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Of MoneY Mnay be to iy credit iu any bank or upon mliy person
or in xny domicile at the tinie of xuy deeease, for the purpose, of
enabliug my said daughter to meet the immediate eturx'ýint
expenses in connection with housekeeping."

At the date of the will it is said that the testator hadl onfly
a smaill soin to his eredit in the bank; but, quite apart from the
Wills Act, the testator here speaks of the< money to his credit at
the date of his dcath. He then had to his credit $17,2M0. The
question is, does this al1 belong to Sarahi? She dlaims it,

Counsel did flot; refer 'me to any case like this, for have I
been able to, find oue. IIad the gift been to the daughter for
her own -use, an expression of the motive or object or purpose of
the gift would not interfere witli lier absolute titie; but lir
the testator lias expressed a purpose whieli is flot personal to thie
daugliter. It is, 1 think, more than mere motive; it amnouts
to a trust. The testator was maîntainiug a household. ins
daulihter w-as living with hin. On lis death lie did flot contoin-
plate an instantaneous scatterîng of the family living with him;
and the mnoniey« on hand, either as mshl in the house, or on
deposit in) the bank, was gîven to bis daugliter "to mneet the.
iinunediate curreut expenses in conneetion witli lousekeeping;"
flot meroly lis liouseliold debts, but ail that could fairly b.
regarded as falIiig' within that designation during a reasonable
time( after lis deatli, pending tlie family reo'rganisation. Mll
mnoney flot needed for that purpose belongs to the estate a8 a
resulting *trust. In re West, 119011 1 Ch. 84, collects the miore
fimportant authorities.

'Phie rimaining question arises on the lirst elause of the will,
Apparently Rebeeca Barrett, the testator's wife, had borrowed
$60,000. and pIaeed a rnortgage for this ainount upon lier pro-
perty. This w-as donc for tlie accommodation of the liusband.
11e was a life-tenant of the wife's property nder lier will, and
it is to, be preaumed, kept down the interest upon the mort-
gage duingii1 his life-tenaney. By the clause iii quiestion Rie
charges ail lis real estate, including ieaseliold. property, with
the p)aymient of the mortgage upon the wife 's property, aeknuw.
ledg-ing that dhe mortgagc was exeuted by tlie wife at bis
requcaýt to seuethe debt -due hy liim. The question suibmitted
is, is the estate of Reheea Barrett a creditor of the estate of
the, testator for- tlie amount of the mortgage, or îs the oiuly effeet
of the charge and acknowledgment that the real estate of the.
testator is chiarged] witli tlie payment thereof? The wife during
lier lifetimie was a froditor; upon lier death her estate becaine-


