TATE OF ALABAMA

You are hereby commanded to surmon G. W. HALLMARE & S0HS, a

appear within thirty days from the service of this writ in the

"

Circuit Court to be held for said County at place of holding the
same, then and there t0o answer the complaint of THE PUBLIC ZUIL
AUTHORITY CF THE CITY OF BAY MIKNETTIE, ALABAMA, z corporztion.

WITHESS my hand this 24th day of October, 1958.
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THE PUBLIC BUILDING AUTHCORITY 1§
OF THE CITY OF BAY MINETIE,
ALABAMA, a corporation, b
IN THEE CIRCUIT COURT COF
Plaintiff, |
VS, §

G. W. HALLMARK & SONS, =2 part- }

nership composed of G. W.

a;ima_L, Jr., Be Cu Hallmark

and H. W. Hallmark; G. W. AT LAW.
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The Plaintifif claims of the Defendants TWENTY-FIVE THCUSAND

of the condition of 2 bond made

My
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DOLLARS ($25,000.00}
by the Defendants on the &th day of January, 18956, payable to the
Plaintiff in the sum of Two Hundred Forty-four Thousand, Hine
Hundred Sixty and no/100 Dollars {$244,960.00) with the condition

that the Defendants, G. W. Hallmark & Sons, a partnership composed

of G. W. Hallmark, Jr., E. C. Hallmark and H. W. Hallmark, and G. W.




indemnify the Plaintiflf for 211 loss that it might sustain by reasomn

of the said Defendants? failure %o comply with any of the terms of
la written contract for the construction of a municlpal building in
Bay Minette, Alabama, which contract was dated January &, 1956.

The Plaintiff alieges that the condition of the said bond has been
broken by the Defendants, G. W. Hallmark & Sons, a partnership com-
pesed of G. W. Hallmark, Jr., . C. Hallmark andéd H. W. Hallmark, and

Go Wo Hallmark, dJr., Z. C. Hallmark and H. W. Hallmark, individually

for all losses that it has sustained by reason of their fallure to
comply with the terms of the contract hereinabove referred to. The
Plaintiff Turther zlleges that it has sustained z loss in the amount
of Twenty-five Thousand Dollars {$25,000.00) by reason of the failux
of the said Defendants, G. W. Hallmark & Sons, a partnership com-

posed of G. W. Hallmark, Jr., E. C. Hallmark and H. W. Hallmark,
and G. W. Hallmark, Jr., E. C. Hallmark and H. W. Hallmark, in-
dividually, %0 comply with the terms and conditions of the conSract
hereinabove referred to and that the said Defendants failed to com-
ply with the said contract as follows:

1. The Defendants failed to complete said building in a sub-

stantial and workmanlike manner; and, to the contrary the work was

done in an unsubstantlal and unworkmanlike manner and not according
to plans, blueprints and specifications in that they did fail to do

the followings:
(a) The South wall of the clerk?!s office, billing

room and vault was installed improperly, caus-

{b} The roof was improperiv installed causing it %o

legk in sevsrzl places.

-

{c} The floor in the lobby of said btuilding was im-

properly installed and finighed, causing it %o
cracke.

+ -

(d) The controls for the air conditioning system of

the said bullding were not finighed or properly

installed
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2id Defendants have failed and refused to repair the errors

[ty
3
o
o
1
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iong hereinabove noted even though they have been request-

ed on numerous occasions to do so, WHEREFORE, Plaintiff asks

1 -

judgment in the above amount.

o/, B33

@é;rney for Plazintiff.

Pilaintiff demands a trizl by

Jury of said cause.
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SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT

THE PUBLIC BUILDING AUTJOEIFY

OF THE CITY OF BAY MTNFT'M,

AL&BAmx, a Corporatlon,,_
Plalnblff

VSa

--G- W. JAILMARR & SONS a partnerné%

ship composed of G, W. Hallmark,
}ra, B, G, Hallmark and H, W,
Hallmark; G. W. zI&I.AwA?ﬂ;, JRs

E. C. HALLWARK, H, W. HALLWARK_H_f

and UNITED STATES FIDELITY &
GUARANTY CCMPANY, a corporation,

Defendants,

TN MHE CTRCUTT GOURT OF

BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
AT Law. |
\F \”‘\ \1 h n

CLERY

f\\b[ } \n' {?Ebﬁﬁfgﬁ

R
J.B.BLACKBURN
ATTORNEY AT LAW -

BAY MINETTE,ALABAMA,




TEE PURLIC BUILDING AUTEORITY

G. W. HALLMARK & SONS, et 21,
AT Law

OF THE CITY OF BAY MINETTE, 3
LLABAMA, a corporaticn, )

) IN THH CIRCUIT COURT

PLAINTIFF )

) OF BALDWIN COUNTY,
Vs. }

) ALABAMA

)

)

)

DEFENDANES

LEMURRER

Now come the defendants in the sbove styled cause and file this

thelr demurrer to each and every count of the complaint and for groungs

of demurrer, separately and severally, assign the following:

1. That there is a misjoinder of partiss defendants.

2. That the allegations of the complaint are vague, indefinite
and umertain.

3. Thet the complaint fails to state a cause of acticn tpon
waleh the plaintiff can recover.

. That the allegations of the complaint are mere conclusions
of the pleader.

5. That the allegations of the complaint are conclusions of
fact.

6. That the allegations of the complaint are concliusions of

law.

Catc and Hicks Attorneys for Defendants
210 Brown farx Building
Birmingham, Alsbama
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LAW BQFFICES

EATD AND HICKS

208- M
LEWIS K. CATO 08-12 BrownN MarX BUILDING
DAVID E. HICKS BIRMINGHAM 3, ALABAMA

HENRY B. WELCH FAIRFAX Z-5711

October 31, 1956

Clerk of the Circuit Court
of Baldwin County
Court House
Bay Minette, Alzcbama
Dear Sir: Re: The Public Bldg. Authiority of the
City of Bay Minette, Alabama, a Corp.
vs.
G.W. Hallmark & Sons, et al

I enclose a demurrer in the above case.
Please stamp on the copy of the demurrer which I enclose
with The criginal the fact that demurrer has been filed in

your office and return tc this office. I enclose a self-ad-
dressed, stamped envelope for your convenlence.

=

Yburs\::;zfyﬁgly;f?§§? p
L s
: N % E ﬁ 7.

LEC/bf
Enc.

cc: Mr. J.B. Blackburn, Atty
Ray Minette, 4dla.

G.W. Hallmark & Sons
3212 8ixth Avernme, Soutn
Bimmingham, Aiabama
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BALIDWIN COoUmTY :5
TO ANY SUERITF OF THE STATE OF
Tou are hereby coomanded to zummon G. W. SALLY
rartnership conpoped of G. Wa Hallmari, Jre, E. 0. Ha
; # &
Wo Hallmarky G. Wo HALIMARE, JRe, Fe 0o HALLIA WRK, He We HALLBARE
and WHITBD STATES FIDBLITY AND CUARANTY COMPANY, a cerporation, o
appear within thirty days from the service of this writ in tha
Circuit Court o be held for saild County at place of holding the
sane, then and there bo answer the eomplaint of THR PURLIC BUILSINC
AUTHORITY OF THE OITY OF ETTE, ALABAME, a corporation.
P T, ey * -3 g o -y s
WITHEZE my hand this 24k ﬁmv~a“ desober, 1958,
oW A sk o ode ook ook o e oo e ol o o o % W g sk ovb o o e e % @ otk o ok £ e
- PUBLIC BUZLETY THORITT §
w.?.: pa 3:;"“"!1 wi‘i, n\&kma, v::.:;'\g
“~n£, a corperation, i | |
L3 THE CIRCUIT COoumT OF
TS § o
DRLDWIH
ALLMARE & *-;,sﬁi‘:ﬁ&, vart- §
ﬂmmy@g@& of Go We
g ?x.$ Ta Go Hallmark §
Je Hallmark; Go We AT LAW.
ﬂal': %ﬁ%»# E C*w “v:g; §
ia&;‘ﬁﬁaﬂ"’i ﬁx’kﬁ @“‘fw _
Poci-ag.; %«’Fl :EZ}.%MEW? [ vuh n":\k-\}n# fﬁ? %
_Qu&?ﬁ%;§ a2 eorporstion, "
Delendantze. '
CoUNT ONEs

elaims of

The mi&iﬁﬁi“” the Defendants TEERTT-FIVE T 3
ittt sy & " o .
DOLLARS @ﬁﬁgﬁuﬁ 00} for the breach of the e@nﬁaﬁécm of & bond mads

by the Defendants on the &th day of Jenuary, 3%&@3 p&y&bl» to the

Plaintifl in the susn of Two Hundred I @rﬁvniaar Thousand, ¥Wine
Hondred Sizty and mafl& Sollars {0244,960.00} with the condision
that the Defendante, G. We Hallwerk & Soms, a paritnership compoasd
of Ge Wo W&iiraﬂhg drey Lo 0o Hallemrk and He We %&iﬁmﬁya, and G W
%&E&mafk_ e Go Hallmark and H. ¥ Yallmazk, individuslly, woul

# # o F




indemmily the Plaintilf for all less that iv might sustaln by reason

o]

of the seid Defendants? failure to comply with any of the terms O

o written contract for the construction of a muni igipal building in

Bay Minette, Alabama, which contract was dabed January %@ 1958,

” £ moow

e PLeintiff alleges %m&ﬁ e condition of the said bond haz been

broken by the b&x&mﬁmﬁﬁuv e We fnlis
allmerk and He ¥ ?al““ ?%g and

CWe Hallmarik, Individuslly

poged of G. W ﬁal&m&rxﬁ drey Ba Ga ¥

%3
;‘;

G We ﬁml?m&hw; Jre, Ba Co Halluerk an

Defendants hove not indemnilied the Plalnpiff

2

im thig: That the zal
for 2ll losges that it has ﬁﬁﬁ%&lﬁ@&-hy:xﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ ef their failure to
comply with the terms of the conbtract bersinabove we Lerred 0. The

Plafinsiff farther alleges that Lt has susheined & loss in the anount

of Twenty-five Thousand Dollars ($25,000,00) by reason of the f&ﬁ&&r@

af ¥he gald Defendents, O« Weo Hallmark & Sonsg, & partnershi ﬁﬁ&w
<) -4 &

posed of CG. We Hallmark, Jve, Ls G. Hallumark and e We ﬁﬁﬁimarag

and Ge We éal mayit, dTep He e
ﬁﬁvﬁﬁw&i&y¢ o conply with the ﬁw“ﬁﬁ and sonditions of the contract
nersinabove referred to and that the sald Defendants falled $o COme
ply with the said contract as followsd

le The Defendants fallsd %o &mm@i&%& said building in a pube
gbantial and workmanlike mamnery and, o the conbtrary the work was
dome in an unsubstantizl and unworkmenlike manner and not according
%o plans, blueprints and gpecifications in that they did fall %o do
the followlings
{n)} 7The South wall of the clerkts office, billing
room and veult was ingballed luwproperly, caug-

Y

Havce 1% t¢ laak.

P
=
Vit

The roel w@@-ﬁmp@@p@riy installed causing 1t Lo
leak in several places.

(e} The ficor in the lobby of said building was inm-

properiy installed and ¢*n$ haed, cauging it o
oraske
{¢} The controls for the glr conditlioming system of

rhe seid building were not floished or properly
) L] ) . - &=

ingballed;
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amd Hhe said Defendants have falled and e

o

¥

s omissions herelinsbove nobed aver

§

&

ed on numerous occaslons Lo 40 gUy

udgment in the above amount.

L

A,

E

Plaintiff demands a hrizl by

Pd ad -3 . -
Jury of sald cause.

.75 /JW

Whorney for Plaiueill.




STATE OF ALABAMA )
BALDWIN COUNTY ?
TO ANY SHERIFF OF THE STATE OF ALABAMA:

You are hereby commanded to summon G. W. HALLMARK & SONS, a
partnership composed of Ge Wo Hallmark, Jr., E. C. Hallmark and H.
W. Hallmark; G. W. HALLMARK, JR., B. C. HALLMARK, H. W. HALLMARK
and UNITED STATES FIDELITY AND CUARANTY CO%PAEY; a corporation, %o
appear within thirty days from ths service of this writ in the |
Circult Court to be held for said County at place of holding the
same; then and.there to answer the complaint of THE PUBLIC BUILDING
AUTHORITY OF THE CITY OF BAY MINETTE, ALABAMA, 2 corporation.

WITNESS my hand this 24th day of October, 1958,
ff g
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THE PUBLIC BUILDING AUTHORITY
OF THE GITY OF BAY MINETTE, - _
ALABAMA, a corporation,

: g IN THE CIRCUIT CQURT OF
Plaintif?,

'i?'Se

§

b

§

i |
6. V. HALLMAK & SOBS, a sarte | BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA

{

§

§

b

nership compoged of Ge W.

‘Hallmark, Jr., E. C. Hallmark

and He Wo Hallmark; G. W.
HALLMARK, JR., E. C. HALLMARK,
He W. HALLMARK and UNITED

AT LAW.,

STATES FIDELITY & GUARANTY

COMPANY, a corporation,
| - Defendants. ;
- COUNT OHE: | _
The'?laintiff-cl&img of the Defendants TWENTT-FIVE THOUSAND
DNOLLARS {$25,000.00) for the breach of the copa¢tlon.of a bond nmade

by the Defendants on the &th day of January, 1956, p“yabla to the

Plaintiff in the sum of Twe Hundred Forty-four Thousand, Nine

Hundred Sixty and nof/100 Dollars {5244,960.00) with the condition
that the Defendants, G. W. Hallmerk & Sons, a partnership composed
of G. We Hagllmark, Jr., B. C. Hallmark and ﬁo Wa H&llmark, and G, w,

»

Hallmark, E. C. Hallmark and H. W. Hallmark, individually, would




indemnify the Plaintiff for all loss that it might susbain by reason
of the said Befendanﬁs? failure to comply with any of the terms of

a written contract for the construction of a municipal bgilding in
Bay Minette; Alabama, which contract was dated January 6, 1956,

The Flaintiff alleges that the condition of the said bend has been
broken by the Defendants, Go We Hallmark & Soms, 2 bartnership ?0m~
posed of G. W, Hallmerk, Jr., E. C. Hallmark and He W dallmark, and
Ga %@‘Hallmark,=§re, Bo Co Hallmark and H. W. Hallmark, ind
in thig: That the said Defendants have not indemnified +
for all losses that it has sustained by reason of their failure to
comply with tha terms of the contract hereinzbove - referred tc. The
Plaintiff further alleges that it has susbtained a loss in the amount
of Twenty-five Tnousaﬁd Dollars {$25,000.00} Dy reason of the xallurs
of the said Dexenaants, Ga W‘ %allmark & Sons, a nartnershlp ¢om~
posed of G. W. Hallmarﬁ Jr., E. Co Hallmark and He W Hallmark

and G. W iallmark, J‘., Zo Co Hallmark and H. W. ﬁallmarx, ine
dividually, to comply with the terms ang conditions of the contract
hermlﬂasove re¢errﬂu to and that the said De;enaants failed %o com-
ply with the Sald contract as follows:

1. The Defendants failled Lo complete saigd building in a sube
sbantial and workmanlike Zanner; and, 40 the contrary the work Was
done in én unsubstantial and unworkmenlike manner and not according
to plans,. biuenrints and specifications in that tney did fzil %o do
tie foklowlng:

(2) The South wall of the clerk?s off 1ce, billing

room and vault was installed improperly, caus-
ing it to leak,

{b) The roof was improperly installed causing it to

.'leak in several places.

{c} The floor in the lobby of said buil was ime

properly installsd and fznlsned, causing it Lo
erack.

(@) The controls for the air conditioning sysﬁém of

the sald building were not finiéhed or properiy

installedg'




and the said Defendants have failed and refused to repair the error

7]

and omissions hereinabove nobed even though they have been request-
2d on numerous occeasions te do so, WHEREFORE, Plaintiff asks

Judgment in the above amount.

CPlaintiff demznds =z tr

Jury of sald cause.,

torney for Plaintiff.
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STATE OF ALABAD

BALDWIN COUnNTY

A

% .

Far Eoit i
TO AEY BHERIFD

Tou are

rartuershlp conposed of C. ¥, Hallmark,
Fa We .f’gd%.a.:iﬂﬁ‘w“»@ &%m; e Ca L&I&L"&&Rﬁ . Ha Wa

and UNITED STATES F

W ?f&%y}f g

appear within thirty days from the

Circuit Court %o be held

OF THE BTATE OF ALABAMNA:

‘ilf’t

hereby commanded to summon G. W. HALLUARE & 30NS, g

Srey Bo Co Hallmark and X,
HALLMARK

IDELITY AND GUARANTY COHPANY, =2 corperation, o

zervice of thig writ in %he

for gaid County at place of holdinmg the

sam@$ then and there to answer the complaint of THE PUBLIC BBILDING

AUTHORITY OF THE CITY OF BAY MINETTE, ALABaML, z corporation.

WITHESS

-

my nand thisg 24%h day of Qctober, 1954,
f‘

ome ok ok @ o ook oo % s ow % %

mf E PUBLIC
m:f:%’ CITY OF

BIILDING AUTHORITY

BAY MINETTE

ok b g
&Lﬁ A4, a corporation,
Pleingiff,
VS

Ge Wo HALIMARE
nershly compose
&Eilmmrkg Jr¢$
@”'1{3‘ M We i{%l
HALLMARE JHa,
He Wo ﬁéﬂuﬁ&%ﬁ
Sa&”ﬁﬁ FIDELITY

& SOHS, a part-

G of G, We
E, Co
,;.‘Lg Ga We
A‘l‘:‘:o Gn "i\gmaﬂr%“&?a-y
aua GHx
o GUARANT

COMPART, a earp@rauimm@

fen Cf’émk"% He

ﬁﬁgé@ﬁ Y

%o o ok e o fa@: Wl oo oM o % o o o on

I¥ THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
BALDWIN COUNTY, ALARAMA

b
§
b
{
§
§
; AT LAW.
b
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The Plaintiff claimeg of #he Lefendants TWENTY-FIVI THOUSAND

OLLARS {$25,000.00) for the Lreach of the ﬂmﬂﬁiﬁimm of & bond made

by the Defendants on the Gth day of January, 1556, mayablm 40 the

Plaintlf? in the sum of Twe Hundred Forty-four Thousand, Nine

T,

fundred Sixty and ﬂﬂfi&ﬁ-ﬁﬁil&ﬁﬁ.iﬁgé&aj“Q.bQ% with the condition

that the §@¢“Qdmlﬁﬁa Ge Wo Hallmark & Song, =

of o Wa q&m&%z"’iug d?e; Be ma E“@iﬁ.ﬁ:&fk and H,

ﬁ&lamarx# Do U

Hallmark and H. W,

parirerghip composad

Wo Hallmark, and C. y,

Aallvark, individually, would
¥ #




indemnily the Plaintilf for ail loss that it might sustein by rsasgon
of the sald Delendants? fzilure to comply with any of the terms of

-

a2 written conbract for the construction of g municipal building in

-

Bay ¥Hnette, Alsbame, which conbtract was @a%aé‘&&ﬁuary 6, 1955
The Plaintiff alleges that the condition of the said bond has besn
brolken by the E@f@ﬁd&ﬁts; Gre ®o Hullmark & Sons, a partnership come
posed of G, W Hallmark, Jr., E. 0. Hallmark and 9. W. Hallmark, and
Go Wo Hallmark, Jr., Be C, Hallmark and He W. Hallmerk, individuall
in this: That the sald Defendants have not indemnified the Plainiirs
for all logses that 1t has sustained by reason of Sheir failure to
comply with the terms of the contract hereinabove referred to. The
Plainplff further alleges that it has sustained & loegs in the amount
of Twenty~five Thousand Dollars {¥25,000,00) by reason of the failure
of the sald Defendants, C. We Hallmark & Sons, 2 partnerisbip come
posed of Ge We Hallmark, Jr., E. C. Hallmark and H. Wo - Hallmark,

and G. We Hallmark, Jre, B. C. Hallmark end Ko We Sollmark, ine
dividuslily, o comply with the bterms and conditions of the contrant
hereinabove referrsd o and tﬁaﬁ the sald Defendants falled to come
ply with the said contract as follows:

L. The Defendants failed to complete said building in o gube
sbtantial and workmanlike manneri and, %o the contrary the work was
done in an unsubgbantial and unworkmenlike manner snd nok according
$o plang, hl&@priﬁﬁs and gpecilicationg in that they did fail te do
the following:

(&) The South wall of the elerk’s office, billing

room and veult was installed improperly, caus-
ing it to lsak.

(B} The roof was improperly installed ecausing it %o
legk in sereral ploces.

{c} The floor in the lobby of saild building was im-
properly installed and finished, causing it %o
CYRCK.

{d}] The contrels for the air conditloning system of

| the said hﬁiléing were not finished or properly

ingtalieds



and the s2id Defendands have failed and vefused to repair the errors
and omissions hereinabove noted even though they have been requegte

ed on tumerous cccasions o 4o 80, W

Judgment dn the above azcunt.

borney Tor Plainsiff,

Plaintilf demands a trial by

CJury of seld cause.

(/T3 3.

Wytorney for Plaintiff.




STATE OF ALABANA )
BALDWIN COUNTY )
0 ANY SHERIFF OF THE STATE OF ALAPAMAZ

You are hereby commanded o summon G. W. HALLMARK & 8CHS, a
partuership composed of Ge Wo Hallmark, Jr., E. Co. Hallmark and H.
W. Hallmarks Go W. HALLMARK, JR., E. C. SALLMARK, H. ¥. HALLMARK
and UHITED STATES FIDELITY AND CQQRAFM? GOEPA?'s a ecorporation, to
appear within thirty days {rom the service of this writ in the
ﬁircuit Court to be held for sald Gounty at place of hold ding the
same, then and there o answer the complaint of THE PﬁBLEG BUILDING

AUTHORITY OF THE CITY OF BAY MINETTE, ALABAMA, a corporation.

WITNESS my hand this 24%h day of October, 1958,

A
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IC BYILDING AUTHORITY
ITY OF BAY MINETTE, |
a corporetion, ‘ : :
IRCUIT COURT OF

bt
e

3
bt
exi
L]
9

Plaintiit,

' EALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
Ge ¥e ;.;..Mft‘. VRA & B0us, o 2 DATLw o E
nership compoa&a of ua We
Iallmarﬁ JTey He Ga Hallanark
and H. We %allmark Go We
I’J.ALIK%J.AEK JR‘, e Co Y'ii‘iu miﬁ.&lﬁ:,
He W, Aairiark and UKITED -
CSTATES FIDBLITY & GUARANTY
- COMPANY, a corporation,

:

:

4
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Defendants.

The Pia&nti L elains of the Defendants TWENTY-PIVE THOUSAND

Y

DOLLARS {I 25,000.00} for the breach of the condition of a bond made

"

i.

the Defendan

T«

s on. the &th day of January, 1956, vayeble o the

Pilaintiff in the sum of Two Hundred ?arty—fsur Thousend, Hine

6]

Hundrad Sixty and 0[103 ollars {4244, 9@8 U0} with the condition
that the Defendants, G. W. Hallmark 2 S@as, a nmrﬁnmrﬂmlp composed
of G, Wo Hallmark, Jre, B. C. Hallmark aznd H. W. %allmark, and Go w.

Hallmark, E. C. Hallmark and H. W. Hallmark, individually, would




indemnify the Plaintiff for all loss that it might sustain by reason
of the sald Defendants® fallure to comply with any of the terms of
2 written cen?ract iQT whe constructlon of a municipal b‘ ilding in

-

Bay Minetbe, Qla?aﬂm$ which conbract was date

[
{:;\

*®

Jarmary 6, 195

(3]

The Plaintiff alleges that the condition of the said bond has been

broken by the E@f@mﬁants, Go We Hallmark & Sons, a partnership com-
posed of . W. Hallmark, Jr.,., E, C. Hallmark and ¥, ¥W. Hallmark, and
Go We Hallmark, Jr., Z. C. Hallmark and H. W. Hallwark, individually
“ip this: That the said @ef adants have not indemmifisd the Plalatiff

- -] a3 % ’ E-CRE S S 4 = e P
ugbained by reason of thelr failure %o

u-
CI

for 211 losses that it has
comply the terms of the contract hereinabove referred to0. The
Plaintiff further alleges that it %as sustained a2 logs in the amount
of Twenby-Live Thousand Dollars {ﬁzagﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬂ} by reascn of the f&ilura
of the said Defendants, G. W. Hallmark & Sonsg, a narﬁﬂergglp coma
posed of G. We Hallmark, Jr., Ze. G. Hallmark and 5e Wo %alimar&,

and G. W Hallmarkg Jdre, E. Co Hallmark gnd H. W. Hallmark, in-

dividually, to coumply with the terme and conditions of the contract

. = .1 b "o »
hereinabove referred o 2nd that the a2i

2id Defendants falled %c come
ply with the said contract as follows:

1. The Defendants failed %o cawpiate gaid bullding in 3 gub-

oF

stantial and workmaniike manmer; and, %o the Qﬁﬁui&r? the work was
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CAftorney for Plaintiff,

sald Defendants have failed and refused %o repair the errors

and the
and omissions hereinabove noted sven though they have been reguest~

ed on numerous occasions Lo do g0, VHEREFORE, Plaintif? gcke
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Judgment in the sbove amount.
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Sorney for Plaintiff,

Jury of sald cause.
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indennily the Plaintifl for gll loss that it zdght sustaln by reason

of the sald Deflendante? failure vo comply with any of the termg of

& writben contract Sor the construction of & municirel building in
Bay Minetbe, ilabama, which conbtraet was dated January &, 1956,

The Plaiatiff alleges that the esenditdon of the zaid bend has besn
brokan by the ﬁ@ﬁ%&ﬁ&%&@; G We Sallmark & Song, a partrershiy Come
posed of Qe W Hallmaxk, Jre, Z. 0. Hollmark and He We Helimmrk, and
Go Wo ﬁalim&rﬁg ey Ba Co Hallmark and H. We Hallmark, individuslly
im thls: That the enid Defendants have not indemmified the Plaintify

for all logses that 1t has sustalned by reasen of their failure vwo

comply with the terms of the contract hereinabove referred %o. The
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Flafepdll further slleges that 1t has sustained z loss in the anount
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_of Twenty~Tfive Thousand Dollars {I25,000.00) by reason of the failurs
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dividually, to conply with the torme and sonditions of the conbract
hereingbove reforred to znd thad the sald Defendawts f2iled Lo oo
ply with the sald contract as follows:
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e The Defendunts falled %o complste said bpilding in 2 gube

abantisl and woriss

ailke mannery end, 4o the contrary the work wos

dore in an unsubstactlal and unwerkmenlile mammer and not acenrding
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the fellowings
{a} The South wall of the clewit?s offies, 2illing
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The floor in the lobby of sald uilding was fmw
properly lostelled and finished, causing it to
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wnd the said Defendants have failed and refused to repelr the srrors

znd onissiong herelnebove noted sven though they have been request-~

yeorney for Flaln

Plaintilf demands a trial by
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- Jure of mulid causmne
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