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PROCEDURB—Co«<»nml.
-Liuignan v.'RielU, M.. L. R., 4 Q. B. 264, the question, waa im-

properly raised by. declinatory exception, the Superior Court hav-

ing jiMiadiction 9ver the matter, and the question raiwd re^rring

only to delays in procedure, whicli can be raised by exception to
'

Che form only. (2.) A letter in which the defendant acknow>
ledged to owe and promised to pay,' the taxes, without Specifying

any amount, did not coua^titntQ an ^^knowledgment of debt

sufficient to make the action summary under Seaion 2 of-Artijele

887, C. C. P.. thisK:lau8e referring to commercial paper only. In-

h glU V. Jheehtel, 205. „
-

Artieulation of /octo—^rl,' 20S, C. C P.] An articulation of Casts'

<irhich does not set up specific facts in the interrogatories, does

not comply with the requirements of Art 208,, C. C. P., and will

be rejected from the record. 'Williamfw. luiSitie, 237,

—

" Altachmentjbefore judgment—Affidarit—Departure.} (1.) While the

affidavit for attachment before judgment must state the cause of ^^ tiie debt with sufficient certainty to enable the Court to decide

• whether an indebtedness exists, it need qot 'necessarily state

when orAt what place the debt was contracted. (2. ) Departoie

from ttie province, unacc^miMUiied by any circumstance to indi-

cate fraud, does not give rise to the right of attlachment before

judgment. jMnktree v. Grey, 453.

Attachment Ite/ore judjfineiit—Seeretiion.'] The fact that a debtor

wastes money in dissipation does not establiah acts of secretion

to warrant the issue ef a wiMt^trr^t l)efore judgment. Mnllelte v. ,

' ' Ethier, 151.

Contintiance of tuil in name of curator to abainlonment'] , The per-

mission to exercise tiie actions of*a debtor or of the mass of his

creditors is a judicial authorization whicn is reqoi^ in the

interest of the mass of the creditors of a debtor who has aban-

dofied his property fpr their benefit, and ^ot in the interest of the

adverse, party. The 'latter cannot askthatr the proceedings

adopted without-auch authorization lie rejected, but only that

the proceedings be stayed until the proper Authorization has been
obtained, or for a sufficient time to enable the curator to apply *

•> fo^ it. CAt^m V. OaUery, 302.

-:— Expertt.'] The Court will not, before enquite, make sn4>rder for ex>

-^ /4miiration by experts, where the parties are in dispute as to the

. y limits of their respective properties, and one is claiming damages
' / from the other for encroachment- Deeeve v. Detete, 157.

—^ Non^ridical day^Art. 3, C P.] See Piuboription, 447.

—^ Proceeding in formd pat^perU—DeporiL'] EVen where a party is

' permitted to proceed in formd pauperi$ before the Court of

view, such permission does not exempt him from making tl

nsuid deposit i>ton v. OervarhMO.

Beal eiiate—Seizwe tinefer $40—Jr. 1102, p. C. P] The costs
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