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Linn . The President and Directors of the Stute Bank of 1llinois.

\Witrram Lisx, plaintiff in error, v.|Tie Presipext
Nb DIRECTORS OF THE DTATE DAXNK or lLLINOIS, |
defendantsin error.

~ ) Lrror to Jackson.

JurisprcrioN—SuPrEME CourT oF U. 8-—The Supreme Court of the
United States is the proper and constitutional forum to decide, and finally
to determine all suits where is drawn in question ¢ the validity of a stafute
of, or an auathority exercised under any State, on the ground of its being
repugmant te the Constitution, treaties, or laws of the United States, und
the deeision is in favor of such validity.”

LasT DECISION CONCLUSIVE ON STATE COURTS.—Where the Supreme
Court of the United States has decided that a State law violates the Consti-
tution of the United States, the judges of the respective States have no right
te overrule or impugn such decision.

“Birrs or creEDIT.—The billx issued by the old State Bank of Nlinois,
were * bills of eredit ”” within the meaning of the Constitution of the United
States; and a note given in consideration of such bLills, is void, and can not
be collected by law.»

The casc of Snyder v. the State Bank of Illinais, Breese, 122, is overruled.

Tuis was an action of debt instituted by the defendants in
error in the Juckson Circuit Court, against the plaintiff in
error, upon a sealed note,

The declaration is in the usual forn.

The defendant in the Court below, the plaintitf in error,
filed the following pleas:

“ And the said defendant comes and defends the wrong and
injury, when, ete, and craves oger of the said supposed writ-
ing obligutory in the said plaintiffs’ declaration mentioned,
and it is read to him in these word=: *Twelve months after
date T promize to pay to the President and Directors of the
State Dunk of Illinols, at thelr branch bank at Brownsville,
for the u-c of the people of said Stute, four hundred and fifty
aoltars for value received.  Witness my hand and zcal this
15th July, 1522, o

“Witness Jo. Duncan, | WirLisay Lixy. | [n.s.]”

ABillsof credit—What are.~To constitute a bill of credit within the con-
stitution. it must he issued by a State on the faith of the Stte. and be
dexigmed to circulate as money. It must be a paper which cireulutes on the
credit of the Stare. and is so received and ussd in the ordinary Lusiness of
life.  The individual or committee who issuss the bill must huve the power
tobind the State: they must act as agents, such as do not incur personal re-
sponsibility, nor ipart as individoals any credit to the puper. In a bill of
credit the promwi-e to pay is that of the Stute. The contingent fbility ot
the State to maks zood the bills of it own rank is different, and does not
etk its notes those of the State. Briseos v Bank of Kentwegv, 11 Pot.
257 Dartingron ro Stare Bauk of Alabuema. 13 How. 12 Crie v, State
of Missouri, 4 2.0, 410 ; Byrne e, State of Miur, o Pet. 40, ' ,
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~Which being read and heard, the said defendant says that the

gaid plaintifls ought not to have or muintain their said action
against iim, this defendant, beeause he sayvs that the said
writing *obligatory was sealed and delivered by hinto  [#88]
the snid plaintiffis for the notes or bills issued and
emitted by the eaid President and Directors of the said
State Bank of Illinois, under and by virtue of an act of the
General Assembly of the said State, entitled “_An act estab-
lisking the State Bank of 1llinois,” yassed in the year of our
Lord, 1821, which said act of the General Assembly ishere
inserted, and made a part of this plea.

3y which said act the said notes or hills of said bank are
not redeemable or payable by said bank until after the expira-
tion of ten years from and after the passage of the said act
incorporating said bank, and from and after the time said notes
or bills should be emitted and issued by said bank, which said
notes or bills were issued or emitted on the day of July,
1821, and the emission and delivery thereof by the said plaint-
iffs to this defendant were the sole and only consideration for
the said writing obligatory so exceuted as aforesaid, and for
no other consideration whatever was the said writing obliga-
tory executed, sealed and delivered by the defendant to the
eaid plaintifi=: which said notes or bil's =0 emitted, issned and
delivered as aloresaid, by the said plil s to this detfendunt,
are Lillx of credit within the trne intent and meaning of the
Constitution of the United States: and =o the said defendant
says, that the said writing obligatory in the said plaintiils
declaration mentioned, was sealed and Jivered by this defend-
ant to the said plaintits, without his faving yeceived of and
from said plaintiffs, any good or valuable consideration there-

for, and this he is ready to verify, whercfore he pravs judg-

ment if the said plaintitfs ought 1o have or maintain their said
action thereof against him, this defeniant, ete.
N. Dzzesr, for defendant.

And for further plea in this beln'f “the said defendant
fays that the plaintifts aforesaid onghr ot to have or maintain
their aforesaid action against him, beezuse he says that here-
tofore, to wit. at the term of the Cireuit Court for Jacksen
county, State of IlHinois, in the year of our Lord .
the said plintifz impleaded the saii defendant in a eertain
plea or action of se/re’ Fucias on a mortgage executed by this
defendant to <id plaintitfs, for scenrr.o the payment of the
same identicad =unn of money in the w2ic deelaration mentioned ;
and sueh proceed’nrs were therenpon ! «d in said Court in that
action, that afterward, to wit, at the Mav term, 1823, of gaid
Court, the said plaintitls, by the consic ution and judgment of
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