10 MANNERS vs. WIELIAMS, ET AL.

First—That the title of the residue of the real and personal
estate, of which the deceased, Dr. James Rush, died seised,
after payment of the debts, and of the individual bequests
and annuities, may be declared to be in your orator, according
to his share thereof, under the Intestate Laws of Pennsyl-
vania.

Second—That so far as any attempted disposition of the
residue of said estate is concerned, the said writings, alleged
to be the Will and Codicils of said Dr. James Rush, may
be declared to be so uncertain as to be incapable of any
clear meaning, and impossible of execution, and that if pos-
sible of being carried out, the execution thereof may be de-
clared to be contrary to sound morals, and to religion, and op-
posed to the policy of the law.

T/ird. —That the purchase of the ot on the corner of Broad
and Christian streets, for the use of “ The Library Company of
Philadelphia ” may be declared void, by reason of being con-
trary to the provisions of the Act of Assembly of this Com-
monwealth, approved twenty-sixth April, 1855, and that the
title to said lot may be declared to be in your orator and the
other heirs at law of said Dr. James Rush, deceased.

Fourth.—That the writings, dated eighteenth April, 1867, as
set forth in “ Exhibit A,” may be declared to be a revocation
of the writings dated February 26, 1860, and May 16, 1866,
alleged to be the Will and Codicils of said Dr. James
Rush.

Fifth—That the said “ The Library Company of Philadel-
phia” may be declared to have no interest in the estate of
said Dr. James Rush, deceased. That the estate claimed to
have been devised to said Company in said writings, may
be decreed to be vested in your orator according to his
share thereof, under the Intestate Laws of Pennsylvania, and
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