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ance. Nothing was said in the order as te service of state-
ment of clainm, but the w-rit directed appearance t1o be entered
and defence to be delivered within 20 days. The writ itself,
and flot a notice, ivas served on Bice....

lt was contended that ule 147 was authority for what
lias been done here. ln the absence of any judicial inter-.
pretation, 1 do not think thîs is so. That Rule seems to bc
Ln1tended to givc powcr to apply the provisions of Rule 1,59
as to service on corporations to, cases where a non-resident
individual or firrn is cairrying on business ini Ontario. JIt
would have been proper to have made an order directing ser-
vice on Mr. Bice, and in that case it would not have beemi
necessary to have mnade any order for service out of the jurias.
diction. Or if the latter had been made, then substituted ser-
vice miglit have been directedl on Bice, who would have been
served with the notice, etc., just as if lie had been the de-
fendant.

What was donc was neither the oneC nor the other, but a
combination of both, and therefore irregniar. The power to
serve process outside the jurisdiction is liîted to the pro-.
visions of the ues, which are to be strictly construed ;
otherwisc the proceedings are nuil and void. See Piggcott
v. French, ante (î79, 783.

The only order thnt can be made is setting aside the pro-.
ceedings with costs.
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