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of the Liquor License Act the words found in o. 721 of the
*Criminal Code, "If the defendant is personally present at the

hearing," would be legisiation rather than interpretation. There
does flot secm to be any good reason for the requireinents of s.

*101, but this is a inatter for the legisiature, and not for the
courts.

10, Haverson, K.C., for defendant. Bayly, R.C., for Crown.

Of Middleton, J.] [Sept. 16.
NÂTuitÂL RESOURORS SECURITY CO. V. S.VrURDAYv NiIUT, LTt>.

Pli Libel-lnterirn injunet ion restrainiing putblication.

lie Motion by plaintiff for an interini publication restraining the
1 is publication of libels generally.
or Held, that the inost that can be asked is to restrain the further

lie publication of particular libels. The decision on the section of

0. the Judicature Act applicable herein defines the expeptional cases
in which such relief should be granted and this case is outside
thein. The test precribed rnay be seen in Coulson v. Co-u1son

* (1887) 3 Tiines L.R1. 846; Bon nard v. Perriniav (1891) 2 Ch.

in 269; Monson v. Tussaudm, Limilcd (1894) 1 Q.B. 671. The con-
text shews that this ineanls that the couirt 111115 be clearly satisfledl

d that the defence of justification mîust fail. fot nierely tlint the
article is defainatory if untrue.

Glyn Osier, for plaintifTs. G. 11. C'lark. for defendauts.

rMiddleton, J.] COLVzuLE V. SMAauL. [Sept. 19.
Action by assigeiee im truist -dbsoliitc a.ssgnalccnt - Addi-ng

assignees as pli lIiffs-Pleadimn, -Chu mperly.
Appeal by plaintiff f roi an order of a local judge directing

that the assignors of the plaintiF shouild be added as parties
plaintiff. The order was mnade at the instance of the defendant.
The plaintiff opposcd it, relying upon his own titie under the
assigniment which was absolutte in forin. Thle assignee was the
trustee to divide the proceds of the litigation betwe hhniiself
and his assignors.

Held, 1. Wliere an assignmcent is absolute in form it is iii-
material that the assignee holds in trust or that the astsignee has
been offlcially interested: Com fort v. Betis (1891) 1 Q.B. 737.
The order was wrong in requiring the addition of the assignors as
plaintiffs.

-M


