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Mrg.Maggie Roberts, Complainpant,
Vi, No, 326 ip Cireuit Court of Mobile County, Alabama .

Buchmain Abstract & Ipvestuwent Compapy, Defendent and oross-com-

plainart .

Objections by defepndant to certain parfs of the direet
interrogatories filed by eomplainant to herself as a wit-

negs , namely i-

Isgt,
Defendant objects ‘¢ the second direct interrogatory as to whether

gshe claim: the lands,&e,, Ist, because the pleadings show
‘that she does e¢laim thems Rpd, bLecause this ivterrogatory cedo

opens up the way to objectionable testimony .

Qndo
Defendant ohjeats to that part of the third direct interrogatory,
which reads as follows ¢ " Did you or NARY JAKES, or any-
cong elgB Ty the Taxes ob thess {nhﬁ; iailing dus October
Ist, 1966 ? ¥
Iat, because this is a leading guesion . 2nd, beeause
it calls for hearsay testimenys 3rd, because it ealls for
secondary evidense without laying a proper predicate for it .
4th, because it onlls for the sifnpess' opinions. Bth, because
it calls for the witpess' conclusion. 8th, Lecause it opens
the way for objectiocualbla testimony . Tth, because it opeus
the vay ilor testimony that is ipadiuissible . 8th, becsuse it
cells lor or opens the way to testimony that is not the best
evidence. ©th, becnuse it calls for incompetent testimony .
Defendant objects to that part of the third direst inter-
rogatory which reads as follows State whether or not you paid
texes on apy other lamds in Baldwin County for that year ?

Ist, becouse this enlls for testimony that is ifreldawmt.
2nd, becouse it ecalls for testimony thai is immaterial., “Brd,
beeause it calis for testimony thet is inadmissible. 4th, be-
cause it calls for testimeny that is ipcompetent . F5th, be-
cause it opens ihe way for tesiimony that is objectionable.
6th, because it calls for witness' opinion, 7th, because it
ealls for togtimony that is witness' conelusion, 8th, beesuse

il valisg ior gucendary evidense wilhout laying a proper prede
iente., 9Oth, because it ealls for testimon t%at is not the
?esf evidepce . I0th, because it ealls for hesrsay efé#ﬁncﬁg*

YA (VO N4 L 4 » " A Des T itig
onuda fpagEe) 1t 0nlls, Sor, JUGORPRRORE TS tIMPRY, « voeadsd 1t
calss for evidence that is argumentative , '

Defendant ohjeets to that part of the third interroga-
tory saying ¢ " If you state that you paid taxes on such
lamds for such year, state the time, place and manner of
payment,and the person to whom they were paid . " Ist,
because this calls for evidenes that is incompetent. R2nd,
beeause it ealls for evidence that is illegal . 3rd, because
it calls for secondary and net the best evidence. 4th, because
no predicate was laid for the secondary evidence. Bth, be=-
cause it calls for the witness' opinion. Ath, because it calls
for the witness' conelusion, 7th, because it ealls for hearsay.
8th, because it calls for inadmigsible evidence . 9th, because
there is better evidence of the.dact, if it be a fact, of
payment of taxes . R

-



Defendant obiects 1
b ~Jects fo that 1 { :
which says ¢ ® TP von s e part of the third interrogat

lands, state whefheyou it atigo¥]pa1d fhe_tasts ongthggg

et Bl r ar not you wem in per
. 8t beeause this :alls fgr herp sayingesﬁgnpggdb.hem

Yy mnils 2nd, becau i
bdonnse if bnilge?g?s?h;t.g?lla for the witness' opinien., 3Srd
,ealls for incompetent testimens . CercLiuglon. 4th, besauge it
Hegal testiv pyv ptls-%ﬂﬂﬂy - FBth, because it ealls for
e 8y «  Hth, uLecause it callg f v i
nee witioul a prope dic ) Jor secondary evi-
- i 'per predicate laid . %th, b ‘
or not the best evidenmse , £th. b (e pooause 1t calls
timony *hat is iDAdn i8S 1,',. Ba,,’, bacause it ealls for teg-
mony that is objeotiomable = IO bagscae qihiis for tusti-
evidones of fthe fact. 11 i1'be o ih. ccause tiere is better
DBI“-IKL‘?I!* (‘.l:'iosf’ l'. £ ‘ﬂ 1!1'..5'[‘,, ol puyulen!, 01 inzes .

: ST, 08Jects Lte that part ¢l the third inte vy
saying ¢ " If you answer that you paid i i el
you paid them by ehssk ur'°ﬂ“h{ f“t én e s e T
witness'! ovinian. 8 - ohsltt, LS, Docause Lhds eails ior
b ; vinion. 2, because 1t c¢alls for witness' eoncl
;?n; %gd, be??usg it ¢alls for not the bast uvf&anuu u?ngngﬂgnt
miga blo, ofh becniie 1i coild for teatimeny thet ds iBad~

n, because il sallsg ior tesiimony that ig i
petent, 3th, heas i o s oA b ot QL R
able Yth "hint ?Ee,}f‘unllb for testimony that is ohisgtion-
prﬂpegnpréaié%;éui;iéi.oﬂllc lor secondary evidence without a
~ Defendant cbjects t¢ that part of the third interr

sayxng :"" If with csheck, have %ou auch grig?;;? é§935'2§"f“”y
stob R Ist, bBeesuge this enlls for self-gorving testi-
pony. 2nd, because it calls for testimony that is aégnm;hfa—
tive . 4rd , becpyse it calls for the wiiness' conelusion. 4th
besause it eallsfthe witness' opinion. ©bth, becanse it'célls :
for testimony that is pot the best evidence of mynent, of taxes
6th, bhecause it ealls for festimony that is immeterial, 7th,
beaonusa i+ calls for testivony that is irrelevant . Fth, he=
grus2 it oalls for testimony that is incompetent, 9th beenusge
it oalls for testimony that is illegal . 10th, heenuse it
enlls for insufficient evidapee of payment of taxes .

ﬂaieadnnt cbjects to that part of the third interrogatory
saying : " If so, attach stub or check to your deposition
and mark exhibit 'A's " Ist, because this stub is not com-
petant evidence of payment of the taxes. 2nd, Deecause this
cheek is incompetent ovidence ol tiuc rayment of the taxes .
8rd, becsuse this stub, or this check, is not competant
avidanse of the pavment of the taxes., And dofendant objects
te the stub, and thig oheck, as vell as to the preceding ques-
tion concerning them, upon each ground separately above statel
in all the preceding objections.

~ Detendant objects te that part of the third interrogatory

saying ¢+ " It you state that you paid through mail, state as
pearly as you 2¢an vhen you mailed remittance, to whom letter
was addressed and reaittance payaule, whether remittance was
made in the form of check, :-sh, postal moucy order or express
money order or other form + " Igi, bLecause this calls for
testimony that is witness' opinionZnd, beecnuse it calls for
tegtimony that is witnss' cosnclusion. 3rd, becayse it ealis
for incompetent tostimony . 4th, becauser it enlls for illegal
evidenee . Bth, begsuse it calls for seli-gerving tesfimonv;
6th, becsuse it calls lor srguwentative evidenee . 7th, becaus
it ¢nlls for testimony that is inadmissibie. B8th, hncnﬁue it
ealls for secondary evidepnee withoul a proper predicate , 9th
beenuse it ealls for not the best evidence of nayment of taxes.
£?t¥ﬁﬂ?eggg?a. if the taxes were paid, there is better evidence

Defondant objeets to thet part of the third interrogator
saying ¢ " If by check and you have such cheek or stub of suc
cheek, attach same to your gaposition and mark exhibit fA', "
Ist, hecsuse this stub is not competent evidense of payment of
the taxes. 2md, because this checﬁeis incompetent evidence
of theipaym?nt of the tux@g « 8rd, because this stub or this
DRk dEal0h PRIEPEe Mo TaR 89 0u8 08 "R IS "Eot  obmpe tant and
legal evidence . Apnd defendant objects to the stub,and thig
check, as well as to the preceding question eoncerning'them,




apon each ground separately above stated in all the preceding
objecticns . .

Defendant objects to that part oi the third interrogatory
saying : " I by postal money order or express money order,
state whether or not you have receipt for same v, Ist, because
this ealls f{or witness' opinion. Znd, because it calls for wit-
ness' conclusion. Srd, beceuse it eslls {or incompetent evidene
4th, beeause it enlls for inaduwissible tesgtimony or evidence,
bth, because it ealls for immaterial evidenee , Gth, becnuse
it ealls for irrelevant evidence . "th, because 1t ealls for
gecendnry evidenee without a proper predicate laid , Eth bhe-
sause it calls for mnot the best evidense of payment of taxes,
Dth, because il paid tiere ig better evidence of the pavment ol
tazes . I0tn, becnuse it ealls lor hearsey evidence .

Defendant objecels to that part of the third interrogatory
gaying ¢+ " If{ se, attach to your deposition and mark exﬁ1bit
t'A ' ; state what gostol[ice or express offic2 you bought
suci money order aimd date of purchese ", Isi, bocnuse this
calls for witness' opinion. 2rd, becauss it eallg for site
ness' conelusion, 9rd, because it eslls for iveompetent
evideuce . 4th, because il ¢slls Ior net the best evidence of
payment ol the taxes . Bth, Decause it calls for gecondary
evidence cof paywent of taxes,without a proper predicate laid .
6th, because it ealls lor hearsay evidence . 7th, because it
oeaitls lor evidence thet is ipadmissible. &th, hegauss it
salls for evidence that is ovbjestiouable ., 91k, because it
dalis lor illegal evidence . I0th, because it ealls for évie
dence timt is self-serving., I1th, Decauge it ealls for evidense
that is arpumentalive I2th, bedause it calls for evidenee
that is insufficient evidonece oi pavment of taxes in this case.

And defendnnt ebivets to the entire interropatory upen eash saparato——"
ground of objeetion to said several parts oi it .

Defendarnt objects to that part of the fourth interrogetory saying
" 1{ you apswer that you peid the taxes in person, was & reé-
ceipt lor such taxes given you ? ", Ist, becnuse this calls
for the witness' opinion. 2nd, becatse it oalls for the wit-
pess' conclusion. 9rd, Lecsuge it c¢alls for phearsay svidehoea.
4th, because it ealls for evidensce that is inadmigsible. F£th,
becaunse it c¢alls for imaaterial evidence. ith, beeause it
ealls for ineompetent evidebee , 7th, hecause it calls for
gelf-gerviug evidenee , 8th, beesusga it ealls for argumenta-
tive evidence or testimonmy . 9th, beceuse it eails for not
the best evidenee . IOth, bLeeause it calls for zegondary evi-
idence vithout 2 proper predioate laid A IIth, beoruse it
calls for ovidepee that is object ionaile8I2th, becousge if paid
as rejuired by lav in this case there iz battor evidenss of
that iact. :

Detendant objects to that part of the fourth interrogatory
sayivg ¢ " I{ sc, state whether or net you hava gueh receipt,”
Igt, boceyse thisg ealls for witness' conslusion. 2ad, beeause
it calls for vitipess' opinien. 3rd, bLeeause it cells for ine
compatent evidepce. 4th, because it ealls for illegsl evidenae.
bth, because it eails for hesrsay evidence . 8th, becsuse it
ealls for evidence that is inadmissible, 7th, because it
calls tor secondary evideunce without a proper predieste laid,
Bth, because it ealls for not the best evidence of payment of
the taxes. )

~ Defendant objects to that part of the fourth interrogatory
saying : " if sg, attach to your ansser and mark exhibit 'B',
Ist, because this regeipt is not competent evidenee of the
fay@ant of the taxes in this case. 2nd, because this receipt
i3 incompetent evidense of payment of the taxes . rd, baeauge
this receipt is inadmissible in evidence . And defendant
objects to this receigt. a8 well as the preceding questions

songerniog it, on each ground separately above stated in all
the preceding objeetions .



;nwﬁtQ%h¢~beaanae it-ealls for heapsay evidspee . 8th, begsugse it calls -

Defendant objects to that pert of the fifth interrogatory
saying : " I{ you answer that you paid the taxes through the mail,
gtate whether or not in due course ol mail you received a receipt
for the money sent in payment of taxes .", Ist, beesuge it is a
lesding question. 2nd, because it calls for witness' opinion.
ard ecause it e¢nlls for witness' conclusion. 4th, because it
ealls for incompotent evidenge . Bth, because it ealls for inad-
migsible evidence. 6Hth, because if calls for illegal evidense .

tor what is not the begt evidence gi fhe payment ol laxes. 91h, he-

sau t ealls dor.evidence that is objactionslide . 10th, beeause

it 8 lor-évidence that isgdmadmissible ang pusuilicient
Detentrut cbjects toithat part of the gilth inferrogatory

saying-: " Tl ‘you gtate /ihal Jou did pgceive a<receipt, state

et ¢r ngFiyocu gavu suuhrreocipt, Bl ii s94 allgch the receipt

receiged by you to your avswer and mark eshibitg! B! ", Ist, be- -

causedtuis calls lor vilmess! gpiuion. 2oG, BBs-use it cabls lor

witue&s' gonclusion . ord, “bevause il calls lov ineempgtent e¢vie

dence4, 4th, MPecpuse it calls foF illeyal evidence 3 —~hth, be-

camse it c¢alis ior dvadmissible evidence . OLh,~because s#eh _paper

purporting to be in the lopa ‘ol a reccipt is nbt,aoﬁputeqﬁﬁﬁhd Aillm

mig:%ble evidegpee of the payment od these tﬂxeg%/’ﬁtn, bedause sudn

pa e -purpqv%&ng to bel ip theg#form ol a reueigg is not gadhissibie

i guiiicient evidence of (he paywent claime gth, Béeause if

“paide there incbuyégr evidenceathgrcol thai sud& paper o 9th, be-

“oause it cailg {[o

_wot! the begt evidence of the payment 6§ the taxes
on these lands , in this case’. J0th,. Lecrusgthe question ealls
ior learsay ﬁ%idcuce . I1th,2bécauge this aouailedlzeceipt for
taxes is not“suilicient evidensceei 1he payuest oi the taxes in this
gage. lith, because it esils for evidence thial iz obijsctionerbile, A

Anpd derondant further obiscts to this paper on each geparate ground— e |
geverally stated above throughout, apd iurther, because the guege \
tier ealls 1or incowmpetent prool ol the payment of taxes in this

GAaz3e o

Défendnnt objects to the sixth interrogatory, Ist, becauge it ealls

for evidecnse that is incompetent avidence ol the paymsent of taxes

¢laimed in this case . 2u§, beceuge it galls for evidenee that is

ipadmigsible to show paywent of the ftaxeg claime'd * 3pd, becsuze

it calls for hearsay ovidence ., 4th, because it calls for witneas'

opinion. Hth, bscause it calls lor witupess' conclusion ., Gth, bee

cause it ealls for ipcompetent evidenge . Tth, becauge it calls for

illegal evidenee . £th, because it ealls ior ipadmissible evidenge, |
9th, because it ealls ior evidence that isobjectionable . IOth, he-=

cause it valls ifor evidence pet! Liwnding on this Jeiendant ,

And delewdaut objects to each ol the yuestions addressed to this
vituess, bocause it calls 1or ivadmissible evidence .

Méﬂ//% e ?76“’/4““/ r

Solicitors ior Deiendant & Crogs-Complainant .



Mrg.Maggie Roberts, complainant,

vds No. 326  bn Cireuit Court of Mohile County,Alabama.
Buchmann Abstract & Investment Co., defendant and cross~complainant,
Now comes the above named defendant and, not waiving any objec-
tion to the examination or parts of the examipation of complain-
ant's witpess named, Mrs.Maggie Roberts, files to her the follﬁw-

ing eross-interrogatories ="

1 ,

%

Cross=Inty.Ist. When was it yoﬁ‘leit Alabama, first and last ?
During what period oif time have you been back in Alabama
sicce you first left this State, and how long each time
did you remain in Alabama on any of your trips back to
thig State ? Were you in Alabama at any time during the
year 1906, or at any time during the year I97 ? If
so, state when was it you were here , and how lojg you
remained in this State at the time or tfimes, and where
were you in Alabama during that period or thogse periods ?
Name each plage in Alabama that you were in at any time

aiter you first left the State ?

Cross-Inty. 2nd ., You elaim to have received from someone in
Alabama a paper which yog’claim was A tax regeipt that
you are asked in the direcet interrogatories ‘o attach to

your deposition as an exhibit -~ have you not reeently

——

received that paper by mail from one or more of your so-
licitors in Alabama in order that you may use it in giv-
ing in your testimony ? About when was it that you last
received this paper from your sclicitors or some of them ,
was it not very recently , in the presepnt year ? In what
month was it that they sent it to you to be attached to

your deposition as an exhibit ?

[

lcross-lnty. 3rd . Were you evailimesent with Mr.Cooper, the old



1dwin County, in

pame to any paper,

man, who Was the tax sollector of Ba

years padt, when you saw him sigp his

the tax gollect Minette, OT anywhere
in the ta

or's otfice at Bay
ything?"ff‘!O}'ﬂhat“
2 Did you

ked in direct

o - e
olge and saw him gign his name to a

was the paper you 8

gee him sigDd his na

ay him signp hig npame to

me to the paper you are Aas

ttah to yourl depogition as 8 tax re-

intervogatories to a | By
when was ift, @

ee him sign it,
do it 7 What paper did you
Have you

ceipt, if you did s
where was if that you saw him
+ any time ?
r deposif.ionr-

ever gee hinm gign his pame to n

i ttach them to you
any such pers.qlf 80, A ‘ ;
ne go? If mot, why BOT C | He
GfOBB-IntY?agihfou gtnte from you; own knowledge, who ware al

persons you ¢an pame who were acting as the clerks or

deputies of the tax collector, the old manm, Me.Cooper,

during the years of 1906, and 1907, and 1998, and 1909,
or any of those years, and do not answer except of your
own personal kuowledge from having seen them doing 80 , ip
the matter of receiving tax moneys for him and giving

_rpeceipts in his name as sueh tax collector-~ name every
ope of them that you saw so acting, and state at what

time you saw them so aeting ? Where they at the time ?

Cross-Inty. Bth, Whet if any other papers besides these you are
asked in the direct interrogatories to atta:h to your depe
-sition, have you on hand ?:in your custedy, or under your
control, purporting to be gsigned by said tax eollector ,
or in his name by anyone elge, or in his name ? Attach
gush others to your deposition »= have you done gso ? If
not, why have you not done so ? Where did yoﬁ get them
from, and when did yon so get them,dnd whem d3d you get
thew irom ? 8tate the plaece you got them from ?

8l
Cross-Inty 6th, Do you personally know, from having seen him

write it, upon any tax receipt or i
r
:: aazax ¥egglpt for Baldwin County E:Egs.pugﬁgrsigﬁatgre
leetory ? ot e sons of old man Cooper the former tax eol
of that county ? When did you see such son doo A

such writing on sueh a recei
: ipt or i
such a tax reeeipt ? Where was hepgggg gg:pg§£1g§mtgobgt?




what was his name ? Do you knov persomnily of your own
knowledge his handwriting, from having geen him write,

ii so, state when ard where it wvag that he did the writ-
ing in your presence amd you saw him doing it and saw the

H

xf/writin;; 'tsg}t‘ ? . &

,"”-44/:{ /)‘) ; 3 / le é i s
Gross-l? Tt 3}1 m have anawered crOaa—mtorro@,atory iourth
L™ ”

( 4th )/above written oancernlng‘glerks aad~députles.
;idquuu lhow 94 your own’ knowledge from havibg seen anyone
-9 olvlthem wrlte in your presanee / the 41gmture and hand=-
;; wzxt;rg 0 apy such clerks or deputiesg ? When did you
{;;? ;if geu sugn person Jdoing such wrltinéf-and where was it done
A e’f in yd;% prdaenc* ? Whe was it; what wag his name ? Do
/f ,/;, you !ﬁbw his hanuwrltlng and 31gnatur? of your own personl

I\nuw:.'ggige ? Tl -

CrossInty.8th, The commissioner is required by law to read you
and ask you each of the foregoing questions contained in
each of the foregoing cross-interrogatories, and to take
dovn your angwers ip as near as may be your own language-——
have you answered esch of gaid questions ?

Have you answered any of said questions irom what has
been told you by anyone 2lse by word of mouth, or from
hearsay ? If so, which of them ? Whenever and
wherever you have given any answer irom hearsay or what
was told you by others, pleagse say that you got your in-
iormation from others, and-- have you done 80 7 1Im
other words, where you angwer as of your own personal kro¥

-ledge, piesse say so, and wherever you answer from hearsay, please

ghow that -- have you so done ?

K78 bobbs, JC. é’w&w

Jolieitors for defendant and cross-complainant

the Buchmapn Abgiract & Investwent Company .



No.

326. ..

Magzie Roberts,

VS. : [
Buchman Abstrect & Investment
Company.

This ceuse coming on to be heard on this day, the
Complainant, by leave of the Court, withdraws her motdons to
modify decree of April 10, 1918, except the motion filed
May 1, 1918,

In term time, May 9, 1918,



" CIRCUIT COURT OF MOBILE COUNTY
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Maggie Roberts,
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Buchman Abstrscet & Investment
Company.
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MAGGIE ROBERTS, NO. 326
Ve ' IN EQUITY
BUCHMAN ABSTRACT & IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF MCBILE

INVESTMENT COMPANY.
COUNTY, ATABAMAS _

Comes Complainant and moves the Court to overrule
Respondent's objections to certain parts of the testimony of P« Je
Cooney and Reuben MeCurdy as being not noted at the time of teking

testimony and as having been disallowed in the hearing of the cause.

C:ZL*;1 'iﬂb¢1}.~a f711-4ﬁ~1

Solicito for Complainante
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NO. 326

IN BQUITY

IN TEE CIRCUIT COURT OF MOBIIE

COUNTY, ATABAMA.

VS.

MAGGIE ROBERTS,

BUCHEMAN ABSTRACT &
IDVESTMENT COMPANY.

F dence.

: " 1.TAIGD’—"A ‘ (;

\ | 2

b ar T Al

‘ A

ﬁ%‘ U‘\‘?"“" l L \“u‘\svﬁ’
o 1 " : ‘

Complainant's Motion to Overrule |

| Regpondent's Objections to Evi- o
: i

!




MAGGIE ROBERTS,
Complainant, IN EQUITY.
P £~

BUCHMANN ABSTRACT and INVEST

)

)

{ _

; IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
MENT COMPANY, -3

BALDWIN COUNTY, ATABAMA.
Respondent. .

Come the pearties by their solicitors of record and
mové the Court for an order requiring the Register in:prepar-
ing transcript to send up the original deposition of complain-
ant, Maggie Roberts, with exhibits thereto attached, and also
book marked "Receipts for taxes of 1907, Baldwin County"™ of-
fered by complainant in evidence for comparison of handwriting,
said papers containing a receipt,the authenticity of which is
an issue in this cause, and proven signatures offered for the

purposSe of comparison.

5 §
¢_4/1 2y rT e e

Solicitors/Tor Complainant.'

N eoattt 3 A /LMW %
ieito Tor Jdespondent.




S IN EQUITY.

. e

MAGGIE ROBERTS, 4
Complainant,

-VS=

BUCHMANN ABSTRACT &nd_IﬁVEST- -

MENT COMPANY,
Respondent.

MOTION TO HAVE ORIGINAL PAPERS

PLACED IN TRANSCRIPT.

e e fot 27 1725,

fges®
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STATE OF ALABAiA,;

BAIDWIN JOUNTYe )

Baldwin Cqunty, a politicel subdivision of the state
of Alabamg, Pleintiff,
- .
Henry H. Cooper and the United States Fidelity and
Guaranty Cormpeny, a corporation, defandanﬁs,

The Plaintiff cleims of the defendsnts Tem Thousand
Dollears dam&ées with interest for the vreach of the condition
of the bond made by defendants on to-wif, Novarber 25th, 1904,
in the sum of Sixtsen Thousend Dollars, with condition thet if
tiie sald defendant Henry He. Cooper snould faithfully discharge
the duties of tue office of Tax Collector of Baldwin County,
Alabams, during the time he continuss tiereln, or disclharge
eany of the dutiss thereof, then the obligation of ﬁaid-hand
to bevvold; otherwise %o remain in full force and eifeot.

Plaintiff avers tihat said Henry H. Cooper was alected
on bto-wit, tiis 8th day of November, 1904, snd duly gualified as
Tex Collector of Baldwin County,, Alscbeam&, snd said bond exe-
cuted a8 and for his bond aQ%Tax Collactor of said county.
And Plaintiff avers that tue conmdition of gaid bond nas been
broken in this~, that the ssid H-onry H. Cooper did a8 Wax Cols~
lector of Baldwin County, Alabsma, collact taxes for sald couns

ty during the period from to-wit, October 1st, 1907 to April

256, 1908 snl whils. Said bond was in fopee. toswit, the sum of

$87,910,00, end to-wit, tiet Ten Thousand Dollhrs of ssid sum

. uke sald Henry H. Cooper has wholly fziled 4o psy over to the

P

Lreasgurer of Baldwin County, &= it was anis duty to do, though
demand was made upon him by gaid Ireasurer, wauile ssaid Cooper
was still Tax Collector of ssaid county, and said bond was still

in forces

0,

i

%



To the damage of Plaintiff as aforesaide

Plaintiff claimg.of defendsnte Ten Thousand Dollars
demages with interest for the breach of the condition of the
bond made by defendants and dated to-wit, November 25th, 1904,

MGy in Ghe penal sum of Sixtesn Thousand Dollars, wWits-sondition

e e e

that if sald Henxy E. Cooper should faithfully discharge the
duties of tne office of Tax Collector of Baldwin dounty, Ale~
. bama during the time he continues therein or dipcharges any
of tue duties tLeréof, then The obligetion of said bond 1o
be void; otherwige to remain in full forse and effects
Plaintiff avers tnat ssid Henry X. Cooper was slect-
ad on to-wit, November 8th, 1904 and duly qualified as “ax
Collector of Baldwin County, and said bond was exeguted &s

vig bond a8 Tax Collector of said countiy. The. condition of

#aid bond has been broken in thBis, that tuere was lewisd by

- e - . — o i e S —

—  Lle court Of county Conmissioner torsaid county, o county
tax, amownting to-wit, $45,306.68 for the year 1907 '
Phet the book containing said tax levy was duly deliv-
ered to said Cooper a8 Tax Collector of said county, and that
he tierefrom entered upon the duly of collecting said tax and
collected to~wit,$37910.,00 of ssid tax, snd thereafter to-wit
on April 25th, 1908, ssid Cooper resigned as Tax Collector of
said county, while seid bond wss in forces p
Phat saild Cooper has wholly fziled to psy over to the
Tressurey of Baldwin County as it wes his duty to &b éo—wit,

Ten Thousand Dollars of said sum so zollected by Lim, thouzh

demand was made upon him while said bond was in force by the
Treasurer IZor the taxes collected by nim.

R. Ts Brvin.

Oscer Hall,

Atty. Tor Plaintiffse
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T. W. RICHERSON
CLERK AND REGISTER CIRCUIT COURT
BALDWIN COUNTY, ALA.

BAY MINETTE, ALA, Dec 31,1919,

Bt
T, T w picherson Clerk Circuit Court Basldwin County,Alsbamsa, do hereb ﬁrzf
amended

the foregoing is & true and correct copy'of the/gomplaxnﬁ ih cese

of Baldwin County,s Political Subdivision of the Stete of aplabama,

Clerk Circult Court Baldwin Couuty,Alubama.
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Maggie Reberts, Complainant,

vs. No. 325 1In Circuit Court of Mobile County, Equity.

bBuchmann Abstract & Investment Co., Defendant .

Deiendant objects to the document oiiered purporting to be in form
a8 tax receipt {for the taxes of I906, or other year or yeﬂrs‘ Ist,
becauseit is ineompetent e vidence of any payment of taxes on the

lapd here concerned; 2nd, because its execution by a proper offieciel

has not been establishd by competent eidence ; 3rd, because it has
not been shown by competent evidepce that jt is a propr receipt for
the taxes on this land here concerned; 4th::because it has net been
shown by legal evidence in the cause that fﬁe taxes on the land here
concerned were paid by anyope for the year 19206 at any time; bgh,
beause it has not been properly identified @s the oificial tax re-
ceipt 10: the year 1905 taxes on the land'ébncerned in this cause;
Yth, becouse it is immaterial ; &th, becsuse it is irrelevent ; Oth,
because it is but ap ex parte paper ag to which dpfendanf hags not
had the chanee to cﬁoss—examineFahy official or clefk or agent or
. other person testiiving to the mignature apd identifying this paper —
as the tax collector's ofiicia! receipt for the taxes of 1905 on the
Land here concerned *; I0th, because the Court does not judiecially %no
that this decumnt is the oiiicial yax receipt for the taxes otf I906
on the property here concerned , even if it judicially knew the
gignature on it to be that of the former taxc eolleector of Baldwin
County . M Jollx’;
)
M/f CQ,Ej?Zu-ftﬁltag

Solicitors for Defendant .




; No. 326 .

Maggie Robqrtg
:Vé;.

Buchmenn Abgtract & Investmeﬁt
Company,
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Motions to exclude tax re- \ .

ceipt for taxes of I908. :
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Mrs.laggie Roberts, epmplaiuant.
VS No, 326 in Mobile Cireuit Court, ipn Equity .

Buchmann Abgtract and Investment Company, Def endant.

Defendant ard cross-complainant excepts to and moves to exclude separatey
the following parts of the deposition of complainant Maggie Roberts,
without waiving its motions tJ suppress the entire depogition brought to
" the court's attention beiore filing or presenting these = upon the
grounds following to each, respectively :i=
Her answer "YES," in respense to the yuestion whether she or
MARY JAMES OR ANYONE EISE paid the taxes falling due October Ist,I906,
ob the lands involved:=( in interrogatory Srd ):=-firgt, because this is
hegrsay evidence ; 2pnd, because this was secoundary evidence,and without
laying the proper predicate for it; 3rd, because this was and is the opin=-
mlnnac - 11;511@,&11 Bv g:.nessh.erzitglﬁs‘%ercause it is the witness' conclusion. Kth, it is
Fondudaniidiommpaiery' NO ", in response to the question whether ghe
paid taxes on any other lapds in Baldwin County for that tax year:{ in
3rd interrogatory ):Ist, because this is immaterial; 2nd, because it
is self-serviug and argumentative testimony; Sr', because it is ﬁow om-

for the purpose of showing
petent and admissible #%e~shew,that ghe paid the taxes on the land involv-

ed.

Her anmswer " BY MAIL " | ip regponge to the gquestion whether
ghe paid in person or by mail( in Srd interrogatory): Ist, because this
isigggkygggﬁﬁg: opinion; 2nd, because it is her conclusion ; 3rd, it is

Her angwer "I do not remember, I CAN ONLY RELY ON MY RECEIPT"
in response to the yuesticn asking her to state as nearly as shoe could
when she mailed the remittance( of tax money):(dn 3rd interrogatory):
beecause this is her &piniop; 2nd, beecsuse it is her conclusion( as to
having mailed it at all in the legal or proper way ). 3rd, it is inad-

migsible.

Her answer " To Mr.Cooper, Tex Collector, Baldwin County, Bay
Minette, Alabama ", in response to the question to whom was the latter
gddregsed and remittance payable ( in Srd interrogatory): hecause,while
10 objéction was interposed to this interrogatory which on itg face was
in proper form and assumptively would be answered of knowledge and rec-
ollection of a faect, it appears from her depogition that this answer

is witness' opinion; 2nd, that it is her conclusions 8 , it is inadmissible.



Her apswer " CASH ", iln response to the question whether the
remittance was made in the form of a check, cash, postdd money order,
expregs money order, or in some other form ( in Srd interrogatory):

%g ' ngg&gs E%i§si§n§8;iggigio?: 2nd, because it is her conclusion .

Her answer " YES ", in response to the question in bBth inter-
regatory, asking her to state whether or not in due course of mail she
received a receipt for the money sent in payment of taxes : Ist,because
because she was led to this answer by the question,which was chjected to
as leading 3 2pnd, because the answer is her opinion; 3rd, because it is
her conclusion; 4th, becauge it is incompetent and inadmigsible testi=-
ggg é.5th‘ beceuge it is tegtimony that is illegal. 6th, it is inadmig-

Her angswer " I have the receipt and it ig attached hereto mark-
ed exhibit B ", in response to the question asking her if she received
a recript to so attach i't( in bBgh interrogatory): Ist, because it is
her opiviorn that this is a receipt for the money she claimg to have sent;
2nd, becauge it is her eonclusion; 8rd, because said paper attached is
pot the tax receipt of the tax collector; 4th, bee~use the paper attach——
ed is pot admissible and competent evidence of rayment of the taxes; and
regspondent objects to and moves to exclude the paper so attached, upon
each separate ground of bbjeetion to this answer, and upon the further
ground that this paper was sent by her to P.d.Cooney, who turned it in
to the commissioner taking his deposition to be attached thereto without
proper proof of its execution by the tax collector or any authorized per-
g0n in his pame,and this paper was evidently then withdrawn without au-
thority of law,and without respondent's consent, to be used by this

‘present witness as an exhibit to her deposition. and further,because

A7) lob64, Z/ ¢, fendeis,

Solieitor for Respondent and cross-com-
plainant.

the paper is inadmissible.
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Maggie Roberts, ) no 351
ﬁgﬁplainant ; In the Circuit Court of Baldwin County.
Buchman Abstract &) In pauity .

Investment Company) ¢
Respondent .. 7 r/.QCDK&&:
Comes mnow the respondent and cress-complainant and movesrjhe afridavit }

O—f-

from H. D. Moorer offered as documentrary evidence by the coq"g;qﬁlupo n

the following grounda.-'lat because legal nofice was not given by the com
"’t

plainant to the resy@ndant and cross complaing of the introduction of the
sald affidavit; 2nd hecauae said affidavit was not offered within "the -
time limit fixed by’ the court in this ~ause for the offering of testimony

)
drd, Because the ai?idavit iteelf sets up the fact there was a time limit
he

fixed for the 1ntrodncnion of evidence but of this fact ¥ wae ignorant or
not informed by the complaina'ﬁt, this being no fault of the respondent ad
cross complainant 4th while it might have been the understanding that

the deposition was to be held open for = time, the time required for the

o copy/}“d’"\- ll,»-_
stenographer who took down in the evidence in short hand snd to be submitted

to the witnesses for their signature and returned to the commissloner,lthere
was no understanding that the depositions was to be held any longgr and fhe
aftidavit does not excuse the fact of the Commissioner mot filing fﬁ%=amle.

5th because it was the duty of the complainant after¥ he had taken hiee
S
evidence to see to it that it was filed properly, in the cause snd in accor

ple
dance with the rule as laid down by the court for the taking of testimonyin

T2 7£ /‘/*J’/ S
the cause . A 7



The State of Alabama, Mobile County

Wéz’/ Complainant
- Circuit Court of Mobile County

No.

M 2 o Defendant IN EQUITY

oy e

-

The < W

requests the oral examination of the following named witness a—e.

on L’ behalf, viz.:

e

said witnesses reside in the County of %

State of Alabama.

L
who reside at % ; &Qﬂ-\

is suggested as suitable person to be appointed Commissioner to take the deposition2-of said

witness<® on such oral examination

i

—

Solicitor for @“‘{’/%“Mf’f



l/ No éil&

Circuit Court of Mobile County

Mobile, Alabama
IN EQUITY

ﬂ“?f o ﬂb.:zr*’

| M&&JW"—

Demand For Oral Examination

FiledWW | A, 191/2
0
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Gounty, Bauity

. + 2 e
Oomp%ﬁdn%SG' In Cireuit Court Mobile sine .

Maggie Roberts, oyt Mo
prchmann Absf%:c} & Investment Company, Dei

jrghmarn . |
exclude from

Gourt to
oly moves the Lour Nipe parts
ol 2200 bkl and, Sogtey 10, Seuad o en0h
the deposl 1 geparate grounds ‘

: eanch on the geveral ap | ) 5
%;“giy s 10110;;23 g%ztﬁegositio% og'ﬂigg%“umﬁfPﬁgiéuse it is
" Thig was homesteade by & Mr.Drowio and because it 1s

1 and secondary evidence 3

it geverally at
Deiendant Oy of witne

illeen say evidence - . 1 and sec-
i1i%sal and hearsaf 8VaCol "inis is illega’ &F
" Who sold to a Mr . James ;;a baégﬁie it is illegal and hearsay

ondary evidenece 3

gvidence . - weie Roberts )

v fiig daughter MYB'R°HertSb£c:%E%1$his is i}legaé %ndrsggoﬂ-
er since wmem hots T . T enrs

P p&iii ovidence; end because it is illegal ar

evidence . . i for her for 12 or
" P.d.Coouney has DRl el FOS?QS%IOD' neclusion, 88

e " this is the witness' €O _ a8

Eoigengs. becau?e n the testimopy of Cooney himself, 3
10 “illegal and hearsay tegtimonys

axd because it 18 15Ce) g copt Mr.Cooney as MI'ss
w I have never heard ol anyone XCept MIsLO gecause hin

i n
! auent...asserting any ggessiol :
Robergg i? egal and hearsay eviggnce, ag to Cooney's

asserting possessiOl. one has been in

: , 6 that
v I kpoy to my certaln knowledge that no Qenth about

i i es

.segsion of the place since Nrs.sam '

?gzissigo,excegt....her nFent " go far as this gftefggimi&
show possession of the agent, beesuse on c}?ss pany

nation witness shows this 1s hearsay as to the agent

e ¢ t the neighborhood
" yr.Oooney is generally knowp throughout the neighboTio0
aslgn goen¥ i %he owne¥ of the property " because thig 18

illegal and hearsay evidence,

has owned

From the deposition of P.d.Cooney :=
" When I first knew, it was ownd by one Simon Brewton"--
" who homesteaded it "=
" He sold it to Thos.S.dames " =
: " James willed the property to his wiie for
her life and aiter her death to her daughter,Maggie Roberts",
" I have ssgessed the property "—-
" S0 I looked the matter up and found that the
e tﬁgxeg h@?lbeeT P%éd for Rhe yeardthey claimed it was sold "=
Decaus is is illegal and secondary evidence ; 38 i
is illegal and hears%y evidence . ¥ PR J AR
" This tax receipt, marked exhibit A .., is for the taxes
lor the year which the property was sold " becaise this is
111e%al and secondary evidence; and because it is il-
. legal and hearsay evidence .
" I koow to my certain kmowledge that no one has ....been
iu possession ol it other than mysell as agent " so far as
this attempts to show possession by him , because his
ovn testimony shows that it is, ang beause it is, his
conclusion that h was in possession; and is illegal
o tegtlmopy - i
I don't think she was " == reierring to whether Mrs.James
vas or was not livipg in 1909, because it appesrs
irom his own testimony that this is, and beause it is
not within his knowvldge,but his opinion or conclusion:
” and beause it is illegal evidence . y
. This §1tle came to Mary James by will from her husband
"hoseSe.dames " - because this is illgal and secondary evi-
dence; and because it is illega% and hearsay evidence .




"Thos.S.dames got title from Ray Brewton "

" Ray Brewton got title from Simon Brewton ""
because this is illgal and secondary ; and because it is illegal and
hearsay evidence .

M{ﬂflv’
S E. amdiédf
Solicitors for Defendant .




J No. 326

_ Maggie Roberts
j VS,
|
Buchmann Abgtract & Investment 0¢

Defendant's motions to exclude
certain partg of testimonieg of
witnesges MeCurdy and Cooney .
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s.Maggie Roberts, complainant,
vs, No. 323 .in Cirouit Court of Mohbile County, im eguity .

whmann Abstract & Investment Company, Defendant,

efendant, having pmoted in evidence ceertain of its exceptions or ohjecw
ions amd motions whieh were on file prior td.the submipgicn of this
;auge under the terms of the agreement of counsel dated Novembaer ISth,
[219, pow objeets and moves against the following documentary evidence
propbsed to be ofiered ih evidenge by eomplainant in her note cof e#idenee

under gaid submigsion =

It objects to and moves to exclude from eonsideration the certified copy
of the will of Thomag S.Jameg :- Ist,benause :tt does moi appear to
hgve been jurisddetionally probated ; 2nd, said copy is not oh file and
‘filed within the time limited by the submission agreement; 3rd/ it is
irrelevant; 4th, it ig immaterial to the igsues in the éauge ; Bth,
beeauge it does not appear by competent evidence that Thos.S.James owned
the land concerred herain sovered by'said instrﬁment purporting to be
his will.

It -bjectg to and moves to exclude the sertified copy of patent ‘o Simon
Brovton to lands involved in this cause, 'Ist, becauge gaid certified

copy was not filed in the time limited by gaid submission agreement,

It objscts to ard moves to exslude the @értified copy of daeed of Simon
Bravto n and wife to Ray Brewton = Ist, bessuge said copy was not
filed in the time limited by said submission ngreement ; 2nd because
the eony faila to show that the deed was exseauted sufflalantly-unqpnnxadﬁ
sufficiently in order to be sdmisaible. 3rd, becguse the eouy doas not
show the deed to have passed title to the lands here eonscerned to Ray

Brewton; 4th,becsuse it is irrelevant; Bth, beeange it is immaterial.

It objects to and moves to exclude the gertified eopy of desd of Ray
Brewton and wife to Thomas S.James :- Ist, becayse spid copy wag not
filed in the time limited by said subéisaionaagreemanx : 2nd, besause
it fails to show that Ray Brewton owned the land‘ooncerned herein; 3Sré,
because there ig ne evidence thab Ray ﬁrewton was in the pﬁssﬂssion of
the- land or any of it ; 4th, beeause the eopy is irrelevant; #th, be-

|



uee snid copy is immaterial,

objeets to and moves to exclude the deed on file of Ellen Morris
o somplainant Maggie Roberts t= Igt, because sanid deed was made
fter complainant had filed her bill in this sause and while the
suit was pending ; 2nd, Lecaume it does not pppear that Elleu More
rig ovned the land or any part of it comcerned in this eause ; Srd, ;.|
because it doss not appear-that ¥Wllen Morris was in pogsession of
tha land attempted to be gconveyed by said deed ; 4th, becaunsge it

is irrelevant; Bth, because it is immaterial.

" official recei’ of taxeg

for 1909 ™ : ist, because it was not filed in the time limited

by said submigsion sgreement ; 2nd, becsuse the receipt referred to

It objects to and moves to exclude the

ags being for the taxas for I909 is no%gégr that year, but pur-
‘ports to be a receipt for a different year,,and that receipt for
that year, and any for 1909, is irrelevant; Srd, because any re=-

eeint for 909 cr other yearg than 19068 is immaterial .

It bbjects te and moves to exciude ths "™ ofiicial tax reeeipt book
for 1907 for Baldwin County " := igt, bocause it was not on
file in the time limited by the submiggion agreement ; Rpd, becouge
- the offer does not deﬁignate'ﬁhat if any papes of thig book containe
ining something like Y00 hundred pages, or what part of the book,
ig offered, auwd very much of it ig immaterial and irrelevant to
the issues in this cause; 3rd, baecause this hook is shown by the
eWidence, so far as the evidence identifies it at all, to be a
part of the records of Baldwin County,whigh dgnnot be offenqd or
received in evidensce. 4th, becauge it is frrelevant; Etﬁ. Lecause
it is imjaterial. 6th, becauss, if offered to compare havdyrit-
ings. the proper predicate haé not been laid-for that purpuse
Tth, becsmuge there is nothipg in it by whieh to shed any light upon
the question raised ag to whether the receipt for the year of 1906
attempted to be offered in evidence is indeed sﬁoh a receipt,

It objeets to and moves to exclude the " Letter of H.H.Cooper,,Tax _
Colleotor, to complainant dated May 2I,I908 ":w Ist. becauge this
letter was not filed in the time limited by the submigsion agree-



—

ment ; Zud, beeause it has not been proved ; Srd, because it does not
purport to be siguned in the same or a similar handyriting as that
ou the sg=cuiled tax receipt for the vear 1908; boéoo 4th, be-
eauge it does not purport to show that the taxes for the i{ax yesr
of 1908 were paid or a veceipt given for them |, prior to the gale
ol the land fof non-payment of the tﬁxas for 1908 3 FBth, besauge

thig lettor, if written by one of the scns and agents of the forméf*?ié

collector of Baldwin Jounty, was not examined upon or exhibited to any

witness on the stapd, though his gons wers exeamined who had authority to

. sign tax regeipts, amd deferdant had no opporfunity to eross-eaxamine

congerning thig letter ; 6th, begeumsebaeing Inted May 2Isgt,I%05, it pur-
ports to ackucwledge promptly receipt of a letter {rom oomplain&pt datad
May 19th, 1906, and acknowledges receept from her of e noatoffice monsy
order, vithout showiug hew wuel or what it was for, »nd saying he had
meiled her a receipt ou May I7th,1905, without shoving what that was for
or hov mueh it wag for ;7th, beeause, without showing what were the other
papers reierred to in thig letter, bbut only that " if I negloated to
gign the bills kindly potify me apd I wiii igsue and mail you dupli -
oates ", this letter does uot ghow or purport to shov that it referred
to the taxes for the year I908 ; 8th, because , though by sagreemsnt as
shown by the commissioner's return, the deposition of H.Van Jooper is
not gigued ( nor thoge of his brothers ), ths gignature to this letter
looks more like that of H.Van Cepp@en--= QCooper, as indiecated in the
depogitions, thav of any other witnesg or agent of the tax colliestor,
his pesitive testimony is that the taxes were not paid for the yenr
1908, &g;; Oth, beesuse snid letter ig irrelevant; I0th, becnuse it ig

imter‘iﬂl °

It objects to and moves to exalude‘tho”eerfified enoy of somnlaint  in
guit ei Baldwin County vs.H.H.Cooper, as priucipal, and United jtates Fi-
delity & Guaranty Company, as sureties, in unldwih Girveuit Court " :=-
Ist, because thig was pot filed in the time limited Ly the submission a-
greemeut ; 2nd, heeauss thig has Bo probative foree sufiicient 1o show
that the taxes for I90% were paid or that the tax sollestor violated his
duty as such concorning those taxes and the gale for noun-payment thereof;

3rd, because it is irrelevantj 4th, because it ig immaterial .



It objeats to and mevéa to exelude the ™ gertified eopy of complaint

in suit of State of Alpbama vs.H.H.Oooper, aas prineipal, and United
States Fidoelity & Guarnnty Comppny, As surety, in Cireuit Court, Baldwin
County " $» Ist, bespuse thig wag not filed iu the time limited by the
submissicp‘QgraeMﬂnt i 2od, beeause thig has no probative forse suffiei-
ient to sh@ﬁ thaﬁftgh taxes for 1908 were paid for that year or that the
collagtor violated hig duty as such concerning the taxes and the sale
for noé-ﬁvyﬁent thereof ; 1rd, bauauéa it is irrelevant; 4th, béEHGEG'E% -

is immaterial.

It objeots to and moves tio ex2lide the " gertified sopy of judgwent ren- -
derod in Jireuit Court of Baldéin Gounfy in favor of ths 3tate of Ala=-
bama and against HeH.Cocper and United States Fidelity & Guaranty Company,
a8 surety, upon hig official bond as Taz Collestor " = Ist, hécause
thig wes pot filed in the time limited by the submission agreement ; 2nd,
bessuse thia has o probative foree sufficient to show that the taxes

for 1208 vere paid for that year or that the colleetor violated hisg duty
as guch coﬁberning the taxss apd the snle for non-payment theraeof ; 3rd,

- bocansa 1t 1s irrclevant] 4th, becsuss it is tmmatorial®
i
It objects *¢ and moves to exclude the " Jertified copy of judgment rene

derod in Uircuit Court of Baldwip Jounty agsinst H.H.Ccoper and United
Ri%; States Fidaolity & CGuersnty Company, as surety, upon his official bord
as Tax Collestor ™ & Igt, because thisg was nof filed in the time lime
ited by the submizsion ngreement ; 2od, because it has no probative
1orggi£30ég§£ that the taxes for 1908 were paid for that yesr or tha
the collscfor violated his duty es auch congerning those tazes or the ss
got nondpayment thereof ; Wnﬂ, beosuse it is irrele¥ant ; 4th, beecause
it is imusterial.
It objesty to apd movex to exslude the ¥ sertified sopy of indictment
found in Cirouit Court uf‘ﬁnldwin County against H.H.Cooper * : 1st,
beacause this was not filed in the time limitde by tha submigsion agrse-
ment ; 2ud, beosuse it hess no probative foree guifieient to ahow that
the taxes for the year 1906 were paid for that year or that the.colleo
violated his duty as susch 6onaerning thogs2 taxes or the sala for the n
payment thereof ; Srd, because it is irrelevant ; 4th, because it is i
material; Bth, beeause it was a merely ex parte proceeding by the gr
jury without a hearing of said H.H.Cooper or his witnesses, and is ne
accompanied by any finding of the eirouit eourt or a vetit dinev.



bjects to and moves to exélude each dosument for evidanse purposes
»d by complainant after the tim limited therefor by the submission a-
emeut 3~ A, besause this oannot be gotten in evidense properly under
N\ y guige of gompliance with rule 54 of chansery prastice which concerns
» proof at the hearing of exhibits and documentary evidence, : B,
—enuse when the asourt set aside its former decree on the merita of-this = e
mse, it wes ﬁpresslv defle onggxasw FbIB and ,Qllowed the taking
[ fm'fhar fesfimony with referenc th 2 ymant oj:»*ta,,xes’ for the yesr
M,Jtﬁnf bemg all that oomplaigrt' ha;{l kod for in-hexu motion there-~
for,iand sthe subm:lsuor agreement"of daie?l\ovembet- Is\‘h I0I9,filed that
".da uuder which the submigsion w tﬁhn *ove-nber Iﬁth 1919, exprelsly
“w I(rlted the m"ties on each gide . @ertﬂh fixed t:wﬂ fe;' {,etting their
P " evidence in, bemdes that whieh wasjlglreal,; in, aod these proposed
Liilu.,a Ok dwumenfar.,r avidenge my.v iqiibred goma teolate, beln" after

the periocd s¢ limited » A?\/s -,_,gg,-/ f@ %@M B

- S 4_..Snuciwﬁr_ op Defendant Company . Zaay



MAGGIE ROBERTS, ) NO. 11,710
vs. ) IN CHANCERY AT MOBILF.
BUCHMAN ABSTRACT & INVESTMENT CO. ) |

I _hereby acknowledge myself as security for coste

in the above styled cause.
74
Dated at Foley,Alabama, this the 527{ day of
June, 12186.



laggie Roberis
Complalnant In the Clrcult Court of liobile
County Alabpama
V3
Buchwan Apvsreact & IN EQUITY
Investment Co
Respondent

DEROSITIDNS of Joe Reding. A.B.OSteadnam .. Witnesses lor respondent
in above styled cause,
' The sald witnesses having been by me first duvly sworn
Bl esanina bl onby.tue Hon 5.0 Jenkins Tor respondent , the Hon w.c.Beebe
Attorney Tor Complainant having walved notice of the time and pailce of the
examination of sald witnesses and the right to cross the same for examinatia
testiflied as follows.

Deposition of Jee Reding

My mme 1ls Joseph Reding.l live 1ln Robertsdale 3Baldwin County
Alavama. I have lived here 81X years. I know lir Fred J.Buchuman af the
Buchman Abstraet ani investment Co. I know tnat ne owned a track of land
near Suimerdale which he bougnt for taxes Ifrom the State and I know that he
had Mr Rodgers whe lived near this laxnd in charge of this land as his Agent
of the Company whieh he represented. I kuow on one occasion I 80ld Mr Fred
J Buchman some wire for femnclng up some of this land which wire I delivered
to Ur W.F.Rodgers as hils Agent I know of no other person having charge of
this land other than Mr Rodgers

Signed ézélﬂh( /%;gggg4;¢41
e

gworn and suvossrived te

_eﬁare me this first day of october

S P il

(£~ Comnissioner

1911




~.of this land or celainming to be Agent otne

Depesition of AJS.Stesadnam.
a
My name 18 A.B.Stsadnam I am thirty eight year§.01 ‘
'ﬂ
in Robertedale Alabvama for s8ix years I know the land dsscribeﬂ as t

clie
W of the NE} and the Ef of NWi of sectlon twenty Township six

naye resided

soutn Ramge four East in Baldwin County Alabama, this land 15 claimed
tc be owned by the Buckman Abstract and imvestment Co. I have been on
this land ﬁnd to the place of V.F.Rodgers adjoining it. Mr Rodgers

was thers 4t his place when I was there, he said that he was i1 ChdTge

of tnis land as Agent ne BNOWed me Whers He red Ut up a wire of GHE
strand around about six acres of the land soms of which had fallen
down e did not claim to cultivate it but used it for pasture ne got
lence posts off 1t and he had let Charlie ialone have some Cypres

OfT 1% Tor telephone poles this was Several years ago hefore aiy
litigation came up. the land was wilde land and uncleared except a
Snall portion on which was Planted some pear {irees . I have not been

on tnis land since Marchn 1916 when I wag there .

I have never heard of any one elce velng In possession

.Rodzers,

J3 S

3lgneq (TB(

Sworn and subserived toéifégfg Nig rirst day of october 1917
_4£::fziff;£%£2?§;Z;>1ﬁ?—7*1&z:z<;ﬁtsg

Commissioner




S8 B 1 L FI CAT X

I.. L Glendinnling . Comuissioner named in the cause of Maggie
Roberts, Complainant Ve the Buchman Abstract & Investment Co
resyondent; to take the testomomy of A.B.Steadham and Joe:
Reding as witnesses for respondent . do hereby certify that I
cansed the witnesses . A.B.Steadha)’and Joe Reding %0 come
verore me on the 1lst Gay of october L9LY at My office in
Robertsdale Baldwin County Alabama. and that the sald witnesses
wag duly sworn by me and testified as set down in the foregolng
Aapoaitions that the testomony was reduced to writing by me, that
it was subscribed to by A.B.Steadhan §nd Joe Reding in my presence
after having Leen read over to them and that they are personally
known to me

I further certify that I am neither kin or of comxl
couneil o any of the parties to this sult and that I am not

interested in any way in the resulis or outcome of saild suit

Witness my hand this first day of october 1917

A
Commissioner

e a— -"—_'__.’
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The State of Alabama, Mobile County

Circuit Court
Maggie Rober®s, ) IN EQUITY
e R T AT MOBILE, ALA.
\STbe s T Clendaning .- . .
Buchmann Abstract- &--ane&‘smen% -0

____________________________________________________________________________________ Esq ., Greeting:
KNOW YE, That we in confidence of your prudence and fidelity, have appointed you, and by these

presents do give you ogmithexofxyou, full power and authority to take, upon oral examination, the deposition Sof

______________________________________________ as witness egnpartof_._____defendant _ ___________
in the above entitled cause, and therefore we command you orrgitherpicyet, that at such time and place, or
imes and places, as you may appoint, of which you willigiveso -2 VWAL . L VIR days’ notice to all the
parties, or their solicitors of record in said cause, Viz: t0 oo mmcccccccmcmmae mmmmec e e
H___Hal,l_&_Besbe,_.solicit.ors-ior--C'»Oﬂlplaiﬂallt—‘r -------------------------------------
- 8.-Ba-Jenking; -Dv-Be-Cobbs;-soliedtors- for--defendants -

you do cause the said witnesseés to come before you, wxcerteronkxym, and then and there

ife +hom ___on oath, on the interrogatories and- cross-interrogatories;
Exaﬂl - — e e T e e - = g EEgBE - T T T T
OrEH HeTOE YO,
which may be then and there propounded to them by the said part ¥ . And that you 1, do
take such examination, and reduce the same into writing and and return the same annexed to this Writ, Llosed
der your seal ﬁﬁéﬁ&mmm into our said Circuit Court, with all convenient speed, that the
up un ) , )

same may be read in evidence on the trial of the cause aforesaid.

WITNESS: JAMES A. CRANE, Register of our said Court, at office
this. 114h, __ day of ._____September ____ 191 7e

Register”
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No..____326
t Court Mobile County

TO THE COMMISSIONER :

In executing the within commission, you will please be particular in observing the following rules;
Your certificate must show that you caused the witnesses to come before you at some specified time and place,
or times and places; that said witnesses are known or have been made known to you, and that they were duly
sworn by you; that they testified as it is set down; that the testimony was by you reduced to writing, and that
it was subscribed by the witnesses in your presence after having been first read over to them. And further, that
you are not of kin nor of council to either party to the suit and that you are not in any manner interested in the
result thereof. All the papers returned by you should be attached together, all enclosed in an envelope; this
envelope should be sealed up by you, and across the seals of the same you should write your name or names.
The title of the case must be endorsed on the outside o} the envelope; also the names of the witnesses examined,
and whether for the complainant or defendant. On the commission itself must be marked the amount of your
me%_lanck}f paid, by whom. The package should then be directed to the Register, Circuit Court Mobile County,

obi1le, d.
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on Oral Examination

IN EQUITY
defeniant.

AT MOBILE, ALA.
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Commission to take Testimony
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Buchmann Abstrsct & Investment |
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Witness € Sfor

BNl e S

Commissioner’s Fees ﬁﬁ g __—.-‘é__o____-_--_______-

W. F. Rogers,
A. B. Steadham,

Joe Redding.

|
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Law OFFIcCES
RickarBY, BEEBE & CoLEY
903-4-5 VAN ANTWERP BuiLDInG
SQLRI Gt BT MoBiLE, ALA.

April 7, 1927.

Received from the file of llaggie Roberts ve. Buchmann Ab-
stract Company the follawing papers:

U, 5. patent #12363 to almon brewton.
— Deed of Simon Brew -

Deed of Ray Brewton and wife %o J-numas e James.

Certified copy of will of Thomas S. James,

Dged of Ellen llprrig to llazzgie Roberts,

Receipt for taxes of 1904.

Heceint for taxzes of 1908.

Certified copy of Tract Book entry.

Certified copy of report of delinguent taxes and de-

cree of sale.

Certified copy of assessment for yesr 1905.

Certified copy of assessment for 1906.

Certified copy of record of tax sales.

5 RICKARBY, BEEBE & COLEY,

Attorneys £ ‘Plaintiff.



NO. 326

MAGGIE ROBERTS, _ 1N EQUITY |
Complainant, g 2rE CTROUID ggigiMiF
VAL | s MOBILE COUNTY» “
SUCHMANN ABSTRACT & ) '

The Complainant presents& the following

Note of Evidence in the above entitled cause:

(1) 'Depoaition of Maggie Roberts, Complainant.
(2) Deposition of P, J. cooney.

(3) Deposition of Reuben McCurdy.

(4) Certified copy of the will of Thomas James.

(8) Certified copy of patent to Simon Brewton to
lands involved in this cause.

{8) Certified copy of deed of Simon Brewton and wife
to Ray Brewton.

(7) Certified copy of deed of Ray Brewton and wife to
Thomas S, James,

(8) Deed of Ellen Morris to Maggie Roberts.
(9) Official receipt of taxes for 1909.
(10) Official Tax Receipt Book for 1807 for Baldwin Cousty,

(11) Letter of H, H. Cooper, Tax gollector, to Complainant
dated May 31, 1908.

(13) Objections to recross interrogatories filed by
Respondent to Complainant on October 14, 1918 and motion to suppress
testimony there listed.

(13) Objections to admiessibility of tax deed.

(14) Objections to testimony of Respondent' s witness,
Buchmann, _

(15) Complainant's motion to overrule Respondent's obe
jecticns tc witnesses, Cooney and MoCurdy.

(18) Certified copy of complaint in suit of Baldwin
County vs. H, H. Cooper, as principal, and United States Fidelity &
Guaranty Company, as sureties, in Baldwin Circuit Court.

(17) Certified copy of complaint in suit of State of
Alabama vs., H, H, Cooper, as principal and United States Fidelity &
Guaranty Company, as surety, in Cirdudt Court, Baldwin County,

(18) Certified copy of judgment rendered in Circuit Court
of Baldwin County in favor of the State of Alabama and against H. H.
Cooper and United States Fidelity & Guaranty Company, a8 surety, upon
his official bond as Tax Collector.

’



-(18) Certified copy of judgment rendered in Circuit
gourt of Baldwin County against H. H, Cooper and United States Fi-
delity & Guaranty Company, as surety, upon his official bond as Tax
Collector. '

Countv against H. H, Cooper.
CZ&:‘_«@.@ S ] e VYV Ble b
-y J

i
Solioi%brs for Complainant.

mavrwd AFf Ral Awid
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: oyt ':%ﬂlpﬂny Deia
0,32, In Cirgyj¢ “ﬂ . . P g

W 4 liobile County, ip equity .
-~

. ' : N, —
g - \ v.% 0 Henoe offered by Def enda Tt g8 Wam iy —

. A
LW

under subniagion of Novenbep

L | IBth, 1919,
8 hmlng of thig Gause the follow

ing note of evid ’
il Sy | vidence wag tn"ten

;reed Statement of Faots

ax deed fpop : v

Gpogitiohg of

filed December ISth, II7,

H. Van Cooper, Wilton A . Cooper, E.A.Cooper,  F.J.
Buchmann, W.F.Rogers, A.B.%tedham, Joe Redig, or Red-
ing, and Elijah Ard,
defendant's objections to examining of Mrg.Maggie Roberts as a ~v;*ﬁesa
] in the oause, and defendant's motiong on file to
’ guppress her entiré depogition,
Redendant's exeeptions to and motions to exelude eertain portions of the
| deposition of Mprs.Maggie Roberis, gaid exceptions
and motions having been filed iormerly .
Defendant's exeeptions te and motions, on file, to exclude gertain por-
tions of the depogitiens oi: P,J.Cooney and Reu-
ben MeCurdy.
Deifendant's objections to and motions to exelude the certified ecropy of
the wilb of Thos.S.dames, ob file .. .. . —
Defendant's objections te and motions to exclude the saertified sopy of
, the patent to Simon Brewton, on file .
Defendant's objestions to and motiong to execlude the certified eopy of
the deed of Simon Bre#ton and wife to 0BOE0S00000
06600000 Ray Prevwton,, on file ,
Defendant's objections to and motioms to exclude the eertified copy of
deed from Ray Bmekton and wife to Thomas 3.
damog , on file .
Deferdant's objections to and motions to exclude the deed of Ellen Mor-

ris to Mn&gi(e__ﬁobgrts o on file , el



T — L S \

Defendantie objections to and motions té axelude official raceipt of
' taxes for 1909, on file .
Defendant's objections to and wotions to exclude the offigial tayr ra-
_ ceipt book for 1907 of Baldwin County , on file,
Deferdant's objections to and motions to exclude letter of H. H.Oooper
Tax uolleﬂtor to gsomplainant dated May RI,
”f a(:; & 1908, on”&ile«
Dexendant's obJecgﬁons to and motlé%s to exclude certified copy of com=
f; plaint {,‘u sult of inldm{&}eufty,»{a H.H.Cooper, as prinoipal,
¢ and Unlﬁed,atates
Ealdwin,C 1rguit Oourt.rmn,file .
Defendant's obaa&t1ons to and motienagto exgludg gertified sony of com-

delfty &wﬁuardnty Company, as sureties, in

{ plaint ;n suit of State of Alabama vs. H.H.Cooper, as prinei-
f fﬁ:_ Jé psl, and«Uﬁltnd States F ﬂnllty & Guaranty Company, as surety
L : #G | in Girault Gourt, Baldwin County, on file ,
LF_ Defpndant'z objections to and motions to exsolude certified eopy of iude-
J_ ment rendered in Circuit Court of Baldwin County in favor of
ij the State of Alatams and against H.H.Cooper and United States
A_ ~ Fidelity & Guaranty Company, as surety, upon his offieial bond
éi . 88 Tax Co@isctor'. on file .

2 Deferdant's objections to snd motions to exclude sertified sopy of judg-

<, ment rendered in Cireuit Jourt of Baldwin County agningt H.i.
Cooper and United States Fidelity & Guaranty Company, as surety,
upon hig official bond as Tax Collestor , on file .

j Dafendant's objections to and motions to exclude gertified sopy of in-
%, : dictwent iound in Circuit Court of Baldwin County sgainat H.H.
ﬁ e Cooper, d

i/y Defendant®s motion to str1ke from the {iles oomplainant' ¥ objacticns

to affidavit of H.Van Cooper . "
] Attest i

Regigter, .
Jopy oi above note of evidence furnished us this Jamuary 1920,

‘I‘\
Sol¥rs tdorvovghminantnt |

il




' NOTE OF EVIDENCE.
No...._.jﬂ"é

I hagyio Hobets, | o . o

VS. \

Sl ni il 2")\ = e

At the hearing of this cause the following note of

F/%OMPM;

evidence was taken, to-wit:

FOR RESPONDENT n M‘/_/
Vhe M%;J?'mx P %

-14 d(.;ﬁr.l?wvo() % S aslee ﬁl\ é 4,-7{44-1-25
on 774%«4‘“'7 Pl

Attest :

~ Register.





