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THE MASTER :-The motion is supported only by an aýffi-
davit of the defendants' stexiographer. Th4is states that no

oliesof the comPany were then in the city, but that bhe
ý-4ated to the sheriff's officer that she was in charge of the
olfiue undedr the instructions of the secretary, but that glu'-
did niot iutend it to be umderstood, by hlm that she wus a
per:vu on whoni service could validly be effeéted.

Th'le ailidavit in answer shews that, before the service
inow objected to, defendants' solicitors had-received writ and
f'orwvardedl same Vo see if they were Vo accept service, a.nd
that afterwards Vhey returned 4t, saying that they had no in-
btructions. The service attacked theni wa> inade, and the
Èolicýitors entered a conditionat appear-anc wilthout, leave, s
requiredl by Rule 173.

ii %t> >atatud la argiliwlxet the( dufondanvt, desired tinie.
Tii oldh easily been obtaîinedr withiout taking a steýp
flot allowed by our practice, whatever miay be the case in

As i is th sevic sems ugar nider ile VOI 0t»,
a nd in any case the issue of th(, writ has been know'n to de-
fendants, ever since Sth JuIy, as appears by letter of the de-
fendant Ha1frlan, and the present motion is made on behaif
of te defendants;, and on their iinstructioniý

Under ail thec ciroumstanves, 1L think the motion cannot
suceand should be dismnissedi witii costa, to plaintiff in

any evexit.

If, after the deliverv of thie statemenvit oýf cla.im, te de-
fendants require tinte for pleaffing, it ciau be granted on pr-
per ternis.

It is te bc observedj thatJ the objeut of Rilles 146 and
159 is ta- require that service. if not persona], shall be made
on soîne one who it lnay' be saftly affirmied will bring tite
nitteýr to the notice of the nWEceary parties. This has heen
donýe ini this case, anil te moition is thetre-fore useleas.
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