ln Re Daisie

In Re Estate of Matilda Heck McCready
Suit of
Dr. R.J. McCready, Widower

7

OIS,
A

£

N

Lawyers summary statements as documented by
Helen Chalmers Official Reporter. About 1938.



IN RE ESTATE OF MATHILDA HEQK McCREADY

SUIT F

DR. R._J. McOREADY, WIDONER

NVU*“—. e oA P
\

LA \)-._;\.r’\_\[.: <

e — — — — — —

e
£§5ATEHTVm&.}“ Fl )

= }*\*\l
(=’ \ang

HELEN CHALMERS
Cfficial Reporter
Union Trust Building
Pitusburgh,Penna.

In Re Daisie

http://burchfieldcraig.org

i



— WA WSS aRALLS - BN R LTREE MR - RALECE R TP AAD - AETTTHD MR e

http://burchfieldcraig.org

In Re Daisié”




41
— — :—=—-=—$I=-=ﬂ_‘l—_-=

"

bilia bat she szeslige wha 5o Le Lers. I vensad thal o



42

f physician of the medical profession were not great,

ané he knowing that she had money from some place encugh to
take this trip that she wanted to take, wanted to pay Tor,
what discredit is there, what significance is there? It hed
no significance gs to where it came from, and we know thet
more than $17,000 at the end of the year 1923 was paid to
her from this trust, and 8000, making $25,000 that came in
these two years prior to these trips, from the income of

the Union Trust Comvany stock set aside for her during her
lifetime by her brother Edwin S. Craig, so that I say that
the man that would have drawn an inference of established
asgsets to live after her from the fact she was going to take
a trip might have been greatly misled.

This money wenit intc the traveling expenses, and in
the 9 years that followed $50,000 or $60,000 went into the
miscellaneous disbursements for both of them. Doubtless
Dr. licCready got the benefit of a substantial part of it,
he had some notes, one for $B8000 with the Burgeitistown Bank
and another $4000, but Dr., McCready showed that his prac-
tice had dwindled to 1/6 of what it was during the natural
devoticon which he gave to his married life, And what re-

arkable thing is it that he got the benefit of these funds.

Except for nis marriage, he would have had these patients
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and other patients which he gave up, and life would gone

on as befere. larriage resulted, and anvthing ithat has been
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said here on the parit of anyone, it was the sort of mar-
riage that unsually happens between people of character and
standing, these people lived there together in the normal
fashion, the Dr. never inquired as to what lirs. licCready
had, he never looked in her books, he never saw her books,
he knew nothing about what she had. I don't mean to say he

had no general knowledge, but just as lir. Scull «= why

=5 g -
i

should Dr. licCready be suspected of knhowing her affairs ,
when Mr. sScull who had been attorney for years, when I asked
him what he knew, what did she discuss with him, he didn't
even know she had any books, he didn't Know ebout hner hold-
ings. Now this physician who had been devoting himselfl %o
the health of the family, why should it be assumed that he
knew things that lirs. Hechtt's confidential atiorney didn't
KNnow.

I went on to qguestion lr. Scull. I was surprised
that he didn't know. I said, "You knew she had stock in
the (Greensbore Gas?® Yes, she consulted him about the s&ale.
He knew she had stock in the Freedom Cil, the Chartliers Oil
but I imagine that no one except ir. Albert Craig who made
out these income tax returns for her dreamed she died with
more than $800,000, or dreamed when she was married she had
over $300,000.

It comes down to this point in the confidential rela-

tionship here between the Dr. and #irs, Hecht, when thev re-
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turned from this triy on which Dr. MeCready went as physi-
cian, they had this 1little supper at the William Penn, and
the discussion there of Dr. lcCreadyt's circumstances and
about his son's circumstances. Things went on until Novem-
ber when the definite marriage had been announced and lirs.,
Hecht, a week or so before the marriage wrote tc Dr,., Bos-
worth lleCready end his wife that letter in which she re-
ferred to the marriage and some information in connesctioen
with the marriage, something about the change in plans, etc,
T say this is the inference, The engagement was ime-
minent, Dr. MeCready had all this responsibility, lirs. Hechi |
knew it, and now the time comes when she leaves this great |
estate and this will with its general provisions, and the
contention here is that becsuse this physician at the time
of his marrliage, devoted to his professicnal life, was liv-~
ing simply with a family in the East Znd with moderaie ex-
penses, that it is enough to say to him, "I have given the
home where we have lived together in these years to a chari-
ty, I have given the cecnients of it to my brother, I have
given my other personal proverty into this charity, and I
have given JlO00 a month %o you. You can live on thai bet-
ter than you were actually living, that pays more than your
aetual living expense was at the time you vere marrisd, and
that is enocugh for you. It is no concern of ours that you

had this responsibility which I knew when you were married,
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It is no concern of ours that you live in these declining
years with a consciousness that you have an incurably sick

son, a physician of national repute, doing a great humani-
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tarian workk as you yourself have done a great humanitarian
work during the 60 years of your medical practice, it is
enough that you take the {1000, that will enable you to live
in a better beoarding house than you had before, and it is
not our concern that you live and die with a consciousness
that your incurabtly sick son and his wife and their young

daughter have themselves %o look out for.
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