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judgment intimated that lie bad conferred
witb several of bis colleagues (ment-oning
Jetté, Bourgeois and Mathieu, JJ.), and that
they agreed witli this construction of art. 558.

SUPREME COURT 0F PENNSYLVANIA.

April 26, 1886.
BENTLEY v. LA31B.

C'ontract - C'onideration - 3Moral obligation-
Express promisqe.

A. gave to B., who had been employed by
him for a number of years as sales-woman,
a due-bill for $3,000, payable within one year
after lis death, and stating that it w'as for
additional compensation for services render-
ed. A. died, and bis executors, on suit being
brought on the due-bill, set up want of consi-
deration. A previous writing, also signed by
tbe decedent, is in evidence, in which. lie
recites that the plaintiff had been in lis em-
Ployment for twenty-three years as sales-
ladly; that she liad been faitbful in the
digcbarge of bier duty; and that hie wished
to give hier additional compensation for ber
services; and in consideration of these facts
be agrees tbat he will give lier a due-bill for
$3,O00 to be paid by his execuitors witbinon
year after bis death. The decedent Iived
upward of two months after this paper was
executed, and the plaintiff continued to
render him service to the time of lis death.

PERt CURIAm. Tlie due-bill was on a suffi-
cient consideration. The writing not only
recognizes, but declares that the due-bill
shail be given as compensation for services
rendered, additionaî compensation, it is true,
but compensation nevertheless. To wliat it
Was additional we do not know. Wliether
it was additional to full or only partial com-
Pensation previously paid, is only a matter
Of conjecture. There is no inference of law
tbat tlie previous compensation w'as ini full,
and the inference of fact would rather be that
it Wý%a8 Partial only, simply because tlie dece-
dent liimselfso treats and declares it. Sucli
a declaration 18 certainly some evidence that
that was an obligation wlidh the decedent
]regarded as binding upon liim; andin consi-
der'ation of bis own sense of duty- in the cir-
cu1mstanoe8, no matter bow it arose, he con-
tracteId with the Plaintiff that hoe would gixýe

ber a due-bill for the amount stated. In
execution of this contract he did give bier the
due-bill in question upon wbicb this suit is
founded. If it be granted that the agreement
to give the due-bill imposed no legal obliga-
tion, how can it be denied tbat it created at
least a moral obligation to do so ? The duty
to perform a positive promise wvhicli is flot
contrary to law or to public policy, or obtained
by fraud, imposition, undue influence, or
mistake, is certainly an obligation in morals,
and if so it is a sufficient consideration for
an express promise. But in the due-bill the
recital of the consideration of actual services
rendered is repeated, and it is some proof
that the services had been rendered, and bad
not been fully compensated. The decedent
limself so admits and asserts, and it would
be an unjust assumption in the law' to infer
the contrary in the face of such testimony.
These features in the present case constitute
a wide difference between it and the case
cited for the plaintiff in error, in which. it
was eitlier proved or properly assumed that
the past consideration was entirely exe-
cuted. Here there is, in the flrst place, a
written agreement to give the due-bih, and
the actual execution and, delivery of tbe due-
bill in performance of that agreement. There
is in addition the undisputed declaration of
the prorise, or that both the agreement and
due-bll were given as compensàtion for long
and faithful services actually rendered by
the plaintiff, and no distinct proof that those
services had been fully paid for. In such
circumstances we cannot say there was no
evidence of any obligation, legal or moral, to
give the due-bill in question; and sucli being
the case, there being nothing else to impeach
the riglit of recovery, the court below was
riglit in directing a verdict for the plaintiff.

INSOL VENT NOTICES, ETC.

Quebec Q/Jlckd Gazette, June 26.

Judicial Abannenta.

Jacques Beaudoin, trader, St. Lue, June 18.

Curatora Appointed.

Re Francois Allard.-A. A. Taillon, Sorel, curator,
June 21.

lie William Barns, Rawdon, district of Joliette.-
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