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trusts pertaining thereto, under the last will and codicils
of James Rush, late of the city of Philadelphia, doctor
of medicine, upon the conditions and provisions therein
contained, without limitation as to the yearly value or
income of the said trust estate, but in such manner that
the real and personal property of the company, including
such books, pictures, statues and other works of litera-
ture and art as now are or shall hereafter be held by
them in their own right or on any other or different
trusts, shall be in no wise affected thereby, but shall
remain and be under their own entire and exclusive
control and disposition; and the said company are

» hereby empowered, after acceptance of this act by the

members of the said company, to apply from time to time
to the Court of Common Pleas for the City and County
of Philadelphia for such further amendments to the
charter of the company as may be necessary to carry
into effect the conditions and provisions of the said will
and codicils in accordance with the directions of this
aet.”

An almost similar act was passed in 1832, allowing
the city of Philadelphia to act as trustee under Girard’s
will, and was cited in answer to the argument that it had
no power.

The Supreme Court of the United States said :(—

“It is true that this is not a judicial decision, and
entitled to full weight and confidence as such. But it is
a legislative exposition and confirmation of the com-
petency of the corporation to take the property and
execute the trust; and if those trusts were valid in point
of law, the legislature would be estopped thereafter to
contest the competency of the corporation to take the
property and execute the trusts, either upon a guo
warranto or any other proceeding by which it should
seek to divest the property and invest other trustees
with the execution of the trusts upon the ground of any



