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jurisdictionforeignin ajudgmentof a is introduced asa record ev-Where
jurisdiction,of the laws of snchcourt will admit evidence to ex-theidence,

orand its will be determined accord-such record; validity invalidityplain
ingly.

maintaininga fromjudgment a not aA nonsuit will secondpartyestopupon
jurisdiction.same anotheraction same in the orfor the cause,

datednote, 21st,on aAssumpsit, Septemberpromissory
todefendant,the and one1835, for payable$250, signed by

onGleason, order, interest,demand with andJohn C. or by
to the plaintiff.said Gleason indorsed

an action had been com-thatThe defendant pleaded
C.the note in favor of John Glea-menced himagainst upon

in court of Caledo-and entered theson, countythe payee,
Vermont, term, 1849;in the of Decembernia Statecounty,

the termon for trial at June of theaction camethat the
1850; a verdictthat that the returnedof jurycourt county,

defendant, thereon,that was enteredandthe judgmentfor
unsatisfied,was still in force and astheand that judgment

the court would show.ofthe record
record, and issue wasml tiel joinedThe repliedplaintiff

thereon.
therecord,the certifiedof duly byatrial,On the copy

itevidence,.andin appear-wasCaledonia, producedclerk of
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ed that in an action said C.Johnbrought Gleasonby
the defendant to recover theagainst present amount of the

described,notes aa on verdict renderedwas forjudgment
the defendant at the June of theterm incourt 1850.county

“theThat for and wasplaintiff thereupon prayed admitted
to enter a of to thereview said suit then next term of the

¿firstcourt, to be held th ofon 1850.”December,Tuesday
It further from the record that theappeared at December

“ theterm, their andparties them-appeared by attorneys put
trial,”selves on the court for and that the there-plaintiff

nonsuit,became and was rendered accord-upon judgment
ingly.

evidence toThe introduced showplaintiff tending that,
Vermont,of when an action reviewed,the isJaw theby

former becomes vacated.therebyjudgment entirely
consent,A verdict was fortaken, theby plaintiff, on

it was that shouldwhich be entered,agreed judgment or the
set aside and entered forverdict thejudgment defendant, as

of court bethe this should the whole case.opinion upon

theGoodall, forI. S. H. plaintiff.Sf
is but one enteredThere inup Vermont,judgment and

of nonsuit.that is judgment
is as theThere no such record défendant Thealleges.

nonsuit,in ofcost is taxed from thejudgment beginning.
iá forThere no amountjudgment any specific of costs at

D. AllA. 1850. the record ofterm,June proceedings at
term, 1850,June A. D. were docket minutes..merely No

but themade action wentwas up,judgment right along.
is the caseTheir law like of anprecisely appeal from á

of to ofthe the court common injustice peace pleas this
theState. The vacates and itappeal makesjudgment void

and of no validity.
isThere no in Vermont, rendered Junejudgment term,

A. D. in1850, force and unsatisfied. The only judgment
entered in Vermont isup ofjudgment December term,
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there beenand that nonsuit If had1850, is only. judgment
have vacated and1850, it,the wouldterm,of June review
Dana,v. 22 Vt.it of no Downerrendered validity. Rep.

McKown,v. 21 Vt. 505.22; State Rep.

Bedel, for the defendant.Bdbbard 8f
The cause of action inI. this suit has been once tried by

“in the Caledoniaa court of Vermont. Thejury county
is, that the decision of a court ofprinciplegeneral compe-

or a res istent and conclusiveauthority, judicata, binding
all other courts of It is aupon competent power. principle

own,which not our but otherpervades all ofonly systems
hasand become a rule of andlaw,jurisprudence, universal

in theis founded soundest 95;1 Ch. 5Johns. R.policy.”
324,H. andN. authoritiesRep. cited; 580;6 Vt. Rep.

Die., ResBouvier’s Law Judicata.
Art.,VII in to,The addition and theamendment of,

“of States,constitution the United that In suitsprovides
at thelaw,common where value in shall exceedcontroversy

dollars, the of trial betwenty shallright by jury preserved,
and no fact tried a be inshall reexaminedby otherwisejury,

court of the States,United than to the rulesany according
Lead,the common 2of law.” cases,Amer. 745.

ThatII. there was a trial fora verdict foundby jury,
the and verdict,rendered on the cannotjudgmentdefendant
be denied. But to avoid the effect of such it isfacts,legal'

the thatby to the statute Ver-ofurged plaintiff, agreeably
mont, John Gleason,C. the real the suit,owner of note in

the in the action in toand was admittedVermont,plaintiff
said suit,a review and toenter of the defend-securitygave

effect,to his review toprosecuteant and answer and allpay
tooccasioned thedamages defendant the de-intervening by

costs,with theadditional in case be affirmed.lay, judgment
25 10 160 Rev. ;Vt. 1839 and that thispageChap. Stats.§

of thea review vacated to all intentssimple entry judgment
theandand of a nonsuitsubsequent left thepurposes, entry
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quo.in statu If it be thatparties contended the of aentry
review, under such circumstances, has the effect of va-legal

the it would seem thecating judgment, hardly stretching
same to hold thethat of a nonsuit on suchprinciple, entry
review affirm thewould former We have beenjudgment.
unable to discover in the Vermontlaws ofany authority

to that extent. In cases of thegoing absence of a defend-
ant from the State, or lack of notice it ishim,uponpersonal
there enacted that an of a review shall vacate theentry

if in no ifsatisfied; and satis-original partjudgment, part
fied, affirmed for so andmuch reversed for the balance. If
the in Vermont has been their courts,sanctionedpractice by
to the extent incontended for this case the weplaintiff,by
are soundunable to discover which itprinciple uponany

case v. a.,can be sustained. In the of 22Doivner Dana S¡-
22,Vt. relied the the theofRep. upon by plaintiff, holding

court must been influenced thehave fact that one of theby
hadno notice. The effect of a nonsuitjoint promissors legal

a do not understand to be there orsettled,review weupon
even to be the court. The reviewattempted passed upon by
there to effect.was prosecuted

III. It is contended the defendant that the default ofby
effect,the to his review to had theplaintiff prosecute legal

effect of the and that in thisjudgment,affirming original
case not have been theentitled,the defendant would by
statute, to additional costs unless the wasany judgment

theaffirmed, the condition of the plaintiffby recognizance
to enter into before a review waswas allowable.compelled

the be that a asIf sustainedprinciple party may bring many
action,on the same cause of bysuits as he simplypleases

fails of andsuccess,as often as he becomea reviewentering
be toand then commencereview,on thenonsuit ready

and it strikes uscan see no end to itwe litigation,again,
of vexation anda persecu-would become enginepowerful

tion.
it cannot be denied butquestion,In another of theview
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defendant has an to a review.that the equal right Sup*
review,defendant enter his thethe plaintiff’spose judgment

vacated, tois the defendant fails hisprosecuteconsequently
losedoes the hisreview, ? so,Ifplaintiff thereby judgment

could be of some asno debt collected aspersons long they
costs,to the and when towere able failed do that,pay they

be no to thethere would property satisfy judgment.
do not look theWe ofupon v.Downer Danaauthority

as toa., cited,before sufficient sustain a sopractice pal-Sf
to all a aspably contrary precedent, wepractice, apprehend,

to alone;Vermont notpeculiar sustained theby supreme
the land,law of nor the laws ofsupported Vermont,by

if we view themeven, aright.

Woods, J. A á nonsuitjudgment has noupon effect
■theto from for theplaintiff sameestop suing in thething

same or another Whether otherjurisdiction. any judgment
than of nonsuit was rendered thein ofcourt Vermont in
the ofaction John C. is aGleason, to bequestion decided

the record, from which itby that such was theappears judg-
true,ment rendered. It is thatfinally a theuponjudgment

hadverdict been firstentered for the defendant, but from this
a was allowed,review claimed and and a arose asquestion
to the effect of this thereview de-Thisupon judgment.

the laws of the thepends wholly upon whereplace proceed-
had,were and the court below didings inquire whatproperly

these in order thewere,laws that record have themight
same construction and here as Aeffect there. different

towould lead the beresults, and seems topractice strangest
norequired upon imaginable principle.

into the laws of Vermont toinquiring applicableUpon
it theease, that first was va­appearsthe plainly judgment
the of the that thereview,allowance and finalcated by
of nonsuit is the one in v.force. Downeronlyjudgment

beVt. 22. There must therefore22Dana, Rep.
on the verdict..Judgment
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