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HEMPHILL vs. SAPPINGTON

Judgments of eourts of gemeral jurisdiction are not void, but only voidable,
&e., as held in Borden et al. vs. State, use &e., ante.

On Application for Supersedeas.

This was a motion to quash and supersede a judgment of the
Sevier circuit court. The transeript filed with the motion shows
the following facts:

On the 1st March, 1842, Sappington recovered judgment
against Hamilton in the Sevier circuit court; issued execution
returnable to April term 1843, which was levied on chattles, a
delivery bond taken with Hemphill security, and forfeited. At
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the return term, on motion, and without process, judgment was
entered on the delivery bond. '
The record shows the forfeiture of the bond, and return of the

execution unsatistied,
PikE, for the plaintiff.
Warkins & CUrraN, contra.

Mr. Chief Justice JoHxsoN delivered the opinion of the Court.

This case falls fully within the principles of Borden et al. vs.
The State, use dc., decided at the present term. The judgment
rendered in the circuit court, therefore, is mot absolutely void
and consequently is not subject to be quashed upon ecertiorari.
The application is therefore overruled.




