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"IMemnberej of charitable and pro-
vident societies should net be allowed
tu litlga-tet-heir grievances -%vithin the
soeiety in courts of law until they
have exha-usted evcry possible means
of redress offered by the internai reg-
ulations of their societies.» There-
fore, the plaiiitiff beir.g expelled from
the Aucieut Order of Teresters filed
his bill of restitution thereto on the
ground of illezal expulsion, but it ap-
poars that the rules of the Society
provided certain internai trihunals
to, Nvlich he xnîght have appealed f :r

'El redress had net this court refused to
interfere.

See Pawkinu vig. Antrobus, L. R,,
17 ch. 0., 615.

This case is decisive of the present
-~ . and, indced, gees raucli fartiier than

f .it is neccssary te go ab prescut.
There did not seein to be, any by-lawv
in Esserv's case ousting the jurisdlic-
tien, of ilie oirdinary tribunals until

~ -~ ~internai remedies have been exhaust-
. èwed, wvhereas in the case at B3ar, such a

by-law is vcry cxplicitely enacted.
Essory's case went rather lipon the
particular circumstances of benefit
societies, and the inipolicy cf permit.
ting niembers to rush into lawv te, reg-
ulate inatters providled for by the
terms of the Association.

Evcn, laowever, in othier cases it is
-~ '~ ~ ''V. ~net correct to assert broadly that

agreements to Icave the dctermina-
tion of certain iattors finally te a
tribunal other than those established

- »~.for th e public ail nixîist ration of j us-
tice Nvould ho nuli as against public
policy. In tlie case of Scott vs.
Avery, 5 El. L. C. 811, Coldleridge,
J., speakcing of an allcged rule tlîat
such agreements wcre void, said: "I
certainlyam net disposed te extend
the operation of a rule ivhieh appears
ta me to have been fonnded on vcry
narrow erounds, directly contrary ta,
the spirit of later timies whicli leaves
pýarties ab full liberty to refer flîcir
disputes at pIeaure te public or pri-
vate tribuixals.

In Dawson v-?. Fitzgerald, 1 Ex.,
LOIR Lam No.r. D 257, Jessel, M. R., said in relation
J.O.. Lanp N. Lta, an agreenment ta refer te arbitra-

This goin is i,îcludcd iii tce prize list of the May anîd June, conîpe- tors the amount of loss undcr au in-
tition. Lt is resplinlent i gifl uInd colors in wici tihe nbleins ofplcy hreaeoy
the Order arc artîsticaily dis i ,ayecd; a jirize tiîtiiiany Foest.rs %vil surance plc: "Teeaeol
(lesire te wii. is o icpJh i~r u iogl i. twe cases wvhere agreement te refer
class article. that -%vould be an ornanient te any parler iii the land. can ho successfully pleadcd-first,

whiere the action can only be breu ght
but if the fund raised by these contributions is fer the sum namcd by the arbitrator; secenly,
liable ta ho dissipntcd by thccosts of an action in whcre it is agréed that ne action shall be broughli
the Superior Court upen complaints lihze that tillithere has been an arbitration, or tlat arbitra-
set lip ini tJis case, -%vhat would beconie of tic tien shall be a conditiin precedent ta the ac-
security wvbicli the inenibers have fer thecir. sic7k tien."
and rnxrtuary br.ncfits ? I doubt vcry mucli Sec. 36 andi 39 Vie., Inîp. C. 60, s.s. 21 and 22.,
whetlîcr this Society coîîld bo condluctcd witheîît Fricndly Socicties Act. This Actexprcssly limite
the limitationef legal procceclings above rcfcrrcd. the riglit of menibers of such secieties ta go into
ta. courts of laNN, and nMay bo tak-en as au indication of

This point lins alrcakly becin dccided in this sense public policy i4dthat directieon.
lu the case of E-sseî'y vAï. Court Pride of tho Dom- The plainif net having availed himieif of the
iein, reportecd in the 2 Ont. Rep.,.p. 59f). The rcînedy provided by the defcndant's ]3y-lawvs, whichi

holding iu that case Nvas as follows : 1 nxay add, as far as 1 can judge from the proof,


