Smaller Sum.| The p tifl declared in
lebt f 1000 upon thes s, L9500 work
100 money paid, and L4400 account

1 N ot tif reed under
to | ) for defenda rd

ing to s ficati iny  extra work
b et od by their
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C. R. 222
Smaller Sum, I
u wing t dam £200.  Plea
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Smaller Sum.| - Plea ¢ 1
m, held, bad :—Quwre, whether a ple t
der | 18 0 pidated I d
i 1 t Y
f eonid | vted, M
el 12 1. €, 1L, 460,
| 1 n
ed by a "
! 1 r. | F o e
tain noa | ¢ I
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Bill of Exchange Taken.| Declaration
on . I contract under seal. b hich

‘ lant rai
ment for work done
S15.000 reel, & that
1 Y v est, (e
plaintilf their a N0
inge for 1 m. wl
he neement of
erwards paid Held

28, and 1 onh
n. Shanly v. Midland R, W

Damages.|—\Where an actio s for tort
id the damage in the tion of the
ury Remble, that a promis v note may bhe
taken in satisfaction : the principle that
sum of taken in satisfaction

Lane v. Kingsmill

Dishonour of Notes.] - Asscumpsit for
1

goods  sold livered, and on account
tat P’lea, that hefore suit defendant made
vered three tinble notes to the

ACCORD AND SATISFACTION.

8

)t weepted and received
in full satisfaction d discharge
o of money and cause of ¢ on in
1 mentioned.” R \tion,
t the dishonoure rity,
ind st 1 iin in plaintiffs’ unpaid.
Held I the plaintiffs cepted
et irge of
t wiginal causes of actic i their
1 pon the latter, [ rv. Marks, 11
OO R 16
Note not Accepted.| A\ for goods
| It appeared that defene o ppli
to the | T his
o 1 with two indorser e plaintiff
nowledging that it was received, and
wl to your dit,  wi thank the
' . oW s, but on your
t each is go wotl ount,
tt ! |
to dat
lefend
il o1
Ir upon
nt I
' woda
e, for
| I
ri !
he had 1 il
0 !
Note mot Imdorsed.| First connt, for
1 d and delivered, & econd count,
note made by B, & 8. pay
| order, and by defendant
nd ered to plaintiffs,  Plea,
e defendant * delivered the
i connt mentioned to the plain
t i sfaction and disch of the
in the said fi ( men
1 plaintiffs then and
rece d the id note in full sat and
“ ) e said money, and the canses of
' et thereof in the first count
me nrrer, beeause the note in
tion was pavable to the order of defen
t 1 the plea does not nve that he
indorsed it to plaintiffs :—FHeld, plea good

] inee b
though not indorsed, was,

withority of Hanscombe v, Mac
PO I 100, 8 good answer to the
Taeques v, Beaty, 13 (

mlaintiffs of

in question

Note for Arrears of Rent.| endant

from whom he took a note in pay

rent. F t the plaintiff

premises, and the plain-

riain payments to defendant on

of rent, for which defendant gave

receipts ns for premises leased to F. On
plea of rien en arridre from F Held, that
the | T could not insist upon the taking
of the ne \ nt due from

. Mela v

The note

debtors is no satisfaction

Note of One Joint Debtor,|

of one of two joint

of the debt e plea bad on that ground,

and as attemptir to shew liability to a

third party, an indorsee, when the 13
was evidently not otiab!

Lteheson, T U, C. R

Note of Ome Partner.]- To an
vinst two partners for wharfa

of goods, defendants

action
1 ware-
the




