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different branches of the Order, the powers and
01 their various offleers, the rights and liabilities of the

lhe creation and maintenance of a reserve fund and a
SYstem and other matters. No distinction, in this

wn between what might bc consiered consti-
principies, and what, mere details; but all are dealt

-JU the olle instrument in consecutive sections from 1 to
1721ý and together repreisent the nature of the compact
the Order and its members, and the rights of its mem-

th
ehange, proposed by the à1ills Amendment is a most
change. In fact, it is difficult to imagine any alter-

tlit talupact which might have more serious results than
the assessment rates, and I cannot assent toeg Contention that they may be changed at the mere'

LOdgey without previous notiee to the subordinate

't d by section 169.
ns.I think the judgment appealed from should

wsts here and below, and that the injunetion
ZP8tually. Having reached the foregoing con-

ýP»t ilecemary to deal with other objections ad-

'À alne to a similar conclusion, giving reasons in

agreed with the judgment of MuLocic, C.J.

iN CHA»ms--DEc. 21.

'nt of Claim - Mistake - Motion lar leave to amend statement of elaim by
IûWraing mesne profits. In this case abY the Di i i'nal Court whieh gave libertyt, tO UMend the statement of defence and to

. ...... to reply thereto within a week after sueh amend-,4tànd"t:.,Ingnded on 9th Deeember and the plain-
ne now moved for jeave to amend as

*Md tbât the whole question had been con-
Oàse « Runter v. Boyd, 6 O.LR. 639, and
to dePlýrt frOm that deefidon, or to qualify

It PrOceeded. An ord« would there-
the 1)Wuti:ff to Withdraw the reply and


