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lenure of office was (Iuring the pleasure of the Board, whieh had,
therefore, the right to dispense with his servicc, without assigil-
ing any reason therefor.

The respondent applied for a pension; his application was
con-sidered by the comrnittee of the defendant society; a majority
of the committee recommendcd that he should reeive a pension
o! $1 a day during life; and the recommiendation was approvcd
by the Board of Police Commis8ioners. Rule 30 of the rules anid
regulations of the socety does flot deal wvith ail allowanees or
pensions, but only with those elaimed by members who have
been disniissed or' eornpelled to resign; and such a member- is
neot entitled to any allowanee or pension, unlcss, upon considera-
tion of his case, the coinmittce recormcends it, and the Board
approves.

The respondent, njo doubt, had the right bo have his case
eonsidercd by the committee; and, if there had been no real con-
uideration, he miglit have been entitled to, the relief which the
plaintiff got in Lapointe v. L'Association de Bienfaisance et de
Retraite de la Police de Montréal, [19061 A.C. 535. Therc is a
wide difference between the rule under consideration in that case
and Rule 30 above referrcd to.

It was argued that ruie 24 (b) gave an absolute riglit to the
pension which the respondent claimed-the provision "it shal
be optional with the memibers of the police force to, retire at or
after the end of 30 years' service by giving 3 montha' notice in
writing," making it unneessary that "the consent in writiiig of
the Police Commissioners" should have been "first obtnincd
to the resignatîin," as provided by rule 24. As to this the Chie!
justice said that, assuming that in sueli a case the consent of the
Cumitissioners to the resignation was flot requircd, there were at
Ieast twvo fatal objections to the respondent's dlaim: one, that,
when he ceased to be a member of the force, he had not scrved
for .10 years; and the other, that lie did flot resign, but was
dismnissed.

Appeal allowed u'ith costs and action
dismissed with cos/s.


