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received te prove that a promise made in oue cf
tise insurgent States, and expressed te bce for
the pea ment cf dollars, Without qcalifying WOrds,
vas, lu fact, made for flic paymient cf any other
tissu lawful dollars cf the United States, is uexf
te lie cousidered. Lt is quite ecear tisat a con-
tract te pay d llars made between citizens cf
any Stnte cf thc Union maietaining its constitu-
tionai relations wvitb the national governelent is
a contract to pay lawfel money cf tise United
States, and cannot bce moditied or explaîned ley
paroi evideuce. But it is equally clear, if in
any ciher country coins or notes denominated
dollars sliould bie autisorized cf different value
front the coins or notes wbicli are carrent bere
under that ciame, fliat lu a suit upen a contracf
te pay dollars macle in that country, eviclence
weuld bo admitted1 te pi oye wbat klnd of dollars
vas intended; and, if it sbeuld tura euot tisaf
foreign dollars werc moant, te prove tieir equiva-
lent value iii lawfui money cf tise United States.

Sucli cvidence dees flot modify or alter tlie cen-
tract. Lt simply explains an ambignity wlîicl
under tise general ruies cf evidence may lic re-
moved by paroi evidence. We bave already seen
tisat tise pecple cf tise insurgent Stafes, under
ibis Coufederate Goverinrent, were, ie legal
contemplation, substaDtiallV lu tise came condi-
fieu as iuliabitants cf districts of a country e-
cupied and controlled by au invading belligerent.
Tihe rules wbicis would apply te flic former case
ivculd spply te the latter, and, as in tise former
case, thc people must bie regarded as subj acta of
a foreigu powver, and contracta among them bie
icterpretedl and enforced wiîli reference te tise
laws iesposedi by tlie couqueroir, se lu tise latter
ease thc iïliabitants mut lie regsrded as uoder
the astiîority oi tle insugent belligerceets, tc-
tually establi,-lied as tlic gevernoient of flic
country; and contracta nmade witis tliem must
be interprcted and iuferred wîîli refereuce te tlie
condition cf tigs created liy tise acta cf the
governiug power.

It is saii, indeed, tIat under flic insurgent
goverument thse Word dollars liad flic saima men-
ing as under tise geverrument cf tlie United
States; fIat the Confederate nctes were aever
made a legal tender; aud, therefore, fliat ne
eviderice eau bic receivedi te slow aey otlier
meaning cf tise word wisen used in a ccntract.

But it must lie remembered tisat tlie wliole
condition cf thinga lu the insurgent States was
matter of fact, ratber fian. matter of law; sud
as matter cf facet fbese notes, payable, at a future
and contingent day, aclicis bas net arrived, and
can neyer arrive, ceere foreed inte circulation as
dollars, if net directly liy the legisiation, yet lu-
directly, sud quite as effectivcly, by tise acta cf
the insurgent gevernulent. Coesidered in tiscm-
selves, and lu thse liglif cf subsequenf events,
fliese notes liad ne reai valua, but tliey were
meade curreut as value by irresistible force ;
tliey vers tise oniy measure cf value wbieli thia
people lad, and tîcir use waa a matter cf almoat
alisolute necceity, and tliis gave tisera a sort of
a value, insignificant and precarlous enougli, it
la truc, but always liaving a scificlent deflaite
relation tu gcld and cliver, fthe universal mu-
sures of valuc, se tisat it was ea'sy ta ascertaju.
huow muais gold and silver vas tlie ceai equivalent
cf a sute expressed lu the eurrency. In tise
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liglit of fliese fluets if seces hardly less thqfi
absurd ta say that these dollars must lbe regarded
as identical iu kind and value with the d(Yllars
whieh constitufe the money of the Uniteid States.
We cannot shnt our eyes te the fliet tbst tbey

were essentially different in bouli respects, and
it seems te us that no rule of evidence, properly
understood, requires us te refuse, under the
circurostances. te admit preof otf the seuse in
wbicli the Word dollar was actually used ie the
contraet before us.

Our answer te the second question ia, tiiere-
fore, aise in the affirmative. IVe are clearly of
the opinion thït snoblievidence must bie reccîved
in respect te such contracts in order that justice
may be doue between tlie parties, sud that the
party entitledl te bie paid in these Confederate
dollars eau only receive their actual value at the
time and place cf the contract lu lawful money
cf the United States. We do net thiuk it neces-
sary te go jute a detailed examination cf the
evidence ie thse record in erder te vindicato our
answer te thse third question. It la eougli tu
say tbat it has left ne donlit in our miucis that
thse note for $10,000, te enferce payaient cf
which suit was brouglit iln the Circuit Court,
was te bie paidl by agreement lu Ceefederate
notes. Lt tollows that flic judgment of the
Circuit Court must bie reversed and thse cause
remianded for a new trial, lu conformity with
the opinion.
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A mortga or or piirchaser at stierifFs sate, is iiot bosied te
look tiýpouci the Jucgimur dcket. Ai cîîtrie, ttiereou

ar supoed te te fluets uy niadio by ýut1oi y A de-o

§irii, renicters tSie pi otl5oniorry h itbe te any Parity in-

Error te flie Court cf Commen Pleas of Elk
couuty.

Opieion by SIeRaSWOOD, J.
It le very iportant that bidders et sheriffs'

sales sboculd feel well assured as te wliether they
are oiffring te bey at cear or au ineumbercd titis.
It js well known that ths law as te them le caeeat
emptor. As far as possible, thse miles upon the
subject shouild bie se elear and intelligible as te
preclade mistake if dite diligence bliedc. la
regard te thse lien of judgments, flic judgment
deeket lias been previded, which as te purclissera
and subsequeut incumbrancers, le iriteuded te
afford tiser certain iuformation. Lt la the crecli-
tors duty te sec that his judgmeet la preperly
entered ithereon ; and if there is aey mistake, the
rensedy cf thse party aggrievedl is againet tbe pro-
thonetary. IHeuce, as bas been. leld, if the entry
is je a wrong name, se tliat those seardhing may
be nsieled ; or if it le wrongly described as ta
amount, cr in ainy otlier materjal particular, third.
parties will always lie proteeted lu acting eu the
faith. of it, There are few points ln whicli the
cases are more clear and consistent: Bluc v. Pat-
ler,scn, 3 W. & S, 233 ; Mehiaffii's Apjseal, 7 W.

&S. 200; WVood v. Reynolds, Ibid. 406 ; Manc's
Appeal, 1 Barr, 24 ; lIance's .lppeal, Il id. 408;
Ridgway, Badd- Co.'s Appeal, 3 Harris. 177
Goepp v. Gardiner, il Casey, 130. Lt is said,
however, that flue prothouuliuy had au puwer te
mark the judgmnent satisfled ou thc docket; that
flie mortgagee was bound. to look furthcr, and
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