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served for thé hearing. It is not dispitted that these aniend-
ments are drastie, aitd affect the right of the 1)Iaintiff to get
what the defeiidants had origiiially contracîed to gîve hlm. The'
plaintifr asiserts that under the ttcw regulatins hie has practie-
alIy to rejoi, at sevent y-four, the Order lie entered at fifty,
and to lose the insurance benetits of early entry, and that the
old age or life expectaxtcy payluents are postponed for five years.
The defendants eontend that the amendments are nieesary
for the well-beig of the Order, and that in liîs application the'
plaintiff agreed to abide by the constitution antd laws then i
force or which 'mnay hereafter be enaeted."

The point argued was whether the statute 2 (ico. V. ch. 33,
secs. 184, 185, requires officiai approval of the changes made
under the defendants' constitution, or indicaltes the liniit 10
which a change eould go ini invading vested rights; or, ont the
other band, whether, under the law in force previous to 3 Edw.
VIL. ch. 15, the dcfendants inight proceed unafTected hy that or
the later enactineut. Tihis is a pitre question of Iaxv. and îts
decision is l)ound to affeet iinan *v other inembers.

It is not the course of the C'ourt 10 decidu a legal right tipon
an application for ait iittet'iocutory înjuncütion. lit titis case the
law is, to my inid, not clear; so that it resoives; itself into a
question of comparative convenience or iinconveiiienee.

JIere the plaintiff, if lie does not p>ay an( elet hefore the lst
June, is liable to suspension, attid loses his,. righit to eclee. Ilîs
share in the futîds of itis ()rder is ilïi>eriilld.' Ti ee at
if they v ac meainwh-iilt hi,,sesuen do flot urge, anyîùijiig
buit thiat Ilhe mioral cifeet of a eiio questiîtig iteiri-î
to maethe aineiidlents will afettheir reveuei. I îhiuik
the proper order to be umade ils tîtat, upon flie p)laiintif pay.iig
int C'ourt the assesmcttt (said to be about $17) duet out île ist
May' Last, ai eontinuiîtg bo pay thc saîd suin njoîttly mamîil the
trial or obler disp-osition of titis action, aitd utîdcrîaking so to
proeed as to eluable ile party to app)l-vt 1ii. Itiige hobiîg
the Toronto noni-jury« sitiings for the week hginingl- the 31st
May, to allow thte trial1 to take. place dmîrilg flita week, ail injurie-
lion stoid goc rcsbriinig the defendaints, bill lte trial, front

icin pont or takingl anY steps to enforc aga:inlst tîte plaitîff
Ilhe amumnsin qpustioni or atmy rights baisod uploti %whaýt is
conitinetd therein, anid frolln putting the plainifl 10 any elion

thrune.Thle lailîifrll shloild file' hus sfýttenîcu of chailt on1
b'le 2îbiî Mayi' anid the d1tefendan1: lts thieir, defence ont the 29th,
ilite replY heiing dierdoit Ilw :iOth, and the case set down


