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Tracy Perry,versus J.Lemuel et a.

writs,of are and need bojudicialWrits error not endorsed.

error,This was a writ of to abrought reverse judg-
of pleas.ment the of commoncourt

Parker, error,infor the defendantsJ. moved the court
error, itbecause had notquashto the writ of been endors-

ed, 1051, 982,he Tidd’s Frac. ;and cited and anote 3
; BalcluGreenleaf, 216 v.Clap

Hander&on,for the plaintiff.
the court. We are of opinion, thatBy neither writs of

review,error, writs of nor writs of scire bailagainstfacias
writs,ofand endorsers areagainst original writs within

statute,of the which requiresthe meaning such writs
areTheyendorsed. andjudicial,to be not original writs.

; 16 74,3 282­ Mass. v.Rep.Bl. Com. Grosvenor Dan­
217, v. Stiles.; 9 Mass. Rep. Campbell The writforth­

on thisbe quashed ground.thereforecannot

Page.Perry versus LewisJustus

upona a confession themay judgmentrender underpeacetheofjusticeÁ
1808,20, a andexceedingfor sum thirteen dollarsof Decemberstatute

cents.fourthirty

a ofby justice therendereda judgmentuponDebt
1819, in fa-27th September,theoncountythisinpeace

defendant, for $122,32theagainstplaintiff,theofvor
of suit.1,60 costsdebt, and

1829,term,at and aOctoberheretriedwasThe cause
the to theconsent, plaintiff, subjectfortaken, byverdict

case.the followinguponcourtof theopinion
defendant,the1819, Page,September,27thOn the

theAlexander, of the ofjusticesoneFosterbeforewent
indebtedthat he wasand confessedcounty,thisinpeace


