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The curator in the case of the abandon-
ment of property, is an officer of the
court, and he is, saYs article 770a. of the code
of civil procedure, Ilsubject te the summary
" jurisdiction of the court or judge." He is
liable under article 2272 of the civil code, te
coercive imprisonment for neglect te fulfil
his duties or te account for the monies in bis
bande.

To be, appointed curater to the property of
a debter on a judicial abandonment, one muet
therefore be ameniable te the court. The writ
of this court for contempt, or for coercive im-
prisonment does not run outside the province,
and to, be amenable to the courts of thie pro-
vince, one must be either dorniciled, or at
least present on its territery. Strangers, that
is to say, persons wbo are not inhabitants of
this province, but wbo reside in anotber pro-
vince of the Dominion, are therefore unquali-
fied for tbe office of curater.

Mr. Larmonth, being a stranger, in the
sense just mentioned, is consequently ex-
cluded from the curatersbip, and cannot be
appointed. I therefore reject the motion for
bis nomination.

Mr. W. Alexander Caldwell, of Montreal,
was then proposed and appointed.

N. -A. Belcourt, for plaintiff.
J M. McDougall, for Montreal creditors.

SUPERIOR COURT.
AvuLMEZ, Nov. 20, 1886.

Before WuRTELE, J.

MAJoiR et vir v. MCCLELLAND.

Procedure-C.&.P. 515 - &curity for Cota.-
Notice.

HELD :-7hat the oppogite party i8 entitled to
notice of putting in aecurity for coste, and
aecurity put in without notice may be
rejected. *A

FERt CuRLAm. On the 25th Octber, &6, the
plaintiffs were ordered te, give security for
costs, and, on the 8tb November, witbin the
time flxed by the Court, a bond was en-
tered inte, but witbout notice te the defend-
ant On the Iltb November, a notice was
served upon tbe defendant's attorney, in-
forming him that the security bad been
given.

* The defendant objects to the sureties,
and now Inoves that the security given be
rejected, inasm'ich as it was entered into
without previous notice and in the absence
of the defendant and of his attorney.

Article 515 of the C. C. P. provides that
sureties are offered after notice served upon
the opposite party, and article 129 provides
that any perion under obligation to, give
s ecurity for costA, may at any time, whether
the same bas been demanded or not, put
in such security after one clear day's notice.

It is contended by the plaintiff that this
notice te the opposite party is not essential,
inasmuch as section 6 of the Act 35 Vict. ch.
6,providEs that the delays for Mling prelim-
mnary, exceptions and pleas te the menits,
begin te, run only from the service upon
the defendant's attorney, of a notice inform-
ing him that the security bas been given.

There is no clasbing between these enact-
mente. The defendant bas the rigbt to see
that sufficient secunity is given, and te require
the sureties te justify ; for this purpose
notice must be given te, him. He may be
satisfied with the sureties oflered, and
consequently may not attend when the
security is put in. The law, therefore, pro-
vides that the delays for pleading do flot
begin te, run until after the service of a
notice that the security has been given.

The motion is granted with coes, and the
security put in is rejected, as having been
irregularly given ; but the delay te, put in the
security is extended te, the 25th November.

N. A. Belcourt, for plaintiffi
Hfenry Aylen, for defendants.

CIRCUIT COURT.
HuLL, District of Ottawa, Nov. 11, 1886.

Before WuRTzLE, J.

BERTRAND v. LAB»LLB et ai.
Juriidiction of Circuit Court-C.C.P. 1054.

.In an action on a promiasory note bearing in-
tere8tfrom date, where the intereat accruedat
the date of the institution or sert7ice of the
action, added to theprincipal or balance due
thereon, form8 a sum exceeding $200, the
demand i8 not u*ihin the juriadiction of the
Circuit court.
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