
Circuit Court, District of Columbia. March Term, 1802.

CURRY V. LOVELL.

[1 Craneh, C. C. 80.]1

EXECUTION—SUBSEQUENT JUDGMENT.

It is no bar to execution upon a supersedeas in Washington county, that the plaintiff has recovered
another judgment in Alexandria county upon the same cause of action, if it be not satisfied.

Rule to show cause why this execution should not be quashed. Curry recovered judg-
ment against Lovell before B. More, a justice of the peace for Washington county, on
the 26th of August, 1801. Lovell obtained a supersedeas under the act of assembly of
Maryland, until the 26th of February. 1802, and in the mean time removed to Alexandria
county. When the supersedeas had expired, the plaintiff obtained a new warrant from a
justice of the peace in Alexandria county, and recovered judgment and took out execution
there which was not satisfied, Lovell having removed back to this county. The plaintiff
then took out the present execution on the supersedeas here. Rule discharged.

1 [Reported by Hon. William Craneh, Chief Judge.]
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