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MARTIN vS. JACKSON, AS AD.

An appeal from the judgment of the Circuit Court——without. motion for a
new trial, or exception taken to any ruling or decision of the court—
presents no question for the adjudication of this court.

Appeal from Phillips Circuit Court.
Watkins & Gallagher, for appellant.
Fowler & Stillwell, for appellee.

Mr. Justice Compton delivered the opinion of the Court.

This was a proceeding in the Probate Court, by John Martin,
for. the allowance and classification of a ,claim against the
estate of Turner W. Goswick, deceased.

From the judgment of the Probate Court allowing the claim,
the administrator appealed to the Circuit Court, where on
inspection of the record, the aliowance was adjudged errone-
ous, and a trial de novo awarded.

Neither party desiring a jury, the causc was submitted to the
court for trial, and the finding and judgment were for the
administrator.

Martin appealed.

The questions discussed by counsel tonching the merits of
_this controversy, are not before us. Theve was no motion for
a new trial in the court below, nor was cxception taken to any
ruling or decision of the court, whercby the appellant put his
finger upon, or pointed out any alleged error of law. The case
therefore, falls clearly within the rule laid down in State Bank
vs. Conway, 138 Ark. 344; which has been repeatedly recog-
nized as the settled practice of this court. TLefils & Christian
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vs. Suggs, 15 Ark. 137; Jones vs. Gatlin 16 Ark. 35; Kinney
& Goodrich vs. Heald, 17 Ark. 897. So far from observing
this rule the appellant did not even except to the decision of the
court in rendering final judgment. The record presents noth-
ing for our consideration, and the judgment must be affirmed.




