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which Article 13 was one. On the 14th of the Iluilding Society, incorporated under the

February, 1871, this Article was abrogated jConsolidated Statutes of Lower Canada, chap.

and a new one substituted, materiaily différiflg 69, and under mile 8 of the Society h. was pro.

from the original one. Only after that, inprit-tom of an appropriation of $2,000, and had

October, did plaintiff become a member of conformed to the requirements of muleir 9 snd

defendants' Company, and his contention is 10, which authorize the proprietor of an appro.

that he did become a menîber from set ng the priatinn Io furnish security on real estate of

Statute, and knowing the original rulce, but not sufficient value to obtain the smnount of the

hnowing of the substitur.ed one. Wu see from appropriation. Thal the security had been

the evidence of plaintiff's witnesses that the judged sufficient according to th. miles, but th.

formalities of Section 7 of the çonsolidated Society bad refused to deliver the amount.

Statutes, Cap. 69, were nol otbserved for the jMoreover, the Society bad gone into liquidation,

purposes of the meeting of 14tlî Febrnary, 1871. Junder the pretended autbority of the Federal Act,

That meeting was irregular, and the riglement 42 Victoria, chapter 48 (151h May', 1879). That

made by it could -not bind; at any rate could 1a div idend was now (26(h Anguat, 1879), lu b.

not bind non-assentilig members. The plamntiff distri buted tothe sharehoiders, portion of which

was flot a member at the time, but dlaims not cornes out of the appropriation in question ;

the leàs 10 have right 10, àay that he was nul that the act in qnestion b>' the Federai Legis-

bound b>' the new ré~eet andi nol. When lature was unconstitutioflal, and the liquidation

h. invesltd, lie says lie did not know of il, and at an>' rate could n' t take place in prt.judice of

Ihoulghtllie was acting under lb. Consolidftted the righits of petitioner. An injunction was,

Statules, and the rules of defendants Company' therefore, asked for iigitit tbe Society, liqt.

of the lime before Februar>', 1871. Upon what datorsanid 5 ecretary-TreiI*urerprohibiti1g lhem

termns did the plaintiff invebt? That is the from distributiflg the finds, and adjudglng that

question. The defendanli have failed to, prove the-y bad no power te, procertd to said liqul.

his knowledge in October, 1871, or until quite dation, and prohibitlflg sald corporation froma

laId>', of the subr3tittited rtglement, passed at the doing so.

Irregular meeting. Thse mort they do at the The defendants p'leaded that one W. B.

laut liq te, argue from the improbabilil>' of Doran was a member of lbe Society', and on

Prevost inve'ting large smom of mone>' while 22nd June, 1878, was allotted bv ballot au

netknoingof h. ew <glmelt.Under ail appropriation of $2,000, wlhich he transferred

the circumetances, though the case is not free 10, pelitioner on tb. 22nd April, 1879, whothen

fro difiuit',Pros' as isth stonet, becaine a member of the Society', bound to

andi his action muet be maintained, nol far alt cOnform 0Isme. Tal1.sbei0

the mont-y lie asks; but for il, leas the share of liquidaiohn bad been for a considerabie lime,

de<penaeai thal defendants eay lb.>' ma> cîlli before 22nd April, 1879, befor. th. share.

againat hi'», even under 1he original s.i.g/mefl boldewe, and il was a malter of public noloriely

of the lime bofore February, 1871. Codte thal they would go Into liquidalico, and lb,

againsl defendants. 
said federai Act wa 8o~ paisedti eiiable build-

Prev8t l Prontane fr paintff.ing societies 10 do se. That the property

PJEvs E. rfntie for plnaintif. ofiered ai securit>' b>' petilioner wua net

N. R Càary*tie fo defndats.sufficient for lh. purpose, and th. Directore In

[In Camber.)lb. exerclee of the discrellon conferred upon

Monu&, Decbsmb? 1,1879 them by th. by-laws declined, 10 make th.

MONTEAL, ecemer 11879 advaznce in question, and b>' leller of 91h May

MOCLANAGIx,à v. Tac ST. ANN's MffUTUAL BULD- infommed petitiofler that bis application could

MGe SocîmTY Or MOITEIL. flot b. ,ntertaiied wllheut addîllonal eecurty ;

Beoesiyfor investrwzts madg 6h adminira7trp Ihal at lbe annuiai genWral meeting, 141h May',

Congtitutionalitllf etfor liquidtonl<fafairg a esoluliofi w8e paset Instmucliiig the Dir-

q/uidngSoitia,4 Yc. Ca. C.p 8.etors te, ban ne further amnounts pendlng a

This was a petition for a writ of in[juucti.n settiemont of th. Society'e affaire, to, wItl b>'

The petitioner uet forth *Ma b.wa ausO& mber li'qudatiOn undpr naid Act ; thât petltioiiêt dld


