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friticiiie of aft h iŽiiii i'4 Wlii>ly for IA4 ovra ltiifi t. îîd il un vite t he powr;r o"i -frîii)clii,eîît no fa riter t liii the. retisotn, g thic -
rigli t ai rigli t iii thei nicii li liii y mi ii.ir tu lti il of il 1)tit l uîb- ii lire cnt i ti d to re:pect, ftur it int oîîi f the.e hi,d îot r feretîce

j cet iii thie 'Itît e, ut'f w lie li lie (<Ugli t îiît to be dcliri ccii for îiy eit ber tu ;îrivalc corporationsî or t Oie uîo ver of dizsfî ancli jiecit.
miîlor offtcice îgaiti8t lits corporý.î féaity. aniy in-re titan that fer W'lîilst, the' eturc, t4v e,7w/ P94eel o' Élie c;uSe fiY biu regarîerc 'as
ivleicli, lis a mildjeci. lie oudte :le. dei bved <f lias franîchise las a uverruicd, the rca uigj. ais ex1 îoutided by Mr %\ illcuck, are
liegemîiti. For tliis retiotî. al tintitr corporitte olft'îces, .¶ue) ai suicili ss ta coiîinîd th-mîi tas uiiiv-rsu, îucepItance. Wliere corporà-
imlco/îer I'elîaî'uur Io bisu j, ttow corvorators, wlîere tuot punîslîablu tioiis are fouiildA tlpCoîi priV:LtfI cîîpIItll, ti. nmodern Etîglili cases
by thue geuieritl lui o f the landl, las oeil aus violaitons oif hlias cîîrpor- lire Çery 11a niuuiIs iiItgdig thitt no Stocieluîi'lr cati bu disfrau-

aIC (Ittve, ouglit to hi. puiiied by penualties imupoýeîl by Élie clised, anJ tlicreby depriveid of liii interebt iii the property oif
or.liiiîtceb of the n)unicislity and ulit by disfrLuclis-emnett. But *2- corpoîrationî, ivithout ait express autiîority fur the pui'posO ili
Sucl offriietr agtitnst the, geiiereil law, as oçCcasýion a forfeiture of the charter.
ail civil riglits, imiport lu iliciiiheivcs a furftrituri. of thei cooriute Ira l'en tiyl vani -. Thei CoramontrealtM. ex rel John Bainni V. Thue
frattelgiie ;andl ulfeîîci. agatist tLe corpîueratioiî. vliîcii ttiti 10 ItS Si. Patrick BeiuevoleuK Socieu'q. 2 Bion 441, is the lcadiig ca-e.
dcsi: uictiolu, iucli ns def.îciiig thei charters. aiîeritig tie curporille Tlhe dociety. imitecr n poewer cuînferred by its charter. nii. a by-
records so as tu desqtroy the cvidetîce of tlir titll t0 priviiegeS, or lity Étant v lifyiî'g a ineiubi.c luy anoîlier meulber slîoulul hc puiieu
tiiau of the title of tais féllow eîîrporatcrus to thuir frantchi:3es aire of ns la crime agiîî4 tie sncieiy, by removteil fron office. 'aile, or
course c.ue f irncieucî.expulsion. Binîrm liaving bren conviced of grassly vilifyinz a

Tiieso ob.serviations relate to amunicipal corporations -,bat wliy féllow-mienmer, %vas expeîl ilîchrefore <rider this hy.lîîw. Tlîo
are tlîcy nlot equaily applicable to private corporatiîins? Tite iti- Supreime Court restoreil hlm îîpoîi manîlarus, înaiîily on tlîe
tere!.t or Ilfreedîîîn" v% hidi a iiieniber lias iii a private corporation grouiu Étanet the by.law wis îlot neceslary for the good go)verfi.
is nis truly a Ilfranchi-se", ns thînt %vliiel auy of the burgeses i meut and support of the' îff.-irs of tIme corporatiou-it~ it s<lb-
melio sti d ini lisgg's meO liail ini tI. tuocougit of Pl ymoiulth. nuitl jreced tie riglits of encînberslip t0 tLe uticerctin will of a ma-jor-

M31iy ofiei be n lîunch miore viîluitble fcaliclîise. Vlîe're it lias lieen ity-tlî.î UI h offence of vilifying n meinher. or ae pruvite qivirrel,
obtiiiîil by tie paynient of al pecunîary c(iiîîsiuernqtiosi, anîd proîierty is tiîuîily unconnected witb tic îîltlrs of the society. unitl therefore
iî, leld ini Connectiom %vith itl. it is a vei'trd cu'tîîte, anîd certiiily its pîinislinînt c urîlit hi. iicesnîry for tIi. gondl govertnmcfit of
ouglit nî,t to hi. !acril'îccil 0s amaniit of -suiliior offcîices. iviiieti tlie corporatiotn Il CliiefJu-tice Tilglîin. delivering the opinion
ivotil1 îlot bie peinîitted to forfeit iiliviumh interests in a mniicipal of the court. qîmolci Lord uîifl'sthîrc sorts of olreîices as
corporation. AXnd if a powver t0 ili'fritîiclei>in a municipal crpo- lidudJevra in Rî;cliardIsoiî's case. uîod said lions' oficoce did tiotcorno
niutton dors not exist uniesi expreýsiy grîuîtett, it i, çccy mif t0 wvithinî titlier of theim. unit lie concludeil hy declaring thatt - ith-
conchuile dit it 18 flot iiîlîreîiî in a private corporation, aeni must oot ant express powver in tie charter. no mian can bc disfrancliised
have. an express graîli te suîppoirt it. uiiless lie lias lucen guulty of saine offenco wliich, citler affects the

The exictit t0 ,vhiclu ilugg's caqe lias been overruleil is ceiarly inti.rest or good goverulrieut of the corporation, or is indiciable by
indiclitecil it Liril Bruce's cee. 2 Str ,iýc It 8 19. irliicî uvas a tLe l,îw of thie lanîdI
case of nîinotion, nlot di>fraîictiscinent, nit whlere it vnas sa1itl' "tle In 1-lffer v TPhe Troutfee of the PlarfeliZ :tcadenuy. 6 Conn. R.
maodernî opinion bus beeîi Étanît a powrer of amiila a inlclident te 532, 3uilge D iget jalîi-e.l Éli tle doc rifle doit a powner of amto-
llie corporaîtionî. 11uougba Buugg's ca'oe becins colitrnry il Richaird- lionli luîiriidentil ho corporations. but seemned 10 doubt whlether it
8iîn's case. 1 ltrrov's Il 5t7, was aîuiitimu froos a municipal vras applicabtle Io nny bot nionicipnl corporatîions. nuit qSîotCd
office-hit of Pocrtno of tic borougli of fp-;wich. Luirîl M.ill'- Jo Igîs Story as 'uayiiig in tlîe l>,rtinoutlî College casc. that tliero
field weîlt vcry fully loto tie laiw of c;orporattion!a. andil ailst, tlîc cutuil bo no a:notion of tlie truiters of Ébant in8tituiun, and hie
aniotiors was otait sustaiiied, lie saniîctiotieil. very iiiictly, tie reuitorcd the Crusc of t11e Plaiofield Acaderuy whlo, bait been

Iîl cidrn o)ptinin" referred 10 in Lord hlruco's caî-c. nu statel expelîcil for Ji'respectfuil anIl conteanpiuous Ilanguatge toiarîs Isis
tliree sortIl of offences for ivhich au officer or a corporator may be associietes. and for negîcet of duty :as a îrîiitee. - The court," ho
disýcluargeJ : said, Ilcanant juî'tify expulsion from office on sucli charges.

I. Snecll as hanve no imnieuinte relation to hais office: hulsure in vrliat the trustees nuiglit haive donc ho one of tlîeir îîumbcr whlo
lîmeuiselves of iýo iiuflaious a) înture as te render the offender unfit bi- cnmîluilted a crime which would baniîih ib front socichy. it is
t3 executi.e aîîy publ:c franchi-e, nlot neces"ary t0 Jecide " Anothier principlo is nssertv, in i 1hi5

2. Suîch as lirc only agiainit his nili nîl he <luit of lus office casie, Iliat the place of n trnî;tee iiianu eieesoyriary corpu tlion,
as acorprato. an atoluil tobrealuesof he tait cndiion liougli no emo'.ltnents are attiecied. te it, is a franchise of sucli a

nainexciltor uis frnîîcltîische or h office cnion na ure Iliat a pîsrsoiî improperly dispos4ieel of it is entitîcîl ho
nunxedtetai fai)l)2c r ffie.re-lress iuy mainulsmus. Sec aise Dairtmuouthu CoI'ege v. Wioodward;

3 Snicb ns are of a mx%&- natîure, ns beiîig an offence flot oiuly 4 %Vheton, 6763.
againsî th e duty of bis office, Luot also n maîter indictabUc nit cein- Joth cse of Gcal,1 v. Thec .1fdical Socieh1 of Prie. 24 Btrbour's
filon l:iw.Intec

0f tliese disticctionq, limiîluî origi nnîîy ta miinicipal corpor- R 570. a phy.4ii% au s a"lbîug t0 ho restored tic a society froua
aîlon. i hah ave îonîthiîg ii sayliernfie, meenIcoui i0 wla lie )lait been expelîcîl for viohîîîîng a lîy.law Étant prescribeil a

rpeilk of ihînt in connechlon vrith hrivnue ctirpnratiiîns tairihluif fees9 for meicel -ervices The Supreme Courto<f New York
In Eetrle'4 case. Cartice's Rh 1731, le mmi licld talit tmbiner of mecot very fully into thie aulliorities lapon corporau pomeer., anil

n corporation cuinnot be di'fr.,inclaii'ed exccpt for thia 'I-Aicli mork8 jimelaw aln thegupommer g ratm ve m tial soediesso and expaulsio t ofa
i0 Che def-tructîou of the body corporate, or of the libvrties and m-ar n îusioi eaiet leamsinadeplino
privilegesi thereof, and noi for auny perzosîol offence of are member mesober8, mens flot an nrbilrary or unlimilîsi powmer, and Cat a by-
Io a2u')K/îr. lair must bo reasonable. and adaptel te Élie purposes of tLe cor-

Tidoerly's case, 1 Siderfin'm R 14, lias a qilmstinn of rm'stoning porelion.
n municipmal officer elluit LaN''lunlarUly rcsi);ned. and Chie! uB. In the case of Thec C'omm'th v Phulrntlurophic Sociefyj. 6 Ilion.
Blale lield thaI every corparatioî. landl powmer t0 redoive n rebigna- 486, ive humve in our oivra coiurts imbat is very rare in zho nuthori-
lion. aud iniglit. for god cause, n. love tics an istsance of exputlion Chat vrai sustaineil. A tommber

These case's arc suffucient, vu rrilcct b-m oarmiMn of tlîe English madhe a ulemanîl upon the socieîy for relief agrceably te, the ruiles
courts on B-agg'sý cit-e A more full rtference ta %ue authonities miii of the iostitutimn, andl presenteul a pluysician'i bill whliclu ho Ladt
be found iti 1lie Ilotesq to IlllruucL's clinapter on disfranchuiseuent, in aitered froos four t0 forty dollars. ndî whlich ho clninied te humve
bais mork on ('îîrîîocalitionî. The resuujlt t-em.s Io be, tuaI the reso- palîl Upuin the gruuuîd ihiat ti mis a sicnndlus crimr. anount-
luioru 1 ilummlrul front 1 igg's. cuî,e lias heem so far iiîoîifialilt the ing ilmost. if umot <imiite, t0 techunical forgery. andl liait it teas
powmer )f auhîion is itihuerütit in the intur" of corporuations andî Ilircctlv injiurloiiu ii tîme socicty. luie expulsion meis stpported.
nc.t dlcprnlinî upun îirerriptionu oir chiurter. lut ther nuithoritic.s Ilo I lii t rod v The F«rankiu Beneufiru,îZ .1srecisîou, 10 BGem. 357,
nuit C-ia<husýil lie h'ilit chîat corhuaratins have iiilercîut pommer to die- a nieniher menq restored vl imuhadt bccn expelicil fur cuiistiîig lu tha

f'raachi3caprivaîcmcznber. B3uti3agg'd casecisan authorityangsi.st army in violation of a by-law of the society.


