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Gasquer, Parisu & Co. vs. Roserr H. Wapren & PETER M.
W ARREN.

A receipt may be explained, or even contradicted by parol proof.

A sheriff has no right to receive, in satisfaction of an execution, without the plain-
tiff 's consent, anything but gold or silver.

If the defendant in execution voluntarily pay the sheriff bank notes, even though
he get a receipt in full, unless the plaintiff chooses to ratify it, will not thereby
be discharged of the debt.

Neither a sheriff nor an attorney at law has a right, under their gencral powers, to
receive bank notes in payment of an execution.

from the circuit court of Tippah county.

The plaintiffs .in error obtaincd a judgment against the de-
fendants, in the circuit court of Tippah county, on the 29th
May, 1839 ; and the execution which issued thereon was bonded
on the 2d of December, 1839.

All of the judgment was satisfied, except the sum of $800,
anterior to the 3d June, 1841, when a writ of venditioni exponas
was issued for the collection of that amount, which was super-
seded by the defendants.

Upon this supersedeas a motion was made by the defendants
to have the execution credited with the sum of $800, and have
the judgment entered satisfied on the execution docket. 'The
plaintiffs replied that the execution was already credited with
the full amount to which it was entitled, and on the 28th March,
1842, the issue thus made up was submitted to a jury, wko
found that the execution was entitled to an additional credit of
%800, which the court ordered to be entered, and rendered a
judgment for the costs of the supersedeas against the plaintiffs.

The plaintiffs moved for a new trial, which was refused by
the court, and they excepted ; all the evidence is contained in
the bill of exceptiofis, that was submitted to the jury on the
trial of the issue, but the only part that is material to the ques-
tiou involved, is the following:

"T'he defendants read to the jury the receipt of William Hen-
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