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Holman297, v.Pierce; Clement ;Daviesv. 3 Brod. & Lewis­ 8Bing.
s,

case; 2 Ab. 722.Rolle’s130,Coke Loveday's Kingsbury

reversed.Judgment

Mary versus ThomasEli Barnard wifeand his
Edwards.

ofA writ of dower within the limitations.is not statute

the dow-toThis a writ of dower recoverwas brought
Keene,a of land in of whichMaryer of the said in lot

thewas seized duringEzekiel Moore her late husband
coverture.

and titletheThe in bar thatpleaded rightdefendant
had,if sheanyinthe said to theMary premises,of dower

before thenexttwenty yearsaccrued her thanto more
¡orclaimanyEli of madeMary,and or either themsaid

twentymore thanin the andpremises,demand of dower
suit.of thisyears next before the commencement
and joinderaTo there was demurrerplea generalthis

in demurrer.
theEdwards,for tenant.

Parker, for the demandants.J.
Frost, 126,3 N. H. ofv. want abet-Rep.In Moore for

filed,the statue ofdefence, a of limitations waspleater
filed,bad. Thewas herepleathe decidedwhich court
ease,offered infrom the one thattrue,it is is different

it Theequally questionbut we believe is untenable.
tocaseanyof extends inwhether the statute limitations

undecided,dower, is left but the authorities cited.there
; 89 6 Johns. 290 andG.Oornyn’s Rep.Dig. Temps.

that itJohns. to not.104, seem he conclusive does
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Barnard Moore,In Frost,the of v. the court saycase that our
».

32statute of Henrystatute is from thecopied EnglishEdwards.
2. heldit is that this stat-VIII. Inc.liap. Comyn’s Dig.

adower, and ina of ofute does not extend to writ right
“that no311, it is saidwork, Park on Dowerlate English

forany bring-has periodstatute of limitations prescribed
ofa writ dower.”ing

104,In 8 neither the coun-Stuart, Johns. Rep.v.Ilogle
sel or the court that dower is within the generalsuggest

anotherlimitations, and it is held thatstatute of there
statute, more in its has noparticular provisions, opera-
tion to bar dower.

White, 179,In Shawv. 13 soldRep.Johns. the husband
1765,in and died years after,the lands within two but

the said could be no doubt thatcourt there the demand-
ant was entitled to recover.

“ intended to barThe statute was thoseonly who be-
entry lands,make an intoto &e.or toentitled aning bring

recoverythe of lands” &c. 3 N. II.action for 128.Rep.
no ofa widow has right entryBut until her dower is

She has noto her- estate in the lands untilassigned as-
;1 a.;Cruise’s 159 Coke Litt. 36Dig. Litt-signment. Ten.

; 247,743 Johns. Rep. ;sec. Jacksonv. 4 Mass.O’Donaghy
388, ;Windham 9v. Portland 13Rep. ditto O’Neil.Sheafev.

cannotDower be in anrecovered action of ejectment,
20;19 167until Johns. Johns. 411.regularly assigned.

enter,widow cannot even afterThe judgment with-
16 193,Rep.Mass.out an Hildrethassignment. v.

Thompson.
Nor has she of until afteraction demandright made-

187.1 N. H. Laws
heir, whomThe on the law freehold,casts the is not
to dower untilbound, it is demanded.assign Bull. N.
;P. 117 1 ;Cruise’s 163 Coke Litt. a.Dig. 33,

The hadstatute, if it any application, would of course
to run from theonly time ofbegin demand, for stat-no

ute bars until ofthe action accrues.right
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Barnardacontract, where demand is nec-In cases of personal
3?,

to that the con-plea sayit would be noessary, good Edwards."
than six beforeyearsmore thetract was entered into

demand, action.or
of the court.Richardson, C. J. delivered the opinion

19, 1805,of Junethe statuteopinion thatWe are of
and claimsactions, entriesto1, onlyappliessection

theofpossessionseizin oron some previousfounded
demanded, fromtenements, hereditamentsorlands,
limitation be'maythe time ofor possessionseizinwhich

Forthe statute.dower is not within; thatanddated
ahave limitationthat dower cannotdecidedhavewe

3Frost,seizin of husband. Moore v.the thefromdated
126.Rep.H.N.

athat limitation of dower cannot beclearisAndit
demandant,orseizin of thepossessionthefromdated

as­have until has beencannot either dowershebecause
to her.signed

that dower iswe think not withinthese reasonsFor
115, note 149.Litt.Coke a.the statute.

be cases inmaythat there which it wouldpossibleIt is
to to a ofit a releasejury presumeto submitbe proper

todelayfrom a demand it underof dower longa right
circumstances, was haveafter known torightthecertain

no to theRut the in this case isplea answeraccrued.
; must insufficient.and be adjudgedaction


