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- and no execu-immediately,liablethe writ becomesoriginal
stipula-to him. Thebe chargetion sued out in orderneed

which theis all coststhata caseof an in suchtion endorser
asbe paidshallthe plaintiffrecovermay againstdefendant

as is rendered.judgmentsoon
an inhabitantisthat Carrthe itIn casepresent appears

there-not,doesdefendantof theof liabilityVermont. The
thisexecution, and ob-theoffore, the returnupondepend

is notjection well founded.
Swan,J. I. for the plaintiff.

MEDCALF, ERROR,INBURGESS PLAINTIFF

versus

BENJAMIN SWETT.

of does a judgmentA writ error to reverse ofnot lie of the court common pleas,
:an beenmightfrom which have claimed.appeal

was aTHIS writ of error to the ofcourt common pleas,
in this acounty, to reverse Tenderedbrought therejudgment
at February term, 1817, from which itjudgment appeared
That the in error have claimed anplaintiff might appeal.

J. ofBell, error,counsel for the defendant in moved the
court to quash error,the writ of as issuedhaving improvi-

anddently, didcontended that error not lie in asuch case.
4,4 II.Mass. 171. vs. Gulliver. —6Savage R.Alass.

./arris vs. Blanchard. —9 Mass. R. 228. Champion vs.
Brooks.

for¿VeisoM, the plaintiff.
Per curiam. The law on this is thesubject same in this

state as in Massachusetts. It has often been decided here
that error does not lie to reverse a from whichjudgment, an
appeal might have been claimed.

Writ error quashed.of


