
e:,,n a ttennto lu purn.ant sc 3in ofil chan-
les' sud Wage-Erners' Lienlý At. Ro. S. O h i.1 e sd

~~~~" lgstte i t, judgrnct pononcc affur trial bv Ille
Judge of the unv ourt of IE'ýSx, and ail pro ed1ingrs
subesquent tW theý filing o'f Il' the 4tement of 1aim ,1111 Ille
ground thiat Ihe zta1tUeent olf daimhl has irnproprysevs
upon the applicants ont of 11h, jurisdicltoni, evend if*
that were permiS4Ik,7 il- ordvir alloýwing ilhat moef Me-
tice vas nmade T1h e applicutll1s wercr fl ot Br ili SIh siubjes
an eid rin thet State of Michigan.

J. Il. Mio>s, for applicantS.
W. M. Douiglas, K.C., for plaiiff.

MIEREDITH,.J.TeCut of this roicehven
iuherent juridimtion to allow- survic of mny jroceeding

tn b'W effcte o o)f Oai;jurisdictioni fo'r that pro~
musat be conferredl by stattory authority.

tXnder the Engliih Judicature AVi and Rles Ilhe provi-
sions for allowing service out o)f the jtirisdliction form a
omplete codeof 4cdue aud thie Engli-lh Cojurts hiave
no jurisodietion to aowservice out oýf vni xcepti lu
cases wh ichI c(orneii ýwit h in t ho proN iSions, ilid therefoire
the service of al staternenlt of daIii fileid as thv initial step
ini an acion nmyi not Ire co scdl it fot bg nwntioed aIS
one of the por-oeedigs whieh thu Coiurt ma-\ ailow to

he servedl out oýf its jurmsdictioni (In ro uIcd 32 Ch. 1).
123); and there areý numevrons. caeiingam to, thesni
effet Se aiso R, ConfedeatCi lif Assoiatin and
Cordingiy. 19 P'. R. -163, sq.

It foliows that, unlless (our Juidicaituire Act and Rulles
dlifevr froml those of Frnglandi. theroe is tio atrity Ii e
Courts of thi., Province. to allow srieOut (of Outajrio -)f
a statement of dim fild as the iniil stp i au acti.

It was argued tha.t ('on. Rule :3 his the effect. of inakiig
the. provisons of the Ruiles as to ser-vic of the wvrit. of surni-
wnona applicable to service of any prooeeedig by whiuh air
action is coninienced. That Rule, however, la Iiimiitedl to
matters of practice; the miatter iu question hevre is not oneo

of prctice, but of jurisdictioni: Atftornev-General v. ilm
ilI £Cas. 703; lu re ArigomAfricn S. A., 32 (h. D.

[History amd review of the Oniario legisiation respcctiniç
gervice out of the jurisdiction.]

Service out of Ontario is deaIt with bY thec existing Rulet-4
162-167. They do flot extend, in terins nt all eventq, to ser-
viceofM a sýtatemnent of claimi suech as that in quesýtion, al-


