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evidence that he was unfairlv treatedl at that tiine; and upon
that branch of the easc lc failed.

As to the dismissal of the plainif iii 1914, thIllcw order
of the Roard was not put in, and1 it Nvaq flot sh~ii at the plain-
tiff was iiotîied of any ivestigation thait wa;s nuide. Theret mas
nothing to shew that the disniissal \ýas jsîfe The only
evidence was the plaintiff's, and mhait he ý\ttu ws nut suffli-
cient cause for a pereniptory discliarge. If lie wais disinissed
upon an instigation held without notice lu hîua, th11corsewa
eontrary to the elementary prineiples of justice.

Section 13 of the rules and regulations of the defendant
soeiety provides that every application for a pension or allow-
ance must corne before the cormiîttec, whcn the whole circula-

sacsof the case ivili be fully gone int, and a report of the*
case sient ini for the sanction of the Board of Police ('ommis-
sioniers; and, îii c-ase of a differencebtwn the coinittee and
the conîrnissioners, the comnittee shall be heard hy the commis-
sioners, and, if possible, concurrence arrived at; but, in case of
failure to concuir, thc decision of the coxumissioi1ers shall be final.

The committe did nul go into the crusaesof the case,
did nul hear-, declibera-zte upon, or in1p11ctl deemn an-
thing. The niatterý of dismîil wvas not the saine thing, ais the
question of the righl to a'pension. The vummissioniers have
nothîng l, dIo with pensions or allowance excýept by way of
appekl.

The defendants pleaded compliance with. this section and
rested their defence upon il. The plaintiff w pra faceie em-
tîild 10 a penision or allowance based uponl a servicwe of upwmards
of 27 years. The defendants had failedl lu makv (ut thieir de-
feni .

The question could flot be rernitted to the diefend(ants for
quaisi-jud(iciatl considleration, as in Lapoite v. L'AýssociatIion de
Bienfaisance et dIo Retraite de la Police de NlonttéaL [19061
A.C. 5,35, for there was no reason lu hefieve that justice wmild
b. donc.

Judgmenit declaring that the action of the cummittee was
not in accordanc wilh sec. 13, and dues nlot hind thieplit;
dleclaiig that the plaintiff had on the 28th Api,1914, coini-
pleted a service of 27 years, 10 ninths, amil 5 dJaysv: as a meni-
ber of the forcee, and that upon that date he, bcame anid nlow is
evtitled to receive a hafpaypesion for hf e, plus ani additionl
of one-nlineteenth of bis salary for. each year of his ser'vice ex-
eeeding 25 years; and -ad(jud(ginig that the dIefendants 1pay tu
the plainitiff the said penision, and allowance and the vosts of
the action.


