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turncd into a 'notion for judgincnt, in favour of plaintilrcstraining defendants froin taking auy action depriviplaiintif of his rights as a ieuber of the association.
W. E. Aliddleton, for defendants.
C. E. Rew-son, K.C., for plaintiff.

Trhe judgrnent of the Court (13OYD C. AOAEJ.iwas deiivered by
B3oxD n. .:-Thle whole cause of action allcged by, plalitiff is, that defendants, or the body they represent, ar abo%to expcel or suspend hini as a playiag luomber of the Ontarý-Hockey Association. lc holds a playing' certîlicate for 01yoar, which expird pcnding titis action, and his anxiety' W'to bc allowed to play hockey in one match witb the Barrclub on 9th Fob)ruary last. Anl ex parte ifljunctioii ,vgrantcd on 7th February by J udge Ardagli, whiCh uýultimnately mnade absolute as on a mot ion for iudgnen c21st February. The gaine in view cithier did neot go on,went on witbout plaintif,. So that w o have here the begilning and end of the grievance-asking the interference of tiCourt that plaintiff might play in one gaine of hockey,Plaintiff hue lost nothing nor will hie lose anythingthe nature of propcrty bY hie suspensiîon or expulsion.does flot appear that ho lias paid any fee for admission, n,would it matter if ho had, for that would bo ansýwered 1)v ilhaving access to thc rooms and grounds of the association-if tiierc, 1) any, for as to that also we are in~ the (jaAccording to the miles, the only resuit whichi follows, thepulsion of a player is that he shall ho barred fromi piaywitb or against any club in the Ontario hokyAssoe

4tjtili reinstatcd (regulatiou 7, P. 17). Even if hie li opcrmaincnt]y harred frorn play, that . .i certainl. ydeprivaf ion of amy property right.
I brief, there, is no allogation and. no proof ofproperty, real or personal, of the association;. nothb gvalue in thlis scnse froin whieh plaintiff has been, exced<nothing which by any possibility could corne to hinm if flassociation were to ho dissolved or wound up, Tisiditithen, according to binding authorities, is fundanlentaijajing in this case, so far as an injunction is cthaf is the oniy relief given or cl aimed.This point on which we proeeed, was flot raised orugestedl before the Chief Jusfice-otherwlso e we oldnhave boon trouhled with an appeal.


