’ PROMISSORY NOTE. 12259

tested till the 13th. The debtor in the notes bccame hankmpt on the 23d\

of July. -
Tae I.oamsfuundrecoutse cempetent, though in the case .of a bill of ex.
change it would have been cut off by failure of negociation. But it seems to

kave been the opinion of the Court, that promissory notes did Dot require exact.
| MEROCIAtIOR.

Act. Lockhart, Solicitor Daundas. Alt. Macqueen.

G F. Fol. Dic. v.'4. p. 134. Fac. Col. No 57. p. 292..
1§66, Decrmber 9. MoRE qgamst PAXTON,

AN amestment. of the sum jna jpromissory note, laid in the hands of the
debter in the nete, and jpreceeding upon the debt of the original creditor, was

found proferable to an. indorsation blank in the date, there being: no spfficient.

evidenee ithat the indorsation 'was prior. to the arrestment.

It-is unmecessary ‘tosrssuine the -debate,. whether promissory notes fall under

the act of: ;Panliament - concenning blank writs, if \they. were transmissible by in-
dorsation, and,.in general,.f they were entitled to the other privileges of

bills of exchange, whicl are now extended.to them. by the act’ r2th George.

I ch. y2.
Al . H. iDendas. .

:Ror theIudorsery Maclausin: )
‘ Fac. Cal. No 49. p.278:

&.F.. Fol. Dic. v.:4. p. T54.

bttt RS

: \7;,, Fanuary 25. GREIG: ggainst -Gauu:N.j
"GREEN bemg debtor. to Crelg for- meat furmshed indorsed to him a promis-
sory note for L. 2 :'gs. the pursuer paying him ‘the dxﬁ'erence “The note-was
dated the rith November 1767, and in these words: 1 promise to pay Mr
William Green, or order, thirty days after date, twenty-seven pounds nine shil-
lings Sterling, value received.  (Signed) Esenzzer M‘Currocn.” -
And on. the back thus, « Pay the thhm contents to Alexander Greig or

order.  (Signed). WiLLiam GRrEzN. -

Upon the r4th-December 1769, which was within the days' of grace, the
pursuer.protested this note against. M:Culloch for payment, and .against Green -
~and hava-

the-indorser for.recourse, to whom he also intimated. the dishonour;
ing brought an action before-the Sheriff of. Edinburgh against both M‘Culloch
and Green, the Sheriff decerned against. M‘Culloch in absence, and also. against
the defender, Green, for recourse.

vocation, and informations,ordered,

Vor. XXIX. 67 Y I.

The cause being brought into Court by ad--
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