
Actions on Bonds.

At common law the whole penalty of the bond was recov-
er ')le upon breach of any of the conditions in the bond. In
fact only one breach could be assigned, upon proof of which
the plaintiff was entitled to judgment for the whole penal-
ty (a). Courts of Equity, however, gave relief to the obligor
upon his payling the amnount really due or upon payment of
the damages arising fromn the breach of the condition. The
above statutes aimed at giving courts of law power of grant.
ing similar relief in certain cases.

Under the 8 & 9 Win. III, c. i i, judgmnent is entered for
the wvhole penalty and cests, but the plaintiff is er.titled to
execution only for the damages assessed and costs (b). The
defendant is flot entitled to have satisfaction entered up upon
showing payment of damages and cost, because the plaintiff
is entitled to the judgment as security for future breaches (c).

The statute does flot extend to a bo)nd for the payment of
a strni certain at a day certain (d'); nor a common money
bond v'i or a bond for the paymcent of -noney at a given rate
of intcrest in the meantime by instalments, Nvith a clause
that the whole surn shall be due on default of payment of
interest (j); or a bond to replace stock (,g); or bonds where
the dimages assessed are calculated to satisfy the entire con-

This statuite did flot extend to bail bonds (i) ; or a re-
plevin bond (J); because courts of law could afford relief ini
such cases to the defendant without his being compelled to
file a bill in equity, and such cases therefore did flot fail within
the rule which called for the Act.
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