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'l'lie ordiinîiro 12, Vie., capi. 126,
Vwfls ilteitl(k'( to vst projk'rty in
rel igionis lxie, an d t licir puWers
ilUst, <'xto.nd bo the peribaiaini'o

nets lv('ssary fin the prescrvatwolî
of, tlîci r rigli (s.

''iîis iras an action i 'rouglit by tuie 1)hintiffis, iii the cii-

plicity of a Conuîittte lppointed hy die 1 roprietors of the
Seowhl 1Prsbytcriau Clitnrch, St. Gabriel Street, for the
niantigenieîit of dic tenîporalities of Ulic chiurcli, against the
defeîîdaits, as trustees, iiidcr tUie iili of the late Rcv. James
Somlerville, recquirinig the latter to accouint, for the exeu-
tion of a truist iii the disposai of a iegacy .of £1000, with
whlîi it wgis allegeil thicy hiad i>irclinscei propci'ty, and
crccted a iiiauise, or parsonage homse, for theo use of Uic
iiister ; luit thecir trust, as iras allcgcd, accordiîng to tue

ternis of Ulie vil,ýbeing finishied, thcey rcfused to deliver over
the propcîty t() the pbîintiffs, w-ho (Icclarc(l tixcnseives to
bc the parties whiom the tcstator intended by his wvi11 as
Ulic legatccs.

The defendaunts, on several groulnds, contendcd that thcy
were not liatble to accounit to the pliîtiffs. Thecir firstplca-
was a demurreî' to the action of the phaintiff's, -%vich camne
on for argument iii October tel-ni, and reinained en délibéré
until Uic prcscrit terni.

The grounds of deinurrer wcre, thiat it did not appear
,tliat thc action was for the rccovcry 'or the conservation
of tie rights of *the plaintiffs in respeCct to any lands or pr1o-
perty, thiat they had ever possessed; nor any deeds or pro-
perty, the deeds of whichi liad been registered pursuant to
the Ordinance authorising religious bodies to hold lanids.

The defendants contended tlîat the Ordinance 2 Vie., c.
26, authorising religious bodies to holà lands, under which


