Ty
he 1, 1899, [nz}ﬁrz‘soﬂfﬂeﬂl‘ _fb?’ Debt. 323

IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT UNDER THE DIVISION
COURTS ACT.

The ¢

and tatement is often made that imprisonment for debt no longer exists,

s as long been abolished, like hanging in cases of larceny, and other barbar-
i PunlShments of a ruder age. Yet there nevertheless is a sense m‘whlch

P{lsonment' for debt still exists, whilst the theory is that this engine is oqu
*din cases of fraudulent or contumacious debtors who refuse to make‘ satis-
e °rY explanation of the disposition made by them of their property, or disobey
Orders of Court for payment where the Court is satisfied that they are able to

the debt. Besides the committal clauses of the Division Courts Act there

subjseveral chapters in the Revised Statutes of Ontario which deal with this
ect,

At

Arrgsltlapter sixty-seven of the Revised Statutes is ent'it.led, .“ An Af:t respec’;lrrllg
Where and Imprisonment fOI’ Debt,” and makes prov1519n 11:1 certamn Cafs;s{)tors
an th.e amount of the claim is $100 of Up\yards, for the imprisonment ot de
their detention until satisfactory bail is furnished by a bond of not
a0 two or more than four sufficient sureties, conditioned that the person
Observe and obey all notices orders and rules of the Court concerning the
ot e:\:‘v-or person ordered to pay, or his appearing to be examined viva ;;olie of
in 1€, or his returning or being remanded into close custody. In the fo oxyn
c10: apter, relating to Indigent Debtors, certain relief is given to dgbtorr;;
Obta; cUstody for debt, and it is provided that in certain cases the cfl-e tofl(')r hi}sl
supp:ran order that the creditor pay the debtor a weekly alloxjvanc.e 8 $ze e
the g t, anfl in default of payment the debtor may demand his discharge. X
if, €otor ig not, however, to be entitled to such allowance or to his discharge
ernli)sn anexamination pending the application, he fails to make full ansvvvv;irdclo}llz
May bg Any property or effects of which he may be possessed, or to hich &
or vp - Ehtitled, or underthe control of some other person for his use and benefit,

hich he may have fraudulently disposed of to injure his creditor. Byanother

SeCt. ‘ ;
. Of the same Act provision is made for a motion by the debtor for his un

Condiy: -
of tdltlonal discharge upon his making oath that he is not worth $20 exzh}]lsll;/le.
Self  Soods and chattels exempt from execution, and that he has submitted hi

t order has been served,

0o .
an € examined pursuant to order, Or that no such !

the IEPOn the hearing of the application (if such examination has_taﬁen I;Lat;f()) nl]f
Cust,, atter thereof is deemed satisfactor?'f the debtor shall be dl}fc érirt rom
c'.Ses ¥, ‘but not, of course, from his liability to pay tl'le'debt. Tf eh (c)lischarge
of ¢ ea discretion on such applicaticns, but the leaning is in favo.r o t ede charge
of his dethr’ if he has given a reasonable account of the disposition ma ! Ofyfraud
O ®ffects ; but in cases where the debt Was contracted by any manne

y i i the
debt 23ch of trust, or without reasonable assurance that 1t could be paid, or

G i i ise of marriage
Sedy ® 2 judgment recovered in an action for breach of promis ge,

Py '°n, crim, con., libel, or slander, the Court may order his re-
10d net exceeding twelve months, and to be then discharged.
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