
MURPHY v. HRYIfl;.

whch wasm broughlt to recover $1,650) anti nterest on a proin-
io-4-ry noteý.

The appeal w:aý heard by BOYD, C., STREE. .J., -NABE. ..

M. Wrgh, eleville, for plaintiffs.

E. G;. Porter, Btelleville, for (lefenhlants.

STrREET, J.:Th -view -ýiwwýs that defendantsý J ames

Bryvden and -Jamus Mf Lui e, some vars heforo the inaking

of the- niote ,.ul -11- had honearisto a niote of whieh
Ihe ief >11od (on purported i(, hi- a rieîîewal, a- sriiiies for

orne~~ji Roirli;inai t1iu debt, for wliiuiî t1her luad so
bicrnesuetts ati iiueer heeni paid. At the tiie 1lhey made

ilit. niot.. sued on, Mg~wn one of plaiiflls' Iiirni, produced
;1twn nloite upot to he imat i illothem and by

Rob rt B r, 4heh 11 ieged i b hase N'en Ililtest
renewmal o!: the orig'inal n1ote, anti they weeakdt Io a

-,w flote, for il. a,' it w, ~rin.Tc av that thci deic
th 1w i~us fd ilicir sig-iwatures te) the note prodiucil to

thiem. but that thcY signeti th,Ž utrewal now siied ont, iipon
014e pror1iimc of, 11mowa tîxat as 1 onlyv Iihe o have

it to pjroduce b- the 11bloard, \ ý o1il, ixever lie , le on to
psy ii. One- of ic eenaniay tliat meGogwanl aNso stated

that fie wo1l ge Robert Hr-'dcxî to sign therxeîa-i
othe-r d1ftndlant dloes flot pakof -such a promise.

At that ilime Robc)(rt Hiryden was living a few milesaw,
but he# wa-ýs kniown il) be xîtterl 'v witiîout mneans, asý lie liadt

tranfered plaiiïfs ail the pro)pcritv he hati in thie world,
1111cue h, au4 otheor tilts liw hat(i Since wm'oeti wav te

theNorh-Wstand asnot present at the trial.

Mc(wandeieis thec story vtolti 1bv flinnn~ sa ta

he %vent fint to e obtin thie rcnewail in the uisail course of busi-
ieoe, and tîxa de4fendants signi il w\itliut bis inaking any
prumiise rit to look to) 111-11 for paYnwxent: and finit he was
n"t aakd t ioltin Boheri Brytin's signmature to il. and

dýid not offer or agreo d(o so.

]n iltheecrcitnes if flic on]lv doeence to the note hnd
bI)Kn thle abeceo conlsidera-ýtioni, if is elcar thlai thaf tiefence

eould not hiave succddbcause, the eosec f defenti-
sut".s ililbliii pen thie unpiid note giveni for litbert Bryn'

nûo woluld have, aliswered thiat defence;ý for, even if Oite dcbt
Lad been ovordu,, for miore than 6 years. that fact could, under
thie circum-atances, have bien set up lpof lfixe defence of ne

Tb.here being, thon. ai good anti suflcient consîderatîon for
the note which they signeti, tiefendants cannot lie allowed to


