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Jonathan Hunt Francisversus Wilson.

1829,B. and W. on the July, agreed18th to submit a certain canse to the
; made,determination of F the award to published, parties,be and to the

before,on or 1829,the 1st August, 1829. On July,the 29th the arbitrator
this,made an award. After and the publishedbefore award was to both

parties, W. held, that,revoked the submission. It was authoritythe of the
executed,havingarbitrator revoked,been completely it could not be and

award,that wasW. bound by the notwithstanding the revocation.

Assumpsit, aupon datednote, 13th,July 1829, for
$200, bymade the anddefendant one Stephen Wilson,
payable to Barnard,Levi and,order, by him,ox endors-
ed to the plaintiff.

The cause was here,tried upon the general issue, at
taken,May term, 1831, and a verdict consent,by for the
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Ilantplaintiff, tosubject the of fol-opinion uponthe court the
v.

case.lowing Wilson

July, 1829,On the 13th there an actionbeing pending
Gill,between Colburn and Wilson,and anStephen

Bar-»,in made,wasagreement, writing, Levibetween
nard, the attorney of Colburn and Gill, the part,on one

Stephen Wilson,and on the other topart, thesubmit
tosaid action the Farrar,determination of William Esqr.;

and the Barnard,said and saidthe Stephen Wilson
;to abide made,the award same beagreed the to and

published parties, on,to the before,or the 1st August,
1829.

And, for the ofpurpose into effect the saidcarrying
agreement, made,the said Barnard and delivered to the
arbitrator, note,his for topayable Stephen Wil-$200,
son, ;or order delivered,and the said Stephen to the.
arbitrator, the note now in suit.

On tire July, 1829,29lh the award,arbitrator made an
that Colburn and Gill should ofrecover the said Stephen

debt, costs,Wilson, 29,$111, and at $21,taxed 47.
made,the Barnard,After award was and topublished

-Wilson But,revoked the submission. notwithstanding
this, arbitrator,the caused thehaving sum of 24$67, to
to be endorsed on the note suit,nowin delivered the.
same Barnard,to who endorsed-it the plaintiff.to

Barnard, for plaintiffthe
‘defendant,defendant,for theBell, contended, that the

award,bound bywas thenot because the authority of
had revoked,beenthe arbitrator thebefore award was

Wilson.topublished was,The award by the terns of
submission,the to be made and published, to the parties,

and either party had a until it wasright, so published,
to revoke the submission. 2 Saunders, 62, n, 4.note

court. It said,the isBy in this case, that the submis-
sion bemight revoked, by either anyatparty, time be-
fore the award was topublished both parties.

There is no doubt that the ofauthority an arbitrator
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author­Hunt thedone beforeberevoked, itprovided,bemay
v. Watson;7 East.v.205,16 Johns. Allenity is executed.Wilson.

Pole;v.443, GreenGeatrix; 6v.608, Bingham,Milne
395,A. S.; 2 B. &v.200, Aston George­Rep.1 Chitty’s

; 4 & C.B.Brown v. Tanner­651,&; Payne,1 Car.C­
v.87,; m, Hig­1 ClaphamStorr­103, Warbertonv. Bingha­

; Taunton, 452,5 v. Joseph.am­ King
thecase, beforecompletewasawardBut, thein this
beshouldthe awardthatIt was providedrevocation.

before, theon, or•made, and to thepublished parties,
aimplydoes not1829; proviso1st suchabutAugust,

Caldwell, 51. Theparties.to theformal notification
the rev-beforewas executedof arbitratorauthority the

ocation, be,mustand there
on verdict.theJudgment

Judge Thomasversus S.of ProbateThe
others.andTillotson,

defendants,administrator,bond, hav-theby angivenupon probateaIn debt
condition, theof con-performancepleadedandoyercraved of the bonding

ac-did not render anadministratorplaintiff that therepliedThedition.
that,oath, year,count, rejoined, after theyear. The defendantson within a

accept-ProbateJudgewhich the ofanrendered accountadministratorthe
allowed, therebywasplaintiff estop-the notifprayed judgmentand anded

demurrer,year. Onwithin thewas renderedno accountped thatallegeto
was insufficient.the rejoinderit was heid

bond, givenaon probatean action of debtThis was
defend-otherTillotson, as and theS. principal,T.by
county.of thissureties, the of Probateants, as to Judge

con-of theandof bondtheoyerThe craveddefendants
Tillotson,S.Thomasbywasdition. Tiie bond given,

ad-J822, appointedon the 3d wasSeptember, hewhen


