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It is the law tiet bad faith not merely 2 notice
of circumstances sufficient tec put & prudent men on inguiry,
is necessary to -defeat recovery by .the holder of negetiable
paper whese right acerued Defgore maturity, .

. Shawnee Nat, Bank v Woote¢n & Potts, 108 Pae,R'Slé

Moore v National Benk, 121 Paa.ﬁep,ezs ;

_nany euthorities sustaining this view may be fonnd in Jayce s
-Defense to Commercial Paper sections 475-477, where it is

said in the text that merely suspicious eircumstances or care-
lessnecss are dnsufficient to necessitate inaairy, and preven%

& pcopssn il oo -‘_-? uona“iie holder: nor is mere suspicion
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es & bena flde helier, .

. She fact tha% in seVeral 1nstances pless of fraud have

been filea to suits en motes purchased Dby the plain® iff from
~the same payee is meti suffieient to show bad faith in tre
'eparehase. Perk v Zellars, 77 8,E,922., 5

BAD FPAITE CANNOT. BE IEFEEEED FROK THE POLLOWING
CIRCUMSTANCES

Where previous te the time of purchase of the
note in guestien, the makers of other notes te the same payee,
which were sent te the bank for colleetion, indicated to the
bank thet there was or might be a failure of consideratien,
but the other notes were subsequently paid or purchesed
et & disecount, Bank v Lundy 129 N,F.99 °

ﬁhere the purchaser had previausly bought metes of
the same payee, which themeker requected shoul be returmd
on the ground of misrepreseutatien, ard the former controvers
sy nad Teen settled bJ t’e raype 's paying the notes ?u+ the
ﬁﬁ : I el B S TaT N -G © e oo le 2 3o

iﬁéharge éw;?”'f

Where the purchaser of a note froem a business house
during & long cource.of years had had a number of suits to
eollect other notes tc the same payee, the defense usually
being- thet the property waes -not satisfactory. Bank v Stech-
heuqe 454 S.u,977.

@here the plaintiff had purchased ¢ther paper of
the same payee and had been compelled to sue thereon for
its collection, and the defense of fraud had been set up
therein; mere wilful ignorance of facts will not of itself
establish bad faith in the purchaser. Park v Brandt 119 Pac .877.
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