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wvould in no sense be shareholdets, and were flot liable to catis, or to b. 'asked
j to contribute ta pay debts or liabilities. 'lIn re Gro'tit Brilain Life, 15 Ch.

Div. 246.)
I arn further of opinion that the association is liable to be wotind up under

the provisions of the WVinding-up Act, R.S.O., t83, being a corporation formed
under the authority of un Act of the Province of Ontario;- and that the insuring;
af the liv'es of their members was within the powers of the coinpany, being
conternplated in their charter, and therefare flot within the prohibition of
53 Vict., c. 39, s. 9.

That being the case, are the inembers of such an association, flot organized
e ~with any share capital, liable to be called upan ta contribute anything for the

paymnent of creditors ? In other words, are they ta be treated sirnply as nebr
of a co-partnership, and sa liable ta an unlimited extent individualy ? 1 cannot

j adopt this view. It was neyer the intention or the legisiature, in my opinion.
,jýini providing a simple and cheap rnethod or incorporation for -orietieq under

the Ilenevolent and Provident Sî'cieties Act. ta confer oniy the empty f.avour of
a corporate narne, and leavinr' an unlimited liability ta nieinbers of those
societies. I arn of opinion th... meînbers of these societies are not personaiy
liable for the carporate debts. TI¶e creditors, in giving credit ýýo corporations

U ~of this character, mu-V satisfy therpselves thé&t their debtors possess asscî.,
out of which they caa realize their debts, but such creditors cannot lolok
ta the individual niemibers for contributions for the purpose of securing satis.

C ~ faction of their clainis. This view, independently af the other questions.
determines the status of the petitianer, j Il. Carlile. Mr. Carlile was ane of
thoie five persans wvhoin the three trustees attempted to mnake a mienber of the
association on the 2îst June, 1890o. \Vhetherthe trustees had such a power or

à not, it is unimpartant to deterinine; for if there is no recourse against a ileinbeliJiIrof the association, such niember is flot a contributory within the meaning of the
Winding-up Act. Equahly so if lie 'vas flot legally elected a nmember ; for ;

flot a mnember, he could nat be a contributory. If J. Il. Carlile was not a con -L~IIi tributory, he could not iviake an application for the winding-up of the
association under s. 5, R.S.O., 183.

Upon these conclusions, 1 mnust hold that the wincling-up order was im-
properly isued, and ought ta be -et aside, and, as ai consequence, the present
proceedings miust fait ta the ground;, and 1 sec no reason why the order shout
flot b. set isîde, with costs of ail parties w~ho appeared on this motion against
the petitianer.
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