
tIe gift of the share of interest of a ehIild dying without ia.ueý
t4- the " surviving chûldren " at the timne of the paymvient would
not be consistent with the intention of hountyv to, the grand-
children or the directions to pay the shares axnong the diild-
ren share and share alike and to pay the share of kt clhildl
leaving issue to his ebjidren.

2. How is Sidney's share of the corpus to ho dvdd
There is an intestacy as to Sidney's share, the chIildr(-n ot
ec dihld being the only beneficiairies of the corpus.

3. May the estate now be divided ? Except as to Sidney-s
share. which inust bc retained until the death of the last kUr-
viv-ing named child in order thiat Peter'a children may shIare
ini the income therefrom, there is no reason. whi th* prpv
shares of their parent's shares inay not be paid to such of
thie grandchildren as are of f ull age.

Order to go upon any of the questions submiitte,,,] Costa
of ail parties out of the fund, those of the executors à.;sv
tween solicitor and client.

DECEMBER ',4 TI, 1902.
MISPHY v. LAKE EIRIE AN'-D DETRZOIT RIVER

R. W. c 0.
Con tract-Canstru«M i-Reino a of T'itnbe-Injiwe.t-,fpnh-

-appeal-court Eoeprv&ý:iing io Opinio,?o trC.A/r,,ee
leef mm 1.

Appeal by plaintiffs frein order of LoUNT, J., ini thte
Weekl ' Court, dismissing the plaintiffs' motion for an i-
terim injunetion ton restrain the defendants frein retneving
froin Great Duek Island in Lake Huron, owned by plaintiffs,
certain timiber eut by defendants prior te lst Janu'tary, 1902.
LouNT, T., held that uponi the true construction of the aigrcet-
ment between plaintiffs and defendants the cedlar timiber eutby the defendants before lst January, 1902, but not rnoe
ait that date, belonged to defeu1dants and iuight new ho re-movedi, notwithstanding the exp.res, provision for revai
p;rier te lst January, 1902, contained in the agreenment.

F. A. Anglin, KOC., for the appellants, contended that,onp the true interpretation of the offers contained in the letteýrsGf the plaintiff Murphy of 19th January, 1899, and 15th Sep-
tember, 1899, addressed te defendants, and by thmacpejthme words «to he eut and removed ... until Ist Janil-Ory, 192, were words limitizng andi deflning the quantity ef


