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Jing'@ Bench, Qiicbcc.- No. 80 of 1819.-D,%RvAuiT,
pla!fltiff, Ys. FOUiriNIE, (lefendant.

A tutor musit ho superscdcd in
the mannor dirccted by the statuto
41, Goo. III, c. 7 Sec. 18, but anx
appeai is tho proper rornedy if the
appointment of the tutor has neot
Leen regularly rnade. The action

eni destitution lies for àiubsequent
misconduct ini the tutor.

Fer Curiam.-The o.ppointmdent. of a tutor, if it is flot re-

gularly mnade rnay be set aside, and that must I)C donc upon

a requête fdled by the next of kmn according to the provi-

sions of the provincial statute 41, Geo. 111, c. 7, sec. 18.
The court will flot ruaintain an action en destidion de tutelle,
if the case is so circuinstanccd as to allow an appeal to the
court for irrcgularity or error in Chambers. The action en
destitution is the proper rcmedy for niisconduct in the tutor
after his appointment. (1)

(1) L. C. D)en. v. 5. p. 716.-ÇCuratelle sec. 7 N. 5
Bourjon lst. 69, sEc, 6 art. 1.
Ed. et ocdee. 11, 202.
Prov. Stat. 41, Geo. HIi, c. 7 sec. 18.
Pigeau 2d. p. 307.


