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17794, whienhe: indorfed the bill wharged ow,-he ‘is not alleged to have been in
tisefe GirowmBances the 3d April ipteceding; .and'the-indorfation, 11th May, was
but in’ con[équence :of ‘the bill drawn 3d°April; and:the fameé in effeét as if it
had been-thea indorfed, by the precedent note upon the back thereof, of the
~ fame date with the other bill. - Beﬁdes, how can the 2@ of Parliament 1696 be
brought to regulate a bill of exchange, drawn by a Lohdon merchant and indor-
{ed to @' London faGor. ~
Tm‘. Lorms found the letters orderly proceeded o
- S e Farbe:-, MS. p. 79.
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1727. - ?zme 28 GRIERSON 4gam.rt EagL of SHTHERLAND.

pq thrs cafe, of whrch t.he pagtrculars are ﬁated No 50 D- I447. a bill drawn,
payable to a third party, bore this claufe, * Thls, with the porteur’s receipt, fhall
¢ oblige me, to repay the like fum, to you, or-yout order.’ - The acceptor having
a.xtd the brll mdorfed tl;e oplganon for repayment 5 and, in a procefs at the in-
dorfee s mﬁance agamﬁ ihe ; drawgr, rt was plmded that ;he .indorfation was a
¥ 11;1 tra,nfmlﬁion, ot on]y becaufe thg obligation was contained in a hill, but
;ha;: all obhgatrons yvhatever are tranfrruﬂ‘ ible by mdopfation an.indorfjtion being
truly 2, brll Tux Lonps fuﬁamed the purfuer s trtle, in refpect the obligation to
repa; was engroﬂ'ed in the bﬁl and that the- aﬁignatxon implied an affignation.
, . L Fol. ch. v, 1. p. 97.
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;17339 ,pDeceé'nber 3+ #irotim00 ¢ Tnoms, agamrt FRAS;R. 5

A“B“' L wa,s drawn for payment of a Ium,  with annpalrent and penatty It

]’xaﬁ(b en mdorfed to ohn‘ f’rafer, whofe cred’ tor, Thous, arrefted in the hands
’g‘f gg Cogd afel' wﬁq was de'bfpf td gofn‘: George brought a fufpenfion, on this

glrouqd’ That’ the bxll being ,nuT.I 28 éaring | annuaIrent and penalty, the indor-
fation, ibemg but a refatrve wht,, mu{’c itand or ?aﬁ WIth the bill ; therefore’ was
hkewr;fe nul‘L o

“ug Lox) ORDrNARY found the bill and mdorfatron Yord and null’

Pleaded ip 2 pctmon The mdorfatron bears exprefsly to be for value received.
‘foe nuﬂftu%.ﬁ ad agamﬁ the' bﬁl i, ‘that i it ftipulated a penalty and annualrent
from a term i)recedcr)r{f ¥ fle daxe t is acknowledged, that by a decifion, Innes
gamﬁ Floc’kharf in’ 17,.7, {No 19. p. 1418.), fach” bills ‘are found to be null ;
and fherefore ‘rio aéhon is competent agam(t the accéptor upon them: but it can-
hof) e andwed as a confequence that 1f}a bl].l bearmg penalt}f, fhould be drawn
pa%){B aiotteds for Valué téceived of bim, the "porteur would ‘have no re.
courfe agamft the drawer. The reafon of the decifion was fiot on’ acgount ‘of de-
féd’lﬂ“ewhﬁ&n&e h'the wﬁt‘“ﬁm‘ beédufe* ‘Phé “Coutt’ Woullt not fuftain a writ of
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chdt Hature for penal’ Sbligatidhs,”“ THeré is &' ﬂrong feature of diftinétion be-
Vor. IV.. 9B 2

No 62z.

No 63.

No 64.
An indorfa-
tion found to
be a relative
writ, which
muft ftand or
fall with the
bill,



