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plots in a reasonable way fur the îurpos»(-s fur wiehI they
wvere procurC(l: Ashby v. Harris, L. IL. 3 C. 1>. 3

This reduces the inatter of this appeal to the question
whether what; îs proposed to bc donue interfères unreason-
ably with the righit of the persoîls owning or entitled to the
plots in question. And upon the evidence, and having re-
gard to the size or the churehyard, the situation of the
churcli building, and the position and means of access to
other plots, tiiere is no good reason for interfering witih the
findiîîg of the trial J udge. The acfion of the congregation
w'as taken ini good faith, under the belief, reasona bly enter-
tained, that the circuistances of tlie union and the ncs
sity for extension and enlargemient of the churcli bilding
called for the promneof the work îvhieh had1 beex,
deeided upon after fuili consideration. And there is really
no fair grouind for apýprehension that the plainiffs will be,
deprived of such reasonable inians of acuess to and froin the
plots as they are entitled to.

The appeal inust be dismnissed.

MACLAREN and MEREDITHn, JJ-A., ecd gave reason8 inL~
writing for the samie conclusion.

GSLER aMI GARROW, JJ.A., also concurred.
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