
RE SIV<JER.

MEREDITHI, (X...-Jae>b Singer (lied on the 131h
Novueiber, 1911, and left surviviug hiini his widow, Annie Sin-
ger, anid eleven eildreji, the eldest of whoul, .-S Niîllet-' is
forty *two years of age, and the youngest, Fannu, svttei
0f the chîidrcn, eight were sonrs; aiid'tlbree or thi1) Mouss,
Max, and Israel have attained the age of thirty. The \\]Il is
dated the, 16th May, 1904, and the eodfiefl bears date lhe 21s1t
October, 1911.

Thec fir-st qlustion for deeisÎin is as lu the effeet of the fullowý-
ingv clause of thu wili: "I direet iny saîd trustees tu puy tu my
Mifrne Sinlgerl durîng the terni of lier niaturai life and as
lonig as ,Ihe wiIl reinaini îny widow the net anitalnem arls-
irig froîni iuY e-state for the tnaintenaniee of herse(lf ami oui-
children. 'Shuulil, however, niyi said wife re-nary, he suehl
aunulityý shall rease."y.

Apart froin authority, 1 should have\i iii douhI as to whiat
the tettrineiaut or as to what the laîgnage hi, hias uscdl Io ex-
press his wshi înports, and that is, thiat is wife should be, en-.
titledl diugii, ber widowhood to recîelt ineoutev, ujet
ali obigatioti on her part to inaintain it ehiîdren-i out of ii,
but1 leavinig to her diseretion te tîtanuer iii amil the eelto
which poionshouid be ruadle for aIln\ ehulidg a dlisuretilin ut
*ubject to coul roi or inefrueby the C'ourt so long as it
should b(e exr ise good faith; amli thlat, as, I udrîu
the decisioni of the Court of Appealiiia Allen v-. Furuss(12)
'20 A.l. 34. Nvas that Court 's view of Ihie cffeet of sucih a pro-
vision as the will iii question cutitaitîs....

[Referencei to In re Roberîsoiný 'sTrust (1858i-). i W. R. 40--)
Lamib v. Eamues (1871), L.R. 6 C'h. 597; uIi re Gi. Infants, 118991
1 Ch. 719; lIn re Booth, [11894) 2 C'h. 282 ; Ili î* Pollock. [19061
i c'h. 146.j

The observations of North, J., inIi i re Booth, seecîn to idi-
tate that, in his view, the wife took the iiconie subjevt to a trust
for the maintenance and eduealion of the childrcnet; alid, if that
la thne efrect of his decision. il is opposed( 10 Alleii v. Furnies,
and we must foilow that cae in prefereice tb In re Booth.

The next question is as to whether the wvidow, îin cairry'inng
out the objeet with which the income was given to her, is hounid
Io take into consideration the need of support of ehildren,. re-
gardiess of whether or flot they haive hecomue forisfamailiated or
have inarried.


