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Heid, by the Master in Chamnbers. that there was a breach of the said
contract within Ontarlo, for which the plaintiffs were entitled to sue.

On appeal to STREET, J., this judgment was varied by limiting the
action to breaches in Ontario, but reserving ta the plaintiffs the right to
bring actions for breaches wbich occurred out of Ontario.

L. E. Slephens, for the motion. R. S Casse/s, contra.

Trial -Britton, J.] IIATTERsoN v'. TuRNER. [Feb. i.

G;mpatny--Subscrjr'tion foir shares-Abandonment qf underiakings- O/d
Subscr:iptions-Lia6iity.

On Jan. 28, i899, defendant and others subscribed for a certain
nuniber of shares in the stock book of a projected company, the purpose
of which was ta build an hotel, and prospectus stated that it was intended
to apply for a charter fortbwith, and ta commence. building as soon as
$40,000 Of the stock had been subscrnbed, and that the buildings were
estinated to cost about $45,ooo, and ta be ready for opening at the begin-
iiing of the summer season of x3qq. The company, however, was not
formed nor anvthing done towards getting the hotel ready for occupation
bvy the tirne rnentioned. Prior ta Oct. 24, 1899, only $28,700 had beeni
subscrjl)ed, but additional subscriptions obtained on that date and shortly
afterwards, brought the total ulp ta $40,1550. On Nov. 24, i899, letters
patent of incorporation werc issued. About July i, i900 the hotel was
completed and cost ab)out $!5,ooo more than originally contemplated.

He/d, that as the undertaking hadl not been proceeded with within a
reasoniable time from ats inception, and as tbe defendant had not at any
time after Oct. i, i899, agreed ta be bound by bis subscription, orapproved
of then proceeding with the erection of the hotel, or that it sbould cost the
S'un]i a was afterwards erected for, he could not now be held bound tc, take
the~ share-s he liad subscribed for.

A;,/esw(,rtl, K.C., and Lezy, for plaintiff. Ly)nch-S/lau>uarz, K.C., for
defendant Turner, Washinrgton, K.C., for hotel company.

Master in Chambers.] MORANG 7, RosE. [Feb1. 3.

Jot.'nder- of parties-Aip/icalien ta .trikt' out-~ -Afaller of substan-e.

An objection that one joived as plaintiff in an action bas no title ta
niaintain the action, is matter of substance which should be raised on the
pleadings as provided by Rule 25o and is not a proper subject for an appli-
c'ation to strike out parties under Rule 185.

Lindsey, K.C., for defendants. . B. Mos,ý, for plaintif.,

y6- CL. J. '0.


