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they -shahl be empowered at once to suspend
frein such meiner the use and advantages of
the club before the expiration of the turne within
whicl, it may be perrnitted him to resign ini pur-
sua ice of Such recoin nndation.

52. The commuttee shall, if possible, hold an
ordinary meeting in every week, or ofterier, if
necessary, to transaet current business, and to
audit tbe acceunts. Threeofe the eornmittee
shall torni a quorum on the days of meeting.

1 The faets are here tully set out.]
,Sir R Baygallay. Q. U, and Locock Wfebb, for

the plaintiff.-Your Lordship laid down, ln
Jopkinseon v. The Marquis of Exeter, 16 W. R.

2h16, L. R 5 Eq 63 that i.uch a discretien as
that here affected te have beem exercised by the
defondants must flot be a capricious or arbitrary
disc0retion. In the present Case the defeudants
have exercised their discrotion most arbitrarily.
They make inquiries. and find that the plaintiffs
charges are substsntially truc. and then tell the
the plaintiff that they will not go int the ques-
tion Tien tOry turnt round and eall ou the
plaitîtiff te substantiate his charges. and cail on
hum te rosign belore ha bas had tima te do so.
Moe over the plaintiff bcd quite sufficieiitground
fer hringing bis charges. TOoy were, lu fact,
true. Wheu two gentlemen made a ceuspiracy
te play tricks on a tOid, mach must ha held
responisible for the acta of the etiier. The tacts
show that the comimittea did net exorcisa an im-
partial discretien. The formilities required for
expelling a member ais> were net fully perfori-
ed ; the notices are insufficient lu net giving
information that proceedioga were te ba taken
under mile 45 They ought aise te have beau
sent to ail the members of the cemmittea- as the
monîbers net summrned, though not sufficieumly
numareus te have tururd the deciion, might
have persuaded the others te vote diffrrently.

.Lasol, Q. V., Wiclrens, and Kekewicli, for the
defeudauts, were net calîrd ripeu.

Lord ROMILLIY, M R -I sboutd like very mach
te hear cerusel f-r the defendants. but 1 think
it would ha a usaless waste et turne, as the view I
at proseut licha of the case is prohsbly that
aehich they would wish me te hold I repeat
ever again tat I assaut te the expres4ions
'which Sir Richard Baggallay bas cited. 1 peint
ont that these clebs are formed entirely for social
parposes, and thera mnist ha souma paramotint
nîhority te keep up their objecta, In saute

c ýsos tbis Court will initerfera with the exercise
et th'at parameuit aulhority, but only whara
there is a moral cufloability, as if the decision
lsacrrived at freint fraud, persenal bostiiity. or
bias. But in cases ef this description ail that
tOus court requires is te know that the persena
who were summoned reclly exerciseil their
jndgmeîut honestly Tue Court wili net consider
wseoher tOry did seo rightly or wren)giy.

lu the prescrit instance the mile says that II i
case the ceuduct Of any membar. aither lu or
ont of the cluh-houae, shall, lu the opinion ot
the cenuînittea ha injurions te the character and
incterests of the club, the committea shall ba
enpowered te recommend sncb member te
resignu." ht is Det, if the Conduct is resliy lu-
Jurions, but if il la injurious lu the opinion of
the coint-iiitoo: Ilion ail that the Court requires

la tOit tua cemmittea shal1 tora their opinion ln
a boue fide way. Thora is ne power lu tluia
Court to contrel the judgment or opinion et the
coin niittee.

.[The Ioarued Ju ge than discnssed the monita
ofthe case.]
There la ne moral culpability lu that from

brginning te end. The cimittee think wlîheut
geirig inte the menits ofth1e casa, that it is hast
fer oe gentleman te withdraw frein the club.
It is iiopssible fer nie te form any opinionl upon
it, uer is it necesaary for me te do se But 1 arn
satisfiod that the ge utieman who sat in jndgaieut
on tluis matter cama te c sonnéd juidgmonit And
if yen sc that thoy bave seriously exsniued the
cusÈ, tiîis Court cent go a atep fortbar. 1 arn
satiý.fied that 1 sbonld wrongly appiy the fane-
tiens of tbis Court it I were te sit lu joignient
or) a. set ot gentlemen expressly selected four ibis
puirpose, wbo thiuk it botter thlat this g> utlem n
should esase te ha a mnember. Tii>n, Mr.
Lecock Webb takes au objection wbich Sir
Richuard 13nggallay die! net take, tirat, thina wre
two members whe nover came suid wmire n>ut
suunoned. I cen, thereu>re, dispense with thât,
and make ne eider tupon this motioni.

Sir R.Bgee Ba your Lordship bold
that the notices give sufficieut itiation ofth1e
ohject ot tihe speciai meetings ot tihe coirmitloo

Lord ROMnILLY, M. R -1 arn ot opinion tlist
the netices wera sufficiaut. Tb ,re is notbing
said ou bta tnetice except Il Mr. Gardo> r's case "
But I thjink Ihat was sufficieut, for, as WIr.
Douglas says. mest of the moînhors ot the cern-
mittea huais wvlît it was about. The coats wihl
ha costa lu the cause.

BANKRUPTCY.

Be TILL-E X porte PARSONS.

Deet of assignment Solicitor's tua -Courtooynol isupo,?,td.
The Conrt has ne power t>) retain a doed whii O has boon

produced by a witness mOeley out cf courtesy sud te
faiitate pooeodings.

P., a witaess, having a lieu upen a deed, was asked by the
Conrt te produce it. The deed was, upon its produc-
tien, impounded by the Court.

Held, an appeat, th.ut the Court had ne poer te retain
the dcd, aven thougli il iuught ha fraudlulent.

[Dec. 19, 1870.-19 W. R. 325 j

This waa au appeel againat au order made lu
the Couuty Court ef Nottiîîghama te the eff et
that s certain deed et assigumeut exacuted by
the baukrupt shuld ha irnpeuuded, nder the
followiîug oircuinstances :

Ou tha 71 h (f Saptember, 71870, shortly before
tbe adjudication of hanikrupîcy. a deed ef asigu-
meut te eue Wild et soe unfiuislied leaisobold
promises. executed hy the bueuhrnpt, was beld
by Parsons as Wild's sulicitor.

Upon the 2Oth et Saptambar Parsons aud Wild
were each served wltb a entmoens te attond
betone the regîstrar of the county court for
examinstion under the bsukruptcy wbich had lu
the meanlime takan place.

Wild, during bis examinattion by Cranch, the
trustee's solicitor, baing ssked te produce the
deed. ststed tOatit wias lu the possession of
Pansons ; an application was then made ta
Parsons for it, sud ha, afier inforrning the C'ount
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