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have diedt there would be no right in the executors to retain any
part of it.

1 can find în the deeree no warrant for the executors excinti-
ing any of the, daugliters of the testator, or hMa son George Sandi-
fieldi, fromn sharing in any pro rata allotmnent matie by theni,. andi
it appears to me that, hati it been intendeti that only those of
thern wiio were living at the time an allotment was matie shoulti
8hare, something to indicate that wouldt be found in the tiecree;
insteati of that the decree provides that every allotmnent is to b.
madie bo the plainiffs and Lilla Macdionaldi in pro rata shares.

What justification in the face of this provision would the.
executors have, in making an allotmnent initer the. will, for ex-
clutiing Lilla Macdonald or those who represent hier fromn a pro
rata share of what they have decitiet to allot? 1 can flnd none.

The ratio decidendi in Leeming v. Sherratt, 2 Rare 14,
genms to me to b. applicable. ln that case the testator gave his
freeholti andi the residue of lis personal property to trustees
ixpon trust to seil the freeliolti anti get in the. personal property,
andti 4 pay anti divide the nioney arising therefrom 80 soon as
hiii youngest chilti shoulti attain the, age of twenty-one years
unto and equally anxong uis chiltiren, ant in case of th. tieath
of any of tiie chultiren leaving issue, such issue were to take the,
,share whicli the. parent so dying would have been entitieti to
have, and ti1 wau held that a e.hilti who attaineti hua nisjority, but
died. before the youngest attaineti twenty-onie, was nevertiieless
entitleti to a share of the. f unt. The. Vice-Chancelor saiti tiie
trustees are trustees of the residue for all the. testator's chidren
upon the, happening of an event which.inl faet lias happened,
namely the. youngebt chilti attaining twenty-one, anti h. atiteti
that if there was any case whici tiecitiet as an ab-stract propoýsi-
tion that a gift of a residue to a testator's children upon an event
'wich afterwards happeneti iti not confer upon thosýe chultiren
au interest transmissible to their representatives, merely be-
cause they dieti before the event happeneti, lie was satisfieti that
case must bc at variance with otiier authorities.

In the. case at bar ther, is no gift o! the. residu. except ln
~the direction to &allot, imst as in Leemning v. Sii.rratt there waa
no gft except inthe diretion topay andicjvide. In that case
tuer. wus but one period i xeti for the. payxuent anti division,
while in the. case et bar periodical allotments are dirote<i, but
that difference between the tire cases cannot affect the. applica-
tion o! the. principle whie the Vice-Qiiecellor applied. Though
peri-odical allotments are tiirecteti, as I have pointed out th

di tio make themi must eventiially exhaust the. whol. of
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