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lief of -titie con tinued to make improvemaen ta; and it was iiot
until some jeven years afterwards, when another notice had been
served. in lier, that an action was brought to recover possesision,
the bulk of the improvements having been mnade during the
period between the two notices.

ileld, that the defendant was entitled to the value of her im-
provements and a reference was directe&.

Gormali, K.C., and JLtssier, for plaintif?. G. P, linder8oii,,
for defendant.

Teetzel, J.J t June 22.
RF, 1-ENDERSON AND CANADrnI'N ORDER OP FORESTERS.

Lif e insurttaite-IVife sole be)teficiat«y-Datlb of wife dutring iii-
sured 's lifetirne-Abse-iice of f urth or designiat ioi-Rigit of
children Io însuraîtce mono y in equal Mhares.

WVhp't the sole beneficiary designated in a policy, died during
the insured's lifetime, and no further designation of the said ini-
surance moneys was mnade by the însured, the insured 's chidren
are, under R.S.O. c. 230, as amended by 4 Edw, VIL. c. 15, s. 7
(0), entitled to the insuranee rnoneys in equal ishares.

Middleton, Harcourt, and ,IIKa y, fur varions parties.

P~rovitnce of Manttoba.

KIYO'S BENCH.

Pull Court,) (GREY V,. STEPIENS. IJune 25.
Contract-Delay in coinpletion of-Liqtiidated damnages--Pro-

vision for tcritten notie of claitn for extra tinie allowaitce
-Effect of o.dering extra work after expiration of time
for completion.

The plaintiffs' contract required hlm to complete the car-
penter work on a building for defendaut by 15th September,
1903, and provided for payment, of a penalty of $20 per week
for every week that the work remained uncompleted after that
date, provided that no just cause prevented sucli completion.


