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effeet ' at the expiration" of t. terni. H1e also held that ac-
eording to the truc construction of the settiement the terni coni-
inenced at midnight on May 12, and therefore expired at mid-
night on May 12, 1913, end therefore the trusc for sali, was flot
void on the grouîd. thaÉ it exeeeded a terni of twenty-one vears
f rom its creation.

WIli-CoN;STRI-CTION-Glrr' IN REMA[NDER TO> CIIILDREX AS A

CLASS, BUT TIIE WIIOLE TO ONZE CHILD IF oSLY ONE LIVINf--

SUTRVIVAL OF MORE TMAN ONF ouîLoD-CONTIN'CNCY.

In rc Firth, Loveridge v. Firth (1914), 2 Ch. 386. A will was
iii question in this case, whereby the testator Nvhce died iii 1886
bequeathed £4,00 to his soli Williamn in trust to invest and pay
the ineome to the testator's danghter Ilarriet for lier lufe aiîd
after lier death to pay the fiind to lier -flildrcîî. aund if she
should have no children, wichl was the event lic1 appened
4'tiien to pay over the pî'oceeds to the echildreii of Williami i
equal shares or the wholc to mie ehild if theri, shoulid 1w only
one child living of the said Williaiii.- W'illiamî (fitd iii i 9<)
haviirg had1 eleven ehildren, teii of whioi suirvivtd liinî. Tw o
other children (lied, mie in 1907. and the other in 11113. Ilar-
riet, the tenant for if e, died a spinster in 1914. The question
for deeision wqs whether the siirviving. eil-fit ellildren took the
funid. or wvhether the rtqnres uitativves of the deceasu clîjldren
%vere aligu viititled to particîpate. This dependedý( on wvhethier
or not the eleven ebidren took vested interests. S'ar,8nt, T1.,
heiS' 4 hat they did. u~e to be (liv(sieI mil ,v ii, the eveut of
th lie beitg oneil qOit tUvivor~. w1ii ven V)i ad i ut h a peIw d.


