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And where, before the hearing of an appeal, the respondent rrnoved in

Chambers for an order allowing hlm, ta enforce the order appealed againht

w!thout prejudice ta his cross-appeal ;
Hedd, that it was flot for a Judge in Chambers, in ad%,ance of the appeal, ta

determine a question whieh might arise on the appeal itself, viz., whether the

enforcement of the order would be an answer to the cross-appeal.
Arno/di, Q.C., for the American Watch Case Co.
C. J. Holmrin for the liquidators of the Charles Stark Co.

Chy. Div'i Court.] [Dec. 15.

SCOTT v'. NIAGARA i'JAVIGATION (:0.

I,,a,/sAxtJ'îcd-Fret~er-Secuityforcosts.

The defendants appealed fromn the order and decision Of BOY'D, C.

reported t5 P.R. 409, and their appeal was argued before a I>ivisional Court

composed bf FERousoN and MEREDITH, J3., on the i5th December, 1893.
Foy, Q.C.. for the defendants.
W /. Lf/lo/t, for the plaintifis and the next friend, was flot called on.
The court dismiissed the appeal.

Court of Appeal.] i Dec. 22.

SEARS V. MEVERS.

IVi-it qfs""nmons-Serwice 00/ Of /uirisdzlictOl-Rldle 271-Objtion Io a//ow-

rince rqf se-vice- 1VavîeP-APAeirance-Leavze Io j(jpoe.

tipon a motion by the defendant for leave ta appeal front the decision of
the Comnmon Pleas Divisional Court, 15 P. R. 381t

Ifeid, that the defendant b>' appearing 1 subinitted to the jurisdiction,
and the justice of the case consisted in allowing him to remain in the position
iii which he had placed hirnself, and there was no reason for giving leave to
appeal.

Il'. !. A/au'a for the defendant.

C'P. Dlvil Court.] [Dec. 30,

BL:ATON 7'. GLOBE21 I>RINTING COMPANY.

D)isco7;P)./i<-Jl~ttol- 2.ra;frilionl (fpeiiiiiff /ýîfor dé/j?,et)y of

de.f'ne -Riey

1 il an action for libel against the publishers of a newspaper, the managing
editer of tht defendants stated on affidavit that the article complained of was
published by tht defendants iii good faith in the public interest, flot nialiciously,
nor with any intent ta defanie the 1 intiff, but ir. the belief that the facts stated
Nvere substantially true, anîd such as shotnld, in the interests of justice, be made
public ; that tht article was, as it purported to be, copied froin a New York
newspaper, and was copied by a large number of other newspapers in Ontario;
that it %vas iaterial and necessary in the defendants' inter-est ta have the plain-
1;ffTexamined on oath before delivery of the statemient of defence, in order to


