. H, E, MONTGOMERY, Suprintendent
©wof Banks,
e Plaintiff,
I IX THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
‘VS -
L | ~ BALDYIN COUNTY,
JOEN LANGEAM, et 21,
Defendanis, )

How comes - the plaintiff irn the above gniitled“caﬁSQ L
and moves the Court to suppress the deposition of Wiiliam Powell
'7“§f Cklahoma City, Oklzhomz, a witness on behalf of defendants,
fﬁ?an the fellowing grounds:=
: 1ste Because the plaintiff, or his attorneySegl=

recoxrd, were not givernotice of the filing ¢f such interrogatories
end petition for the issuance of commission for the taking of the
deposition as is reguesied by law,

2nd, Because sald reguest for ithe tzking of the

ax

s2id deposition does nct give ® residence of the witness as is

A

€ by the statutie.

3rd, = Because szid reguest for the said depositiocn

does not name the place of the residence of the suggested commissioner

.

as is requ@iX®d by law,

| 4£ih, Because the Clerk of this Honorable Court had
no éu%hority, under the law, to issue the commission to take this
depositicn at the time same was issued,

| Not waiving the above:motion to suppress the deposition
of William Powell, but expressly insisiing thereupon the plaintiff
files the following objections to the fellowing guestions propounded

10 said Powellsw

The plaintiff objects to'Quéétion'{a)-of3iﬁﬁékf6gaiory,;ﬁ

I, because sa2id guestion calls for immaterial, incompetent and irrele-
vant testimony, and alsc because the records of the bank would be the
best evidence,

The plaintiff objects to question (£f) of Interrogatory

'i, because it calls for incompetent testimony, calls for the conclusion
cr opinion of the witness and because the records of the bank woumid be

- the best evidence,

The plaintiff odbjects to gquestion (k) of Interrogatory -




1 beca"ee'it calls for irrelevant, incompetent and immaterial

'tEStimony, also for the conclusion ¢f the wiiness and upon the

urther groupd that it calls for secondary evidence,

The plaintiff objects to guesiion (i) of Interrcgatory 1,

_npbn the ground that said guestion calls for secondary evidence, the
certificate 'of stock and the stock bock: of. the bank being the best

evidence,

The plaintiff objects to gquesticn {j) of Interrogatory 1,

-because it calls for secorndary evidence,

The plaintiff objects to guestion (¥} of Interrogatory 1,

because it calls for secondary evidence and ihe records of the bank

being the best evidence,

The plaintiff objects to guestion (1) of Interrogatory 1,

- upon the ground tkhat 11 c¢zlls fer secondary evidence, the records of

the bank being the best evidence,

.The plaintiff objects to guestion {m} of Interrogatory 1,

on the ground that it calls for irrelevani, immaterial and incompetent

testimony, and alsc calls for ihe opinicn of the witness,

The plaintiff objects to gquesticn (c) of Interrogatory 2,
Zpen the ground that it calls for the opinion of the witness; upon
the furﬁhér ground that it is not confined tc the suit sued upon and
further because it is not shown that the witnems knows who are the
defendants in this case,

The piaintiff obaec»s to question (&) of Interrogaicry 2,

upon the ground that it is leaﬁing, and on the fuether ground that

e

it calls for irrelevant, incompetent and immaierial testimonyes -

' The’ p1a4“ti’* objects to guestion () of Interrogatory 2,

because it calls for the opinion or conclusion of the witrness, and on

- the further ground that it calls for irrelevant, incompetent and

immaterial testigiony.

The plaintlff objects to guesticn (k} of Interrogatery 2,

upon the ground that it calls for irrelevant, ircempetent aznd immaterigl
:testimony, end it alsc calls for the opinion and conclusion of the

wiiness,

The plaintiff gbjects to guestion {1} of Interrogatory 2£%;.;




'apﬁn'ﬁhe.grbund that it calls for the opinicn of the witness, 2lso

upon the ground that it calls for secondary evidence, and upon the
‘further ground that it czlils for incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial
testimony,

: The plaintiff objects tc question {m) of Interrogatory 2,
“uper the ground that it calls for the opinion: of -the witness, upon
{jﬁhe_funﬁher ground that it calls for secondary evidence and upon the
”;%ﬁfﬁhéf ground that it calls for incompeient, irrelevant and immaterial
testimeny, -

The plaintiff objects %o guestion {n) of Interrogatory 2,

upoh the grouad that it calls for the opinion ¢of the wiitness and alse

‘.h

¢alls for irrelevant, incompetent and immaterial testimony,
The plaintiff objects to guestion (o} of Interrogatory 2,
upon the ground that it calls for the cpinion of the witness; upon
_"che furpther ground that i1 calls for irrelevanti, incompeient and
immaterial testimony. |
The plaintiff objects to guestion {p) of Interrcgatory 2,
upon the ground that it calls for irrelevant, incompetent and irmeterial
testimony, and upon the furiher ground that it is not showm that the
nete sued upon was the one asked aboul.

The plainiiff objectis o guestion (g} of Interrogatory 2,
upon the ground that it calls for irrelevant, incompeient and immaterizal

t calls for heresay

(R

tesiimony, and upcn the further ground ithat
testimony,

The plaintiff objects to guesiion [r) of Interrcgatory 2,
gpon. the gro;ad that it calls for irrelevant, incompetent and immaﬁe al
Ctesti imony and upon the further ground thet it calls for & emﬂ%ay
The plaintiff eobjects io guestion (s) of Interrogatory 2,
upon the ground that it calls for the opinion of the witness, and upon
the further ground that it calls for irrelevent, incompetent and
imnaterial testimony.

The plaintiff objects to guestion (tf of Interrogatory 2,
upon the ground that 1t calls for heresay testimony, and upon the
further greund that it calls for irrelevant, incompetent and immaterizl.

tes timony,




The plaiatif?f objects 1o guestion {a) © £ Inierrogetcry 3o
upon the groand that it calls for irrelema nt, irmeterial and ;ncompeuent
tes timonye.

™e plaintiff objects to guesiion (d) of Interrcgatoly O

_upon tnP ground shat it calls for heresay testimony, and also upon

:* fﬁhe furtﬂe* gro nd tﬂax i+ ealls for irrel evant, incompetent and
.1mmateria1 tesu;monye N e e R
The plaintiff objecis 1o guestion (e) of Interrogat sory 3,
'uﬁoﬁ the groand that it calls for heresay testimony, =znd upon the
further ground that it ealls for irrelevant, jncompetent and immat erial
testinonye.
The pleintiff objects 10 guestion (£} of Interrogatory 3,
| upon the ground that it calls for the cpinion of the witness, and
apon the further ground that it calls for secondary evidence, the note
'being +he best evidence, and oun the farther ground thatl it calls for
jerelevant, incompetent end impaterial testimone
e e T plaintify? biects to gues tiom (g - of TriterTogatory 3,
upon i ground inat it calls for jprelevant, incompetent and
spmaterizl testimomy; upon the fipther ground that it is not shown
i; ' hat the said witness was present when the szid note was delivered
to the said plaintifi,

The plaintiff odjects To gquestion (k) of Interrcgatory 3
ﬁpoa the ground thatl it calls for irrelevant, incompetent and
immaterial testimenye

The plaintiff odjecis o Interrogatory 4, upon the groung
that it cails for the cogclusion of the witness; on fthe further

;“ground uaat zt calls fa r _ evanu, ncomnet t and,immaterial N

testlmony,

? 7 it
(EE/ 7 f < i

ATTOETEYD FOR PLAINTITFE,

( B
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ﬁ H, E%’Ew,mwmw# S&@ 5 7y
of Banks,

Plainiifs, : S - -
: o : CEIW VEE CIRCTIT COURT OF

. ' BALDWIN COUNTY.
'30§? & Wﬂnﬁﬂ .@%'a&* SeeTERe

33&‘5’ @l’.“f.& “1%«. .-

Emr comes the @Aamn‘;.ifs? in. the above %.ﬁi‘%&aﬁ cause
am ‘HOVES ﬁw Cs rt o surpress the deposiiien of 1‘?3..:.1.?, sm Powell
of @mm@m 531 %;w Okiehoms, a witness on bekalf of defendnnbs,
mz&. 'the f@lmwmﬁ groundss e _ |

izt Because e plaintiff, or his atiorneyseof=
réwﬁ;,ﬁem net giveinotice ef the filing of such interregatories
and @éﬁ%{m for the issuance of comission for the mciﬁ?g:@f'the
deporition as ds reguested by lava. |

2;:&. Beesuse zaid reguest far- the -%akimg of the
gaid aems* Hon does nod gzve&/*eaideme of the wi mes@ ag is
req&&wby the 3%&%@» | o .

5r&', Becaus ‘Aiﬁ reguest :f’sr t‘ae saﬁé{ @:@pesaﬁiom

ﬁ@@«* mﬁ name the p‘éf.a.ca of - *%::na remdenea of the mgga&s ted conmissioner

a5 is requbli¥ed by L, |
étﬁ. "Beear ae o1 C}.erk of this Honorable. ﬁaum had
no a@'&h@mty, wnder thé }.aw, {:e mcﬁe *‘che cemmissﬁm to take this
d@@mi mn at the time same was maue&.
Tet waiving the above ms tHon %o . ‘suppress the dep@s's tion
of Y?i;}:ii&ﬁz- ﬁ?swé%:&; bit expressly insisting i;:éémupaz&_*ﬁfﬁe plaintifs
files :’:;heffﬁll{a#ﬁing-é?qﬁ ections to the fnlmwi'ﬁg @:x-es;fﬂibﬁm_f nropounded.

% sald Powellis .

LIy beca rge sald gu astm*l ca.a.:%.s _‘F‘mr 1mt@rml, in cm..ne*f:en% and :a.?'reie-»
vans tesmmaﬂy, wnd a}.s@ begause d’ze recgr@m ef a:ae bam Would be the

bes ‘5: a‘vi denﬁ Co

Tha p?;mn‘blff e‘bgects to guestion {£) of Ii‘;%erm.g_amxy

L, beecan se 1t ecalls f@r mcam@tem sstimony, calls for the coneclusion

oY m:iimon of the ‘vzmess and beesusge the records of the bank would be
the best evadence.

The pl@in%ﬁféé“ﬂjedfﬁs' to guestion {R) ef Interroga tcmy

'“‘ha n&mn baff o 33 ects to guestion {a) of En termg&ta s




kY

%., -‘oeca:isé i+ oalle for irrelevand, inccmpetent and immaterial
testzmny, u.lsa for the conclusion of he witness and wpon e
Turiher gmm +hat 1% ealls for secondaly evidences

The plaintifl objects Yo guestion {:a} of Interrogatory I,

| _umn the gmuﬁﬂ. %ha,t sald @:sea'%:mn ealls for sscondary evidence, the

ngrﬁ;;ﬁ;,@_@g of ﬁ'@’sock and the stock book of sthe bank. mmg +he best

evidence, | . |
o The 'p-‘iéiﬁﬁf? objects to quesiion {3 @f‘ﬁn‘herm@am_ry 1
“becaussa i-é: salm for secondary evidente, -

_ ) | The plaintiff awéecus 1o guestion (k) of Ismierrogatory 3.@
becanaé 1% -e-ai:i.-s for secondary evidenss and the records of the bamk
"ﬂemg ﬁtxe ‘bes'%; evz.dema. _

The pilainiliff objects <o quentden (1) of Interrogatory Iy
upon me ground that i¢ cslls for secondayy evidence, the records of
the bank being the best evidence,

The piain'mff e‘is;a eeztsm qmsmm {m} of Imterrogalory Ly
m. I%ize ground -&Law it ealls for irrelevant, immaterial and mcametmﬁ
tos timony, and slso cells for the opinion of ithe wiltness.

| The plaintiff ehaeets o guesiion (e} of Interrozatory 2,

dpon the grotund that it caiis for the opinicn of the wiiness; upon
the further groumd that it is nod confined to the suit sued upon and
mrmer .‘aacﬁuse it is mo% shown that the wiitnems knows who are the
defendzmts in this oases '

7 The pleintlff ohiects to au em;isn (@) of Intervogaliery 2
upon the gra’.md wnat it iz leaving, and op the fumiher ground that
_ .,t @m.lra for iwrelwm.., mmmpemm and immtemm -tesmmow,
| The plaintiff objects to guesilon {5} o:t‘ Imarmgatary 2,
because L4 caﬁs for the opinion or conclusion of the witness, a.nd on
*&he f’i&,&h:er grownd that it calls for irrelevand, incompetent and
smmaterial testifonys

The plainiiff objects o question (k) of Interrogatory 2,
wpon the grownd that it calls for irrelevent, incompetent and zmatana‘i '
'_S*B?e%' ﬁimnﬁr, md 3% alse colls for e opinior and conelusion of the
witness,

The plaintiff objects te question {2} of Interrogatory 2,




:'z;w the ‘gré'.‘mﬁ Taat ﬁ.“ff @ama for the opinlon of the witness, also
“@@ﬂ the ground that 3.'3:. aa&m for secondary evidence, and upen the

"“"*ﬂar ground thet it e=lils for incompetend, irrelevent and im&t@ﬂal

testinony.
The @1:-aiﬂﬁff ebjects to question (m) of Interrogatory 2,
_’:z“cs n the, "'m nd 2% "*L ealls for the opinion of the witness, upon

't. @ '?‘*m%he&r ground that it enllis for seconasly evidence and uporn the
 furher ground that it calls fo¥ incompetent, ifrrelevant and Srmaterial
bog theeify cu

s.he prain i objescts to quesilon {u} of Interzogaltry 2,

upsn the growsd ks Lt cslis fsr the epinion of the witness and alse
aplls for i emv'zm:, ingompetent and inmaterial Lestinc e

The @léﬁn 3 £7 objects to guesiion {e) of Interrogatory 2,
upon the grewmd het it éam% for the opinion of the witnmess; upozn
the Puwsiher ground that 1% ealls for irrelevant, incompetent and
maﬁemai ﬁes*imng, .
| Fne p a;m.i 'f ebgeets £0 qmmw on fi l% e*" "nrarmgam“y 2,
:min'm* gmhmma‘ﬁ % palls for irmeilevant, incompelent and immterial
teg timony, and upon the further grouwnd thet it is no¥d shown that the
note sued npon wes the one asked abouls

The pleintiff objeets to¢ guestion fg) of Interrogatery 2,

upon ihe ground that it ¢alls Jor irrelevond, incompetent amd ipmaterial

tectimony, and upcn the furibhe ground chat 11 cslils for heressy
Lestimorye.

The plaintif? cbjects o guesiion lz} of Interrogatory 2,
_ *mon_ the ground that it caﬂ.cs f@l” irre&wa«: ineoy ;peé:ent angd. immate rial
h ’sestlmnsr and wpon the f‘:w%;her gmrmﬁ that 1% calm Por her%sa.y
o5 Hnonye

The pleintift ebjecs te o guestion {8) of Eﬁﬁemwgamry '2-,"
wpen the ;gré;m.@ #¥ant it ealls for the opinion of the witness, and upon
the farther ground thet 1t calls for srpelwvent; incowpelent and
irmeterial testimonye | |

The plainiiff objeets te guestion (%) of Interrogatory 2,
wpon ﬁzs:grmn& that it ¢alls for hervesay testimowny, and mpon the
farther ground that 1t cells for wmlmwm incoppetent and immaterial

bes timony.




~ The plaxnt:';ff objects 6 question {&,} of En-&ameg&twg ﬁ
upon t‘he grmmd tmat it enlls for irmlmnt, immpater *iai and :mcsmpetnzz"
tes ﬁmox@‘» .
| The plaintiff chjsets %o question {4} of Interrogatory 5,
:‘-:ipem; %& gmm:i that i *%: calls i“a-r heresay tes "ﬁ:imoxﬁr,, and also upon
the further ground tha*t a‘b Gm}.lﬁ ﬁ‘er 1rrﬁiﬂvamﬁ.,. Ancame%@mfc ami _
":”..mma'berial s : o .

The plaintiff objects to ;gmes tlon i&%é of -ﬁﬁ.%@“rmgé%ow B,
upon the ground that it calls for heresay testimony, =nd upon e |
mﬁ&er ground %ha%; ig #:a;?;la for irrvelevant, incompeient and immat ax'ﬁg.i
testimony, o o

'E%:t.-e.pl‘amﬁff wj.e{éw %o euestion {2 ‘af Interrogatory 3,
npon the grérmﬁ that it a*aﬁ.ls for the opinion of the wi %.nes:s, and
upon the further ground ﬁaa‘t it ealls for aeaa‘maz‘y evidence,. *‘we %'te
being the best evidence, a.ncz on the farther ground thait it -aa-ll:s for
ima&.wwn% imcmpamm‘ﬁ and immaterial ”*estwwy. R :

The pleiniiff ahge& ts. 10 guesiion {gh- of Ini terrogatory B,

upon the ground that it :@&115 for i -d,e..-m&ev&nm_ mmem@refé}@ﬁ;@,:m@

| Srmpterinl sestinonys *:.apbn the ﬁ‘armwﬂgmmﬂ that it is I_n:é'-'t showmn
tat the sé.‘id 'Wi‘i'.nesﬁ ms_presené when jé;'ha- said mote W&é.&eii@eze& |
to the said plainiiff,

The pi@imiff obj ects 4o guesiion {k} of Iantertogatory 5@
upon the ground that it eslls for irrelevant, _:inmer@ete.nt and
immaterial tesﬁ%limwye ‘

Ehs: plainiif? ohjects W Eﬁft@rmgmmﬁf 4, upon e ground

thet 1t eslls for the coficlusion of the wiiness; on fre further

Lmpeberial

testimony. |

ATTOREEYS FOR FLAIKNTIFT,

Cgroumd that it-callis for-frrelevant, incoumpetent and




CEOSS~ T ERROGA TORTIES .

ot r’a:z.vmg the a”b@ve objections to the guesh ions, bub expfessly '

'.ﬁzzzgizsmmg,ff?;h@-a’@ma:,- The plainbifs Tile8 the Lollowing cross-interro-  _:

: "&%@ri&ﬂ T bho witness, L‘s...lli&& Powell.

) gr@‘fz. Imow,

srge. Sheries. BREp -Bayitnette L

: '_mﬁ g O ::-m *?w%r long bave you kmown Lum@ -l }ﬁ'@"& ot tell Judge |

-_Lﬁ&l@s :ia,ii dn the Lok %g i}ﬁ seond .-s."lc:&ﬂﬁ” of the Cours House

of ﬁazﬁmzﬁ. w:mi; ' x:s.****mg & termn of f:":,.i“?“ Court, and when ’L}als
case wag on the &ec;;aé Yo be tried ot said term, That you were
3_:m'€, a s*;i*vaa Gﬁmx"@l&@? in the Bank of Beyidnestte ot 4 e bime the notes
'i.n cm@ﬁ‘bwzz ?’ez'e: executed by (.0 «lhcupson snd @n&ays@& by the
ssfwzﬁ&aﬁtsg end you had mever owhed smy stock $n sa 4 Yark? Did

';&;’f@n_ not aiso ‘E;va:%;l wa‘@e a1l @b the Bome ting and p‘%_.aﬁca,,; That

BB &Eﬁﬁﬁﬁpmﬁ; L your company, took the mofes in gueshion to the

Bawlc oF ﬁaymim by end that Colbad ‘oodsor, es lashier of aid baza.a:_

ai-.:

. ,“..'*.,..3,,#-_ .
' -&c\@wm_,.@&e*

12, ‘vmloas dag-

.wsmﬁ. ﬂ‘ﬁ u:ae.';m'bc}s o ﬁm.@. 1:3@ *??mlcé. B

fg B

good. @.{’5. “'sers or the m'z:e cal you ﬁ’ay‘ﬁmzsm&mat

Ay

you vfm'r‘%: w;_'%; The s21d Thor MpSon $o get ¥

é‘ﬁ@ uobes endorsed, and .
Fouw" were wWith kim Wwhen they were endor 1 by the defemdonts, and

There were no conditions to the gndorsexn zﬁf ;. that he came back
with “hompsen and was with hin when he delivered the said ‘nobes
to Us3alioodson, as -iéash;@z' of the Bank of Buy iinette, and zothing

Was ever sald sboulb V.D.Owens endorsing the said not: 88, and nobh-

_iﬁgg .ms- seld shoul suy conditions when %he noSes were del ivered

o Bk ot 2e T ﬁw @5"/

sbtorneys for Plaintifr.




E. #. HONTGOMERY, S
a@cwbﬁlwmﬂmnuvm OF BLNKS, etes
. PLAINT LEF -t I
S VS. - : . OF o
JOHN LAKGEL, et al. o ESCAUBIA COUNTY, ALABQ*';f-

DEFENDANTS.

"fThé.défen&ants desiring the testimony by deposition of

.1am ‘Powell of Oklahoms CltJ, Oklshoms snd »ho is a'material'

°“f{w1tness for tne defendants in this cause, PTO?OQﬁﬁS to him the.

'fqi0¢10w1ng interrogatories:

1. {e) Btzte your nsme, age and place of residence.

L

t Bey slinette, abama9

£

(v} Did you ever reside
{¢) If so, whén and for how long & ulme9 j'
(&) Wnet comnection, if any, did you have wlub the

B.—;.nk of Bey linet

M(eii-fhenﬁwas s@la_bank organlzed,«when d-it;ﬁegiﬁ;, ng¥f '

f_;jnusz ness and by whom was 1% o*ganlaedQ S
(f) Who was the president of said bank ﬁﬁénziﬁ"began
" business? u
(g) Who was 1ts ceshier when it began bﬁsiﬁeés?
| (n) If you state that you were the president of this
' bank then give the date you assumed such position end tell how
long you were the president of the bank.
> (i) Were you & stock-holder in sald bank?
(j) If so, when 4id you become such énd wﬁeﬁ did you

éease to he & stock-~holder?

(k) fiere vou & alrecuo* of s2id bank?

P
o

1 ‘If sc, state when you became & QlIGCuOT and when
'fyou.ceased ﬁoxbe a director
(m} What other officlel position, if eny, d4id you
occupy in said bank from the Time il was orgenized until 1%

discontinued its business?




R (é)' Are you acqusinted with fhe defendants John
.Langham, C. W. Hall, J. H. Bryars and E. Vard &Nd were you
acquainted with Alex. Boone, now deceased?

{b) Do you know C. B. Thbmpson?

(¢) Do you vemember the ¢ircumstences connectéd with
the exeoution of & note by C. B. Thompson to the Bank of Bey
linette, which note was indorsed by the defendants in this case?

(d) Is it not true that there was only one transaction
of this kind?

(e) Vihere did C. B. Thompson live st the time said
note was made?

(f) ‘Where was said note signed by him?

(g) Vhere were the indorsers when they indorsed the
note? | |

{h) VWere you present when said note was signed by
Thnompson and indorsed by the indorsers? - N |

(i) If not, state whether ydﬁ were present when any
of the parties signed or indorsed sald note and give the nawes
of those whom you saw sign or indorse saiad note.

(§} What person negotiated with the said C. B. Thompson
in teking said note from him?

(k) Did you consult with him concerning the execution
of said note to the Benk of Bay Minétte? |

(L) At the time the note was signed or et the time it
was indorsed, or at both times dia you have any offiéiai position
with the Bank of Bay llinette? "U".”
| (m) If so, what was $hid position and what we?e your
duties? ﬁ

.(n)‘ Did you obtain the execution of said note by saild
Thompson? .

(o) bid you obtain the indorsement of said note by




the indorsers'ofuany one of them?

(p) If so and if you have stated that you occupied sn
official position with the Bk of Bay lilnette, then state what,
if anything, was said by you to said indorsers, or any one of them,
with reference to thelr indorsement.

(¢q) Was anything said about obtaining the indorsement
of W, D. Owens, Jr. on said note?

(r). If so, what?

() Ves 1t agreed betwcen you, ss u representative of
the Bink of Bay ilinette and any one or more of said indoar sers
that said note would not be asccepted and used by the Bank of Bay
Minette unless and until it was also indorsed by W. D, Owens, Jr.?

(t) TIf there wss such an agreement statg jusﬁ what you
suld with roference to it to the indorsers on said note, or to sny
one of them, |

3. (a) How long after said note ﬁas executed by C. B,
Thompson before it was delivered to the Bank of Buy Ilinette?

{b) Vho delivered it to said benk?

{c) Vho received it for the bank?

(0} Vas anything said in your presence or hearing whon
Said;notérwas dalivered concerning the circumstances under which
the indofsements vere made by the defendsnts?

“(e) If so, state what was said st that time and by whomn.

“{f) Vhat wes the consid eration of said note?

(g) VWas it for money losned to the said Thompson?.

(h) If not, was it for & debt already owing to said
banl by the said Thompson?

() Is it not a faet that Thompson was indebted to saia
bank at the time tho note sued on in this case was delivered to

the bunk?




(k) If so, is it not & Tact that his debt to the
bank or & part thereof was past due when said note wag
delivered to the bank?

(1) Please stmte how muoh was owing to said bank by
‘the sald Thompson at the time the note sued on was delivered to
the bank and how much of said debt was past due at that time.

~{m) How much of the consideration of the note sued
on was for mbﬁey loaned orwdvanced to the gzid Thompson
contemporaneously with the delivery of said note to said bank?
4. Please stsate sny other facts connected with the
indorsement or delivery of sald note to the Benk of Bay Hinette
which would constitute releovant and material testimony in this
canse and which you have not stated in reply to the foregoing

interrogatories. P
. i ~

by e
~ 'ff/' P/ '/:/r;-/;,'“'}

Attoraoy Tor Delendants C., W,
Hall and J. Ho Bryars, '

THE sTATE OF ALABAMA)
BSCAMBIA COUNRY )

Bofore the undersigned authority personally
appeared Leon G. Brooks, who being duly sworn deposes snd says
that he is the attorney for defendants C. W. Hall snd J. H. Bryars
in the above entitled cause, that William Powell is a material
Witness for the defendants in said csause and that he'is a non-
resident of the State of Alabama and resides at Oklahomé.City,
Okilshoma, his Yost Office address being Post Office Box 1432

in said city. 7

yd ,
%/ 'L‘ e ‘1“‘\ v
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Sworn to and subscribed before me this 2lst,

day of Hovember, 1982.

P

. ) .
% 46 2. - ‘M Doty

Hotary Fublic,
Escambla County, Alsbana,.

v -The defendants suggest the name of V44n¢¢i 2‘

[

Z ’ : . ’ . L ) )
v’»ﬂﬁﬁq'gkﬁwwﬂgﬂ4Wthﬁmx , Oklehome City, Oklahoma &s & su{Z;ble

pexrson to act us commissionery in tseking the forepgoing deposition,

e i

o
o s

Attorney for Defendantis,




e

-‘?BSSBJ"-'Commission.' to  Take Depositions on Interrogatoi‘ie

‘The State of Alabama | ' -

) o i ? L : CIRCUIT COURT.
........... Zeléwin . County X

i

]

3]

To _ Eueh 3 Tyson, Security 2nilding me City,Oklahoma,
T RO WY R, - That we; - having “Full Taith" iy Ydﬁfmﬁfﬁaé“ﬁce-'arrd"”‘coiripet”én'c}';""h‘a"tfe‘”appointed'-*you"-"Gommissji.d‘n'-‘"':

' 5_3-';_ 'er;-and by these presents do authorize you, at such time and place as you may appoint, to call before you and

- - — . r (VrT eahorms
- examine ik EAdL: : chidi "”b“'("”o*“'

B Hl e rrrrmesaticmmsmammms A raemmm B R AR e kL e B e AT AR RS b s e E e eEeeeenn e ke - —
. T - - T '7-\1~f7¢\%c
. ) . Defendant s 0.7.Hall snd defroegn=o.
as witnesses in behalf of. [, in a cause pending in our Cireuit

on oath to be by you administered, upon interrogatories

to take and certify the deposition......of the witnes

: speed, ander ybur hand.

Witness -
Regi;qt:er.
—
Commissioners Fee $.é’
- Witness Fee’s F.o.vvcmnerrccanareans -

I
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THE STATE OF ALABAMA,
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COMMISSION TO TAKE PEPOSITION
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B - - T. W. RICHERSON
CLERK"'AND REGISTER CIRCUIT COURT -
4 - BALDWIN COUNTY. ALA,
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