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the reeugttized rules affeeting investinent of trust funds, 1
cannot advise or regard this a~s a prudent or proper invest-
ment of trust money.

As lu ilie proposed lien upon the remainder of the trust
UtonetCv i,hhr principal or interest, this of course is out

ofthe qui 1iont, as Mrs. Hill is t be restrained by the settie-
ment froin anticipation or encroachînent and for the trustee
to concur in a charge upon the fund would ho in itself a
breachi of trust.

Il would not be righit to make the benefiejaries, generally,
contribute to the costs of this application. The costs of ail
parties xviii bt paid hy te executor and charged against the
siîare of Mrs. HUill.

11<i M~1'DSEXIOR I1EGISiTRAIL N0VEMBERý 4TH., 1913.

McVEITY v. OTTAWA CITIZ~EN CO.

5 0. W. N. -2.17.

Mfradinl-k4acnt Of (IIm oti>on for Parti<'51r-Paroraph

4IoLManvu, KC.. hd, thiat partircularx should bit refuised ýof
ait irritievant fauegatIon in a Ple-ading.

Vuive v. Torre, ;54 L. T. M15, followed.

Stiley Miifor defendantsz.
J1. T. Whit, r plaintif.

Motion, for rieiir or para-igrapît)1 3 of thte statement

GEo S.UOLE~T1>,K.C.:-Titis is an action to recover
damnages for. libel which oeeacýsioned, as is allýeed, the dis-
mlissal of thev p)1laitiff from1 a1n office lteld by hlmn.

Pargrph3 or ifie st1a*tent11 of elaim is ils follows:
«.Witi 0hw intent to procure the di'smissa1 of the plain-

tifffrot lu tid ofie...the defendants for several
vear caridont against the plaiintiff, throxtgh, the columins

of titei (ai nwspaper, a canpaîýgn of falsehood antd

Thei tbeen thon set, out la a subsequent paragraph
thr ]ec lih)el wth e~ oe t'bc plaiintiff's disissial.
Notig is claimned in thie way ofý damages iu -respect 0of the


