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Felie Carr and Hre. Sillis Jarr==e——==— —=Dafendants.

TO THEE HOW. CHANCFRY COURT OF TISECHINGD COUNTY UISEISEIPPT '

Now comes your rezepnndants in the above siyled couse
and Zor answer Lo the original bill fileq in tlis Bause
AEN8wer ns Baygl-—

They admit that they contrncted with tie said

H.A, Destoen Tor the szle of the land d=sorihed ir the orizinal .
Wil in thia canse. but the
wae mede about 3he 28%th day of September and they deny that

the said contragt was accordins te the gonditions s=t forth

Defendsnts admit thet £ ¢ e=id mule referred to in the

iversd 3o the complainant, but deny that:

orizinzl Hill was de

ha puid cna hundred and ferty—fﬁp@ﬁ{?léqﬁ and denye that ile

]
i

ne shoueand, (S1000). So-wit: eight hundred and
| g erity 280 240
fifty six ($855) dollare was to bs paid when oonvenient to _

e . d [ ] |_!_.__‘!J'L?.;] ."'r'.‘— :

gempalinent.
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Tlefendantes aver that tiey have no rnowlesfe of

s
EF
=
o
-
i
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strugficns give f fZ{ Pavie by ccerplainant with referenoca
toa gertsin sromissory not= of four hundrad and “1fty-Tive
H?éﬁﬁ} byt deny thet the said fﬂ\, ayialev=yp gffared the

datandants she nois and Jeny ¢ a3 the gatd gomrela'nant =ve

anshorigead e p=t] Zﬂﬁf Davi

L P - - N i e i N
r e DreTends " wHeYaol,

m

13 A =ty ] = L P i 5wl = o gt ) i =L F
Defendence 245 thes & 2P - Felbar A=t and yalid




{  netendant
“’?¢$ ﬁh—*ﬂﬂidséﬁmp a

warranty desd to tihe sald land to fthe
th= exospiion of deliverins fthe szrs,
do until complainyh shosid compiy mitl
to-wiby kot he pay DNE

Ay .H—r*"}:l ety ¢ B __-r._;.E-,

g

was ever del¥ ‘compin
any other paraan.fcr tiie complajnant. .
Thay further deny that the said d&éd”ﬁﬁé?ﬁ%ﬁi”ﬁ
Bquire T.H, Desn to be held esdrow until the gcmplainant
sd coupilied with hie part of thes oontract.
Gomplainast furtler dsnied that the aopvlsinant made &

laza) tendsr of © ur Lundred (3400( dollurs to lim on the

day of Oct. 1913, and that your reapondents it

———

thot =uey deglinad to reoeive the four hundred dogllare a8

ik desgrived in,

a teyment on tha ssid gentrsct for the pramiacs

in full fer f$he Balid 15-11!15,
of Deg, T3I3.

R=apc dente furihs:- deny that Shey uﬂlﬂwﬁullv ohtoined

v sgesaicn of the said de=d, Denys thas the asid deed was

gve  deliversd o Ske suid T.H. Dean exgent Scr
of gething m gcpy of the ﬁ&aﬂfﬁnﬁfirfs=”
in ths s=id desd by -hi_@h %

and deliver o the said.T.E. Dsan for the pUApCES af Jeliverine

-

1% te Bmidtﬁﬁmﬁlﬁizﬁﬂﬁm




Defendants ndnit thas SHSY retmdisied whe sont
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] . 1
which this Buft is bron=nt o }
ESE e N CNETRenY tlat tha o4
contruct wag Temiiinted w1t -5 Anire 1
| | v ¢ SEUSR, DUt aver fthe gon—
E"jsrat‘! n fﬂlﬂ Eiio g ji OOt rs at e - 3
contrast EC 08 Ore thahesrs dAnll
Iallg L5as, C3

iR eRBh gnd tha< +ha Qe feniont Haa naves radin

L edithisy e
fli=y P of f$hem th=a 543 Oris Thrugard <47
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000) i sach hon has the gomrlainant or

QL the crmplaj

regn ndent di4d
reguecndent deol

Taapondent o

!
i
[

nant ever rendsrsd to your respondents or

uhe sald one thovesnd dcllors in.cash:
pendzants further dony $hat he uampl*l
2aid balancs o=y the &

*ait on the aﬁrralin&“t g82am }Fﬁé

ared the dsal off, during whioh time your

sTaoted for anciher farm at Rustedlvi ie,. Alal

whigl céntr=et malssis n dEESary lor your reependsht to liaye

fiva hundred (5
on th= frllow
Noverber, 1273,

responient PoW:

g Pisre hins

b
&
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e
it
o

eins Kov.
Han im five
thzat the dez21 B

edofs and tuat

for ke egeaputi

500) dcdlnrs in cash ut Russellville, Alg.,

ng Monday which was ab ut the fr=-ty foursts of !
Immedtately aftsr closin~ thia deal your 3

dred dollisrs by the followi-e Mihﬁhy mﬁfﬁ+ﬁgr

218t end that unless the eaid defendant shoulad

43
1

rdrad dcllara by Saturday nicht , low.
euwWeen The gomplafnmarnt and deferndant wes Jecian
yeur responde=t would nod wait any lonzer

on of the =234 contract by the compleinsnt.




| Your respondacis furtner further deny thet t ers was ever |

any writing ol any kind betwasen the resvondenss and complafinanT |

in tlhifa cause with rei

deasribed in

and Fhus having fully answersyd . your respond-onty pray [
thaet the original bill in this ocoyeas ke dfascharted and that [
they be disclinrged with tleir remscneble cost 4n +hiz

; beliall exnanded,

enneti & Fllea
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Atty. “cr Defendz=nst. .
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STATH OF MISS1esTerT

11, CEANCTRY C
TI-JIIDHT."Q'U CnLqﬂro

i Deaton ———ee—a —————— Corplainant

i#-"-l - .

o

Feracnally *“ﬂﬁa“ed hefnrﬂ me the un*ﬁrzi#hﬂﬁ

aiithority FVWJ Carr and iis wife lre. Ballis Cary whe
being by me firat duly sworn eaye on o=th that the matters
and things set forzh in thelr answer to the oriczinal

©ill filed in %iie cruee ( said anewer bing f£lled May 16,
I314) sftatsd of sheir cwn knowledre are tzusiand correct
aad Busl maiters =e are ssate from infowoation and

gellsel the:- wverily lisye 0 b=

s J)ﬂ,{/ﬁm

"J_u 4..... : ..J_ .‘.‘."

< | . L0 onekhne

Justice of Pegcs,







| 8TATE OF KIBBISBIFFI, CHANCERY COURT,

H, A, DEATON -=--=c--cce-= cmemcamsss cemmmcomean COMPLAINANT.

va.
P, W. CARR AND MRS. SALLIE CARR-=seec-cesu«-=---TEFENDANTS.

T0 THE HON. CHANCERY COURT OF TISHOMINGO COUNTY MISSISSIPPRI,

Néw cemes your respondents in the above styled cause

and for answer to the original bill filed in this cause

angwering says:i-

| They adnit thait they contracted with she said

! e e e e e N Tl B
H A Deaton for sale of the lsnd described in the nrlginul bill
in this camse, but they deny that the =said contract was nade
about the 28th day of Septenmber and deny that the ssld contrad
was according to conditions set forth in the origédnal bill,
they adrit the consideration for the szid contract was to be

one thousand ($1000) dollsrs, but svers that said one thousand

(#1000) delliers was to be paid in cash,

Defendants adrit that the ssid nule referred to in the
ariginnl 511i'yns delivered to the complainant, but &‘nﬁiﬁﬁiﬁ
he paid one hundred and forty five ($145) snd denys that the

, the o +housand [(R1000) o0 wit

e of the

S
N S &
il

e —

1 flfty six ($856] dollars, wess to be paid when convenient tb d

complainant,



ﬁﬁfﬂ'nd"&nt; aver that they have no Knowledge of any

inutruetiuﬂq giveX L R Davis by corplainant with reference to i

utrtnin praniuor:.r note of four hundred and fifty five (#$455) .
hﬁt deny thet the said L R Dsvis ever offered the defendants %k

IREXHASE the note and deny that the ssid corplsinant ever

¥ 1qnthﬂrizad the sgid L R Davis to tender to ther the ssid note

| =

e




or the proceeds thereof.

pefendandts adnit that they executed & good and valid

warranty deed to the said land to the sdid complainant with

the exception of delivering the sanme, this they declined to

i conply with Bis gart of the

pomplalinant anou

to wit.; that he pay over %o ﬁdﬁfifaﬁﬁhn-efﬁa-“%t

contract,

said bamlance due him in cash, But defendants deny that thias

anid warranty deed was ever delivered to the conplainant, 1in

this chlke) 6r- to-anycother: person for the conmplainant.
They further deny that the said deed was delivered to

Squire T H Dean to be held esmrow until the conplainant hed

complied with hijsggrt of theccontract.

et
futther denies thst the corplainant made

a legal tender of four hundred ($400) dollars to him on the
day of Detoter 1913, snd thaet your respondenta adnlt

thiat they declined to receive the four hundred dollars as A

’H@%ﬁW&Hﬁiﬂtﬁﬂnﬁmauh:firmﬁhsbﬁxﬁﬁﬁn#i!ﬁh!#%ihﬁ&-ihhﬁh¢a

oty A0

original ©ill for the reasson it was not & payment in full fer

the said lands, and wa:s not tendered until the of Deczxx3d
18185,

Respondents further deny that they unlawfully obtakned
possession of the said deed, Denys that the said deed wss ever

delivered to the said T H Dean except for the purpese of gettig

getting a copy of the didcription of the lend described in the

gaid deed by which the daid Dean could draw a trust deed,




Defendante admét that they are with-holding the said son
deed from the said complainant mnd that they refuse to executex
and deliver Lo the complainent e deed eimiliar to the one J
fbruerly*huld'bﬁ-unidlEmH Dean, byt deny that the suid deed
was delivered to the said T H Dean for the purpose of deliver- ’
ing it to said oompdainant.

Defendants admit th&t they repudiated the contract upen

whiech this suit is brought, but deny that the said contract

wae repudiasted without cause, but aver the consideration for

the said contract wee x® to be one thousand dollars in cesh !

and that the

defendant has never Paid to respondents oY eitheyp
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of then the ssid one thoussnd dollars (§1000) in cash now

has the complainant or any other person for the Eﬁﬁﬁiﬁiﬁaﬁt
ever immd fendered to your respondents or either of them the
said one thousand dollars in cesh,

Your respondents further deny that the conplainant waa

EREYIE

hﬁﬁarad and £ifty rsix dollars ($6D6) when 1 was convenient
to hin but avers that the deal was to be & cagh tranesaction,
but thet the respondent did wait on the gonplainant sorie tire
before respondent declared the dedl off, during which tine
your respendent contracted for snother farm 8t Russellville,
Ala., which contract rade it necessary for your respondent to

pave Afive hundred ($500) dollsrs in cash at Russellville, Ala

on the following llonday which wus about the twentyfourth of
November, 1913, Irmeddanlely sfter closing this deal jyour
respondent, P W Carr, avers that he went to the complainant ndd

fukgxaRxiRExmnpkx teld the ¢orplainant of his gaid contract st

Russellyille Ala,, and further l‘l:;“nfj-.‘a-""w-'m}i‘&}h'Tﬁ@ﬂxﬁi&_ﬂfﬂﬁ’ﬁﬁgﬁtwﬂ

it was necessary for him te have Iive hundred dollars oy the
following monday morning, it being NHoverber the 21th and that
uhless the said defend=nt should pay fin the five hundred
dpllssrs by saturday night, XNoV. oond that the deal tetween the
complainant and defendant was declared off snd that your
respondent would not weit sny langer for the exectition of said
coptract by the conplainsnt .

. Your respondents further deny that there was ever any
writing of any kind Cetween respondents and the compladnant in

this cause with reference to the real ep;atn:ﬁusﬂnihqﬂg§ﬁ?ﬁ”1 ;

sand nrigfhai=§ffi'fﬁ“ﬁﬁfﬁ*ﬂﬁﬁi';'
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And thus having fully esnswered, your pespondents pray
that the original till in this csuse be digcharged WIXRXXXWE
#nd that they ve discharged with their reasonabtle cost in

this behalf expended.




