
15, 884]CANADA Lý

thae
NOTES 0F CA

~40uf~t~~ November 21.

CLAICEV.THE UNION FIRE INSU'RANCE

COMPANY.
.4 f the .4 gricultural Insurance Compbany-

&ntet*atOf Of Insurance Cn
RocomPany's deposit-

c. 3 chedul..ubsequent claims-R. S. 0.
Ses21-22.

the ada. a Petition arising in connection with
coipn I5itration of the deposits of the defendant's

a' in the hands of the Provincial Treasurer,
ac.o S ,. (-C. 'Go, secs. 21-22. The writ in the

Ven 'l the administratiion was issued on No-
r29th, 1881, and an interim receiver ap-

Oite Wh, Was continued in that capacity by

wee ien on January 7th, 1882. The
au p0îer prepare<l schedules in 1881, on whichai oiY holders Were ranked. Afterwards, by

a8érin fjanuary 21St, 1882, with the assent of

With the cy drs re-insurance was effected
he of ricultural Insurance Company of the

WOle O her Union Company's risks other than
terisks- Ia consideration of such re-insur-

noeo gIural~ Insurance Çompany took the
Jn te Union Company at three months from

th . 21St, 1882. This note was not paid, and
pl t Iltural Company now petitioned ta be

for t linte dividend sheet of the Union Company
ai '%fr "Ount of the dividend already accrued,
foeld future dividends.

'4l'at they were entitled to the relief prayed,
be 'thlanc'ing that in one sense their dlaim might

"dto have arisen after the date of the
%bier. s Cheduîe. But properly viewed the

SbjtOf their daimi existed before the schedule

net i a different shape. For, by the arrange-
With theni, made with the assent of persons

~tlecl to rebats, the liability of the Union Com-
a rsct to rebates was greatly reduced,

0 htextent they should be taken to be sub-
14010the Position of the pblicy holders of the

~4 O~df~t J~J[January 9.

DORLAND V. JONES.
Itrust for religious body-Devolution

threrisdiction-R. S. O. 216, s. 1o.
il, ae n acionbrought by the trustees of the

e-i 0 flOthly Meeting of Friends suing on
of ail the members thereof; claiming a

~WJOURNAL. II]

~NADIAN CASES. [Chan. Div.

declaration that they were entitled to certain lands
in trust for 'the said mionthly meeting, under a
deed of 1821, whereby the said lands were granted
in trust for the said meeting and their successolu,
and an injunction to restrain the defendants from
interfering with them.

The defendants contended that the plaintiffs
represented a faction which had seceded from the
Westlake Monthly Meeting of Friends, and were
not the Westlake Monthly Meeting of Friends,
though they called themselves so; but that they
themselves were the true and only Westlake
Monthly Meeting of Friends, and the samne body
as the Westlake Monthly Meeting of Friends, as'
it existed at the time of the execution of the deed
Of 1821, inasmuch as they and not the plaintiffs
were the members of the meeting who maintained
the ancient and accepted doctrines and usages of
the church called the Society of Friends.
1 Under an order for particulars the defendants
specified the particulars of the doctrines, and
articles of religious belief, usages, ordinances, and
practices alleged to have been preached or taught
by the plaintiffs, which are repugnant to tltose
immemorially believed and observed by the Society
of Friends.

Held, that, though it was no part of the duty of
this or any civil Court to determine which of the
conflicting views were true, yet, property being
concerned, it was necessary to ascertain who were
entitled to it, and for that purpose, but for that
purpose only, to inquire into their religious opin-
ions, according to the rule laid down by Lord
Elden in Craigdaiiie v. Aikman, i Dowl. i.

It is not correct to say that in a case of a. trust
such as this, a majority could determine the devo-
lution oftheproperty. To determine the devolution
of property, there must be some certain rule to go by,.
and assuming it possible that it might become the
property of a body at variance in many particularw
from the original, associated in the profession of
new principles evolved by the inner light, it must
be'requisite that the whole body should change.
So long as anyone remained attached to the originel
faith and order, that one is the beneficiary.

Heid, upon the evidence, that the defendants',
monthly meeting continued to be the same body in
doctrine, order, and discipline as. the Westlake
Monthly Meeting was at the time the trust was-
created, and were entitled to a -declaration that


