
As to the other issues judgment às to ho entered for de-
fendants, wîth so much of the costs of the action as are
applicable thereto.

Costs of ail defendants to ho set off against plaintiff's
judgnent and cost8.

CARTWRIGHT, MASTER. OCTOBER 14TH, 1903.

CHAM BERS.

DELAP v. CODD.

.'Security for Cosi-Residence of Pie intiff Corporation -

JoininIncorporation-Head Office.

Mot in h)y &fendant Armetrong for an order reqiring
p)LIintifsý fugicsc'rt fori C(oSîs.

It wa>.amnîc thýt- tlle plaintiff Delap res4ded in Fing-
lând, and)( 1111 qne"-tI>n was whüther the plaintiffs, tiie Grcat
Nurtli Wt('n ra]ailway Conipanvy. residcd in Ontario.

C. A. Mos,, for applicant.
F. Arnoldi, K.C., for plaintiffs.

THE MA.STER.--By 58 & 59 Vict. eh. 48, sec. 2 (D.), the
head oflice of the railway üompaxty was ehanged from Ottawa
to Toronto. ThiF Act was assented to on 28th June, 1895.
By 1 Edlw. VIT1. ch. C3, sec. 2 (P).), aýsinted bo 23rd May,
1901M, it m as onactedl that thle head office of the railway coin-
pani s ýhoig be atl Montreal, butt power was5 given to thc

di to chiange il b Iaw to any othecr p)lace in Can-
ada. On 2l June, 1903 a by-law waspase fixing the
hcadl officeai Toronto froîni ist June, 1903, to) 1 t Vay, 1904.

Tlig pre-sent nction was conmnccd. si) fir a, rielates ta
defenant rmstro)ng, after the passing of tlic bv-law of

Tt is laIi1 dlown in ie Ai. & Eng. Enc 've. of Law, vol.
~~. ~ p.64.tat - thei reie cifu a corporation is in the
soeeinv1)\ wich-1 it \v;is reatcid." Tt follows framn this

Ibid~~o then re4)idenceI uT: th cupayif hontinion of canýada,
aml thaât tuef cýompanY i, residenti in eve-orv pari of il. Tl this
wý ýo it musi be, speciallv triwfuc f ih l is ta l'e iVcmed resi-
den'ft mu Ontaroi wiwn ils headl ofice is Inron)

[Kaanaîghv. rasi 0 . li. 'R. 614. 2 O. W. 'R. 27,
143 30,31 n c~ulnV. Ttodd, 2 0. W. 'R. 309,
roferredl 1.1

Mlotion iisýsid wýith cashs tu plaintiffs in nv event.


