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Syllabus.

McAllister, I notMr. Justice do concur indissenting:
of the of the court for thethe reason statedmajorityopinion

Mr.the of Justice Breese and Mr.in Justicedissenting opinion
Thornton.

Thompson etJesse H. al.

v.

etMichael H. Beaver al.

establishing1. layingSchool trustees—as to districts. The ofmanner
off township bytheir discretion,into districts is left the to thelaw sound
good judgment, pur-and common sense of the trustees elected for that
pose, exercised,honestly powerand equitywhen a ofcourt has no to su.
pervise their action.

discretionary power.2. As to the exercise of If there be fla-
discretionary corruptgrant power, conduct, tendingabuse of or palpableto

oppression, equity interposeand requisiteinconvenience to affordwill the
relief.

3. District schools—unreasonable rides. are rules,What reasonable
question barringa ofis of rule the doors school againstlaw. A houses

distances,coming great winter,in beinglittle children from the for a few
unlawful,tardy, and,is unreasonable and inminutes its nractical operation,

cruelty.less than wantonlittle
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Opinion of the Court.

Mr. Justice the theScott delivered of Court:opinion

The exhibitedof the bill the was toobject by appellants
October,have the order in the1870,made act-by appellees,

in their official of school trustees,ing capacity dividing town-
north,19 3 into school declaredwest, districts, nullship range

andvoid,and the same and asidehave canceled set on the
that it was and the manner ofmade, dis-fraudulentlyground

and burdensome the inhabitants ofto thetricting oppressive
township.

to the acts it isof,Preliminary charging complained alleged
1867,that, in the then trustees theof laidacting offtownship

into districts;sub-divided the school thatand thetownship
made,was and and beneficial andsame satis-fairly equitable

the after suchto that thesub-division, inhab-factory people;
4,number in Avhichtheitants of district of Broadwellvillage

had be erectedsituated, and,is caused to a for thatvery good
a school at a cost ofdistrict, house, somevery expensive

housethat a school had also been$4000, and erectedgood by
6.in numberthe inhabitants district

of 4districts number 6,The are directors andappellants
toseems be that thecause oftheir sub-divisionand complaint

the in is1870,made burden-appelleesof the as bytownship,
to the entire ofand thesome, inconvenient oppressive people

to the inhabitants of theand so districtsparticularlytownship,
directors, on whose behalfare respectively theyof which they

thisinstituted proceeding.have
division of thethe new intothat, townshipbyIt is said

4number has beendistrictthe olddistricts, deprivedschool
of taxablethe value propertyof formerlyone-thirdof over

the school house waswhen erected,,that districtinincluded
inhabitants will bethe un-thereof whollyin consequenceand

in district,a school such andmaintainand payto supportable
the action of thethem andtrustees,byforceddebt uponthe

adebt andsuch schoolsupportto paysufficienta taxthat
district.left in thethoseonbe oppressivewould
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6,In to itdistrict number isregard that the terri-charged
thetory old district number 6 had beencomprising divided

between districts number 1 and and a3, new district number
6 formed ofout taken from oldterritory district num-largely

4,ber and that the school house erected the inhabitants ofby
6district number had been the ofactionby the trus-assigned

totees district number and are3, that there not now children
in the new district number 6 to a school.enough support

The fraudulent theacts which ex-charged, upon appellants
relief in a court of are, that the sub-division ofpect equity,

intothe new as made the trustees intownship districts, by
madewas motives the1870, on of twothrough improper part

of the in-Critchfield,Beaver and theappellees, by improper
ofterference one Darrell F. who is said to be aWright, large

land-holder and in thetax-payer township.
aIt is also as of thatrelief, the dis-charged, newground

theof into school districts was madetownshiptricting against
ofthe wishes the inhabitants of a of the town-large portion

and the wishes of those in dis-againstship, particularly living
tricts number 4 and 6.

In the ofmatter the formation of districts,school the trus-
aretees invested law awithby large discretionary power

which it is their to forexercise theduty best interests of the
inhabitants of the section 33 of the Schooltownship. By
Law it isStat. made the of(Gross’ 691,) the trusteesp. duty

“to off the into orlay one more to suit thetownship districts,
wishes and of the of theconvenience inhabitants ofmajority

** * *their whichtownship, districts
alter or atthey may session.”change any regular

There nois mode out in the statute forpointed ascertaining
the wishes of the inhabitants of the or what num-township,
ber and size districts would best suit their convenience. It
is made the of the trustees to off the town-imperative duty lay

the of leftdistricts,into but manner is to the soundship doing
sense of thediscretion, and common trusteesgood judgment

elected the for that discretionthisby Whenpeople purpose.
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a to the bestis with interestsexercised, viewhonestly promote
of the other reasonable men differtownship, although might

inwith them their as to what number and dis-sizejudgment
the thetricts would suit convenience of of thebest people

no thea court of totownship, equity supervisepossesses power
of the trustees in theaction premises.

that if been fla­doubted,is not there hashowever,It any
of the which the trus­abuse withdiscretionary powergrant

in orinvested, or conduct offtees are any corrupt laying
districts, that the becomeso samé wouldchanging palpably

the ofand to inhabitants the town­inconvenient oppressive
to afford the relief.would interpose requisiteship, equity

20 Metz Ander­Peoria, 54 ;School Ill. v.Grovev. Inspectors of
463.23 Ill.son,

We considered the entire evidencehave carefully preserved
findin the record. there some evidence to showWe tending

thethat there existed a for re-districting township,necessity
of the districtdistricts,or at least some especiallychanging

The thein 1867. extent ofas4,number formed necessity
themanner of weredistricts,that theexisted, or changing

andof the we can nottrustees,the discretionwithinclearly
their action in that Itto does notundertake review regard.

acted from motives,that the trustees orany improperappear
citizen ofthat were influenced the town-bythey unduly any

ship.
used influ-havingThe withcharged improperonly person

of the isto the re-districting township,ences procure Darrell
be toin the ascribedmayactionF. His premisesWright.

in districtresided numbermotives. Hethanother corrupt
from the school inhouse,milesa-halfone and4, distantand

thefora rule govern-adoptedof Broadwell. Bythe village
the thatreason wereforchildren, theyhisthe school,ment of

athouse,the schooladmission todeniedwerea little tardy,
inclement.wasthe weather verytimes when

to make andthehavedirectors undoubtedly powerThe
forrules and regulationsall reasonableto be enforcedcause
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inthe of schools their districts. Whatgovernment respective
a of law,are reasonable is and we do not hesi-rules, question

tate declare that a rule that would theto bar doors of the
little children who had comeschool house from soagainst

ina distance the cold forwinter, no other thanreasongreat
athat were minutes isfew and there-tardy, unreasonable,they

fore In itsunlawful. it amountspractical operation to little
If itless than wanton was thecruelty. of Mr.purpose

childrento his and those of hisget outWright neighbors
ofthe a sofrom under rule andoperation unjust oppressive,

the was a and suchone,motive as wouldproper actuate any
man.right-minded

The discloses no suchevidence abuse of a sound discretion,
or such conduct on theany corrupt of thepart astrustees, to
the and manner oftime there-districting as wouldtownship,
authorize a court of toequity tointerpose their ac-review
tion.

not beWhile we satisfied thatmay the division of the town-
in 1870into districts was theship best that could beenhave

themade for convenience of the inhabitants, still the action
the discretion ofwithin thewas trustees, and inasmuch as it

thatdoes not actedappear they or fromcorruptly improper
that theor divisionmotives, that was made was un-grossly

and on theoppressiveequal inhabitants, a court of equity
tonot interfere.ought

It is our thatjudgment the bill was dismissed, andproperly
isthe decree affirmed.

Decreeaffirmed.


