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THOMAS V. WOODHOUSE.

[1 Cranch, C. C. 341.]1

PRACTICE AT LAW—SECURITY FOR
COSTS—NOTICE.

The defendant may, at the trial-court, give notice to a non-
resident plaintiff, that security for costs will be required,
and the en use will be continued if the plaintiff is not ready
to give the security.

THE COURT continued this cause to enable the
defendant to give notice (according to law of Virginia,
P. P. Ill), that security for costs will be required.

CRANCH, Chief Judge. contra, thought that the
law did not intend that the plaintiff should be defeated
of his trial, unless sixty days' notice had already been
given.

Mr. Swann and E. J. Lee, for plaintiff.
Mr. Taylor and Mr. Hiort, for defendant.
1 [Reported by Hon. William Cranch, Chief Judge.]
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