
CJlMSiiJRK.

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
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consented,to the plaintiff in the sum that l>en7of and$122,32,
a record of such made, wasconfession should be which Page,

Andaccordingly done. the justice, of thepursuancein
provisions of the statute of 20,1808,December entered
up upon confession,the said andjudgment this action
is uponfounded the said judgment-

Wilson,Jr., Parker,and defendant,forJ. the contended
the verdict to aside, because,be set the con-ought bythat

stitution, the of inpeaceof the civiljurisdiction justices
exceed four and the inpounds, justice,is not tocauses

case, toauthorityhad no render the Thejudgment.this
are therefore void.proceedings

the record,of in the are tojustice,the actsIf making§J
ministerial, theby agree-and donemerelybe considered

of judicialand an exerciseof the not asparties,ment
didthe evidencethere was no andthen judgment,power,

declaration.thesupportnot
the ofEdwards, plaintiff,for relied the caseupon Hayes

422,Rep. authority2 N. H. as an to showBennett,v.
had jurisdiction to render thethe justice judgmentthat

was founded.the actionwhichon
are of opinion,We that justicecourt. the thethe ofBy

renderauthority to thehad onjudgment, whichpeace
His in instance,founded. thisauthority,action isthis

as histhe same to renderauthorityupon groundstands
referees, andreporta of as theupon subjecta judgment

case,in the which we have beento re-explainedfullyis
counsel, noplaintiff’s explanationthe isby furtherferred

necessary.now
Massachusetts, the to recognizanceIn statute thegives

of but is no upona therejudgment, judgmenteffectthe
13Dana,of Green v. Mass.the peace.justicethebyit

the is theupon properDebt recognizance493.Rep.
must be debt thehere the actionthere, uponbutremedy

judgment.
Judgment theplaintiff.for


