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ntract been carried out, such further s=m as they would have

>bliged to expend in its completiou.
le plaintifs' daiages, therefore, should be fixed at $675ý, to

.e imterest down to the commencement of the action. If

laintiffs or defendants are dissatisfied with this amounlt,

nay have a -reference to the Master at their risk.

bieet to a possible reference, judgment for the plaintiffs for

with interest from the date of the writ of surm0Is and

on the Supreme Court seale.'
dference to Mayne on Dama>ges, 8th ed. (1909), p. 126;

gar Iron and Coal Co. v. llawthorn Brothers and Co.

>18 Times L.R. 716, 717;> Frost v . Knight (1872), L.R. 7
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'ift-Period of Distribution.

otion for an ordler determining a quiestion as to the, 0Qfltruc-

if the will of Christian Kohler, doýea-se

~Ie mnotion wvas heard in the~ WeeIy Cour, t Toono

.J. Thomson, for tik, viiildren of the testator.

W. Harcourt, K.G., for the issue foiiebrT&dyt

IDDLETON, J., i a . rte pidpmn ait, that the. testator,

lied on the l Otli Marèh, 1915, by his laat will, date.d the 13ti

1i, 19l11, duly adu»ltted te prbt dealt wihhsrýilir'N

e by clause 10. His trseswr to 00onvert the sAtine int

ýy~~~ ~ asso s ovnenl agit be, and te iuvest, anid,

certain prvsos o ow interiaI, to pay te his 'widlow a1n

ityoutoftheincrn, adif need b., the corpuis; and, uiponl

leath or renrig fthe wiclow, tO divide the. residuiary

e eqiially arogthe children. Thnfollowed a provision
L.R. AIMA 1-far the perIg4 of division, leaving issue,


