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Mrs. Maggie Roberts ,

/6,324 V. Cironit Court,
Mobile County,In Equity.
Buchmann Abgtract and Inv.Co.

Opinion.

This is a bill to quiet title in statutéry form. In order
to sunccessfully maintain such a bill,the complainant must allege
and prove possession at the time suit was filed.

A gcrambling possecssion is insufficient upon which to base
an action of this character.

Holland v. Coleman 162 Ala. 468.

Crabtree v.Alabama Land Co. 155 Ala.bl4,

The evidence shows respondent to be in aetual possession of
a part of the land at the time suit was filed.Complainant's witness
P.J.Cooney,whom she had emnloyed to look after the land,testified
to having seen the wire which MeCurdy had stretched around a part
of the land while said MeCurdy was acting as agent of respondent
and even permitted same to reain so stretched until the wire fell
down without making any inquiry as to who had placed it there.
Is such conduct of agent Cooney consistent with actual possession
of the land by complainant? Is such knowledge on Cooney's part
consistent with complainant's contention that she was in peacable
possesgion of the land at the time suit was filed? We think not.

Complainant having failed to establish possession at the
time suit was filed is not entitled to releif in this snit.

The only question remaining is whether Cross Complainant is
entitled to the relief prayed for by it,under the evidence.

The proof shows the owner failed to pay the taxes for the
year 1906; that said land was sold for said taxes and bought in
at said sale by Cross Complainant who abtained a tax deed from the
Probate Judge of Baldwin County to the said land on the 9th day
of July 1909 and went into possession of same thereunder claim-
ing the land openly,notoriously and adversely for s period of
time longer than three years before this snit was filed and for
more than three years after the purchaser at the tax saie "became
entitled to demand a deed therefor".

Actual possession of part of the land by Crosscomplainant
nnder color of this tax deed extends his possession to the whole
of the land described in s4id deed. Complainant contends that she
wag in possession of all of the hundred sixty acres of land which
was not in the actual possession of respondent amounting to about
five or six ascres under wire but undescribed and that therefore
that respondent 's color could not give defendant constructive
possession of any of the land outside these few acres. We are of
opinion that the evidence fails to support this contention.

Whether crosscomplainant has a perfect title to the land
nnder the evidence,we do not decide but as between the parties to
this suit its title,we hold to be superior to that of complainant,

Complainant under Sec.2311 of the Code is prohibited from
maintaining an aetion of this character for the recovery of this
land and therefore gannot complain if the Court adjudicates the
title to same to be“¥nother who appears prima facle to have a

superior title. % 7 /5—-_.,-7/,/-7 |
Cpp~-10,19/ 4 / J’&\



Mrs. Maggie Roberts,
Complainant,

No., 326. vs. Circuit Court of Mobile County, Ala.
Buchman Abstract and Investment In Equity.
Company,

Defendant.

This ceuse coming on to be heard was submitted for finsl decree
upon the pleadings and the proof as noted by the Register,including
objections to testimony and motions thereunder, and upon consideration
the Court orders, ad juiges and decrees that the complainant's objections
numbered 1, 3, 4, 6 and 9 be and are hereby sustained and the respective
parts of evidence thereby indicated be and are excluded, snd that
complainant's objection number 5,in so far as it relates to statements
as to acts done by the witness Rodgers, be and is sustained and all such
statements are excluded but im so far as said objection number 5
relates to statements as to acts doﬁ;"by the witness Buchman ssaid
objection be and is overruled asnd the motion denied; it is further
ad judged that the complainant's objections numbered 2,8,10 and 11
to testimony of defendant's witnesses be and ardhgizsguled amdl the
mot ions based on them be and are denied; it is further adjudged and
decreed that the complsinant's objection and motion as to the
respondent's tax deeds be and are hereby overruled, and that the motion
to overrule respondent's objections to testimony of c omplainant's
witnesses Cooney amd McCurdy be and is granted, anl that the objections
and motions of defendant and cross compisinant to exclude the tax

receipt be and are overruled on the Bround that the tax receiptyg is
not noted in evidence. r

And upon consideration it is ordered, adjudged and decreed
that the complainant, Meggie Roberts, is not entitled to relief and that
she has no estate or interest in, or encumbrance upon the lands described

in the bill of complaint as follows, viz:-



The West Half of the North east Quarter and the East Half of
the North West Quarter of Section 21, in Township 6 South of Range
4 Easf in Baldwin-éounty,_ﬁi;gama.

It is further ordered, adjudged and decreed that the cross
complainant, Buchman Abstract & Investment Company, is, as against
the cmmpleinant, the owner of said land. It is further ordered and
decreed that the complainant, Maggie Roberts, pay the costs of this

cause for which let execution issue.

In term time, April /O, 1918.

!

Judge.
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Maggie Roberts, Complainant, No.

vE, \ In Chancery ®t Mobile .
Buchmann Abstract Co., Deiendant.

Now comes defendant and cross-complainant the Buchmann Abstraet Company
and amends ite answer and cross-bill in this cause, by adding thereto a
paragraph as fo 1;16;3, i-

4 “.; v Paragraph Z'g’”?
The owner of the"réal estate herein concerned had not paid the taxepm

for thghpayﬁent of whieh said real estate was sold, prior to such sale .

A73 boééo,

’ \
\fq e e ’fw /t/ /
Sol,rs for Deit.& Cross-Complt,

.!l

Foot-Nete.

The cross-defendant will answer the bill as amended by the

“~gbove amendment, _ o M é JJ{J/
g :
S8 JeerFires,

Sol'rs for Cross-Complt,

I ——————



Maggie Roberts,

No . —B86 . VS.

Bushman Abstract & Investment Co.,
a corporation .

This cause coming on to be heard, upon motion of Complainant it is ordered

that the Register publish the testimony without prejudice.

In Term time October 4th., 1917,



andh i -
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Nowow (G826 .

Meggie Roberts,

VS,

Bughmen Abstract & Investment

Co., & corporation.

K Order Publishing Testimony

i Term, 1990 =

October 4th., 1917.

Ent. MinNo.,. 24 ...ow... Page. /7 :
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Maggie Roberts, ! No 251
Complainant, )
Vs ) In The Circuit Court of Baldwin County.
)
| Buchman Abstract)& In pQuity .
.\ Investment Company,

respondent . )

8

i § comes now the respondent and cross-complainant and moves to strike the

\E§ objection$of the Complainant filed on Ag;,lzuh, 1921 in this cause to

Q? the Tax Deed heretofore introduced in evidence by respondent and cross -

%1 complainant upon the followinges grounds lst because legal notice by a
e } copy served updn  respondent and cros- complainant was not had or given
to the respondent and croés complainant of the filing of said objections
%i \g and because it sets out objections to the tax deed not heé?o made when s2id
ﬁ%gf tax deed was offzred in evidence in this cause, &s a art of the depositim

\ @ . fo Psper Len
N\ E. or as attached to the deposition of H véﬁ Cooper,nor since said desd was in
\.\ N NS

| evidence up t0 the filing of saidxm@ objections 3rd because it comes Tt

é) late under thermle oas fixed by the court in this cause, complainéggatime
videnge

y for filing evidence and pleadings as %o =A. having expired, on to wit the

(gpiﬁﬁsgg;f August, 1921 . 4th Dbecause respondent and cross -complainant had
“ no notice of said motionfd or objectionsas filed by Complainant ,lomplainantg

¢

%—‘P" ,‘.6 ’é
EX_ Cerolr. P rr = /i?i*

-
e

i notice of what evidence 1t purported t¢ introduce on the hearing having

A been gziven in its notice of Aug;j?th and respondent and cross complainarb

’

atay Ot

\ﬁ\forthwith made up its note of evidence and offered the eme on Aug. 8th and

7 %, &

R
l%‘zan; that time said objections were not filed in the cause and respnd ent

)]

ff7 "0t reply to, move to strike or plead to 4n any way,the came, not being -

v i
,§

o X filed at that time.5th because it is not an objection such as could prope
c /‘} 41}\&&
~%;E\\ ly b=filed, being a joinder, in issue of a fact which is one of the disputed
“Q’:i mé&tters in this cause, the payment of the taxes by complainant for the year
\¥$E}\ 1906, 6th because the tax deed itself very fully covers all the manrks -
A
3-369 points of oObjection made in said motion and recites fully thet all the
,,?\§\b requirements of the statue were complied with in the matter of the tax -
ig & Q sale of the lends involved in this suilt and under the statue such recital
' é.; of facts are taken as primag facie as trues adscorrect snd canrot be assailed
'\ &Y or overcome by mere recital of objections or mere eadings in a collaters
fﬁt‘ b ital of obj i pl gs i llat 1
R

way as complaintant in his ob;ections would undertake to do 8th because w

til said tax sale is attacked anaﬁg¥ﬁ§°”hf+irmatively by direct proceedig

7

}/c A
5

instituted for that purpose in & legal way provided in the statue, such

('/ el
(%%

tax deed is va&lid and presumptive evidence of what it recites snd it is -

aftirmatively shown by said deed itself +that said preliminary preceedings

( o i IR ARl 2 /,t{,
7z

and statutory requirements &s mentioned in the sections of the code &8s am

quoted in said motion were sﬁgctly complied with, /gcjajf /94 oy
Solicitors @, 4 -1—-—~ -75,‘2-_-;_:1-2&;f

&



MAGGIE ROBERTS, 0.

Complainant,

IN EQUITY.
V3e
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF MOBILE

BUCHMANN ABSTRACT &
INVESTMENT COMPANY, COUNTY, ALABAMA.

Respondent.

- - - ~

Please take notice that upon the ;§§§§§gagﬁhﬁof this
cause the complainant will offer documentary evidence, including
that already introduced, as follows:

Ll Certified copy of will of Thomas James.

2e Certified copy of patent to Simon Brewton to
lands involved in this causee.

Se Certified copy of deed of Simon Brewton and wife
to Ray Brewton.

4, Deed of Ellen lorris to lMsEggie Roberts.

Be Official rmceipt of taxes for 1909. -

6e Official Tax Receipt Book for 1907 for Baldwin County

7 e Ietter of He He Cooper, Tax Collector, to Complainant
dated May 21, 1906,

Be Certified copy of complaint in suit of Baldwin County
vSe He Hs Cooper, as principal, and United States Fidelity & Guaranty
Company, as sureties, in the Baldwin County Circuit Court.

Oe Certified copy of complaint in suit of State of
Alabema vse. He H. Cooper, as principal, and United States Fidelity &
Guaranty Company, as surety, in the Circuit Court, Baldwin Countye

10s Certified copy of judgment rendered in the Circuit
Court of Baldwin County in favor of the State of Alabema and against

H, He Cooper and United Btates Fidelity & Guaranty Company, as surety,
upon his official bond as Tax Collector.

11. Certified copy of judgment rendered in the Circuit
~ Court of Baldwin County sgeinst H. H. Cooper and United States Bi- e

delity & Guaranty Company, as surety, upon his official bond as
Tax Collector.

12. Certified copy of indictment found in the Circuit
Court of Baldwin County against H. H. CooOpere.

(iszui¢1<”/J cﬁ;?t?yauv-’qﬁg¢”4h*-

Solicitory for Complainant.

/dc;”7;¢ 7/’ abeve o _:f“{ﬁ
gf?%um?l ae se/z_fa/’ V224

n //J?A’ /727
: tht;y ;bfj{f4é4’2ﬁf; <>Z'e44~.ug‘¢— }ﬁg;adefkﬁ.
\ : - e s e
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MAGGIE RCBERTS, 0.

Complainant,

IN EQUITY.
V5.
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF MOBILE

BUCHMANN ABSTRACT &
INVESTMENT COMPANY, COUNTY, ALABAMA.

Respondent.

Please take notice that upon the-submi&qgﬁhwof this

cause the complainant will offer documentary evidence, ineluding
that already introﬁuced, as follows:
l. Certified copy of will of Thomas James.

2¢ Certified copy of patent to Simon Brewton to
lands involved in this causee.

: Se Certified copy of deed of Simon Brewton and wife
to Ray Brewton.

4, Deed of Eilen Morris to Maggie Roberts.
Se Official receipt of taxes for 1909. -
6e Official Tax Receipt Book for 1907 for Baldwin County

7e Ietter of H. He Cooper, Tax Collector, to Complainant
dated May 21, 1906

Be Certified copy of complaint in suit of Baldwin County
vsSe. Ho H. Cooper, as principal, and United States Fidelity & Guaranty
Company, a8 sureties, in the Baldwin County Circuit Court.

9. Certified copy of complaint in suit of State of
Alabama vs. He H. Cooper, as principal, and United States Fidelity &

.Guaranty Company, a8 surety, in the Circuit Court, Baldwin Countye.

10s Certified copy of judgment rendered in the Cirecuit
Court of Baldwin County in favor of the State of Alabama and against
He He Cooper and United States Fidelity & Guaranty Company, as surety,
upon his official bond as Tax Collectors

11, Certified copy of judgment rendered in the Cirecuit

Court of Baldwin County sgainst H. H. Cooper and United States Fi-.

delity & Guaranty Company, as surety, upon his official bond as
Tax Collector.

12. Certified copy of indictment found in the Circuit
Court of Baldwin County against H. H. Cooper.

(ot tg Bragan et

Solicitory for Complainant.

/dc;ach 7/ sbeve) wb?kgg _:fm{~

% ~7he 0.7! ae Jt’ﬁl/iL V7
iy AL g2
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MAGGIE ROBERTS,
V8.

BUCHMAN ABSTRACT &

INVESTMENT CO.

NO., 326
IN EQUITY

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
) MOBILE COUNTY.

The Complainant notes the following objections to

the testimony of F. J. Buchman, a witness for Respondent:-

(2)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

()

(7)

(8)

(9)

(10)

(11)

To statement made to W. F. Rogers, page 1, be-
cause same is incompetent as statement made by
witness to third party not in the presence of

Complainant. ‘

To all reference to contract made with Rogers as
‘incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial.

To all statements made as to actions of Rogers
on the land in question as being hearsay and not
based on the personal knowledge of the witness.

To all statements made in letter of Rogers as
being hearsay.

To all statements made by witness as to what
was done as to acts of possession, as same show
on their face to be hearsay and not made from the
personal knowledge of the witness.

To each and every exhibit attached to witness's
testimony, because incompetent, irrelevant, inad-
missable and hearsay.

To the following parts of the testimony of the
witness, W. F., Rogers:

7o all statements made to him by F. J. Buchman
because same are hearsay and not made in the
presence of the Complainant.

To all statements made by witmess to Buchman bke-
cause not made in the presence of Complainant,

mo that part of the statement of Elijah Ard which
says that he saw wire on the land as it does not
state what part of the land the wire was on,

To the statement that Malone got some cypress from
W. F. Rogers as being hearsay.

; : %) p /, Y o~ = %

"Solicitors for Complainant.
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MAGGIE ROBERTS,
VS.

BUCHMAN ABSTRACT &
INVESTMENT COMPANY

NO. 338
IN EQUITY

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
MOBILE COUNTY, ALABAMA.

Complainant's Objections to
Testimony of F, J. Buchman




MAGGIE ROBERTS, NO. 336

IN EQUITY
V8.
BUCHMAN ABSTRACT & IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
INVESTMENT COMPANY. MOBILE COUNTY, ALABAMA.

Complainant objects to the admission of the tax deed
offered by Respondent upon the following grounds:

Respondent has failed to show a compliance with all
necessary requirements of law leading up to a valid decree of sale

by the Probate Court of the lands desoribed in the deed and among

others that he has not shown:

(a) That said Probate Court had jurisdiction to
- order salid sale. '

(b) That Tax Collector had made a search for personal
property before praying for a sale of the realty.

(6) That Tax Collector had reported that he was unable
to collect taxes assessed against sald land without
a sale of such land, under Code Section 3268,

(d) That notice was issued to the party against whom
the land was assessed under Code Section 3371,

.‘,’ 7 ) o 3 _,.'; (P
# o — , - " g
k:/'/ et - A vy o N a o v ':L-\"/ La-’l,.:.,-,k_

/

Solicito;gf for céﬂplainant.
( /
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MAGGIE ROBERTS,
vs.

BUCHHAN ABSTRACT &
INVESTMENT COMPANY

NO. 338
IN EQUITY

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
MOBILE COUNTY, ALABAMA.

Complainant! s Objections to
Admission of Tax Deed

9. 1729

~ /A

l". 7

Rickarby;, Frazer & Beebe,
Attorneys,

e e s




MRS. MAGGIE ROBERTS, Ho. 326

Complainant, IN EQUITY
V3. IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF MOBILE
BUCHMANN ABSTRACT & COUNTY, ATLABANA.
INVESTUENT COMPANY,
Defendant..

It is agreed that this cause be now submitted to
Judge John D. ILeigh, now presiding, for final decree to be rendered
by him under the following stipulations:

FIRST: Complainant, after reasonable notice of time and
place of taking depositions, to have all her
evidence on file within thirty days from the date
hereof; and defendant, after like notice to op-
posing counsel, to have all its evidence on file
within fifteen days after complainant's is in.

SECOND: All unpublished depositions to be published by the
Register, and within five days after all evidence
of hoth sides is on file, the parties shall file all
exceptions and motions as to evidence.

THIRD: Notes of testimony are to be exchanged by the
parties in time to womply with sbove making of
objections and noting them, and all notes of
evidence to be on file within seven days after
final publishing of depositions and filing of
all evidence to be offered.

FOURTH: When the papers are ready, and within five days
after the notes of evidence are completed, the
Register to turn over all papers in the case to
Judge *eigh for consideration and deeree;- argu-
ments to De made by briefs duly exchanged.

,{f‘ﬂ éﬂp’i,é/

Soliecitor for Defendanb.

Solic%j;;s for Complainant.
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No. 326
I BLUITY

HAGGIE ROBERTS,

qw.

. A

CHMANN ABSTRAGD g INVESTMENT cof

»

AGETEFMENT AS TO SUBLISSION.
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/ﬂ’féf//_;? Complainant ) !/47 é{;’cw‘aé y adf/
| | itimmeeny at Mobile, Ala.

No. LR Vs, |

ﬂaﬂﬁ""/m u’%ﬁ'ﬁaz/ qA \

rpin [1L11 Y Defendant
g //
Sy ed?2 % . ' /

/ﬂ sz’u—/ “"’L

Wayf/d

requestd the oral examination of the following named witness

-

on t% behalf, viz:

7 / S st b crrie

,faid witness  reside« in the County of é“%‘" sz,

State of Alabama.

A /"ﬁsz);,/’j

who residey at é{_a,f/wm—w, v’j tﬂ) /

is suggested as & suitabl_e person to be appointed Commissioner to take the deposition

said witness on such oral examination

of



IN CHANCERY

At Mobiie, Alabama
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MAGGIE ROBERTS, COMPLAINANT,
Vs

NO. 11,710.
IN CHANCERY AT MOBILE.

BUCHMAN ABSTRACT & INVESTMENT COMPANY,
RESPONDENT.

Comes Maggie Roberts as Complainant in the above en-
titled cause, andfexceptsto Paragraph 4th of the Answer to the
Bill of Complaint heretofore filed in this cause in that same
purports to set forth respondent's claim but that the allegations,
as to the fax deed under which the respondent claims, do not
set out that the taxes were not paid for the year 1906 upon
the property covered by the Bill but simply alleges that a tax

sale was made for the taxes of that year.

@adw@% b W77 r4‘£'.7z:.4_,§4f ,

Sblicitora %6r Complainant.
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éxﬂephion& to Answer to |

L2 0L N
NO. @,710}

IN CHANCERY AT MOBILE.

MAGGIE ROBERTS
Vs
BUCHMAN ABSTRACT & INVESTMENT CO.

Bill of Complaint.

}w_@?f_m@_mé )

|
L.--“"‘

Rickarby & Austill,
g?\$olioitors for Complainant.- =«
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MAGGIE ROBERTS, COMPLAINANT, ; NO. 11,710.
Vs. IN CHANCERY AT MOBILE,

BUCHMAN ABSTRACT & INVESTMENT COMPANY, ALABAMA.
DEFENDANT,

Comes the Complainant and demurs to Paragraph "2"
of the answer and cross-bill filed October 12th, 1916, upon
the ground that same does not state a defense to the cause
of action in that it does not allege that the taxes were not
paid for the year for which the real estate involved in this

action was sold under tax sale.

Soléﬁitora for Complainante.

/]
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1,710
IN CHAﬁcERY AT MOBILE.

MAGRIE ROBERTS

- Vs
BUCHMAN ABSTRACT & INVESTMENT

COMPANY.

DEMURRER TO CROSS-BILL.
1 f ke

Rickarby, Austill & Becbe,.
Sollc1tore for Complainant.

-
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v x i
vaggie Roberts, ; i \
Complainant . Hglk. 2bl.
vs ; In The.circuit Court of Baldawin County.
Buchman Abstract &%) | In Equity .

Investment Company.

Resyomdent

Additional Note of Evidence

This cause is submitted in behalf of the -respondent and cross complainaxd
in additional to the note of testimony hereto filed, on August 8th,1931 ,
upon the following note of evidence t&ken tor the éeSpondant-eompany o
nespondents + exceptions to0 and motions to exclude " The Bfficial Tax -
peCeipt Book for 1907 for Baldwin County " on file.
péspondents’ exceptions to and moticns hereto made and on file in the -
cause to exclude certain portions of the depositiong of Magzgie Roberts and
the respondents motion on file to suppress here entire deposition.
Respondent' objections to and motions hereto made and on file in the cawm e
to exclude certain portions of the depositions of George T Rosson and res-
spondents motion on file to exclude his entire deposition. !
Respondents:is exceptions to and motions to exclude the certified cOpyﬁﬂf
Patent to Simon Brewton on file.
péspondent s objections to and motions to exclude the certiried copy ofthe
Will of Thos. S. James on file . :
Iéesponaent,e exceptions t0 and motions to exclude certified copy of ?ri
of ©Simon Brewton and wife to Ray Brewton on file .
nespondent®s objections &and motions to exclude certified copy of deed &
Rey Brewton and Wife to Thos. 8. gjames on file,
Respondent's objections to and motions to exclude the de=d of Ellen Morris
to Maggies Roberts on file,
péspondent8s objections and motions to exclude official receipt for taxes
for 1908 on file
Hespondent K s objections and motions to exclude copy pf deed from Mary Duell
and John* P Dueall to Maggie Roberts, on file,
Eespondent:s objections to and motions to exclude official receipt for yar
1904 on file .
Respondents objections to and motions to0 exclude certified copy of assesmen
of Mary James for year 1905 , onfile , . |
nespondent8s objections to and motlpns to exclude certifiesd copy of pre t

Book Entry, United States to Simon Hrewton, on file .
pespondent® Ob-jections and motiop

&nd ‘motion on file to exclude the
Bolt, 'of filé & i

8 to ex clude certain portions of ™o
ntire deposition of P.J@. Cooney andl

t
{
1
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Respondents o0 bjectionsiand motions to exclude letter from H., H.Cooper

, Tax Collector, attachad as Exhibit B to deposition of yeggie Roberts

on file,

nespondent s objections to and motions to exclude Tax peceipt 1906, attaded
ag Exhibit » A" to deposition of Maggzie Roberts, on file.

éespondentle objections 0 and motions to exclude certified copy of com
plaint in suit of the State of Alabama ve H. H. Cooper as principél an d

the United gtetes Fidelity & Guarty Company, as surety in Cir cuit Court-

of Baldwin County, on file,

respondentrs objections to and motions to exclude certified copy of com-
plaint in suit of Baldwin County ve H. H. Cooper, as principal and United
States Fidelity & Guaranty Company, 2s surety, in paldwin Circuit Court,m file
Respondent s objectionsﬁgnd motions to exclude-certified copy of judgmert
rendered in the Circuit Court of paldwin County in favor of the State of -
Algbama ve H, H. Cooper, as principal snd the United States Fidelity & Guaray
anty Company, as surety, upon his official bond as Tax collector, on file
Respondent,s objections to and motions to exclude certified judgment or copy
0rf same, rendered in the Circuit Court of paldwin County against H. H. *
Cooper and the United States Fidelity & Cuaranty Company, as surety, upon his"
official bond as Tax collector, on file,

réspondent s objections to and motions to exclude certifisd copy of indicment:
found in Circuit Court of Baldwin County against H. H. Cooper, onfile,

pespondents objections to and motions to exclude affidavit of “H D. Moore
on file. 3

reéspondent s objections to and motions to exclude affidavit of E.G.Rickarby
on file,

réspondent's objections to and motions to exclude certain portions of tle
deposition or Jamss M Voltz, heretotftore made and filed in this cause .
Qespondentts objections to and motion to strike the affiasvits of ".G., K
Rickarby, H. D. Moorer already filed andﬂ&paﬂijiqn%f Maggie Roberts,alredy

— 3 = = . J > - —{_- -
filed iin this. cause .and. now_ =y ON : akuiﬂﬁuEQQAﬂ.Zkﬂ?zé§%ﬂ:ﬁ§kaﬁLn~?
W dj Gpzv ‘z"’(.;.,\,:qr'z r&rﬁ,}—%}iﬁeww, {?—2‘0‘

Pl G,

T T T e om e b T m e s Tt G e e e e S W SR T e ow o

Register of Circuit Court of Bgldwin County.



In the Cirewit Courtd

5

" of Bal win County,Als,
BSuchmen Absztract and luvestment Lo,
in Bijuity.

The Defendent requests the oral exanmin: fion of the fellowing nomed
Witnesses: Hogers W Burgett;ieller W Doyles, == eem =ik, ===

Screven, ——-—m—--—-- ~Dufi,Wilton Cooper, HeVin Cooper,

Angus Cooper ,

Clars B Crosclend who resides in lobile, Alabema, is sugucébed

as Conmissioner +To take the deposition of gaic wibtnesces, on

gsueh oral examingtioil.




i

Exsnin tion.




Pty ~ ' = . A L1 . $ =
ot ¥} FoR You are hereby notified thet on the trial of said cause
g f-
j % 4 th‘g’,""b ding ins uruma%bvé/ 8 ‘ered. in aridesnce: tax deed -
= - J (3
L‘ '1‘,‘ :‘ L k. S
R o WO July 9, 1909, from oA » 3 Judge ol Baldvin County, to

fg ,-:':'P»—-—-uf 4 = .

* L% thePBuchmenn Abstract ient Company Tor the lots described
gy 1 P N .

&

.
3
o3

-

- o
1]
’

;lﬁortlor of the tax 1ook//6 B

MAGETE ROBERTS,
COMPTLAT WAXTT,
RO, 251.

A
g

Fhe
IN PHE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALSWIN COUNTY,

BUCHIIANY ABSTRACT
& INVESTMENT CO.,

RESPOTIENT

IN EQUITY.

S S N e’ Sl e et et

¥

. T0 ELLIOTT.G. RICHARBY, RS0,, SOLIGITOR FOR COMPLATNANT,

S iAfthe complaint; certi apr o" redord 4° tax sale of land

”F§E$essed to Mre, Mary J% Tax Callector of Baldwin

T Gﬁunty, for the unpald t# ic © certiTied copy of that

cshowing the assesement
nl the East half of the

oT"the West half o® the wgvﬁh

. 1
v
i
I
d04 Y

uth

"our East, Baldwin County, Alsbana, to lirs. '‘firy James for the
year 1906; certified copy of the miaztes o7 +Hhe commissioner's

court, June Term 1908, showing the ta: levy by shé commissioner's
cenrtlof:Baldwin County, showing the tax levy by said court Tor the

year 1906; Piad nll the dock~b anl deeree of sale

(=3

and cert eopy or

of "the Probete Court eldwin County, effeeting

of the Northeast quarter sad the Bast Lul? of the

il o - ey b e 1 - T ot 3 ~A \
of section twenly one, tLowanship six South, rua

> Pour East, Bald-

.
-

win County, Alebans, assessed o ary James for.the state#

and county taxes for

Solicitor

"or Res n*nlent

Service o7 the Toregeing notice acknowleiged on this the

(07
C e
a2
o
4
o
i
=3
i
ot

'1ﬂgzg-—dks=r.

for Complainant.

pange

the West half %

Northwest quarter. .

w O

»



Meaggie Roberts,

Complainant ;
Circuit Court,Baldwin
vs ) County,Alabama.
) In Equity
Buckmann Abstract & Invest- )
ment Company,Reposndent )

Tt is agreed if Complinant Presents afridavit

9 that original patent to Simon Brewton for lands des-

eribed in complaint, deed from Simon Brewton to Ray Brew-
ton, deed from Ray Brewton to Thos S.James are lost and
cannot be dound or are npt in her possession or confrol

| respondent consents that certified copies of the same

as recorded in the Probate office of Baldwin County,
Alabama, shgll be received in lien of the original, subject
only to auch objections as might be made to the originsls.

g

Solicitor for Bempondent.

r

This August 13th,1921. fgm



The State of Alabama, }

Baldwin County—Circuit Court.
Zquity -Side.

To the Sheriff of the State of Alabama—Greeting:
Whereas, w&w&&mmm&&#&%&%ﬁ%ﬁ&%%%&%%?%
cibhdBeSddebidflr . sesMondagding. On. August 12th 1924101

in a certain cause in said Court wherein_ llaggie Roberts

s B Abs 3 Investment
..Was  Plaintiff, and. Suchmenn abstract and lnvestme

Com was Pinal Dlecree, k
Bompang W8 el s BAbusts e tisenderedlagiints

St Buchmann Abstract and Investment Company,

to reverse which . Finel decree, . thesaid. Suchmann abstract and

Investment Company,

B (- SO _Term of our Supreme Court of the State of Alabama, to be held

October, 1924,

at Montgomery, on the........ B%8,  dayof . T o IO
and the necessary bond having been given by the said Such

DT BTN s i b st eassie st S 0 0 e WG Lo

Fre T Asa B.l'uller .
Fred J.Buchmenn and Asa B.fuller, = == = 0 88 sureties,

Now, You are Hereby Commanded, without delay, to cite the said

Maggie Roberts,

or....... . Rickarhy and ~eebe, . .. . .. her. . . attorneys toappear at the

mann Abstract and Investment

Lmext  Term of our said Supreme Court, to defend against the 1
said Appeal, if. ... tBeY _  think proper.
WITNESS, T. W. Richerson, Clerk of the Circuit Court of said County,
this.......18%%8 _ day of..... . . 4August, A D, 19F%
Attest:




Mn& - o .
&\\M\\%&M @"‘?”‘*9

ARy B e,ak\ W o daars

AT AN O~A \>~3'=Q.~Y3.u.l5 CIrRcUIT COURT
BAaLDwIN COUNTY., ALA.
\ﬁﬁ@\%ﬂ\ |

VS. ) CITATION IN APPEAL.
§

/\Z«&Exg/\/\/\)«w .
(Moot TV

Issued_ /, éim,da.\’ of % 19¥- 5‘
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je Roberts,
Lt Complainant
ve

No 251
In the Circuit Court of BRaeldwin County

In rqQuity.

)
Buchman Abstract & i
Investment Company.)

)

pespondent .

Comes now the respondent ai)néip ::o:lsfecggg;;atiéza;;: and moves the court 1o
exclude from the evidence thgmtax receipt for the taxes for year 1906 to
Mary James ,on the following grounds 1lst the same is rof accompanied by
affidavit or other evidence éf.its being a genuine r-ceipt . ond because
it e 1illegal, irrelevent and émmeterisl 3rd, 4th because the receipt
itself shows evidences of having been chang?q or mutilated. 5th because-
said receipt as sppears to haﬁerb;éh tom 1££o two parts and pasted togdher
on a sheet of psper and from\'%ughti that appesrs may have been parts o
two papers, one a Pill for thﬁ;taxes of 1906 pasted on to a receipt for
taxxs with the name H H Cooper on it from an old receipt for some predous
year 6th because due and legéi notice reduired by law was not given 1
the reé;ondéﬂt and crosscomplainant of the ;ntroduction of such as documatar
eveidence 7th because it is not such documentary eveidence &s can be intw-
duced in evidence without proper and legal proof, by affidavit, depositim
or other legel evidence establishing its genuiness and the faet of whichit
8th because said paper is not es
urposts on its face to speak or reveal . tablished as a

tax receipt.
9th because said paper is@ted Feb, 1906 and cguld not be a2 receipt for said
vear, téxes not being due at that gime.

e ;;._;,tf:_L;;_./ Legar - e b Ag

/

Solicitors for respondent and Croess Complainant .



This cause caning on to be 'h-;-arc'i, is submitted for

....................................... '

deeree on the demirrers to the amended €r08g-bill.

T

Nﬂ?ﬁ’!ﬂb&'rﬁ’?'ﬁh-,lglﬁ




A R . |

| S———
'

IN CHANCERY |

AT MOBILE, ALA.

.‘/
No.. { 11710 f}

——————

————

Roberts.,

VS.

R

ORDER :
of Submission
on Demurrers to Amended r

Crosg=Ril1

..Fall Term, 1916

_.Novemb or 271916




Yaggie Roberts{

\ No 251
Complainant

vse In The Circuit Court of Baldwin

Buchman Abstract & Investment In Equity.

—— e Nt Sl e S

Company . Respondent ~
Thie cause is submitted in behalt of the responaent and cross -~vom -

plainant upon the answer and cross bill as smended; motion to exclude 3
deposition of Maggie Roberts; motion to exclude deposition of Geoyge T 7 /

- Gt T lep il 75454127M/”?g
Rosson; motion to exclude deposition of P, J. nooney and T wolf,f tax deed’

Vet July'ch, 1909 from the Probate judge of Baldwin County to the Buchman
.-”Abatrai;_§ Inveetmegim?ompaﬁy;_depgsitionsof Joe Reding, Elijah Ard, W.%
"Rodgers, J. Rogers Burgett and W. Walter Boyles; Depositions of H.Van -
QOOper,{E"'mQ Cooper and Wilton @Coo;aer; certitied copy of tax recad
é&ie of land assessed to Mrs. Mary James by the Tax Collector cf Baldwin
dognty for the unpaid taxes for 1906; certified copy == of thet portion of
L’tﬁe Tax Books of Baldwin County,_gggying the-ﬁaaeegs;ent of the Weest Half
?Qf the North East Quarter and the’' f£ast Half of the North West puarter o
section gpwenty Ome in Township Six South of Pange Four past, Baldwin Cdnty,

Lr.AIébama to Mre Mary James for the year 1906; certified copy of the minutes of
the Commissioners' court of Baldwin County, showing tﬂzf{eVy of by said-
court for the year 1206]/ said levy being made at the June merm of said -

L~ court,lgos;'énd certified copy of all the dockett and decree of ssle &
the probate Court of Baldwin County, affecting the west half of the norteast
quarter and the east half of the n;rthwest quarter of section pwenty one-
in township six south of range four east, Baldwin County, Alﬁbama, which
wose assessed to Mrs, Mary james for the state and county taxes for the year
1906 ; élao upon motions to exclude certain copies, being certified copies, of
certain deeds intréduoed without proof having been first made of the lossar
absence of the originals, towit the deed from Simon Brewton and Alimeds Bew

_ton to Ray Brewton and of the deed from pay ;i;wton and Ellen Brewtogi’t:
Thos James and of the deed fromlirs. Ellen Morrie to Meggie Robérggﬁ_and of
Lthe deed from Mary Duell and John P Dueal of d~te June 27th,1S21 and uponthe

motion to exclude certified copy of the patent from U. € to Simen Brewten

without proof being made for the loss or absence of the original ﬁétent; alsc
|, upon motion to é@lude the paper purporting to be the will of Thos S5 ;8mes

without proper proof being first made of the loss or absence of the orignal
also upon motion to exclude the tax assessment of Mrs Mary james for the

. year 1905 . a)1g0 upon motionsto exclude the regipt for taxes for yeawm

L, 18 and 1904 slledged to have been paid by ,aggei Roberts or the estate o
Thos S James; also upon motion to exclude papers purporting to be certified
copies of Indictments ve H, H. Cooper and also upon motion to exclude cgies
of the complaint snd judgment ve H.H.Cooper and his jondmen from Circuit Cour

of Baldwin County, -_./_LMfW

—— -
L T ——— e g e

Recigter.



STATE OF ALA B . ) 113 €

N CHANCERY DIVISION

Maggie Roberts,
Compleinant,

No....21,710. VS. In Chancery at......Mobi le . Alabang.............

Buehmen Abstrect and
Investment Company,
Defendant.

This cause is submitted on exceptions to answer.-

On-the argument it was treated as if these ex-
ceptions were demurrers to the Gross-bill.

I see no reason why the Court should not so con-
sider them.

Upon consideration I am of opinion that said
demurrers are well taken - Doc¢ ex dem Stanifer vs. Styles,
64 So. Rep. - 345.

It is therefore sadjudged and decreed by the Court
that seid exceptions or demurrers to the cross-bill be, end
they hereby are sustained to the cross-bill.

Cross-Complainant is allowed to emend wit hin the

next 30 days.

]
-

!




- IN CHANCERY

At Mobile, Alabama.

| i& ' No. @t%o?é@

Maggie Roberts,
,* Complainent,

VS.

Buchman Abstract ami
Investment Company,
Defendant .

DECREE ....sUSTAINING . DEMUKRERS..

70 THE CROSS~BILL,.




STATE OF ALABAMA...........District

SOUTHWESTERN CHANCERY DIVISION

Maggie Roberts,
Complainant,

-

Buchmen Abstract &'
Investment Co.,
Defendant.

L, TE0 YS. S In Chancery at...Jobile . Ala.....

This cause is submitted on demurrers to Cross-bill.
The averments of the Cross-bill are in the words
of the Statute, which is €11 that is necessary.
If payment of the taxes prior to the sale by
others than the owner is & defense to the Cross-bill it should
be set up by the defendant to Cross-bill by plea or other-
wise. ‘
Upon consideration it is ordered that the demurrers

to amended Cross-bill be and hereby are overruled.
Z
% “ ,WVVQ'—//—}

. v Cetrt LWé/*/




- IN CHANCERY

e At Hoblle Ala.

No. C_ '710)

llaggie Roberts,
Complainant,

Buchman Abstrect &
Investment Co.,
Defendant .

Ent. Min' 4 § 9’

—_——
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Mazeie Roberts, complainant,
va. Ko. IITIO In Chancery at Mobile .
Bushmann Abstrest and Investment Coupeny, Delenaant.
Motion,

~ Now comes the dei‘endaht aid moves the Court to 'requira the complainant

to give seourity fer the costs of this ceuse, {or that it appears
from the EBill of Complaint that complainant is & Bg;p‘-’g@aident of

: Ay "
Alsbama, .

Demurrer,

And without waiving said motion, defendant demurs to the Bill of

EERE

ap

e oes own the title to the land dam-uh.ulm

Conplaint {for that it does not show but thet some suit is perding teo |
enforee or tast the rights of the parties hereto,and which is of nmple

Juriagdiction so to do .

e Y - Ansser and Oross—hill, s
And without '.\-s!.'ivilxg; the foregeing motion or demurrer, the respondent
Puclimann Abstragt and Investment Cowpahy answers as [0/ lows i=
Ist, 1t gdwite the averments of peragraph First of the Bill
of Complaint 110 be true ,and alleges the same A
2nd, - 1t 'doni:,as the averments of para{,}-aph ood of the_ i 11,
Jomplainant was not at the filing of the Bili the owner
of the land deseribed in the Bill. Complainant was nel at

the l‘x]mg of tae Bill in the aetual peaceable possession

of spid land , This respondent was at the filing of =

Y. the Bill the owner of said land, =nd was at that time amd

S —— P

new is 1a the actuai PUSBEBSioL 01 Sald ool o o] gl ¢

own, and does own , the title thereto , |

3rd. " 1t mlmits, and avers, as stated in the Third farae

graph’ of the Bill of Compleint, thet respondent ¢loims
28 therein stated ; but it denies the averment of that
pnragmph a8 to the pending of suits to
the n_laiml respectively averred,
Bospbudent.&nsworing the fourth
\Qmplaint, alleges and says

enforoc or test
4th,
paragraph of the; Bill of
that it claims to owq and

prE . ‘\-un =

-



Complaint, by adverse possession under the " ghort state
ute " of limitations for getions or suits te recover lands
.6laimed anq held under tax deeds ,
Bespondent shows that the land concerned was assessed for
state and County taxes in Baldwin County for the year of
1906 ( the tax year ), tc ome Mary James ; that respondent
claims under a tax sale by the tax ecollestor of said county
wihich was mede on towit, the 8th day of July, 1907, for
the taxes for said tax year of I906 ; that ssid collector
did on towit said day sell eaid land for said taxes, knocke
ed it dewn te this respondent as purchaser at the sale, an!
respondent received from the collector a certificate of
8aid purchase dated said day. Thereaiter reapondent‘?i;;:i/
ed in said gertificate to the Judge of probate of said
county aud said Judgr of Probate executed to this rospond—
ent a tax deed for said land _EE_Eﬁe_blifﬁgyddf—saly. 1909
Respondent attaches hereto as exhibit A a copy of said

auid matles—the dame D pad honesfo,
taa.deed and avers that"under said tax deed reszpondent
has, pvxor ta filingqéhe Bill of Complaint, held said land
adversely thereunder for a period of more than three years,
having besn for at least said period of three years conses-
utively in the open,notorious,continuous, and actual pos=
gession of said land claiming to own the same and claim-

ing it under said tax deed.

Wherefore resjondent prggs that this answer he taken and trcated as

-tz -

a oross-~bill agaxﬂat the cumplalnant.

it further prays that on the hearing the complainant be
decreed to have ne right,title or intereet in or lien or incumbrance
on said lurd, and that respondent's title thereto be established ns
against complainant ; that eross-complainant be deoread to be the
owner of said land,

And eross-complainant prays for sush other and further or

¢
different relief in the premises as in equity and good oonaoinn?u jt
69553 5

ought to have. - A7,
' b f.e. 79€Ema¢¢J7£ ,A£Z£¢ /4:}/2%7”4J5{'

’*L



Foot-Note,

The complainant Maggie Roberis is reyuired to answer the
foregoing eross~bill from paragraph I to 4 thereof inclusive, but not
under oath ; her oath to her answer is waived . : y

ﬁ{?ﬂ'éaéés, Ve, ?Vca/lﬁw/ W/ﬁ—

Sol'r 8 for Respondent, &e.



EXHIBIT “A",

JUDGE OF PROBATE'S DEED TO PURCHASER AT TAX SALE OF LAND ASSHESSED
BY OWNER.

STATE OF ALABAMA. ) :
BALDWIN COUNTY, ) KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: That, WHEREAS,
the land hereinafter described was subject to

taxation for the vear 1906 and the Board of Revenue levied thereon
taxes for county purposes for said year; and

WHEREAS, Said land was returned for taxation by
Mary James for said year 1906, and

WHEREAS, The certificate of assessments was made
in accordagnce with Section 3986 of the Code; and
in

WHEREAS, The Tax Collector ente®ed/the Docket of
Tax Causes the description of said land, and amount of taxes, fees
and charges due thercon for said year and delivered said Docket
to the Probate Judge; and reported, in accordance with Section
4046 of the Code, that he was unable to collect said taxes withcut

sale of said land; and

WHEREAS, The Prohate Court at the May, 1907 Term,
rendered decree ordering sale of sald land fot the payment of said
taxes, fees, charges, costs and expenses of sale; and

WHEREAS, The Tax Collector, in enforcement of said
decree, gave thirty days' notize by publication once g week for
threec successive weeks in THE BALDWIN TIMES, a newspzper regularly
published in said County, ana also by posting notice at the Court
House of said County, and at a public place in the precinct in which
the land was situated, that he would sell said land on the 8th day
of July, 1907 between 10 O0'clock a. m. and 4 o'clock p. m. in
front of said Court House, which notice described said land and
stated the amount for which the Probate Court's decrese had been
rendered against same, ana that said land and that said taxes had

been assessed to Mayy James; and

WHEREAS, The Tax Collector at said t
:g :aid Court House door, did offer said land at pubi?:'oigci;on:o
aséwéaas far as practicable, only such portion thereof was sola
e neceﬂiﬁrz to satisfy said decree, and did sell said land
bidderhm?gg sgsogact.&, Investment Company, who was the highest
expensés of sa.i b Al e &axes’ fees char cost

2y Which amount he paig to said %ax Co%%Zthosts "

or; and

WHEREAS, The T
burchaser, i ' ax Collector di
of Purchase 502330fd?nce with Section 4063 ofdtggeg geliver to said
) aining deéscription of sald land sgoﬁina ggrtificate
) g e date

fgr Said year; and also

and the fees ang :
land was advertigee >
the price paid; ang ®s She name or the Purch&serfszgé

REAS, The time
rti}icate for redemption of saig land has

elapsed, and saiq ¢
Prob e of Pur
ate Judge by Buohmarn A i &c?gggsg;s been returned to the

burchaser. ent Company, the

NOW, THEREFO
in and for ! RE, I, J. H, H. g
Provisions g?ig Cgunty, in said Séate, underaE:gHé as Probate Judge
consideration —gp’ o 2296 of the Cod Yy virtue of the
of -one dollar, to me ﬁ;ﬁ; Alabama of 1907, ang in
?

-1-



have this day granted, Bargained and sold, and by these presents
do grant, bargain, sell and convey unto Buchmann Abstract &
Investment Company all the right, title and interest of said
Mary James and all the right, title, interest and claim of the
said State and County on account of said taxes, or under said
decree, in and to the following described land, to-wit:

W4 of NE} and E4 of NW} of Section 21, township 6 sotith of tange
4 east.

situated &n said County and State; TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same,
the said right,title and interest unto said Buchmann Abstract &
Investment Company, heirs, assigns or seccessors forever; but no
right, title or interest of any reversion or remainderman in said
land is wonveyed hereby.

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and seal, this
9th day of July, 1901

(Signed)  J. H, H. Smith
Judge of Probate, Baldwin County.

STATE OF ALABAMA, }
B ALDWIN COUNTY, i

I, W. Gasque Hall, Clerk of the Circuit Courty, in
and for said County, in said State, hereby certify that J. H. H.
S8mith, whose name is signed to the foregoing conveyance as Judge
of Probate, and who is known to me, acknowledged before me, on
this day, th4 being informed of the contents of this conveyance
he executed the same voluntarily on the day the same bears date.

Given under my hand, this the 9th day of July, 1909.

(Signed) W. Gasque Hall

Clerk of the Circuit Court,
Baldwin County, Alabama.



MAGGIE ROBERTS,

Complainant and Cross Respondent,

BUCHMAN ABSTRACT AND INVESTMENT COMPANY,

)
)
{

-vg= ; IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
} BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA.
)

Respondent and Croes Complainant. IN EQUITY. NO.2561.

FINAL DECRETE

This cause coming on to be heard by agreement of
counsel on the 23rd day of May, 1923, on exceptions to testimony,
on the bill of complaint, as last amended, and on the answer,
and cross-bill, as last amended, and answer to cross-bill,
and upon the testimony as noted by the Register, and all parties
thereto being present in court, ar represented by counsel,
and the court having heard argument of counsel upon the matters
at issue, and the court having understood the matters at
issue, and the court having rendered an oral opinion thereon
at-the time of said hearing, and the solicitors for said
parties having undertaken to sgree upon the form of the decree,
and the court finding that said solicitors have been unable
to agree upon the form for said decree; the court does there-
fore, render a decree in said cause as hereinafter set out,
and the court is of the opinion that the complainant failed
to show title or possession at the time of filing the bill in
and to the following tracts or parcels of land, viz: The East
half of the southwest quarter of the northeast quarter of
Section 281; and the east half of the northwest quarter of the
northeast quarter of Section 21, Township 6 South of Range
4 ®ast, Baldwin County, Alabama. The court is also of the
opinion that the tax deed under which the respondent claimed, and
which was of fered in evidence as a muniment of title,was void as
e muniment of title. The court is also of the opinion that
gaid tax deed which was thereafter of fered in evidence as coloxr

of title, and which was admitted by the court for said

—



purpose, is admissible in evidence as color of title.
The court is further of the opinion that the complainant
has shown a legal title toAthe lands described in the
Bill of Complaint, except those tracts or parcels of land
as to which the Bill of Complaint is ordered dismissed,
and that the complainant's right to relief cannot be de-
feated in this proceeding by a merely disputed possession,
but only by a possession that is suffiecient to set in
motion the Statute of Limitations.

It is therefore, ordered, adjudged and decreed
that respondent's motion to suppress the deposition of Maggie
Roberts filed July 4th, 1921, be, and the same is hereby
overruled. It is further ordered, adjudged and decreed
that respondent's exceptions numbered 1lst, 2nd, 65th, 7th, 8th,
10th, 12th, 13th, 14th, 15th, 16th, 17th, 18th, 19th, 21st,
22nd, 24th, 33rd, 36th, 37th, 38th, 39th, 40th and 42nd, and
exceptions marked A, B, C, ¥ I, J, and R, separately and
severally, be, and the same are hereby overruled; that
respondent's exceptions as follows: 3rd, 4th, 6th, 9th, 11th,
20th, 26th, 26th, 27th, 28th, 29th, 30th, 31st, 32nd, 34th,
and 365th, and exceptions marked D, X, G, H, M, N, 0, P, and
Q, are separately and severally sustained; that the respective
motions to exclude testimony based thereon, are hereby granted.
It is further ordered, ad judged and decreed that respondent's
exception: marked "K" is sustained except as to carbon copies
of receipts numbered as follows, viz: 4925, 4927, 4928, 4929,
4930, 4931, 4933, 4934, 4935, 4936, 4937, 4939, 4940, 4941,
4942, 4943, 4944, 4945, 4946, 4947, 4948, 4949, 4952, 4953,
4964, 4959, 4960, 4961, 4962, 4966, 4967, 4970, 4977, 4979,
4981, 4982, 4983, 4984, 4988, 4987, 4988, 4990, 4991, 4998,
4906, 4909, 49X0, 4971, 4973, 4974, and 4976, and that said
exception "K" is overruled as to carbon copies of receipts
as follows, viz: 4925, 4927, 4928, 4929, 4930, 4931, 4933,
4934, 4935, 4936, 4937, 4959, 4940, 4941, 4942, 4943, 4944,
4945, 4946, 4947, 4948, 4949, 4958, 4953, 4954, 4959, 4960,

4961, 4962, 4966, 4967, 4970, 4977, 4979, 4981, 4982, 4983,
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4984, 4986, 4987, 4988, 4990, 4991, 4998, 4906, 4909, 4910,
4971, 4975, 4974, and 4976, And that respondent's motion to
exclude the following portion of the testimony of George T.
Rossen as set out in the 41st exception:

"In my opinion the signature on the duplicate
tax receipt book was written by the man when sober, and the
signature on the tax bill was written by the same man when in
a condition of inebriety, or some other mental condition
that disturbed his sight and the faculty of controlling his
fingers with a pen",
be granted.

And the respondent's motion to exclude all the
evidence that the witness, George T. Rossen, "has testified
to about the mental condition of H. H. Cooper, or other
persons who thight have signed his name”, as set out in the
respondent’s 41st exception, also be granted. It is also
ordered, adjudged and decreed, that the Bill of Complaint be
dismissed as to those certainifacts or parcels of land in
Baldwin County, Alabama, and more particularly described as
follows, viz: The east half of the southwest quarter of the
northeast guarter of Section 21;-and the east half of the
northwest quarter of the northeast quarter of said Section 21,
in Township 6 South of Range 4 East. It is further ordered,
ad judged and decreed that the Cross Bill of the Respondent,
the Buchman Abstract & Investment Company, be, and the same
is hereby dismissed. It is further a dered, adjudged and
decreed that the respondent, the Buchman Abstract & Investment
Company, has no right, title or interest in, or incumbrance
upon the east half of the northwest quarter, and the west half
of the west half of the northeast quarter of Section 21, Township
6 South of Range 4 East, Baldwin County, Alabama.

It is further ordered, adjudged and decreed that
the Register, within thirty days from the rendition of this
decree shall file a certified tmanscript thereof in the Probate
Court of Baldwin County, Alabama.

It is further ordered, adjudged and decred that
the respondent shall pay the costs that have accrued in this

cause.



Ordered, adjudiged and decreed this
of August, 1924,
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IN CHANCERY AT MOBILE, ALABAMA,

MAGGIE ROBERTS,
Complainant.

VS.

BUCHMANN ABSTRACT AND

INVESTMENT COMPANY,an

Alebame corporation,
Respondent.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

T0 THE HONORABLE THOMAS H. SMITH, CHANCELLOR FOR THE

“SOUTHVESTERN CHANCERY DIVISION OF ALABAMA:

Your pratrix, MAGGIE ROBERTS, humbly complaining against

BUCHMANN ABSTRACT AND INVESTMENT COMPANY, an Alabama,corporation, repre-

sents unto your Honor as follows:
FIRST.

That oratrix is over the zge of twenty-one years and re-
gides in the city of Chicago, Cook County, Illinois; thet the Pespondent,
Buchmann Abstrect and Investment Company, is a corporation organizéd un-
the laws of the State of Alebama and has its principal office at Cull-
men, in Cullman County, Alabama.

SEGOND.

That oratrix is the owner of and is in actual peaceable
possession of certain lands in Baldwin County, Alabame, described as
follows: The West half of the Northeast gquarter (W%of.NE%) and the East
nalf of the NOrthwest querter (B of W) of Section Twenty-one (21),
Township Six (6) South of Range Four (4) Bast.

THIRD.,

Thet respondent claims or is reputed to claim some #ight,
title or interest in or lien or incumbrance upon the said lands; and
that there are no suits now pending in any court of the State of Alsba~
ma %o test the wvalidity of any right, title or interest in or lien or
incumbfénce ﬁédn the—said lends between the parties to this suif.

FOURTH.

Your oratrix calls upon the respondent to answer whebher
or not it claims any right, title or interest in or liem or incumbrance
upon the said lands.

Your oratrix further calls upon the respmndentito set
forth and specify whet right, title or interest in or lien or ihéumb;ance

upén the said lends it cleims to have or hold, if any, and to set forth
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