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comfort, pleasure andby “for herBequest to for her natural lifehusband wife
management same,” with remainderofmaintenance, and theand the control

may gift of the estatere-marriage make a validher the widowheirs. Onto his
occupied by them,house, ifmortgagepay on histo off ato her second husband

gift herconducive to comfort.deem suchshe

money toclaimedEquity,in to certain assets andBills recover
of Richardbelong plaintiffsto as remaindermen under the willthe

plaintiffsGage. first,for the defendant in the and for theDecree
second suit.in the

gaveheGage leaving widow, Eliza,died in 1907 a to whomRichard
duringpersonal . . . her naturalall real and mixedhis “estate

andcomfort, maintenance,and and controlpleasurefor thelife her
gavemanagement byof he whatsame”;the and another clause

“or theof death and burial of hisremained his estate after the wife
toremainingproceeds unexpended”thereof then unconsumed and

legal subsequently WesleyEliza Fuller whohis heirs. married
Elizasubject mortgage theyto a inowned, the house which lived.

gave $938.50 of willmoneyhim the she received under Richard’s
pay plain-mortgage repair$400to this and to the house. The

tiffs are Richard’s in admin-heirs. The defendant the first suit is
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Wesley’sistrator c. t. a. of estate, and in the second, Eliza’s executor.
byTransferred onJ., plaintiffs’Allen, the exceptions to the de-

crees, May term, superiorfrom the of1917, the court.

Thorp & Abbott and Samuel J. Dearborn, plaintiffs.for the

John forO’Neill, the defendant.

Young; onlyJ. question byThe of plaintiffs’law raised the
exceptions is legallywhether Eliza giftscould make these to her
second husband. If language given ordinarythe Richard used is its
meaning he intended Eliza any wayshe thoughtshould use his estate in
would be to comfort;conducive her anyand that if there was of it
left at her it godeath should to his children. court has foundThe
that Eliza goodin gaveacted faith when moneyshe the in question
to her second husband, is, thoughtthat has found that she it would
be repairconducive to her comfort to the house in which livedshe
and to pay mortgagethe on it. It must held, therefore,be that she

actingwas rights gavewithin her money Wesleywhen she this to
(Shapleigh v. Shapleigh, 577,69 H. 580), nothingN. for there is
either in or ofoutside willRichard’s which even to the con­tends

•clusion that language giventhe he used to ordinaryis not be its
meaning.

Exceptions overruled.
All concurred.
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People’s CompanyTrust v. Anna Merrill,G. & a.

S.,A 176, 2, goodsmarried woman liableis under P. c. s. to the vendor of on her
purchase partnershipindividual contract to inthem with her husband.

Assumpsit, upon promissoryto a $250recover note for datedk
January 6, 1915, signed Co., payableMerrill & to the oforder S. B.

byWithington and him endorsed. After the decision in case,this
reported ante, plaintiffsthe filed a bill in equity against329, the
defendants, in aid of and as an amendment to law,their suit at and

,by of by makingleave court amended the Sidneywrit WithingtonB.
plaintiff by adding goodsand counta for sold and delivered. The
following byfacts were found the court:


