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pose nowhilere authorized by the by-laý-'s. The only porion who could become
a miember was an individual uver eighteen and under fifty-one years of age, in
gond health, record of temperate habits, and good moral character ; and this
person iust obtain a policy of membership, and no policy was ta take effect tilI
the admission prerniium and annual dues should ho paid in advance (as. 2 and
3 of by.laws) , and this application must have been approved by the niedical
director (s. 18). The directors, twventy-one or more, were to bo elected frotil
the members of the association. ht is clear that the sixty-six persona ele..îed
niembers were not applica-its for policies. Indeed, it was stated in argument
that mont of them hiad been applied ta to allow their names to be used merrly to
boomn the prospects and importance of the association, and so secure tbofi Iîtie
nienibors.

This society being a ntutual benefiL society, and the admission of lemlbel s
being regulated by by-laws at the date ai the meeting, 1 arn of opinion tht
there was no power to elect or appoint an>' persons menibers oif their assaci.1
tian bave porsons conming within the nneaning and requirements of these by-
!aws, and that the resolution of the 22nd of December, i8oo, purporting tcl
elect these sixty-six persuns members of the association, was v'oid and tift>o
7zre,, 1 arn iarther ai opinion that the mneeting in qîuestion, by reason of tlle
association by-Iaws, or b>' the chartet, wvas not authorized ta elect directorsm
otficers, and that resolutions uipon these points were also irregular and void.
In order that a resolutian camte to at an>' meeting, whether of directors or shai e-
Îlotiers, ma>' have any legal effect, it is necessar>' that the meeting shoa:Id be
dul>' convenied :LindleY, 305- In ardor that a meeting inay ' chu>' convened,
it is necessitrv that it be convened :i > by those who have the riglit ta converte

it 2 at the proper timie, i3tat the praper place, and ;4. by a proper notice
I.indleY, 305.

1 prapose now ta consider a iewv ai the objections taken ta the regularttv
andi legalit>' oi the praceedings b>' cotiosQl representing the différent persons1
bouglit ta be madie contributories.

0. I t was argueti th&t the charter of the association %vas voici hecause tl
purports ta organize a bociety ta carry on a tratie oir business lorbiddten' nr not
allowecl, by the Benevalent Societies Act

Swift v. The' Proî'ùwî,,/ /'rt>;,iieit, 17 A. R. ()0, seenis to dispose ai thî's
point by holding that an association organizerl to insuire the lives ai its mnenbeî '
nll, upon the niutual prinriple, is not an associat;on ta carry on a trade i
business. Insurance af this kinti, and continecl in this way ta their own î.i
bers. %vas held ta ho a pravident and benevolent purpase, and not ta be a traîle
or busineà'ý within the inoaning af the exception of the Ilenevolent Societies Art.

21 The objection was talcen that if the business ai the society ws [cgaLt
they could net do buhiness «vithaut a license. This objection is, however, Met
b>' the decision in Swift v. Prmo7,hdw, in the jýudXnent ai MIr. justice Maclennan.
wha holds that a license was not requireti in thee cases. 'See R. S.O., i 88-_

16.7t, a, 3, $-S. 2.)

(3) [t was urgeti that the charter had lapseti by non-user, the associatian
nat having been organized fram the date of the charter until lune, i8go. 1 rni


