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Patten v. Moore.

L. & E. held337,and Bouts 21 E. it is that theEllis,v. where
donatioof the donor is effectual as a causa mortischeck only

the his decease.is beforemoneywhere paid
N. H. isThe case 6 an386,of v. Sawyer, expressCopp
thedecision of the Court hasupon longwhichSuperior point,

ofas the settled thebeen and acted law State.regarded upon
It cannot be from. There bemust, therefore,now departed

theJudgment for defendant.

Patten v. &Moore a.

A to answer ininterrogatorieswitness who demurs a becase in willchancery
charged arisingwith the costs thefrom the of and of thedelay cause, attempt
to take his testimony.

InBell, ease,J.* this 9 163,which is in Fosterreported
thatdecided,it thewas was bound to the inter-witness answer

torogatories him, and that theproposed question was brought
thebefore court m the called a demur-substantially mode,proper

rer to The before us arisesinterrogatories. only nowquestion
a motion that the be ordered to thewitness shouldupon pay
of the demurrer.costs

laid theThe rule is in books of thatdown if thepractice,
overruled,demurrer to is the are tointerrogatories costs be paid

1130-1;the P.Dan. Ch. andwitness. Strathmore v.by
;11 L. N.Strathmore, J., S., ch. 215­ Davis Reid,v. 5 Sim.

;448­ Parkhurst v. 2Lowten, 194;Swans. v. 1Wardel Dent,
334;Dick. 2 Atk.v. areDodamede, 592,Vailliant cited as

In theauthorities. last decided incase, which was the1743,
treated Ld. Ch. ;Hardwick as aquestion was by new question

“ Iand he am of thethat entitledsays, party.is toopinion have

* Sawyer, having been of did not sit.J., counsel,
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andRobie Wife v. Flanders.

court;tbe the I to itto and ifcosts wasupon layapplication
rule,a that no costs be in casedown as should given whereany

anddemurs, it would be of bad tenda witness consequence,very
.the into of the in this and somecourt,delay proceedingsgreatly

theit be to in such acases would worth whileparties’ put
to the I think it amerits,for the sake of Asdemurrer delay.

costs for it thein,case to ofgive upon arguingappeared,proper
Mr. came to thethatdemurrer, Bristow, witness,)the (the

heof the facts before concerned in the causewasknowledge
ordered to five costs.he pay poundsand was

in features,its resembled thecase, leadingThat somewhat

present.
that the the theordered, witness costs of termsIt paywas

the cause and the of thewas costsdelayed,whichduring pro-
his testimony.in takingceedings

Flanders.Robie & v.Wife

begins a widow’s claimagainstrun ofstatute of limitations to dower fromThe
right a afterdower,time when her accrues to writ of and notdemand,the

thedower death of hus-time when she became entitled to herfrom the upon
band.

assignment, havingthe arighther of beforesell Sowera widow purchaser,If
aher of inof from for that maintain writ dowermayattorney purpose,power

her name.

The defendant31,March 1854.datedofWrit Dower,

Robie hisRobie and Sallietoto answer Henrysummonedwas
in aBaker, deceased, pleaof Benjaminthe wifewife, who was

third of a indemand the messuagepartdower, theyof wherein
the ofRobie ofof endowmentas theManchester, Sallydower

the seizin of Baker duringoutThe setsBaker. writsaidthe
death,hisdemand, afterBaker,death andthe ofcoverture,the


