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leased, wben there is a cause for rescision of
the lease, &c., or accordingtop the 1lGth section
when there ie no lease. Taking these sections
together, ithink the plaint.iffwau juetified in
briui" bis action under this aet to ejeot the
defendant, when the latter refused te leave
after receiving a month's notice.

Surra, J. It i. evident that the.relation of
landiord and tenant eziuted between the par-
ties under the 16th section of the set. This
setties the wbole cam. The defendaut's
engagement and tenàncy having terminated
at the expiration of the month's notice> lie
mnuet go out of the premises.

MoNK., J., concurred.
Judginent oonflrmed.
ÂAbboti & Carter, snd L. N. Beinjamiui, for

the plaintiff.
&necl lé Ryan, for the defendant.

SUPERIOR COURT.

Dec. 26; 31, 1866.
ROYAL INSURANCE 00. o.

KNAPP àxD GRIFFIN.
Capiaafounded on illegal holding ofproperîy.
-Bond,# 8toZei in a Foýreign Country.

Hegd that an affidavit for capias alleging
that the defeudants illegally hold, in Lower
Canada, property of the plaintifs,. illegal]y oli-
tained, is sufficient, aud that it is of no impor-
tance wbether the property was stolen or
illegajlly obtained in Canada or in a foreigu
Country.

The defeudauta, Frank Knapp and James
Griffin, haviug been arrested under a capia8
adi reapondednm nved to quash. ,The capias
was issued at tbe instance of the Royal In-
surance Company, a body politic and corporate,
"ocarrying on the trade and business of insur-
suce at Montreal and elsewbere."' The affida-
vit on which the writ issued was made by H.
L. Routb, the legal agent aud attorney of the
Company, and set oui that the defendants
"lare personally and jointly and severally
iudebted to the plaintiffs in a sumn exceed.
ing £10 stg., té wit, in the suin of $214,000

1.S. curreucy, equal to $155,000 Canada
Cllrrncy, being tbe amonut of the several
bonds, coupons ýof bonds, and securities of the
GOverument of the United States of America,

the property of the said plaintifs,ý wbich tbey
tbe said defendants illegally obtaiued posses-
sion of on the lOtb Deceinber, sud wbich they
now illegally bold in their possession andi
under their coutrol st the City of Montreai:

[HIere follows the description of the bondse
and securities.]

"lThat deponent bath personallydernanded
from the defeudants the resltoration of the said
bonds sud certificates, but they the defendants
bave wholly refused te restore the sme or any-
part thereof te tbe plaintifse, sud they the.
defendante stili retain sud secrete the saine
from tbe plaintiffs, so that the plaintiffs are.
wbolly unable te revendicate or attacli said
bonds sud certificates.

"lThat the depouent is credibly informed,.
bath every reason te believe, and doth in bis
conscience believe that the said defeudants,
are uow immediately about to lettve the Pro-
vince of Canadand abscond therefroi witfr
intent te defraud their ciýeditors and the Royal
lunsurance Company in particular, sud more-
over have secreted sud are secreting their pro-.
perty with jutent te defraud their crediter8,
sud tbe said Royal Insurauce Compauy, the-
plaintiffs in this cause, in particular.

" And for reasons of bis belief the deponent.
avers: That the defendants are citizens sudt
subjecta of the United States of America, anct
are merely here in the city of Montreal tem-
porarily; that tbey have no domicile in Ca-
nada, nor do tbey owu any property in Cana-
da, either personal or real; that deponent hath
been iuforned by John S. Young aud John
Jourdan, both of New York,ý police detectives,
that the defeudants- are prôfessional thieves,
and imznediately about te leave the Province of'
Canada, withoutany intention of returuing
thereto; that deponent bath moreover been
informed by Anthony B. McDonald, insuranse
agent, of New York, that the defeudauts ure
posseseed of the aforesaid bonds and seci-i
ties, wbich, they refuse te give up to plaintiffé,
or te deponent as plaintifl' agent, aud that
the defendants are secreting said bonds and
isecurities, 'and setretly endeavoring te sell
and dispose of the samne, sud convert'the
proceeds te. their own use sud advantage, and
that unlese the said defendants are arreeted
under a writ of capi&, adirapw, the said bonde
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