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she would have been heard against the decreet in absence, and so- also must
she be heard kere.

Kexner. I doubt as to annualrent, for none is given by the foreign court :
at no rate can this demand go to annualrents of costs, for the demand is made
Sfrom the time of the citation. Now, at that date, costs could not have been
incurred.

Justice-cLERK. Here the objection is not, that the debt is not due, but
that there is no sufficient evidence of the decree having been obtained. The
costs must be modified secundum bonum et wquum.

AvLva. Supposed that the costs had been taxed at St Christopher’s.

Presipext.  In former times the Court would have refused to sustain ac-
tion on this foreign decree; but, in the case of Sinclair and Fraser, it was
otherwise determined by the House of Lords; and so also that House found in
another case, Wilson, 1758. As to the costs, the foreign court had them not
under cognisance : we cannot modify them as it did not modify them : the mo-
difying the costs must be the act of the court that pronounced the decree: the
decree has not found interest due, neither can we.

Karues. A foreign decree, if it appears formal, must be held pro veritate ;
but here the defender was not in- the Island of St Christopher when the de-
cree was pronounced, and therefore, as the law of England stands, no valid
decree could pass against her. [ This was not pleaded by the defender.]

GarpenstoN, I nothing is urged against the decree, we must hold the
debt to be just, and then, according to our constant practice, we must decree
interest from a year after the furnishings.

Evrviock. That would be proper if the action was brought for payment of a
debt ; but the case, here, is an action for implement of a foreign decree, and
we can regard nothing but that decree.

Moxsoppo. The foreign decree is probatio probata, and therefore interest
ought to be awarded on it.

On the 23d June 1779, ¢ The Lords found that action lay on the foreign
decree ; that no costs were due; that interest, at the rate of 5 per cent., was
due from the date of the citation in this process;’” varying Lord Alva’s. inter-
locutor.

Act. J. Anstruther, jun. Al J. M‘Laurin.

1779. June 25. In the Petition and Complaint of Francis Fraser, Sheriff-
officer, against James Macrae of Houstown.

SUMMARY APPLICATION..

Tue Lords found the complaint incompetent in this summary manner, and
they were of opinion, that there ought to have been an action, which, by act
of Parliament, would have been tried summarily ; and that there is a material
distinction between a summary action and a summary complaint: That, as
there was here an alleged contempt of the Sheriff’s authority, the application
ought to have been made to that court which was said to have been contemned..

For the complainer, George Ferguson.,





