEEIE B RIEMARES2 KA WAL T LM BB WITIRFE 55
FAZERTIZNIE o T BEAFHES O K» ST DN L Ak
Bt 2 bR 3 572012, EEBIET 27259, TOHKEITE ) ERIIR
Frit55 52 A OF L HWMZER T A L TE 5,

Supp. 898 (1st Dep't 1925); Weil v. Marquis, 256 Pa. 608, 110 Atl.70 (1917); Irving
Bank v. Alexander, 280 Pa. 466, 124 Atl. 634 (1924).

(24) Reighart v. Harris, 6 Kan. App. 339, 51 Pac. 788 (1897); Goldman v. Moses, 191 N.
E. 873 (Mass. 1934); Goza v. Provine, 140 Miss. 315, 10S So. 534 (1925); Amberg v.
Manhattan Life Ins. Co.,, 171 N. Y. 314, 63 N. E. 1111 (1902); Jackson v. Talnadge,246
N. Y. 133, 158 N. E. 48 (1927); Sam Levy & Co. v. Davis, 125 Tenn. 342, 142 S. W.
1118 (1911); Reiff v. Armour & Co., 79 Wash. 48, 139 Pac. 633 (1914). L» L. %43
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