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whiat is left of it equally amolig by brothýer and sis-
d lier brothèrs and sisters?"
husband died ini 1907, leaving about $10,000 worth

)erty: the wife died in 1912, and lier property is
'17,000. They liad no chidren. Aya rs fe
ýband's deatli, the widow spoke 'of the provisions in
being jlrst and f air to both familles, and she wanted

ed out.
five years after his deathi, shie apparently chariged

nid, alld thouglit fit to give ail lier'property aniong
nbers of lier own family. I thinlk she liad the power
Sriglit to do this, &ud that no trust is imposed upon

ýperty devised to lier by the liusband. The codicil
tliat she liad testamentary power over what came

er liusband, and his direction waa. only if alie died
e, and what would bave ia.ppened Ihad she died in-
ueed not be discussed. But in the will, the expres-
,d is that of a. wish, neot a direction, aud according to,


