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Guiseppe vs. Frank Leverone.Leverone

13, 1915.January13,1915.JanuarySuffolk.

De Courcy, Crosby,Braley, &Rugg, J., Losing, JJ.C.Present:

Contract, Implied counts.in law: common

per-quantum meruit for work andon a laborto recoverIn an action of contract
defendant, plaintiffby plaintiff where the has testified thatfor thetheformed

him, pay youemployed “I will well and willhim and said tothe defendant
required,appears plaintiff did the worksatisfy you,” the afterwards heif it that

jury, has evi-go the fact that the defendant introducedright the andhas a to to
a differentinferred that the contract was one fromwhich it can bedence from

way plaintiff right.by plaintiff deprivesin the of thatthe nothat testified to

By onlyof contract. The ques-This is an actionthe Court.

judge grantthe refusal of the to a re-from trialtion of law arises
could notplaintiffto the effect that the recoverrulingfor aquest

That count was to recover aof his declaration.on count one
labor performedmeruit for work anddue on a quantumbalance
testified that theplaintifffor the defendant. Thetheby plaintiff

said, youhim “I will well and willpayandemployeddefendant
to aManifestly enough requirethis evidence wassatisfy you.”

that was the .con-to of the whetherjury questionsubmission the
correct and whetherplaintiff’sWhether the account wastract.

raised anhim of numerous on accountreceipt by paymentsthe
himbyto wereinference of a different contract than that testified

Let theof to be frivolous.exceptions appearissues fact. These
entry be

doublecostsoverruledwithExceptions
. on thecent interestperand twelve

date the allowancedebt the offrom
exceptions.theof

defendant, a brief.Lovejoy,C. F. for the submitted
Fulton,D. H. for the plaintiff.


