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him in the will he points to the purchase of this identical
lot by the testator, after the execution of his will, with the
express object of having the library building located there-
on, and claims that was an ademption pro tanto.

I, however, am of the opinion that the doctrine of ademp-
tion or double portion cannot be applied to the factsin this
case. The defendant must fall back upon the will, and rely
upon that alone, for his authority. By that instrument he
was authorized to select any lot which commended itself to
his own free, unbiased judgment as most suitable. If no
improper influences were operating upon his mind and
warping his judgment in the exercise of his diseretion, and
he acted in good faith, a court of equity will not interfere
with that discretion ; Hill on Trustees, 489 ; Gochenauer
vs. Froelich, 8 Watts, 18; Chew vs. Chew, 4 Casey, 17;
Pulpress et al. vs. Af. M. B. Church, 12 Wright, 204. But
discretionary powers like other authorities must be exer-
cised in the manner prescribed by the trust instrument.
Hill on Trustees, 488. »

To the defendant was given by thisinstrument the power
to select any lot which “under a bread and thoughtful
foresight” commended itself to his judgment. The selec-
tion must be made under and by the exercise of the defend-
ant’s judgment entirely free from any obligation imposed
upon it by the testator other than those contained in the
will and codicils. Such a discretion the defendant must
bring to the discharge of his trust, and then it only marks
the limits of the power given to him. The exercise of such
a discretion the claimants have a right to demand. They
can require no more, and may not submit to any less.

Secondly. Did the defendant properly use his own dis-
cretion, and execute the power intrusted to him in the selec-
tion of the lot in question? The complainants aver that
this site will be prejudicial to the interests of the library,
utterly destructive of the trusts whieh they have hitherto
administered, and which they claim it was the manifest de-
sign of the testator to promote. They further allege that
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