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ants’ costs of an action for libel.
wag published in defendants’ new

G. P. Deacon, for plaintiff,
J. B. Holden, for defendants,

MEREDITH, C.J., dismissed the appeal, holding that
case for security for costg had been established.

——

The writing complained of
spaper.
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WRIGHT v. ROWAN.

. . . . . ‘ . . el ‘is-
Injunction—TInterim T njunction—Dealing with Shares—D
solving Imjunction o

n Facts Appearing on Motion to Con-
tinue.

Motion by plaintiffs,
continue injunction obtai
ing defendant from de
of the estate.

1 (0}
the executors of J. D. Wright, 1}(1
ned by plaintiffs ex parte, restrai >
aling with certain shares forming pa

D. Henderson, for plaintiffs,

C. H. Ritchie, K.C., for defendant,

Brirron, J., helg that, upon the facts of the case as pre-
sented on the present motion, an mjunction would not be
granted, and g0 the motion failed. Tt waq not a case where
any injury would be likely to result by withholding the in-
junction.  The defendant seemed to have been frank “m_‘l
willing to make full disclosure, anq there wag nothing in his
examination that would suggest g possibility of loss to plain-
tiffs, if on any ground they were entitled to recover. Tt
Was no ground fop continuing the injunction that it would

ight or might not. There

fendant, It m :
fos Mo such: dealing ity shares as entitled plaintiff to tie
litigation. Motion dismissed and

these shareg up pending
unction dissolyeq, Question of cogtg reserved for trial

Judge, or furthey order.
i
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DIVISIONAL cougr,
HAIGHT v, DANGERFIELD.
Will~C()lr.elr'uction~Estate for Joint I,
emander to Heipg of Both—Peping for Ascertainment of
ewrs—Jf ortgage by Joing Tenants for Life.
; Appefl] b_\". Plaintiffs froy, judgment of Louxt, J. (1 O.
W. R.561), 5 an action tried ot Hamilton without a jury.
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