“Circult Court to bé held Tor saig cauaty, at t“e gl ce ol holding

BIGHTY &-54/100-($£80.94) LOLLLRS for that, on &ll of the Gates .

o

STAIE OF ALAB&ILA)
) |
BuLDWIN  COUNTY) !

Iy AN P Wk ] rachy ST " oy H " e LTl -
IO ANY ChERTF: CF GES Si4alE OF sl ABei{k:

You are hereby commanded o summon CHARLES SUBmi, to eppear |

within thirty (SO) cays Irom tne service of this ert, in taoe
the same, then and there to answer tne complaint of Central Bsalc-

WITNESS my hend this=7. <day of fay, L194%.

C Q@AQM/%L

Cierk

——-03¢00000oc0o~—=
CENTRAL quDﬁIK B&RNK, & Cor-) IWN LHE CIBCULT COURT GF
poration, ) SaLUWIh COURTY, ALABAMA
_ ) AT J.ai-.x ) i
- U S S p— Pl..ain J_ir-f-’ S ) . - — e =
TS5, J CCMPLATNT

CHARLES SUBEL, ﬁ

Lelendant. )

l. Plaintiff cilaims of tne Lefendent TWO JUNLEED FICGHTY

& 94/100 ($280.94) DULLARS Ior woney on the 15ta dey of June,
1948, and on the 20th day of June, 1945, received by the LDefendant

to the use of the Plaintiff, wahich sum oi monegy, witan the lateres

cl:

thereon, is stiil uapeid.

I

€. Plaintifif clsgians of the Lefencant the sum of TWO EUNDRLL |

hereinafter mentioned, the Plaintif‘ wzs operzting = ¢conuercial
[=]

canx 1a thie Town of Robertsdaie, slabemné, snd the Lefendant was a

Ihat on the Sth day oi June, 184Z, by an error of its clerk,

there was entered on the ledger zccount of Lefendant with szig

Plaintiff bank, a credit ia the amount of TwWO HUNDEED EICGHTY CNE

& 19/100 ($28Ll.18) LOULLARS tc which the Lelendant was not entitled




count, which Plainiiil preparet znc gave e Celentant auld updn

st _the account of the Lefencent said sum of

but whilch should nave been cradited Lo the account ¢l anciner de-

i
Hy
-

positer of tie Plaint
That thereafter snd on cr &bout the 1bth day of June, 194%,

the Defencdsent reguested i the Plaintiil a staterent ¢ kis ac-

such statement ¢f account, there '*peared such creait cf

Lnﬂb, to whlcn the velencant

t*l

DRED EIGETY ONE & lQ/lOdT(&zéi.iQ) 5e)
was noet entitlec.

Tnat upon seeing such statement, the Defendant, without noti-
fying Piaintiif of its salc &7SL"”8, wrote vericus ané sundry

checks ageinst his said canecking accouat, Grawiang out substantial-

ly alil of the money in salcd account, including sald amount of
THO HUNDRED ZIGETY ONE & 18/i00 ($881.13%) LCLLARS credited 1o

sgld account by mistaxe, &1l ol which cnecks were paid by tae
Plaintifif without knowledge oI saia wmislTaxe.

That upon discovery oi said mistexe, Plainitill charged again-

& 19/100 (£81.19) LOLLARS and credited the same to the zccount
of its other depositor, where 11T should nave deen credited, except
for saic mistaxe, with tae result taat tae acccunt of Defencant
with the 2lainitifii was over-drawn by salc swocunt oi TwWl RUNDRELD
EIGHTY & 94/10C ($280.94) DCLLARS for whichn Plaintiff sues.
Plaintifl
or on his corder and ior nis benefit, salc sum of TWU HUNLDREL LIGH-
TY & 24/100 (§$£80.94) LOLLARS snd that Lefendsnt nes beea unjustly
enricned thereby ia sald smount aac, aithough demandc 1or payaent
of sald smount has many times veesn maGe woon the Defendant by the
Pralntifl, ne Falis and reluses 1o pay La€ same &ne sala sum, To-

gether with the interest thereon remsins unpaic, Vikcerelore, pPiéin-~

t1fi sues. e
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