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a allbe made without warrant but in other a warranteases¿
founded a under oath was theInrequired.upon complaint

a suchwarrant,cases where an was withoutarrest permitted
an arrest no and no moreunreasonable dangerousmore.was

a itwarrant,to an arrest becausebythanpersonal liberty,
there was evi-was not in wherebut casespermitted strong

dence of guilt.
does notthe bill of intend-rightsThe 19th article of seem

arrestsed from with-authorizingto restrain the legislature
abuse ofto the warrantswarrant,out guard againstbut

thatissued the founda-declaresby magistrates, it therefore
oath, and thatbytion of shall be theywarrants supported

not the and with the formalities byshall issue but in cases
law prescribed.

that the actOn the we are ofwhole, clearly inopinion
the isand that good.is not unconstitutionalquestion plea

PAGE.LEWISversusHOUGHTONEDWARD

negotiable security, competentis anot wit-to ahisput namehaspartyA who
it void.giVe currencyit washe thusthe timethat atprovetoness

a noteupon promissoryof assumpsit,actionaiiwasTHIS
toand T. M.Lyman, payableand SethPageLewisbymade

to the plaintiff.endorsedhimandorder, byor
county,in thislast term uponat thewas triedcauseThe

was that the noteset updefencethewhenissue,the general
interest reservedof illegalthe paymentsecuretowas given

was, whetherquestionthe onlyand;moneyofloanupon-a
to thewitness consid-provewas a competentLymanSeth

havingthisusury, questionbeenhavetonotetheoferation
term.to thiscontinuedcauseand thesaved,been
a who hasthat partythethat rulesaid,nowcourtThe

becannot a witnessinstrumentato negotiablehis nameput
thebetweena suitinvoid, evenwas originallyitto shew
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to bewell settledwas tooinstrument,to theoriginal parties HoB¿hum
Page'do.vs.27, Merry.3 Warrenquestioned. Mass. Rep. —4

vs. Wheat­502,vs.156, Manningdo.Churchill Suter. —10
vs.165, Wise.land. —2 Johnson Colman

HENRY FOSTER.LEWIS versusSETH

A, givenB. for a and re-againstdebtbrought statute,an action of penalty by
; B.judgment, the statute was then re-Afterjudgment.covered repealed

took A.’s of action —thatrighttheviewed the thatheld, repeal awayaction —
judgmentB. review.was entitled to upon

for a ondebt,of foundedwas an actionTHIS penalty
“16, entitled anof actof the statute Dec: 1796.the 3d sec.

suit was commencedThefees.” Laws(1regulating 132.)
June,to the 10th 1813,1812, andMarch, previouson the 30th

a verdictissue, and returnedon the generalhad been tried
arendered accordingly. Byand judgmentfor the plaintiff,

the section of19, 3, Laws1813,of (1 134,)June <§>.statute
waswas foundedthe action repealed,law whichthe upon

defendant reviewedclause. theThesavinganywithout
in Octobercounty,this term,"was triedcause, againand it

subject to thetaken for the opin-a verdict1815, plaintiff,and
of the said sectionthe tookwhether repealcourtof theion
and it was that if;of action agreedrighttheaway plaintiff’s

it takethat did theawaybe ofshould opinioncourtthe
should be set asidethe verdict andaction,ofrightplaintiff’s
otherwise tothe defendant, judgmentforentereda verdict

the verdict.uponbe entered
theforHubbard, plaintiff.H.

defendant.for theham,Up
was delivered byof the courtopinionThe

theWe are of plaintiff’sJ.Richardson, opinionC. that
of the law onis taken theaway by repealactionofright

lawis if the had been re-It clear,founded.it waswhich
couldthe not havejudgment, plaintifffirstthebeforepealed


