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AUTO STROP SÀFETY RAZOR~ CO. V. MCKENZIE & KsELLY-
ML CCJ.Ex.-Nov. 8.

Injuctin-Moionfor Interirn Injunction-RelÎef G'ran*u(
i ri Cros-actioni--Costs.]-Motion by the defendants for ai

interimi injunction, restraining the plaitifîs from slandering thd
defendants' titie to certain razors. The motion was heard il
the WekyCourt, Toronto. MULOCK., C.J.Ex., in a writtej
judgirent, said that the action -,as brought for damýages fo
infringem ep4t of the plaintiffs' paten)t, and for an injunction t,
restrain tl1ie defendants f romn ýýeIIig A5uto Strop safety razorý,
WNLin thje motion camre on for hearing, the defendants had no~
filed, a statemient of defence or couniterclaïm, and flue ob)jec.tio]
was taken that, until they had done so, they were niot enititeq
to ail nucin Thereupon the defendants' counisel -xrse,~
bis Intention to institute an action against the comlpany
plaintifis in this action) and ini tfiat action to mio%-e for an, injunc
tioni, w repnit was ordered thiat the motion should staliý
over, The thireatened action ag-,ainast the comipany wvas beguu
and the plaintiffs in that action movedI for an linjunci(tioni, afl
that injunction was granted: sec McKenizie & Kelly v. Aut
S-'trop Safety Razor Co., ante 15(). It therefore bert.me unnecessar,
to deal with the motion for an injunction in this case. Th
costas of tiie motion should be left to the dfiscretion of the. trie
Judge. WV. R. W'adswoith, for the. defendant8. John 1. Grovej
for the. plaintiffs.


