
LENNO, J.SEI'TEMIUR IITII, 1914,

MA( K ELI v. OTTAWA S EPARATE 8< '11 , UT S

for Opc(nîng of Schools-Ad(joér(i-)t ôf Trial.

Motion bY thle Pladbtis for' mi injunelhin and othur reif
as set forth bvlow.

J. F. Orde, K.C., W. N. Tilley7' ami .1. J1. O)'Mearîi, fur tht'

MvGnror Youlig, K. ,for the Min1ister (If Eusi
N. Aý. Beleourt, Ký.( ' ani A. Ci. M atrfor the dufendants.

Lt':NNox, J.:-Th(, plaintiffs are auiirt of the Sulhool
Bo0ard. It will ie ufliut' acurate to Sa',' that inls aution ns
brouiglit to conîipel the H1tuard, rretttlfor tht' ilnost part by
Chairian iei't to conduot Ille si-hools eodngt h dc-
partmntal riegulations, to e uag nd eunlploy a teeigstaff
eoxnpolgslel exelusIiivdyIý of le1lI1qalitiod liersouis, to Irl'itth
payrnent of sehiool Inny o unlqualitietl teacher'is, umi Ihte sa1le
or disposil (if uuertain delben1tures.

The ('ourt lias so fur reognied the laintis saiune 1hY ini-
portaniw of the ise rihd, and tht plaints prima fm ie
right to relief, by- 'iljoilliIlg the de ft'ndn ts unltil tht' trial. T'I'
bulk- of Ilhe ondec 01 oth sidus w-as Tiut ini on tIlleSî .1lne.
la.4t. 1,1 uhnn mdornet'vsask for. <11d obtained liv the'
defendanlts to enlabl- th1c11 Io miake furthorseree in thle ri,
vords of the' Education Departinent. und. thouglisteuui
op)posed, the' injuncin was eonthiut'd. The mdorunn as
deeidudIy an indulgence to the' dufendants, ansu8 far am 1 arn
aware, n10 intimation of the' aPpliaion mas Sovn until the' PCî
dence for tht' defenee was well advanoed. The' objeet of the
action, thtltrm and ana of the' injuncvtion, anti tht' conditions

necsartyimplicd upon anajormet shiould withouit miore
have been a sufficient gularante that ht Ileffee of the' sehools

woidle presorved, and Che status quo honoraby maintaincd
pning th delay; but had 1 know-n then thiat MNr. Gencest von-

tenilated what hie has sine eoumat nameuly, tht' tur1ning
out of tht' whbole teaching staff, there w-ould have been no0 ad-


