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JONN T. ROUNTRIE,

“laintiff

ve: A e
: A {/ Ll .
e / il 2 </ 4 I
[..:.-_a o ;) / / 24 !‘5’ E o -
JL'}}'L' TRSOH MOR i‘GhGL coppatly,
b.,-;\ Coxp.,

Defendant, b B |
i
L. AUSHDED COMUPLATIE S
%, LHLERROGATORIES SR

TR *mze Gmcui'r COURT OF

Jsmmﬂw COUILY, ALABAMA

C. LeNolr Thowpson, Atty,




JOHN T. ROUNTREE
IN TEE CIRCUIT COURT OF
BAIDWIN COUNTY, ALABANA

AT IAW

’
&

JEFFERSON MORTGAGE COMPANY,

<
W
R

Defendant

P

TO THRE EONORABLE TELFAIR 5. MASHBURN, JUDGE OF THE CIRCUIT COURT
OF BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA:
Comes the plaknLlLL, John 7. Rountree, and shows unte the

Court that more than thirty days prior to the £iling of this

]
3}

motion, the plaintiff in the above styled cause propounded in-

terrogatories to defendant, Jefferson Moritgage Company, Inc., 2

corporation, under Code 1940, Tit. 7, Section 477485, regairin

(e}

s2id defendant 0 answer certain interrogatories therein pro-
vounded, and that although more than sixty days have elapsed
since the service by the Sheriff ofsaid interrocgatories upon

)

re defendant Jefférson Mortgage Company, Inc., a corporation,

i

is and refuses to

hl .

+he said defendant has failed, and still fa

answer the interrogatories therein propounded.
wherefore, the Pldintiff moves the Court to enforce the

ovenalty as provided by Title 7, Section 483 of the Code of

1940 as reompiled.




COMPLAINT AS LAST AMENDED

JOHN T. ROUNTREE
Plaintiff IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
vs BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA

JEFFERSON MORTGAGE COMPENY,
INC., & corporation

AT LAW NC.

Defendant

o S S LS T i T i

'.ncbﬁes'ﬁﬁéngiéintiff iﬁ the aboveméﬁflé& causé éné.;%eﬁ&s.
his complaint as last amended to read as follows:
—_—T -

The plaintiff claims of the defendant Thirteen Thousand
Eight Hundred Sixty-four and 67/100 ($13,854.67) Dollars due
from it by account on the lst day of June, 1865, which sum
of money, with the interest thereon, is still unpaid.

o 7

The plaintiff claims of the defendant Thirteen Thousand

Eight Hundred Sixty-four and 67/100 ($13,864.67) Dollars due
__from it for work and labor done for the defendant by the .
plaintiff on the lst day of June, 1966, at its request which

sum of money, with the interest thereon, is still unpaid.

\ g 5: g -
" L

Attorney for’plaint%ﬁf.

Fow
I hereby certify that I have this / day of February,
1967, mailed a copy Of foregoing amended complaint to Honorable
John Chason, attorney for defendant to his address in Bay

Minette; Alabama.




JOHN T. ROUNTREE, X

Plaintiff, X IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
vS. X BALDWIN COUNTY, ATLABAMA
JEFFERSON MORTGAGE COMPANY , X AT LAW NC. 7106
INC., a corporation,
X
Defendant.
X
" DEMURRER

Comes the Defendant:in the above styled cause and demurs
to count "2" of the Amended Complaint filed in said cause and
assigns the following separate and several grounds, viz:

1. That such count of the Amended Complaint does not

state a cause of action.

2. That such count of the Amended Complaint fails to
allege that the money claimed thereunder was due from the Defend—

liant.

Sn f L

Attor¥neys for Defendant

Vi
P
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE )Z

}ocertily that a copy of the foregoing
@wﬁﬂq”n83v8615@VedLpOHCuU”&4
: ozrmes to this proceeding, b
same 1o each by Firsi Cles. i
t tes Malil, properly adgressec A
age prepaid on this /(. day
k]

&




) A Zr.*-
JOHN T, ROUNTREE,
Plaintiff,
VS.
JEFFERSON MORTGAGE COMPANY, INC.,

a corporation,

Defendant.

DEMURRER

3***********************************

FEg 16 jopp

£
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JOHN T. ROUNTREE, . » ' X

Plaintiff, X IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
vS. : ' X BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
JEFFERSON MORTGAGE COMPANY, X AT LAW NO. 7106
INC., a corporation,
| X
befendant.
' X

-

Comes the Defendant in. the above styled cause and demurs
to Count 2 of the Complaint filed in said céuse and assigns the
following sepagate and severaiwgounds; viZ:

1. That said count does not state a cause of action.

2.. .That said count does not allege that the sum claimed
' by the Plaintiff from the Defendant is due from it.

3. That said count does not allege when the sum of

money claimed in such count will be due.

Attorheys for Defeddant

Defendant demands trial of this cause

by a jury.

Attdrneys fdr Defendant

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that a copy of the foregoing
pleading has been served upen counsel
tor all parties to this preceeding, by
maiing the same Yo each By First Class
United States Mak, properly adcress

and postage prepaid on this.g?@...day

of., .Q.,J;AQB ™
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710 & U
JOHN T, ROUNTREE,
Plaintiff,
Vs,

JEFFERSON MORTGAGE COMPANY, INC.,
a corporation,
'Defendant._

REARERERI R KA AR A RARR AR AR AR AN R AR T ANk

DEMURRER




' THE STATE OF ALABAMA - - - - = - JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT
THE SUPREME COURT OF ALABAMA

SPECIAL TERM, 1969

~Johnt T. Rountree
1 biv. 509 : V.
Jefferson Mortgage Co., Inc., A Corp.

Appeal from Baldwin Circuit Court

'SIMPSON, JUSTICE.
The appellant (plaintiff below) brought suit in the Cir-

cuit Court against appellee on the common counts for work and




1 Div. 509
2.

labor done aﬁd!on“account. The defendant below filed a plea
of the general issue and a special plea alleging the exist-
eﬁce of a special or éxpreés contract which had not been
.performed by the plaintiff. - Issue was joined on this plea.
The case was tried to a jury which returned a verdict
'3 in favor of plaintiff, appellant here; in the amount of
$4,200. After filing a motion.for newltrialzwhich was de-
‘nied, the plaintiff brought the case here, appealing from
.the final judgment.
Appellant has assigned 13 grounds of error, which fall
into four categories:
B . 1...fhat the judéﬁen% of ﬁﬁe‘céurﬁ.and verdict 6f.£hé”5ur§.
érecontrary to the.law and evidence in the case.

2. That the court erred in its oral charge in various
particulars.

3. That the court erred in refusing three charges re-

- quested by the plaintiff.

4. That the court erred in not setting aside the judg-
ment and granting a new trial on the ground that
the damages awarded are inadequate.

Not all of the assignments are sufficiently axgued to

"'merit consideration; however, wé will consider the foregoing
categories.

We have carefully read the evidence taken in this case,




1 Div. 509

3.

and deduce the following:
| The appellant is a contractor. So is the appellee.
The appellee was the prime contractor on the Bay Minette
" Housing Project. Thé.plaintiffuappellant went to the offices
of the defendant-appellee for the purpose of submitting a
bid as a subcontractor on this project. While at the offices
of the appellee, the plaintiff was given what was described
as 'a partial list of the items upon which he was to bid. He
- was told that the work imvolved was that set out in the plans
and specifications for the job prepared by an architectural
~ firm. He was iold where copies of the plans and specifica-
tions could be obiained.
Thereaftermtﬁe”aéé;ii;;;VéuEmiﬁté& é Bi&.ﬁotéling
- $22,233.00 andlentered into a contract with appéllee to do
‘the work. The plaintiff introduced the contract which pro-
- vided in part as follows:
| "The work included in this subcontract is:
Accdr&ing to the plans and specifications including
the General and Special Conditions done by Dietz,
 Prince and Fischrupp, Architects, in the Title Book
Form of Low Rent Housing Project Ala. 1A and 1B,
Bay Minette, Alabama, with addendums 1 and 2.
This work to include everything required under Di-
| vision Number 21 and 23.

"Also all storm Drainage Pipe, Catch Basins,




1 Div. 509

Grates and all other Sub Surface Drainage is in-
cliuded herein\in»a workmanlike manner including
Trenching‘éﬁd,Back Filling of that portiom that
" needs to be excavated where the pipe needs to be
installed.
"All work to be done as set forth in Division
2, paragraphs 84, C, D, E, and § D."

The plaintiff sued the defendant for $14;O93.53, éon-
tending that the total value of the work ﬁerformed by him
was $36,536.20, and that he had been paid $22,442.67.

The baSlS of Lhe appellant s contention below was that
_he.nad done work over and above that upon whlch he had bld..
.‘ However, he admitted that although he read the contract he
signed witﬁ appellee, he had never looked at the plams and
specifications, basing his bid, apparently, on the partial
list of items included in ;he work to be dome given to him
by an officer of appellee. The appellant made this conten-
" tion even though he testified that he did know that the con-
tract he signed referred to the plans and specifications and
- that they were‘a part of the "whole deal'.

The appellee put on evidence, which'was undisputed,
that the appellant had not completely fulfilled his obliga-
tions undexr thé contract, but that the balance due him under
| the ﬁontract, not considering any specific améunt for the in-

complete part, was $4,273.73. The jury as noted returned a




1 Div. 509

verdict in plaintiff's favor in the amount of $4,200.00.

With this evidence in the'cése,'we cannot agree with
the appellantfs conteﬁéion that the judgment and verdict are
contrary to the evidence in the case. We have so often stat-
ed that verdicts are presumed to be correct, and that the
trial court's denial of a motion for new trial on this ground
| strengthens this presumption, that nothing further need be
said ﬁith fésPect to.these c;ntentions of appellant;-¥ See
Ala. Dig., Appeal & Error, Key No. 263(1).

Next is the céntention of appellant thatlthe court
erred inlrefusing the following written fequested charges of
..?laiﬁéiff;t.. e e

"The Court charges the jury that the generél
rule is, where there is an express contract, the
plaintiff can not resort to an implied contract.
However, an exception to that rule is that the
plaintiff may recover on the common counts as in
the instant case, although the evidence discloses
a special agreement where such agreement has been
executed and fully performed, and no duty remains,
but the payment of the price in money by the de-
fendant.

"Thé Court charges the jury that it is the

settled law of this State that where one knowingly




6.

accepts services rendered'by another and gets the
benefit and result thereof, the law implies a prom--
ise on the part of ome accepting with knowledge
the sérvices rendered by another to pay the reason-
"able value of such service rendered.
"The Court charges the jury that the oral
changé of the alleged contract affects not only
the quantity of work to be performed but amount of
materials to be furnished and thus changed, it is
clear the workman was not bound to sue on the con-
~ tract, but might resort to a suit based on work
'a;a“iggar;ﬁ” e ,
Aside from the fact tﬁaf these charges are otherwise ob;
jectionable, there was no error iﬁ refusing them in that the
court's oral charge covered what plaintiff was attempting to
Bave the jury told.

The last argument made is that the amount of the ver-

~dict is inadequate. 1In this appellant must fail. The jury

believed the defendant's version of this case - that the
work to be done was that set out in the plams and specifica-
tions, and as embodied in the written contract between these
parties. The amount of the verdict is essentially that

which the appellee admitted was owed undexr this contract.

There is evidence to support such a finding by the jury and
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we cannot disturb it here.

AFFIRMED.

Livingston, C.J , Coleman and Bloodwoxrth, JJ., concur.

I, J. C. Senteli, . Clerk of the Supreme Court
of Alshama, do hereby certify that the forezomg
is a full, true and correct copy of the instrument(s)
herewith set out as same appears of record in said

Court.
Witness my hand thi day of_ 13:%51

/Q. i / /\ﬂ/—" .: ._,_.;/f’ //}_/%7

Clerk Sup?éfﬁg CouFt 54 Wiabama




THE STATE OF ALABAMA—JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT

THE SUPREME COURT OF ALABAMA

Special
x&etober Term, 19@9

L Div. No.2OS

To the Clerk REFRERof the Circuilt Court,
Baldwin

County—Greeting:

Whereas, the Record and Proceedings of the Circuilt Court

of said county, in a certain cause lately pending in said Court between
John T. Rountree

, Appellant__,

and
Jefferson Mortgage Co., Inc., a Corp.

Appellee___,

wherein by said Court it was considered adversely to said appellant , were brought before the

Supreme Court, by appecal taken, pursuant to law, on behalf of said appellant :

NOW, IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED, That upon consideration thereof the Supreme Court, on the

17th July

day of , 19 69 affirmed said cause, in all respects, and

ordered that appellant _»_John T. Rountree.

and __C. Tenoir Thompson

surety
sureties for the costs of appecl, pay the costs of appeal in this Court and in the Court below

_for which costs let execution issue.

~Jt t5further certified that ~i% appearing that-said-parties—hove wsaived-their rights—of exemption

wider the-laws of Alabamear- -was-ordered that -execution ~issue -aecordingly.

Witness, J. O. Sentell, Clerk of the Supreme

Court of Alabama, this the — LTEh day
Jul

of YA 109
7 Eenle)

W of the Supreme Court of Alabama.




THE SUPREME COURT OF ALABAMA

Special
OBERBEE Term, 1969

—1  Div, No._509

John T. Rountree

Appellant,

Vs,

Jefferson Mortgage Co., Inc.

a Corp,

Appellee,

From Baldwin Circuit Court.

No. 7100
CLRT‘H‘E CATE OF

ATTTIRMANCI

The State of Alabama, l
‘ ) TFiled
pﬁwﬂm County j
this __Lcéi_ day ofa/.[a.,é’z//; : IQ_é?

BROWH PRINEING CO., HONTGOMERT 1958




DIV, NO._______ CERTIFICATE OF APPEAL. (Civil Cases.)

AT

No. 7106

THE STATE OF ALABAMA

BADDWIN County.
I, Alice J. Duck , Clerk of the Circuit
Court of___ Baldwin Coﬁnty, in and for said State and

County, hereby certify that the foregoing pages numbered from one to

, both inciusive, contain-a full, true and complete

transcript of the record and proceedings of said Couri in a certain

cause lately therein pending whereiln JOHK T, ROUNIREE

was plaintiff, and

was Defendant, as fully and completely as the same appears of record
in said Court.

And I further certify that the saiq  JORN T. ROUNTREE

did on the____ . 8th day of February , 1968, pray for and obtain

an appeal from the judgment of said Court to thé__Jﬁmmgwa Court

of Alabama to reverse said judgment of said

Court upon' entering into bond with__ €. LeNoir Thompson, Attorney for Plaintiff,

as'surety thereon, which said bond has

been approved by me.

Witness my hand and the seal of said Circuit Court of BEHX
Baldwin County is hereto affixed, this the 8th

day of February , 1968

//ﬁﬁ N /

Ll oy A = A P /%
. ; s e
- S

Cilerk of the Circuit Court of

Baldwin

(Code 1940, Title 7, Sec. 767)

e N e ~-County, Alabama.

Box 473-1 4743 MARSHALL & EHUGCAMASHVILLE
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JOHN T. ROUNTREE, X

Plaintiff, X IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
X
vVS. BALDWIN CQUNTY, ALABAMA
X
JEFFERSON MORTGAGE X AT LAW
COMPANY, INC., A
Corporation, - X
Defendant. X

Comes now the Defendant in the above styled cause, by
its attorneys, and objects to the supplemental interrogatories
heretofore propounded to it by the Plaintiff, separately and sever-
ally, and assigns the following separate and several grounds in
support thereof:

1. That said interrogatories seek to elicit information
which is immaterial to the issues involved in this suit.

2. That the information sought by said interrogatorieé
is equaily available to the Plaintiff.

3. That said interrxogatories are a mere fishing expedi-
tion.

4. That said interrogatories seek to elicit informationﬂ

which is irrevalent to the issues involved in this case.

Respectfully submitted,

CHASON, STONE & CHASON

By:

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that a copy of the foregoing
pleading has been served upon counset
for all parties fto this proceeding, by
mailing the same to each by First Class
United States Mail, properly addressec
P £ e T e

gnd/yggs::age prepaid on this..”  day

of .. bLilt

19487

4 e v "—\\
AT, PR ]
i Ai:.‘\_z;\-ﬁy,_x_\ N

! i A
i {




-y

AT
i 2

ey
wh

§

3

A

v
M
W
A

rr

iy
‘1
-t

'?

TS

e

L
:

o)

Ak

e,

P L0

£ e e oy

i

U

]
i

£

£
i
£}
@]

I

.

I

14_

i

prev

as Oon

=
4

ke R lal
——

FRawy

RS

bl

&

g
- 2
wrToaTe

P

reooo

L]

LR,

B

3

1]

)
=
o

1T

CU

BRRs

aTems

=2

FOnn
an

.
L

3

e

[=aanel
T

-

oy Y
k=R

e d

=

]
)
)
)

-

oy

e

[ e

s 27y

G

{i
!
L

AL

-

es ©

S
kal=)

s o

ik

omD
1.,

{
{.

eyl
9
e G
Ty
ke

=

-

Lo
=
TS

&

.- O

r




0
0
w

AL

U

IR ad
L S

O
Iy

[

=4

BN

JUL 1 81967
ALIEE J. BUBK &Cisrer

i

o

-

WO

e

4
AR

-;

Gk o et 2

e

i

JEV A

T

il

oY)
i

T /‘)lamﬁl.,{-:c

:

-

oS5 0n

o

@
el
o]
Y

A

i

=

es O
ly, 1267

r

o

~
T
A T N i

‘e
J

ol

G el g

f=)

S0
,:_-‘.F‘

Lo\
Mgy

A

et

na
I

copy @ccep {‘pdz

™

<

&5

rging

G i

i
£

o e
L

]
pery

thas 28 de 4

S@(‘U\(@ O‘Q




4

I

) .‘\lﬁ\/ il
9 ¢ L
) \% ] . " :
N T
9 QM & 8
N

”t
o ES)
W XS ’
s 0] i3
RS 0] o]
o by ot
0. @ .

o
~—

Sa&Is
<

ans

e g

e

1y
o

(g

ES,
WS -

o
= 3
1 o ! 2
e B I fd

i st |

@ 4
o -
Ly 0 O
o & S

for

ol :
1.,:“
h L]
R iy m
[0} £l o} ; (v}
i =i ~}
) i 4 —~
O L 0 O
: [ 0O
i R S
- < 3
1 , & i
[ ' ' ’
3 y O
O [ ]
9] - %] >
: - R “
- i -l )
QW_ i ™ e [aM
< o 43 40
w It M D) i

¢
'




A  RECEIVED

CAUG & 1966

JOHN T, ROUNTREE,
: TAYLOR WILKINS

Plaintiff, _ ¥ _ SHERIFF
: . g b f)! £3)

kx
8y

.

Py

LT

¥

Vs

JEFFERSON MORTGAGE COMPANY, ;
INC., A Corp., 4
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" Defendant, =
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF

BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA

2.

‘AT LAW, CASE NO. 7106 "
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JOHN T. ROUNTREE, X

Plaintiff, X IN THE CIRCUIT COURT QF
X
vs. BAILDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
X
JEFFERSON MORTGAGE X AT LAW NO. 7160
COMPANY, INC., A
Corporation, X
Defenaant. X
PLEAS:

Comes now the Defendant in the above styled cause, by
its attorneys, and for answer to the Complaint heretofore filed
against him and to each count thereof, separately and severally,
says as follows:

1. The allegations of the Complaint are untrue.

Respectfully submitted,

CHASON, STONE & CHASON,

Attord

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| cerfify that 2 copy of the foregoing
pieading has besn served upon counse!
Tor all parties to this proceeding, by
mailing the same %o each by First Class
United States Mail, properly addresse
and, postage prepaid on this. i odry
of \59“'}&‘ Lo . igii)_} L =

Py k yi .
N A \‘ihwf‘(f—,:?\f! .. .
i ' B
H \ i gs—a
\ ~ - i)




JOHN T. ROUNTREE, X

Plaintiff, X IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
X
BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
vS. X
]
) AT LAW NO. 7106
JEFFERSON MORTGAGE COMPANY ,
INC., a corporation, X
Defendant. X

DEMURRER TO AMENDED CCOMPLAINT

Comes now the Defendant in the above styled cause, by
its Attorneys, and demurs to "COUNT TWO" of the Amended Bill of
Complaint heretofore filed against it in this.causé and assigns
the following separate and several grounds in support thereof:

1. Said Count fails to state a cause of action.

2. The allegations of the Count are vague, indefinite
and uncertain.

3. Said Count attempts to combine two statutory common
counts and is not substantially in accordance with the terms and
provisions of Title 7, Section 223 (10) of the Code of Alabama of
1.946.

4. The said Count fails to allege that the Plaintiff
furnished materials to the Defendant at its reguest.

5. Said Count attempts to combine a case of action for
indebitatis assumpsit with a cause of action in assumpsit.

6. There is a misjoinder of causes of action in the said

count.
Respectfully submitted,
CHASON, STONE & CHASON
A x .
Dok Gothn &
9“;‘.‘ {’f’é\ {%‘__5/?/(( - By: -4 A O, -
A - : Attorne?% for Defendan®
~— 2

°f




JCHN T. ROUNDTREE,

Plaintiff, IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF

VS. BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA

JEFFERSON MCRTGAGE COMPANY, AT LAW NO. 7106

INC., a corperation,

LS LS NN L SR L L N LS L S )

Defendant.
AMENDED COMPLAINT
Now comes the plaintiff in the above styled cause and
amends his complaint to read as follows:
COUNT ONE
The plaintiff claims of the defendant Fourteen Thousand

Ninety-three and 53/100 ($14,093.53) due from it by account on the

lst day of June, 1966, which sum of money, with the interest therepn,

is still unpaid.
COUNT TWO
The plaintiff claims of the defendant Fourteen Thousand
Ninety-three and 53/100 ($14,093.53) due from it for work and labor
done and materials furnished for the defendant by the plaintiff on

the lst day of June, 1966, at its request which sum of money, with

the interest thereon, is still unpaid.
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CITATION COF APPEAL Baldwin Times - 200-3-62

THE STATE OF ALABAMA
Baldwin County - Circuit Court

TO ANY SHERIFF OF THE STATE OF ALABAMA — GREETING:

dav of Decexber, 1857 I,
= - “Mondayoin SO 1962, in a cer-
and RAeniznl of Motion For New Trial January 13, LBGE]
tain cause in said Court wherein . JoXn. . Rountzes.
Plaintiff, and T e oy ?"v"_r-\_’: S ,:-;-;-; ,:;;g [ f\““‘:\: V\' ket od -
o e Ty ’—-F s . . .
& _corporanion Defendant, a judgement was rendered against said
Jofforson Mortoaoe Comoany, nCe, . @& COoreoration
R e Fatar i b s . oy T e e a1
to reverse which Juccmen the said _.<C20 Z. RTRTEIEC

applied for and obtained from this office an APPEAL, returnable to the Ealciae

Tty o
ol el S

Term -of our Court of the State of Alabama, to be held at Montgomery, on

o e S Ay Eese g
SEelur LT Toa Lk

“the__ o day of , 196 next; and the necessary/hem:d;

=
(0]

having been given by the said o TaNeir Th RSO D e ney Ty miadend I;:‘ﬁ:w“
N7+ 3F , sureties,

Company, Inc., & corooration or Cnazon, Stone & Chason, Tuidobn
, attorney, to appear at the gt Term of our

said Supreme Court, to defend against the said Appeal, if LagY think proper.
Witness, ALICE J. DUCK, Clerk of the Circuit Court of said -County, this - [%\,’u}{“ _

day of... EEDRIuaL: LA D, 1965

Attest:

[0 dillsa o
,é Ll et ‘i\ »ﬁ'\_//"/] Ay \v C].erk.

o/
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W”@swe"l o Chatrled; Timber-& 011y Spanish-Fort. -wDaphne‘

' Y PalmET, JEmeS““’”J Farmer; ~Robertsdate ; G
%ﬂ»?etervsanstorri‘s*"Srdneym = F AL MEL gk T SWO O T \ .
M‘%‘%&WSWHO’W&@WWMCLV tl-Service; metap«lext»eme»’

b A

5 r»ook»}ewF’rel-deB-ap»hnemmwm—m”
2 teevi:emmﬂ"l"yde“Made'o“terMerchantwmvaay«}hnet’te*mw, -
B3 Stephens W Hehry ;- Milimanr; ~Stockton-- s
. 34_. Survant, Ray H., Civil Service, Lillian .
.‘wmlcma“%mm»&bap%et&n — S — T g g N
36‘ ‘Williamson, Huston, Civil Service, Elberta
: ""'Wrrghtm&us.t«xcemﬂ‘.”;“”’i‘d"i-‘éster“""‘"“‘”S*t"ap}eto“
mwmp&wcurﬁl&




JOHN T. ROUNTREE, X

Plaintiff, X
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
Vs. X
' BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
JEFFERSON MORTGAGE COMPANY, [ '
INC., a corporation ' AT LAW NO. 7106

Defendant

OBJECTIONS TO INTERROGATORIES

Comes now the Defendant in the above styled cause, by
its attorneys, and objects to the interrogatories heretofore pro-
pounded by the Plaintiff to it, and to each of such interro-
jgatories separately and severally, and assigns the following
separate and several grounds in support thereof:

1. The interrogatories call for information and facts
which are within the knowledge of the Plaintiff as well as within
the knowledge of this Defendant.

2. The interrogatories call for immaterial, irrelevant
and incompetent testimony.

3. The interrogatories constitute an attempt on the
part of the Plaintiff to require the Defendant to establish his
cause of action.

4. The interrogatories are a mere fishing expedition.

5. The interrogatories invade the province of the court.

6. The interrogatories invade the province of the jury.
- 7. The interrogatories call for conclusions of law.

8. The interrogatories assume certain facts which this
Defendant is unable to know and which it cannot ascertain after
diligent effort.

9. The interrogatories are vague, indefinate and

uncertain.




ANSWERS TO INTERROGATORIES

Without waiving the foregoing objections to the
interrogatories, but expressly insisting thereon, comes now the
Defendant in the above styled cause, and for answer to the
interrogatories heretofore propounded to it, says as follows:

1. Abraham A. Mitchell.

2. On the date of the execution of the contract which
is the basis of this suit,&l was Vice-President and a Director of
Jefferson Mortgage Company, Inc. Subsequent to said date Jeffer-
son Mortgage Company, Inc. was dissolved and the successor corpor-
ation was, and is, Gulf Coast Realty Company, Inc.; of which
latter company I am the Vice-President and a Director.

3. Yes (Jefferson Mortgage Company, Inc.).

4. John T. Rountree had a sub-contract with Jefferson
Mortgage Company, Inc. and he did work under his sub-contract with
that company. The work which he did was not "authorized" by the
Housing Authority of the City of Bay Minette, Alabama.

- 5. Yes, partly.

6. None.

7. 359. With respect to this answer and to the answers
to interrogatories numbered 8-13, inclusive, and interrogatory
number 15, the Defendant states that it does not know that John T.
Rountree personally did the work referred to in the interrog-
atories. This Defendant does not know whether Mr. Rountree sub-
contracted some of the work referred to, but it does know that he
was responsible for all of the work particularly set forth in his
contract with this Defendant.

8. 44,

9. 9,890 square vards.

10. 4,164 square feet of four foot sidewalks, and 15,120

square feet of three foot sidewalks.




11. 2,283 square feet of thickness which is unknown
to the Defendant but which it assumes is of the thickness required
in" the plans and specifications which were examined by the Plain-
tiff.

12. 9,612 sqguare feet.

13. 2,530 sguare yards.

léL See attached copy from Division 21 of the specifi-
cations prepared for and on behalf of the Bay Minette Housing
Authority.

15. 2,682 linea feet.

16. A catch basin was added to the plans and specifi-
cations and this Defendant contracted with John T. Rountree to
do this extra work and he was peaid for same.

17. Yes.

18. Attached is an itemized list showing the dates and
amounts of the checks paid by Jefferson Mortgage Company or Gulf
Coast Realty Company to John T. Rountree for work done under the
contracts which are the subject matter of this suit.

19. Superintendent of Jefferson Mortgage Company, Inc.

20. Clerk of the Works for the Housing Authority of

the City cof Bay Minette, Alabama.

Abragham A. Mitchell

REGISTER




| STATE OF ALABAMA

COUNTY OF BALDWIIN

{

Before me, the undersigned authority, personally
appeared Abraham A. Mitchell, who is known to me and who, being
by me first duly and legally sworn, did depose and say under oath
as follows:

That he signed the foregoing answers to the interrog-
atories propounded by John T. Rountree to Jefferson Mortgage
Company, Inc., in that certain cause now pending in the Circuit
Court of Baldwin County, Alabama, wherein John T. Rountree is the
Plaintiff and Jefferson Mortgage Company, Inc., is the Defendant.

That he has personal knowledge of the answers, or has ascertained

through others the correctness of the answers, and he verily

believes the answers as hereinabove contained to be true and

Y

Abraham A. Mitchell

correct.

Sworn to and subscribed before

me this 6*—3 day of ’nge 3

1967.

h )

NotaryAPubf'w‘-ﬁaddxunh o Countg Alabama




HOUSING AUTHORITY LOW RENTAL HOUSING.

LIST OF PAYMENTS MADE TO JOHN T. ROUNTREE BY JEFFERSON MORTGAGE

COMPANY, INC., AND ITS SUCCESSOR UNDER CONTRACT FOR BAY MINETTE

CHECK NO. ' DATE AMOUNT
1. 24384 7/14/65 $3,200.00
2. 25015 12/15/65 $ 242.20
3. 25047 12/22/65 $5,585.22
4, 25071 12/29/65 $1,000.00
5. 25122 1/5/66 $2,551.50
5. 43 2/9/66 $2,704.00
7. 92 2/25/66 $2,013.75
8. 1171 3/25/66 $1,000.00
5, 1249 4/13/66 $3,696.00
D. 1249 4/13/66 $ 450,00

The above list is attached to and made a part of the answers of
Abraham A. Mitchell to interrogatories propounded by John T.
Rountree to Jefferson Mortgage Company, Inc. in Case # 7106 now

pending in the Circuit Court of Baldwin County, Alabama.




