CHEW VS. FARMERS’ BANK OF MARYLAND. 249

ants are concerned, the consequences are somewhat oppres-
sive; because the whole weight of the accumulated claim
would fall upon them alone, whilst if the claim to dower was
asserted, all the devisees of the testator would be required to
contribute in proportion to the value of their several devisees.

But assuming that limitations do not constitute a bar to the
claim, the question remains, whether the complainant has not
by her laches and the long period she has suffered to elapse
from the time her right accrued, to the period of filing her bill,
and the rights which, under her own eyes, have been acquired
by other and innocent parties, unquestionably in ignorance in
point of fact, of the nature and extent of the large demand now
advanced by her.

The question, I say, is, whether under these circumstances,
she can call to her aid the active powers of this court to en-
force this demand.

The right of the complainant to the annuity commenced. as
far back as 1818, and although she charges in her bill, that
Edward R. and Fayette Gibson failed and neglected to pay it,
and that the purchasers and owners of the lands bound for it,
have refused to pay the same, insisting that the lands were net
liable, and although some of these purchasers acquired their
titles as early as the year 1821, yet it is not until the year 1848,
twenty-eight years from the accrual of her title, and twenty-five
years from the date of the purchases referred to, that she invokes
the aid of the court in her behalf. In the mean time, both Ed-
ward and Fayette Gibson, who sold portions of this property,
and covenanted to convey unincumbered titles, have died insol-
vent, so that the purchasers, if compelled now to pay this claim,
would be wholly without redress upon their covenants, and
this, because of the delay on the part of the complainant in
bringing forward her claim at an earlier period.

It seems to be admitted, and indeed the evidence very clear-
ly establishes the fact, that Mrs. Gibson, if her sons had lived,
and continued the owners of this property, never would have
set up this dlaim ; and it appears by her will, filed in this case,
that whatever may be recovered, is to be enjoyed by the infant



