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HON. MR~. JUSTICE LENNOX. AýPRIL 8TIH, 1913.

YORK IPUBUISHING GO. v. L. COTJLTEIt WAYSIDE
PITBLISIIER.S LT]).

4 0. W. N. 1091.-

Injunction - nterimt Order -BalZance of Convenm,ce -Use of
illaintiff'x Mailing LieU - Trade Name-F'ormer Emplo"e
Taerm8-i)e'pedition of T'rial.

Motion by plaintiffs for an interlm injunction reetraining de.
fendants froin in an>' way using the mailing list of subacribers to
the plaitiifs' publication, f rorn cauvaslng for subscribers or cus-
tomera of the plaintiffs for any journal publiahed by the defendants,
front uslng any informiation whiceh the defendant obtained as an officer
or servant of the plaintiff in regard to advertiaérs, and fromn printing
any journal under the mime of " Tie'Journal of Ileaithi Administra-
tion and Sociology," or under any name aimilar to that of plaintiffs'
journal.

fEN-<X.o J., granteil, on the ternma that the trial would lbe ex-
pedlted, an interimn injunction restriiining defendant, a former ein-

poeof laintiff fromn usinig advertis;ing lista or information obtained
fonplaintilf or a Dame as a trade name cioaely rusembiing that of

plaintiff, holding that the balance of convenience justified auch au
order.

eton v. lerockensRire, 18 0. R. 640, and Dwyire v. OfttGsa,
25 0. R. 121, referred to.

E. E. A. IJuVernet, IC.C., for the plaintiffs.
J. Grayson Smith, for the defendants.

HONX. MR. JUSTICE LEFNNOX :-Tfhat where there is
serions doubt as to the riglits of the plaintiff and the incon-
'renience appears to be equally di'rided between the parties
the Court Bhould not grant an injunction pending the trial
wvas ini substance the decision ini Sexion v. Brac1censhire, 1S
0. R. 640. And in Dwyre v. Ottavxi, (1898), 2,5 A. Rl. 121,
Chief Justice Mess said: "çThe ruies governing applications
of this kind are well settled. Where the legal riglit is not
suffeciently clear to enable the Court to forin an opinion it
will be generally goyerned in deciding an application for an
interirn injunction by ensideration of the relative conveni-
euce anud inconvenience which mnay result to the parties
frnm rrrantinLr or withholding the order. And 'where it ap-


