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education, or benefit of such child. The widow of the testator
had rnarried again, and was possessed of ample means to main-
tain the children; but, as one of the t-iistecs of the wvill consented
ta the allowance being made, the other trustees refused to con-
sent, being of opinion that the real objet of the application wvas
ta enable the mnother to save money ont of her income for the
benefit of her present husband, and that the allowance wvas not,
therefore, required in the interest of the children. Chitty, J.,
under the circumstances, declinied to interfere with the dîscre-
tion of the majority of the trustees ; but he based his judgment,
ta some extent, on the ground that, in England, a rnother having
separate property is now, by statute, " subjeet to aIl such liability
for the maintenance of her children as a husband is by law for
the maintenance of his children." lie does flot refer to the
statute imposing this liabilitv, and the only one we have been
able ta find is 33 & 34 Vict.,' c. 45, s. 14, which niakes a mar-
ried wornan having separate estate liable for the maintenance of
her children only to the saine extent as a widow ; and, according
to Dottglas v. Aitdrews, 12 l3eav. 310, a widow is only hiable for
the ý.7,intcnancc of her child where the child has no property of
its own. At ail events, the stattutory obligation does not cxist in
Ontarioa: and sa far as this decision is based on the ground of a
legal obligation on the part of a rnother ta inaintain her children,
it appears here ta have no application.
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In re S.udeley & Baines, (1894) 1 Ch. 334, which xvas an appli-
cation tunder the Venidars and Purchasers' Act, the q]uestion
discussed is whether a power of sale of land on the death of a,
tenant for life, for the purpose of dividing the estate among those
entitled in remainder, at such timies as the trustees shall think
fit, and \vithout any limitation as ta the time xvithin which it is
to be exercised, is a valid power, or void as cffending against the
Iaw~ ag-ainst perpetuities. Chitty, J., decided in favour of the
validity of the power, holding that it must be exercised' withîn a
reasonable tirne after the death of the tenant for life, and af,'er
the property has becoine absolutely vested in possession, if, on
the construction of the particular instrument creating the power,
it appears ïa bu the intention of the settlor or testator that it
should be so exercised ; %Vhich intention be fotind ta, exiït uncler
the wvill in question.
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