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Cr given., And liv admitted thut when the clieque %va.,eure
~paid lie cousulted Hill and said, "We ought to sue the clheque"
be %-id -wc bve lxause both lie and 11i1l were interestedl in thu

Whbere the payvec of a cheque which buas been issuerd withoui
asideration?, andl whieh for that reason la umenforceable against
ý, drawer, endorses it to a ereditor whio tees the chqeas c-ash

d credits thie payee therewitli as a paymient, oitconto
bt, the eýndlorsee, beomes a liolder in duie course and i.,nite
recover froin thie drawer: Currie v. Misa (1875), L.11. 10 Ex.

3; v-ca v. Clydesdale Banking Co. (1883), 9 App. (Cas. 9-15.
it in the present case the plaintiff gave no credit to 11111 at ail;
took the chieque for collection, intending to credit 11i1l as soon
it %vas paid. The existing debt was suflicient conaidera ion if

bsd b)een se treated, but there was no evidence of an agreemient
tween the plainif and Hill that the former would flot cdaiml
ymnent (if HUl's indebtedness to lilm during the currency of the

eque, sucli ws was held iu Elkington v. Cooke-HilI 11) 30
mes 1,.RI. 6ý7 0, te, bc a sufficient consideration.
Savyer v,. Tiomas (1890), 18 AR. 129, and Hopkins v. Ware

369), 'L.R. 4 Ex. 268, 271, dîstinguîshed.
Aithiougli the plaintiff was a "liolder" hyy reasou of HiIl's

dorsemient of the cheque to Wln, and therefore entitled te,

force paymnent and te gîve a complete discharge, his rîght to
for.ce paymrent stood on no ligher ground than that of 11il1,
cais there %vas no considerat ion for Hhll's endorsement. As a
,rv hol der of t lie chieque, the plaint iff's riglit te enforce payment
,àqualified.

As the plaintiff gave no0 value for the choque, it was not neces-
ry te go into tlie second defenoe, which was thiat, tlie chcque
ying been alreadfY dishonoured before HM11 endorsed it te the

jitfthe latter toek it subject te any defeet il Hll's titiv.
Thue aiction should be dismissed with coets.
lIwl the defendant been held fiable to the plahutiff, the defend-
t would have been entitled, as the accommodation drawer of

echeque, te il(indenty frein HUIi. The defendaut slieuld, there-
x., have 'jtidgmeuýit against Hll for lis ests of the third party
noeceding.


