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ties *hich they cai their properitS-without the inter-
ntion or înterference of the brother.
And this îs the aeeond question, (as 1 have uaid, the third

Lestion wus diaposeti of at the hearing).
Whatever be the other effeets of the order matie appoint.

g Walter, it certainly mnade hM a trustee of the will-he
erefore la a "future trustee ... of this niy wilI," andi
anawera the description in the"e words under clause 10 of the
IL. When he went to the United States to live he diti "go to
%ide abroai. " I cannot aeeept the view tha t -"abroati" means
icyond the seas," so that he would be "abroad- if he were
England, and flot abroad if he were in the U niteti States.

&broad" la simply "in foreigu parts:" O 'Reilly v. Anderson,
[lare 101 at p. 104. And that means iii any place out of On.
rio, whether under the British Flag or not.

But the mere faet of "going to reside abroati" does flot.
so facto cause the trustee to losc his office under this will.
icre have been cases in which such language was employeti as
at the vaeancy in the office camne about autonaticaily, ce.. in
,Moravian Society, 26 Beav. 101, but that la not so in the
eent wiil. When a trustee goes to reside abroati the remain-

g trustee may appoint one in bis stead, but until that la donc
e emigrant remaîns trustee. No appointmnent liaving been
ade in the place of Walter, he îs stili a trstee. I do not think
necessary to express any opinion as to the power of Alf redi
make such an appointment now. 1 hope it may not becomne

ýcsayt< decide that matter, at least se long as Walter reý-
ina in Ontario.
The 111e tenants seem to be irritateti by their brother, the

,ustee, managing the property instead of his ailowing themn te
i so. They seem to think that the property iq theirs, and that
qy aheulti have full 'control of it. 0f course, they have only
e property which ia given themn by the wilU, andi have neo
,ound for complaint if they are not permitted to exercis;e any
mninion over the. land beyond what the wil provides.
It is argueti that they have a life estate in the several prop-

tics. No dopbt frein a very early perioti in the history of our
w, the beque-st of the rentsand profita of real smtate was con-
med as a devise of the estate itaelf-and suob was the case
-en wheu the renta and profits were given onty for lifc, iu
àisIi case the benefleîiary took an es9tate for lifc. Andt the, rie
u not altered by the fact that such renta anti profita4 wcre te 1>.
ven to the bene-flciary by thecxecutors. In8Sout vllein, 1
ilk 228, J. S. deviacti ail the. renta andi profits of certain
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