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()a the 2 3rd of' Novcuý.b.r, ufhe widow presented a pétition t«
tlue Superior Court setting out the fauts and prayed that a mnan-
dalmus might issue as above stated.

on the 24tli, one of the Ju Iges of' the Superior Court ordered
a writ of rnandaxnus to issue; but, it must bc ob-erved, that the
wvrit iýSued was a writ of' suminons oalling uprin the Defendantg
to ,Ippear and answer the denand whichi should be mnade against,
tllem by the Plaintiff for the causes rncntioucd ini the said peti-
tion thereto annexcd. The proceeding was ina substance the same

asarule to show c.iîuse why a writ of matîdamus, shoiudd flot be
isrsued. The IDecndants appeared and filed a petition praying
that the writ nighit be annulled for irrcgularity, upon the ground
tha,ýt it was a writ o? summnons and flot a writ of inandamus, and
aIlso upon other teclinical objections-. The Def'endants, at the samie
time, filed a traverse of the Plaintiff's petition and three pleias.
The first plea was to the s aine effeect as thec petition of the Pefen-
dants, and set up the saine allegcd -rounds of irregularity, and
pointed out the saine defects as those mientioned in that petition.

The second plea in substance dcnied. that the Respondents had
refused to bury the dcceased, and aliege d thiat they were entitled
to point out the placc in the cemetery whcre lie.-should be.buried,
,aud th-at they Nvere rcady to do so, and to give hinm such huril
as lie wvas cntitled to.

The thirdà plea averred thtthe service (culte) of the Roman
Caýtholie, religion in Canada is free, and the exerci~e of it s r hi-
gions ceremonies of wvhatcver nature is independent of ail civil
interference or convroi,; that, for the purpose of assuring the
freedom of that religion, the iaw reecognizes the iRespondents as
proprictors of Mhe Roman Catholie parish churcli of Montreal,
ind of its liarsonage, cemeteries, and othier dependencies, which
are ail Roman Catholie property devoted Vo the exclusive use andl
exercise of' reliion, and subjeot Vo the exclusive control and mnan-
ageinent of the Respondents, and of the Superior Roman Catholie

letclesiastical authorivy; that the Respoudents, ira snob capacity,
lad for more thar. ten years been proprietors and in possession of
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