
233McQUESTEN.v.JEWELLN. H.]

Hillsborough,
Dec., 1894.

McQuesten &v.Jewell a.

of personhusband a deceasedpetition partition, brought bya for theIn
devisees, the husbandplea bya in bar analleging agreementheragainst

title, is demur-propertynot to claim or in his wife’sany right, interest
rable.

defendants’ infor To thePetition, plea alleg-partition. bar—
inwife was seizedthat the9, 1884, plaintiff’s MaryAugusting

in and of otherfee the land theof described petitionsimple
ahusband entered into con-that on that she and herland, day

tract a of that to the terms offor division pursuantproperty,
half«aid contract deeded to the one of theMary prop-plaintiff

mu-then in her that said contractname,erty standing by they
in one wouldwith each other neitherthattually agreed writing

in thattitle,claim or interest the other’sany property,right,
1892,died in are deviseesand that the defendantsOctober,Mary

of the lands not her to her husband —the plaintiffconveyed by
■demurred.

Warren,BrownBurnham, for the plaintiff.

David A. for the defendants.Taggart,

J. The is allCarpenter, bad. theplea allega-Assuming
tions be true,to the nevertheless entitledbe toplaintiff may

for His to claimnotjudgment partition. anyagreement right,
title, or interest in is not in terms anMary’s property agreement
not to claim his in the after her de-statutory rights property

195,cease. P. S., 12,c. ss. 13.
with the her of theConsistently plea, acquisition property
“havemay been occasioned or of theby payment pledge prop-

of” the and the and theerty effect ofplaintiff, only purpose
law,it to valid incontract, be hkve been to enableassuming may

her to hold the the continuance of their mar-property during
ried life free from her husband’s interference or control. P. S.,
•c.176, s. The1. whether contract heform ofquestion by any
could or release his orwife,to himself from claim-convey estop

his in her estate after her decease ising, notstatutory rights
considered.

Demurrer sustained.

.All concurred.


