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endorsiflg the cheque for $200 and prescnting and receivîug

payment of it, they werc estopped from denying that, it had been

accepted upon the termns on which they had reccived it. That

abto was a question of f act, and the finding of the trial Judge

was against the appellant.

The case wu~ verY near the linel, the learned Chief Justice

said, but he was not able to sa>' that the findings weve clearly

errofleous.

GÀ.RRtOW and MACLAREN, JJ.A., coneurred.

IIoîGiNs, J.A., also concurred, givilg a written opinion, inl

'which he referred to sec. 16 of the Act and to Mason v. John-

ston (1893), 20 A.R. 412; L)ay v. Mebea (1889), 22 Q.B.D. 610.

MýIr,, J.A., dissented; reasons to be given later.

Appeal dismissed.
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WELSLI v. TORONTO POLICE BENEFIT FUNI).

pe.iNioItBeflefit $ocietïy-Toronlto Police Force-Dîsmssad of

Ment mber-Board of Police Commissiofer-Determiwito of

leiy1i b)y Commttee, of .Society-Rules of Society-Riglit to

I>esiofl and Âflowrance.

JAppeal bY the defendant, society f rom the judgment of LFN--

Nox, J., anmte 2, declarig that the plaintiff was entitled to a pen-

sion anid allowaflce out of the f unds of the defendant society.

The appeal was heard by MMEDITIf, C.J.O., GARROW, MA&C-

LAEMÂGEE, anid IIoDUNs, JJ.Â.

1. F. llellmuth, K.C., and D. T. Symons, K.C., for the ap..

pellantl soeiety.

M. K. l3o)wani, K.C., and J. W. Piekflp, for the plaîntiff, re-.

sponident.

M j»II, C.J.O., who delivered the judgment of the Court,

said thait it wiis cicar upon the evidence that the respondent was

isisdby the Board of Polce Commissionert, and thait bis

ca;se( w;is not that of a constable who, voluntarily retîred. The


