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Stats of Indiana. § In the Adams Circuit Court,
& 8.8,
County of Adams. § February Term, 1807.

The George A. Bohrer Brewing Company, §

A Corporation. R

8

Vs, §

2
Harry Cordua,
William Roop,

Ludlow L. Sheline,
| Jonathan M, Andrews.

OB D DB OB

Ciinton L, Carson, who being first duly sworn upon
his oath says that he is the agent for and makes this affidavit in

behalf cof the plaintiff in the above entitled cause; that the
1 &kecdvumfy‘ﬁhéfa~aﬁu2ﬁh3‘”$2:aﬂr~
z plaintiff’ s cause of action herein is for money due oqéaeeeaai for
J
% ’Q‘beer, cooperage, bottles, and cases, and horse feed frcm the de-
o

,/&*‘*.

W WJW«GM

A}s secured by a bond signed and

4

fandant Harry Cordua, which seeewnt
( executed by the defendants Harry Cordua, William Roop, ILudlow L.
}g Sheline and Jonathan M. Andrews to the plaintiff; and this cause of

& CC s @asl  (rruflain
gié action is on saif bond for the amount now due on said mtmm.,

§§ahat the plaintiff's claim is just; that he beleives the plaintiff
‘écught to recover therecn the sum of Four Hund“ed and Seventy two

dollars and fifty-nine cents ($472.59); /1that the said Ludlew L.

4«'./

%

She'hne ig " not'a resident of the sta{e of Indlana, and that the
iéald defendant Ludlow L. Sheline is about to remcve a material part

of his property subject to execution out of the state of Indiana

\_

\ not leaving enough therein to satisfy the plaintiff's claim; that

Aé

he beleives that james E. Moser, Harry Cordua and Frank M. Trim are

P
y

P

ggg \inBebted to said Iudlcw L. Sheline in the sum of Five Hundred dollar

on a promissory note, and that said Frank M. Trim and JamesJMoser

A

are indebted to said Ludlow L, Sheline in the sum of Five Hundredo
: i



-

i LS AT —_—
— VA VLN VA A

My_gommisaian;expip&s7~?¥?;22%7Aéjfgiﬁ__

B e B St a

on a promisscry note; and that\said promissory notes are now held

. o
by and are in the possession of The 0ld Adams Ccunty Bank of Decatur
Indiana, for Collecticn, and that for the purpcses of collecticn

Wherefore the plaintiff asks that summons be issued to

‘the sheriff of Adams County; Indiena, for the said rrank M. Trim,

"gapvy Cordua, James E. Moser and the 01d Adams County Rank, re-

‘quiring them and each of them to appear as garnishees in this actlcn

W5 By iy

Subsnwibed‘and sworn to before me this 22" day of January, 1907.

fwfi”" ‘‘‘‘‘ P | ,/%;2 >

Notary Public
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THE STATE OF INDIANA, IN THE ADAMS CIRCUIT COURT.
SS: S
ADAMS UNTY, /Tn—///;W Term, 189‘///
6%%%_“7 q
W ' .
' K Attachment No’; 7. Q%
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The State of Indiana, fo the Sheriff of Adams County :

Yow are hereby commanded to seize and take into your possession the personal property, and attach the

Land of the Defendant in your County, not.exempt from execution, (or so much thereof as will satisfy
-~ o<

the claim of the Plaintiff, in this action, for § (54 O ~——— ,) together with the costs of the

action, and return this writ, with yowr doings thereon, when fully executed or discharged.

WITNESS, The/aﬁrk and Seal of said Court, at Decatwr, this 2 4 = day

X : 7 (
: 3 N \ kf/'\/w o 07 H80-—

Clerk




State of Indiana In the Adams Circuit Court Febry term 1907

County of Agams

The George A.Boher

Brewing Company a
gorporation

Sk Separate andwer of Willlam RooOP.

Harry Cordua
willism Roop
Iudlow L.Eheline

Jonsthen l.Andrews =

The defendant herein William Roop for his sepa-
rate answer to plaintiffs' complaint answers and says that he admit
the signing execution and deliveryugg¢3ﬁy%}>'1 hegeip wéds on

= g . 5 % - &eo
to the plaintiff on the I7th day of lMay 1906 ut defendant says ﬁg?gx

that in a few days afterwards the said plaintiff returned said
pond to the said Harry Cordua and notifiea him the said Cordua
that the said bond would not be acceptod for the reason that the
eaid sureties theredn inecluding this defendant waew- were not the

owners of any real-esgtate cordua rptified sald daefendant
that said bgnd Wasbby saigh%ia?%%?ffs %e?ec e&
That on the 26th aay of June 1906 2nd long after the said plaintiff

had rejected sald bond the s3id plaintiff,without the knowledge
econsent or acquiescence of thes defendant secured the name of

the defenﬁant‘ﬁerein"ﬁgnathanim;Anarews‘tc”satﬁ“bon@;and”tcdk“satd“
vorida 2il without the knowledge,consent and acqulescence of said

defgndant and after they hzi rejected the same as aforesaids.
T W&bm/wtlm

@0 2«r¢&&§;/p14y( ngau4ﬂ4up%%2?j%;,_
That a copy of sald bond is attached to said plaiftiffs complaint
and by reference thereto ie it made a part of this separate answer
as much so as if incorporaged herein.

That this plaintiff had not sold any goods to the defendant Cordua
or extended any ecredlt to said Cordua whatever prior 1o said 26th
day of June and prior to the time when they returned said bond
to sald cefendant Cordua,but =all of said credlt was given to said

coraua after the said bond had been rejected as a~foresaid.

Wherefore plaintiff ought not to recover as again
; <
L/ZZZQ el

Sﬁbscribgﬁ ang sworn to before me t his IIth cay of March 1907.

st this endant

s




pecatur, Indiana, october 25", 1907.

1n consideration of the sum of seventy-five dollars (Q?S.OQ) the
receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, T hereby release the

George A, mohrer Brewing Company, of laFayette, Indiana, from any
cand garnishee
and all liability growingout of or connected with the attac ent

bonasgiven in the case of the George A rohrer Brewing Company
vs. Tudlow L, cheline et. al, pending in the adams ¢ircuit cgourt.

h witness whereof, T hereby set my hand and seal this

25w day of pctober, 1907.




State of Indiana # In the Adams Circuit Court,February
# Term,1907.

Adams County +*

# Separate answer of Harry Courdua.

The George A.Bohrer Brewing #

Company,a Corporation, T+
Vs 4

Harry Cordua,William Roop, %

Ludlow L. Sheline,Jonathan M. Andrews.+

Comes now the defendant Harry Cordua and for his separat
te answer to plaintiff's complaint,he answerse and says that he denies each

and every allegation contained in said complaint.



