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Lifo iêuac-BieelntSucity,-Itppropriution by ic,7 of
beniefit Io persons other tiiaî be;ieflciairy namc'd in policy.

This was a case statefi ïor the opIinion of' ilie Cotirtt as to w'e-
ther a provision iii the will of the dereascd, wvhereby lie revokcd
the benefit of a certain life inqiiraince policy hield by hlm ini
"The Ancient Order of Uniited Workmen,'' iii which his wife
wvas naitied as thci benetieiary, andi dircted that the mr.ney
shotnld, fallinjto and form part of bis generail estate, was effec-
tive to that end or whether the wldow wki4 not Pntitird to the
money on his death notwithstandiing sticb revocaHtion in his will,
also as t<) whcther the ividow, if foimd so etititledl, mras I.,;undl to
elect as hctwcen mieih benefit eluiid otller Provisions of the ivil1 ln
lier favotur. 'l'le order had heem ineorI)orfte(I in 1877 tinder thev
provisions of 'lt? Chairitable Axsotiàtions Act, now c. 18 of
thec RSMif. 1902, mid, according, to ifs contiý.qtutioi amd milex
by whieh ail its inembers were howid, i) mciuber lîrid iny riglit
in or control <wer the nîoney for wvhich lie is iinstred, except
to ilare the beî.teficiary to whoin it mhoiild lic paid on bis dlth
which right %vam linîited to certain relatives, and tu menier had
flot the right to naine a ereditor as a mnfeir or to appro-
priate the nioiney so tliat it couifi he ;ipliod in paymnt of bis
<lebts.

ld1, 1. There had beei ii eontrict entered inito betwecn
the deceased and the Order hy whiehi it wim ngree<i that t'he,
money shoffld lie paid to his wvife, ai that lie eould not aiffer-
xvards aibrogate or alter siicb contraet or change the destination
of the iioney execpt lu aceordanc wifh the constituition amid
generail laws of the Order, and Ro the w'idoiw was eîîtithed fo the
înoney. Leadlrij v. illeOi-eqot-, Il M.R. 9 -,Jolinstom v. CJ...
24 A.R. 88, ami Babc, v. The Board of Trade of 7'oronfo. 30 O.B.
639, followed.

Ntionol Triist Co. v. ltyhos. 14 M.M. 41, dlisitgished on
the ground that the inisuranee in that case waq gov'ernied hy
The Life Insuirance Act, R.S.M. 1902, c. 83, which applies
mnly to insiirmice in ordinary 11fe insurance conipanies.

2. The widow was not puit to lier eiection, buit shouild have
the insuranee rnoney as well as the lieneflts given hep hy the will
of the eead.Grifflth. v. How.,5 O.L.R. 489, and In re
Wirren's Tri.çt, 20 Cr. D, 208, followed.

M-iity, for widow. Hidil. for enctors. Wilsoi, for legatees.


