EXHIBRIT "A".
Bond .

This indenture witnesses that we Harry Cordua, as princi-
ple, and Wm. Roop, L. L. Sheline, J. M. Andrews surety, both of h
the county of Adams and state of Ind., are held and firmly bond
unto the George A. Bohrer Brewing Company of LaFayette, Tndiana,
in the penal sum of One Thousand ($1000.00) Dollars for the pay-
ment of which well and truly to be made we hind ourselves, our
heirs and administrators jointly and severally, firmly by these
presents without releif from waluation or appraisemnt laws and
with attorneys fees. The condition of the above“oblisatdon.are.. . .
such that whereas the said Harry Cordua desires.to purchase fro“
the George A. Bohrer Brewing Company goods in its line and pay for
the same at such prices as may be agreed upon. Now therefor if
the said Harry Cordua, shall well and truly pay for all goods he
may purchase from the said George A. Bohrer Brewing Company and
properly account for all cocperage, bottles and cases that he
may receive from time to .time , then this obligation to be null
and void, otherwise to remain in full force and effect.

In witness whereof we have hereunto subscribed our names
and affixed our seals, this 17" day of May, 1906.

Harry Cordua (SEAL)
WL, Roop, (SEAL)
L. L, Sheline,
J. N. Andrews.

State of Indiana, Adams County,

Before me, the undersigned, a notary public in and for
said county, this 17" day of May, 1906, personaly appeared Harry
Cordua, Wm. Roop, L. L. Sheline, and acknowledged the foregoing

bond execution for the uses and purposes LIersin mentitneds
Witness my hand and notarial seal.
; P. K. Kenney,
My Commission expires April 22", 1907. Notary Public,

State of Indiana, S:S:

Before me, the undersigned, a notary public in and for
sald county this 26" day of June, 1906, personally appeared J. H.
Andrews and acknowledged the foregoing bond execution for the
uses and purposes therein mentioned.

Witness my hand and Notarlal seal.

P. K. Kenney,
Notary Public.

Com. ex. Apr. 22, 1907.



State of Indiana,

Tippecanoe County

7Jh. undpr31ared a Notdry Public

11n;arddf6r sa1dmﬁbunty s
and State, personally came Edward ¥. Bohrer, who being duly
sworn, on his oath says that the account to which this is
annexed, in favor bf the George A. Bohrer Brewing Company,

against Harry Corduae & , is correct;

that no payments have been made thereon, except the credits
thereon given; that there are no gset-offs against the same
o his knowledge, and furthermore, that no part of this

account is for usurious interest; and that the amount, shown

in said sccount, to-wit, $472.59 _ , is row justly duwe and

Subscribed and'sworn.ﬁo'before me, on the date first

above written,

PR

(Notary Public.

X_, - My commission as Notary Public will




#, G Qﬂvv'/ f”/7 _______________

.)TTLI\ G DEPARTMENT. 5/4,%76;/«

\'V e 41115 PSS SO
e STATEMENT. 4/ / S a
f Lo S ,/% /L B 50 el o L/ > i O (’/ 0L ,__,@,,_,C,,(L _____ T, S S TPEY \...ooceencaenrnnenannanans
T G oG To | he Geo. A. Bohrer Brewmg Co Dr.
BOTTLE BEER SHIPPED STATEMENT OF BOTTLES AND CASES SHIPPED AND RLllIRl\ED el
// ‘ d 3 pamt e . ] Due on
Cases ds A Cases and Bottles Shipped Amf?):m Cases and Bottles Returned Bgt;hes
ou
Date T for Credits on Date | ——— 1 L.y Ress e b R THE R Coves
/Jf){, Qts. Pts. Beer Beer ” /d//” L Cases Qts. Pts. Cases Cases Qts. Pis. Amount
.%{"" Yol [0 1951 ) 8 1L (7“” o) 149 gt o #8 Lol 2420
)
w4 sl / 00 /750-(: \L«/, TY o0 jé:r—o / 7D< 0
;}[ \ 1 %0 7) I » 198l #4115 =280
' |V Dialeo >{”E /é ro~0 dbov 17000
13 9 5 o n 27 Ly M8 2/Lb )0 oo
@R @ P
Al W 5t /49 ) e g1'79
)5
7
e
n(”ﬂ( 73 C‘7 /7"[ 20 Ol ”ngu
g 9 T /?/ /j b 20
47’ ﬁ?_‘_’c d' 7L /ﬂ ?p
o #12% 7/07/.3!‘_»#§(,7//0 éSé/—LQ

Joss o9 SDakart . Aot #0d | Attt ém.»
543 Hp ’ 5 v | /ja-ttlz,a %r C.aat,




State of Indisna. §§ In the Adams Circuit Court,
ISR
County of Adams. & April Term, 1907.

:
?

i < Ay T A

The George A. Bohrer Brewing Company,
A corporatiocn.

vS.
Harry Cordua,
william Roop,

Ludlow L. Sheline,

f ‘JAJAJﬁJAJAv

Jonathan M. Andrews.

Comes now the George A. Bohrer Brewing Company,a cor-
poration, by D. D. Heller & son, its attorneys, and moves the court

for a new trial in the above entitled cause for the reasons follow-

ing, towit:-
First:- The decision of the court is contrary to law.
Second:- The verdict of the jury is contrary to law.
Third:= The verdict of the jury is not sustained by
sufficient evidence.
Fourth:- The judgment of the court is contrary to law.
Fifth:- The judgment of the court is not sustained by
sufficient evidence.

Sixth:= The court erred in giving and reading to the

jury ihstrucf?oﬁﬁnuﬁﬁg?gﬁiiy”ﬁﬂ!&ﬁnﬁ?ﬁnﬂﬁhs*defeﬂdants William
Roocp snd Ludlow L. Sheline.

Seventh:~-The court erred in giving and reading to the
jury instruction number three, tendered by the defendants William
Roop and Ludlow L. Sheline.

wighth:- The court erred in giving and reading to the

jury imstructicn number four, tendered by the defendants Williem

Roop and Ludlow L. Sheline.



Ninth:- The court erred in giving and reading to the
jury instruction number seven tendered by the defendants William
Roop and Ludlow L. Sheline.

Tenth:- The court erred in giving and reading to the

eI

pyeeHe aeTeridant William

jury instruction number eight temn
Roop and Ludlow L. Sheline.

Elementh: The court erred in giving and reading to the
Jury instructicn number ten tendered by the defendants William
Roop and Ludlow L., Sheline.

Twelfth:-The court erred in giving and reading to the
jury on its own moticn instruction number one.

Thirteenth:- The court erred in giving and reading to
the jury on its own motion instructicn number two.

rourteenth:- The court erred in giving and reading to

“the jury on its own moticn instruction number three.

Fifteenth:- The court erred in giving and reading to the
jury on its own méticn instructicn number four.
Sixteenth:- The court erred in giving and reading to the

_,M/ pute /[ ; —~t (Mt/ 22 p-_-?u ;'—‘)/l
jury instruction number five.
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State of Indiana In the Adams Circuit Court, February
Term,1907.
Adams County
Separate demurrer by all the defendants
The George A.Bohrer Brewing
Company,a Corporation

VS
Harry Cordua,William Roop,
Ludlow L. Sheline,Jonathan Andrews.

S

The defendants Harry Cordua,William Roop,Ludlow L.
Sheline and Jonathan M. Andrews,demurs separately and severally each for
himself,<o0 the plaintiff's complaint on the following grounds:
That said complaint does not state facts sufficient to constitute a cause

of actilon.

—— i . —————————— —————— - —————

Attorney fo defendant$.@. w4

Gont Liatt
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State of Indiana, 4 In the Adams Cireuit Court February

County of Adams. # term, 1907 :

The George A.Boher # Separate demur by defendant Wm. Roop .

Brewering Company a

Corporation. #

ve

Harry Cordua

William Roop N

P

Ludlow L.Sheline

o

Jonathan M, Andrews ‘ G

z

The defendant here William Roop for his separate demur to

1]
plaintiffs —complaint says thda eaid eomplaint does not contain
facts sufficient to constitute a cause of action against this

defendant.
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