
axnta' costs of aln alction for libel. The writing complained ofwas mulshdii defendants, newspaper.
G. 1) Deacon, for plaintifr.

J.B. liolden, for dfnat

MERDIT, CJ.,disiissed thie app)eal. holding thlatacas(, for scculrityý for co'sta had been established.ý
IRTOJ. 

FEBRUARY 9T11, 1903.!
WLERLY COURT.

WMGIGU v. IROWAN.
JflUniojiimI?n'?iclonDe)aing,

O~igItj liotwn oit Fac48 Apïearing W1 0ith tha --

'Motionu by plain tifs, thue executors Of J. P). Wrighlt,' tocontinue ii unction obItaincd by plaintiffs ex parte, restrailninlg defendant ftorn dealing With eertain shares forming Partor thie estate,
T). Hlenderson, f or Plaintifs.
C. H. Ritchie, K.C.,* for defendant.
BRITTON,< J,, held that, upon the aesof the case as Pr'-seiated on th(, prese,(nt motionu, an injunction won]ld net bleVamted. and s0 the otion failedj It. wa fot a case wliereany injury wouv d e Iikelyý t resuit by wýithholing th-e in-ilinetioi. The dlefendant see te have been frank andwilling te in&le full disolosure acnd there was nothing ili'~exafilunai>tbol thiat wonld( 'Suggest a possibilîty of loss to Plain-tifp, f o RY goun, ieYwere entitled te recover. Ttiias no grounà for continuing the injuinctionl that it wolulddIO ne harin to defendant. It mniglit or mniglit net. Therteno f s'le" dealing With sharca as entitled plaintiff te ticSIavý upPnigliiain Motiondsmse andinulgeio or s;o ( ' Qeton of costs reserved for trial

9TFH, 1903-


