* Minites, Hempheeys County Circuit Co

O —— At

urt,8th tay. of Decemver’  Term, 19F4L

75¢. per day. and tWO LUrNKAY eeeescssessssessses sosrasscssosssssassononsscsns

... 28.25

State of Tennessee vs. Joe Brandon, Assault to Marder, april 22, 1941, to

May 27, 1941, 36 days and tWO £Urnkeys seesecsceccccscecsccsnccnsscsssoscscacse $ 29.00

Stote of Tennessee vs. Harris Johnson, Larceny, April 23, 1941 to June 29 1941

66 days at 75¢ per day end 2 BUrNKeYSeeeccecccscsstcasccststssasressssssnssnccns $ 50.50

State
April 26, 1941,
State
April 26, 1041,

Sbate

9 days at 75¢ per Aay and tWo turnkeySe.siiecseccsecrceccnsesecsccacse

15 days at 75¢ per
Btate of Tennessee
74 déys at 75¢ per
State of Tennessee
74 Pays at 75¢ per
State of Tennessee
72 days at 757 o~r
State of Tennesske

' Ty
Tnne 28, 1941 [
i , 19411

‘State ofrPennessee

54 days at’ 75¢ per
S8tate of Tennessee
42 days at 75¢ per
State of Tennessee

23 days at 75¢ per

| Stete of Tennessee

. )
| State of Tenngesses vs

-
at 75/ per day dnd

18 days

f

\
3 days at 757 per day add two turnkeys..
of Tennessee vs. Vida Stewart, Assault to murder, _Aoril 26,1941 to

one day at 75 ¢

J State of Tennessee vs.
f 4

of Tennessee vs. frady Stewart, “ssrult to Murder, April 26, 1941 to

per day nd two tu}nkeyu................... $6 2.75

of Tennessee vs. John Yurray, Lerceny, Apgil‘ZS, 1941 to Mey 1, 1941,

$ 8.75

James F.Carroll, Larceny, May 3, 1941, to May 17, 1941,

Ay and tWn tUrNKeYSe.seesssescescsssscssseconsesansssccsscsed 13,75
vs, Thurman Hogen, Lerceny, June 7, 1941 to Aug. 19, 1941,
day and two turnkeyf.........................................$ 57.50
vs. feo flozan, Larceny, June 7, 1941 to Aug.19, 1941,
day and $50 turnkevs.. T T KXy T T cosaced 67,50
vs. Donald Bush, H.B.& Lerceny, June 9, 1931 to®Aug. 19,1941,
day end 2 tqrnﬁ%ys L D T et .. ]
vs. Pdge “onre, Aagault to murder, June 22, 1941 to
days at 75¢ per day and 2 NMPNKEYSeeesroncssanssassoncscnssncad 7.25
vs. Cland Lance, Larcany, Jine 27.°1941, to Aug 19,1941,
day ANd tWO tNrNKeYSecssescssssssssscccssssssasssscsssssssseed 42,50
vs. ”owex; JSreen, Larceny, July 351941 to Aug>ao, 1041, ~
day and ..:...........‘..............-:...--.-.....---.......* 31.50
8. Thurm*n Yates, Lar-~eny, July 28, 1941 to Aug 19, 1941, ;JC,V
Aay =nd 2 Kornrevs sesresnas sessssscsscenne sese o
ve. Wnltb; Iéed, Larceny July 25 to Aug 30, 1941 34 days
5.3 25.50
%mes F. Cavroll, TLarceny, Aur 13, 1941 to Aug 30, 1941 ’
at 75¢ R PP T2
. ,'N ” -
e »COURT THEN ADJOURNED UNTIL COURT IN GOURSE.
e T - s

N

-| Edd-8tage;-Dinfél Spann, 'jllen Blackwell and Edd “ayberrys

| *hat thid case be

COURT MET PERSUANT TO ADJOURNHENT PRESENT AND PRESIDING THE HON. DA&E?<F9RT,JJHDQB,BTC.

L

STATE OF TENNEBSEE | \

LHUMPHREYS COUNTY | CAPTION DECEMBER TERM OF CIRCUIT COURT 1€41

J Be 1t remembered that a Circutt Court was ovened and held in and for the County

of Humphfews-lt the Court Vause in the Town of Waverly, Tennessee on the 8th day of

December 1941, It being the second “onday of said Yonth, and the One-thousand nine Fundred

and forty-first Vear of our Lord, and the One- Hundred nnd;uixhy-six*h ‘year of American

Indeperidance. Presant and presiding the Won. Dan-y Fort, Judge, of the Nineth Judicisl

District of the S8tate of Tennessee.

Y &

h |
Court was openad in “ue form of Law by Frank James, Sheriff of Humphreys Coynty

iTann—ssne and by him returned in oven Tourt a writ of Vinire Faciss, chowing that the
| following named persond were apnolinted by the “ounty Court st 1ts October Term 1941, to
‘snpear and serve as Mrors at this the present term of Court, to-wi;; Colmen Collier,
{Jemaﬁ Wanéﬁnker, Exra Pace, E.S.Forest, Pete Anderson, J.W.Townsend, L.H.“a#i:, Pape
| Ladd, Rlmer Pickerd, Stanton Tarry, Fﬂn{t “ay, John Tarpy, "Yalter Warris, Grover Rass,
jLoyd Baver, 5.%W. Durham, John Fields, J.",Yini, Jim, Jones, J.W.Fnight, Arthur Suinn,
s And out of the furors so

| \ o .
| summoned the following were selected ns rsqniafq by lat 4s Grand Mrors, to-wit; Colman
T

!Ccllier, James Wanname¥%er, Ezra Pare, M.S.Forest, ?ttﬁ‘ln*e"sun, J.W.Townaend, T.9.
| Davis, Pnre”ﬁnﬁd, Elmer Fickn;ﬁ, Stanton Terry, Emmit ‘éy, and John-Tarpy end R.H.“cKeel
havineg apnointed Forman of the Arand ury at a 'ormA% Term of this Conrt, the sniAd Brend
{ Mry 1s in all thin7s ss the lew directs havine been duly egectnd, tried and Qwarn
ancording to lew, retired to thair rosm in charce of thelr sworn officer, W.v.Lene,a
Constehla 0f Tummhr»avs Tounty, sworn acrordine to law to attend them in consideving
indAirt-ents end pracentments, And ont of the remaininz M™rors s~ summoned ‘*he following
weresxangad from ‘ury service by the Court, to-wit; 7ddle Staee, Tinnel <pnnn@¢1ien
Rlankwell, and ®dd “»yhe-rrv, and the followin~ persons were summoned hy the Sheriff of
Wnmphrevs fountv,and quelified as regular Jurors in the ste-d o" the above named: exnused
Jurnrs,to-wit; Monroe Veden, Bdd Fassell, T.D.GarBey, Orson Fields, h.T.”icherdson and

| P.L.Parker. f

1
MRS ZULA

MCKELVY
vS. CONDEMNATION
OLIVER J. LONG
In this cese, upon @wtion of the Attorney for the Plaintiff, I+ is ordered

continued until the ‘next term of this Court.
MRS E.T.CROWELL {{] )
Vs CONDEMANTION

WILLIAM ANDERSON

In this case, upon motion of the Attorney for the Plaintiff, It is ordered

that this case be ~ontinued until the next term of this Court.

MASON MERIDETH |
Vs. CONDEMNATION
OLIVER J.LONG

In this case upon motion of the Attorney fore the Plaintiff, It is ordered

that this cese be continued urtil the next term of this court.




N

¥ s

MRS ZULA MCKELVY g ‘ ¥
vs. e i SONTEMNATION = °

i
NEWTON REAGON i

In this case, upon motion of the. Attorney for the Plaintiff, It is ordered

that this casédbe continue until the next termn of this court.

MRS ZULA MCKELVY
vs. CONDEMNATION

JESS ANDERSON
} In thiés cdse, npon motion of the Attorney fo¥-the Piaintiff, Tt is ordered

|
| that this ~ase be ~ontinued until th= next term of this court.

| MRS ZULA MCKELVY
| Vs. ~ONDEMANTION
| WILLIAM ANDERSON

ry In thie case, upon motion of thetAtborney for the Plaihtiff, It is ordered that

this nose he continued until the next term of this Courb.

E.L:TLEDBETTER
vs. CONDEMANTION

JESS ANDERBON \
.In this case, npon motion of the Attorney for the Plaintiff, It is orderd

| that trds c-se be continued until hte nedt tcmm of this Court.

MRS ZULA MOKELVY . _. ) t [
vs. bt CONDEVNATION { -
PETE MOORE i

Tn this rase, upon motion of the Attorney for the Plaintiff, It is ordered

P
“hat this case he continned until thd\ next term of this ~ovrt,

A.W.LUCAS i ¥

I
vs. = IATHE CIRCUIT COURT AT WAVERLY, TENNESSEE
HUMPHPFYS COUNTY, TENNESSEE |} T

i 'T’hl—a cause. cdme on‘ to 1ja-ﬁéard before the Hon. Dancy Fort, Judre, on this the
‘th day of, December 1941, "goﬁféhe whole record in *he cause, shdiespecially the motion
Aof *he Defendant, to st .ka’?he n-use from the docket for the re~son that the cause stood
dismissed “H{}ty du}:\g",ﬂ" ‘the last term of this Court when nleintiff failed ‘o rlle’hia
1declaragipw/;rid w;ve futher secur’ty on-his prnsesntion bond, ac-ording to the order here=-
t«t:?e entered in this cause, which motion after due condiderabion well taken, and the
‘ﬁourh’hire"ts that the cruse be stfiken from the docket, nnd adfudred *h-t same stond
1ﬂismisseﬂ under previous order of the Court thirty days after the entry of the order on
this causk at the last term.  The Plaintiff will nay the costs of this cause for which

|
|
lexeca?ion may issue.

vy |
4;7w. LUCAS :
vS. i I THE CIRCTIT COURT AT WAVERKY, TENNESSEE
THE CITY OF WAVERLY, TE"NESSEB’
This“cause ceme on tn he heard ;a'ora the Hon. Dancy %ort, Mdee, on this the
Bth ﬁny of Dacember 1941, upon the whole record in this canse, and ~dpecially the motion
pof the Defendant, to strike thnAcages from the docet for the re-scn that the causeé

i

(Conglnﬁel )

T mpes e s B

Mimﬁa Humpllrcys County ﬁnult Coun,mmm_:l':m, 193 .4

) (continved) e

3 . 2 o AR {4

stood dismissed thirty days after the last term of this court when the Plaintiff failed
L

to f1le his declaration and g{va futher security on his prosecution bond, according !o
the order heretofore entered in this ceuse, which motion after due consideration well
taken, -nd the Court directs that the canse he striken from the Dncket, nnd adfudres
that same stood.dism!ssed unde~ previous order of the fourt thirty days after the entry

of the order in thio canse =t the 1ast term, The Pinintiff will pay the costs n* this

canse" for which execution may issne.

|
J.C.THOMAS

11
i
s, !
i
i

'

IN THE CIRCYIT COURT AT WAVERLY, TENNESSEE

HENRY INGRAM
MARSIE INGRAM

This cause came on to h= heard be®ore the T-n. Dancy Fort, Tndse, on this the
Bth day of December 1941, upon the whole re-ord in the cause ani espe~ially’the motion
of phaintiff, J.0,™i6mas, and his assirnee, J.L.%arroll, to whom the Mmdegment has heen
assiened for figt Alrecting i1ssnamce of a scire facias direnting the asaid Defendant to
show canse why the judement in the above stvled nmsefentered arainst them on the 19th day

of Decemher 1931 for the sum of £77.09, with interast from date, in, the amonnt ~f $46.25,

making a total of $122.24, shouldy-not be revised, .and execution or other praner procass
| 1geme apatinst them. L
|

g

3
And upondue donsideration-thersof hv *the "ourt, 1t Is ordered +that Scire Faclas

jssue at the insten~e of +the gaid .T..Carro’l, Assi-nee, and he served upon the sald Nafen.-

an8s, Yenry Ineram and Va~~ie Tnoram requiring them o anraser and @hnw e~nse a% the next
term of th'e court why said judrment should not be revived and execntion issned, nr o*her
proeess issued.

And it anpearine to the Court futher that on the 19th day of December 1971
condemnations proceedinizs was had in this ceuse, and lands described in snid fudment were
condamned and nriered sold by thé sheriff nf Humphreys County Ternessee or other lawful
officer in seid State and Cou ty, which judgment appears of record in this Mourt In
minute hook 17, naué"57°-?0, and thratseme has been unexecuted; and upon motion of *the sald
J.L.farroll, Assionee, ssid judement end orders 1=,here%y revived in all things and

ordered to be executed. All other matters are resérved.

| 7.c.THOMAS

VS. IN THE CIRCTIT TOURT AT WAVERLY, TENNLSSEE
THENRY INGRAM

YAGRIE INGPAM

This csuse on to he heard be“ore tha Fon. Dencv Tort, Judge or this the “th

| day of December 1941, upon the whole record inthe cause, and especially the motion of
; plaintiff for an order raviving an or’er of =ale heretofore entared in this cause in minu
hook 17, page 579-80, snd upon due consideration thereof ssld order of sale i= 'n all
things revived, sccordine to the terms thereof; and futher upon mot!on of plaintiff, 1t
is ordered thet sire faciesd i1csue end be served upon the Defendant directing them to
anpeer and show cause st the next term of this Court why the judgment entered in thils
eause on December 19th 1931 should nto he renewed and revived and extended, as provided
Uy 1aw, and why execution should not issue for any balance that may remain after the sale
of the interests in said lands “irectéd-to be sold under tre prders of this court.

All other matters are reserved,




ETTA STEWART

vs.

i
| ;
i IN THE CIRCUIT COURT AT WAVERLY, TENNESSEE
I
i

©GOCA COLA BOTTLING WORKS

This causs, by eereement of parties is continued to the next term of .this

Court.

MONROE BUTLER

HENRY A. RICHESON AND
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

I
i i
VS. ] TN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF HUMPNREYS COUNTY, TENNESSEE
i
i
i

ORDER FOR

| The defen’st, Henry A Rérheson and Ternassee Valley Authority, having within

| the +1me provided by law filed their pe®ltion fo; the removal of this cause to the Distrig
fourt of the Tnited States “or the Middle District of Tennessee, Nashville Division, and | —

I;nvlna at the same time filed a bond in the sum of Five Hundred Dollars ($500.00) per- i
smant to statute, and.it appearine “n the court thet notice required by law of the filing:
of sald bond nnd petition had, prior tothe filine thersof, been served upon the plainbiff

herin, which notice.the Court finds 1s sufficient and in a~cordence with the requirments

{ of law; A

N6W, THEREFORE, thie court dnes accept and eprove said bend rnd,after fully
considering the pevition herin, 4625 h rby erant seid petition and does order that khls
| canse be removed\to the "stricts Court ~f the "mited States for the Middle DPistrict of

Tennessee, 'aquI?ﬁﬂ Division, ~nd that all proce~dines in this Court be stayed, and
{ S
‘the Clerk 1s/herhv direcked to make np the record in s~1d canse for transmissior to said
|
Aistrict eonrt and to transmit sald record to sald coart w' thin thirty (30) daysform !

the date of the filing of this netition. Ty
X

2N\ |
Done this 28 day of November, 1941,

|
Dancy Fort, Judge ‘/’v 4
Dancy Fort, Judee !
Ciren't Court of Humphreys Co.
Tennessee

. S X
COURT THEN ADFS'RUED UNTIL TOMMORROW MORN NG AT 9tQ GLOCK

&HT/’M

COURT HBT PERSHANT TO ADJOURNMENT PRESENT AND -PRESIDING THE HON. DANGY“FORT,,J3D#P

L

STATE OF TENNESSEE
v, r : ASSAULT AND BATTERY
B.W.INGRAM
) In this case came the Attorney-feneral for the Statea and the Defendnt in person
and by Attbrﬁcy, and upon motion it is ordered that a former nrder, heretofore entered

be revived.

STATE OF TENNESSEE

1
vs. LARCENY
JAMES C LLIER

In this case came ‘the Attorney-feneral for the State and it avpearing th the
Conrt that the Defendant hds not heen apnrehended, It 1s therefore ordererd,add~-d and
decrae” that this case be continued until+he next term of this rourt and that an alais

Capias 1ssne for the Defendant.

8PATE OF TENNESSEE ]
V8. { DISPOSING OF MORTGASED PROPERTY
0.B.WHITSON g‘

In this case ceme the At'ornev-ﬂannrélr’c» t?a State and the Def~ndant by
Attorney, &md upon sufficent pron®, Aue to th: 111ness of the Defendant,it is ordered

that this case be continued nn*il the next term of thle fonrt.

¢

STATE OF TENNESSEE

1
VS. ; ASSAULT WITH INTENT TO CO‘FU? MURLER. IN THL FIRET DEGREE
TEOMAS FORESTER =

In this nase came the At*orney-fleneral for the State and itrappearing to tha

Court that the Defendant has not been apnrehended, when upon motion it is nrdeﬁ*d that

| this case he pla~ed on the retired Docket, “~r Tl

STATE OF TENNESSEE

I

1 ‘
vs. 1 ASSAULT WITH INTENT TO COMMIT MURDER I' THE FIRST DEBREFR
]
i

{

DILLIE MCGRUDER
In this case came the K*torney-General for the State and it appesring to the
Conrt the The Defendant has not been spnrehanded, It is therefore ordered, adjudwed

and decreed that this case be continued until the next term of this ~ourt and that

‘nn alias Capias issue for the Defendant.

| STATE OF TENNESSEE }
V8. g PERGERY
i

E.F.DUNAGAN
In this case acme the Attorney-%an-ral for the State andt th- Defendsnt in pers
and by Attorney, whén upon motion of the Attorney-General for the State, It is ordered

that a verdict of not enilty be entered in this cause.




_‘ M,Huﬁlphreys Coun!y Cmai’tM- h day of Dess e Term

STATE OF TENNESSEE
VS. ’ ASSAULT AND BATTERY

ROY HUGHEY

In this case came the Attorney-General for the State and the Defendant by
Attorney, and 1t apnearing to the Court that the Defendant is in oprison, and upon

motion it is ordersd that a former order heretofore, entered be revived,

STATE OF TENNESSEE =

| Vs. i DRIVING DRUNK \
]
!

ROY HUGHEY .
In this nase came the Attorney-fenersl for the Stete and the Defendant by
Attornay, and it appearing to the Court. that the 0@{=nﬂant is in priseon, and upon motion

1t 1s ordarad that a former order, heretofore entered be revifed.

STATE OF TENNESSEE 3

vs. P LEWDNESS
§
I
i

CHARLIE BROWN
- | NORA TURNER

In this cese came the irtornay-ﬂqneral for the State and the defendants in
¥ .

perspn and by attorneys, who beine Auly charged end arraigned on sadd indictment pleads

not enilty.

Thersnpon to try.thHe 1ssnes joined came a jury of good and lawful men of Humphveks
f

founty, “avnessaa:*to—wiﬁ;‘Allen Sunhanan, Orson Fields, R.L.Mullinix, Arthur %uinn,
T.D."arbar, Jlmifnnes, A.7.Richeson, N.W.Durhaﬁ, Grover Bass, Loyd Baker, J.W.Knicht,
;nd J.“.V:nq,IWHo being duly elected, tried and éwarn accordine to law, after heerinc all
nf the prnﬂ;, aroument of the comneil, and cherre of thé Court upon their ofith do say
that thew find the defendants /ﬁ}lfv as charped in tﬁ%éinﬂictmenh -nd asses and fix their
punishment at six months in tin ﬁﬁwnty jail of Humphrevs County, Tennessea.

Tt is therefore nrdjrnﬁ, ad fudred and decreed hy he court for the offonsateﬁ
found by the firv, that the degﬂndnnts ‘be‘confined in the Tounty Jail of Humphrevs

‘
Courty, Tanressee for s period of six months and that they pay the cost of this case for
- N

which executiqn will ‘1gsue " And futher it 1s ordered that upon payment of the cost
. ) ﬁ
that“sald jail’s~ntence be susnended Auring gnod behavior.

F¥ 4

STATE  OF TENNE:

vs /4 DRIVING DRUNK

g
E.CLEMONTS

B B
r In this rase came the Attorney-T“ener-l for the State and then Defendant by

[
|Attorney, and it anpenring that the Defendant is in the Army, and upou motinn of the
iktthgney-ﬂa"ersl “or (the 8tate 1t 1¢ ordered that this cerse he placed on the rerired

ﬁbnﬂkat for fnther ordere.

-l
"'§TATE OF TENNESSEE

1
1
vs. : SCI FA.
W.E.CLEMONTS 1

3

-~ .

In this cnse came the attqrney -General for the State and the Defendant by

_|Attorney, and it appearing to the Cort that the defendant is in the Army. It is there-
&

fore ordered by the Court that said sci fa be set aside.
LN

[ Humrhrevs County, Tennessee, to--1t; Walt~r,Harris, Grover Bass, Toyd Baler, %.W.Durham

’

a / ¢
STATE OF TENNESSE | 3 i
e - . . LARCENY OF TIMBER %
MAUD HIGMAN {

In this case came the At orney-feneral for the State and the Defendant in
bersoé and by attorney, and upon motion of the Attorney-Genercl fnt *he State !t 1s nrderedd

Ehat a nﬁfle prosequi hé entered in th's cose.
3

STATE OF TENNESSEE

I

. |
Vs. } \ ACE OF CONSENT
|
| WOODROE MILLER { . A
| .
! Tn this case came the Attorney-Generrl for ths State and tne Defendant in »
person and by Attorney, when ‘upon mntion,on account of parties'being married, It 1is

ordered .that this case be continued nuntil the next term of this court.

STAT" OF TENNESSEE |
VS. . g DRIVING DR'INK
ELMER D. LARKINS g

Tn this case came the At‘orney-ﬂenorai for the Staté and the Defendant in

person an? by Attorney Whol beine duly chﬂrbéqud arral ~ed on seid indictment pleads

euilty. ~-3
‘ Thepeupon to try the Tssues Jolned caue aijury;af rood and_lawful men of Homphreys
‘”ounty, Tennessee, to-wit: Walter Yerris, Grover Raés, LovA Baker, G.%, Durham, john
Fields, J.R.King, Jim JTones, J.V.Knight, Arthur fuinn, “nnrog Vaden, Edd Hss°=1i, and
T.D.Gayber, who, baing duly elected, tried and sworn according to law, ofter hearine sll

‘of the nron® g armment of tre "ouncil and charre of the Court, Aa sey, upnn their oath
1that thev find the defendant ~uilty as charged in the indictment,

i hy thenBourt that
Itiis therefore ordered, ediudred and decreed,for the offense es founinhy the

‘jnry the defendant pay-or secure s fine of $10.00 and the Cost of this suit for which let
execution lssue, It’is futhar ordered adiudeed =nd de@reed by the Court that the def-
‘endant serve 80 days in the county iail of “nwnhrqu fonrty, Tennesses, Wowever this
jail sentence 1s suspended during 2ood hehavior, and futher that he he deprived of
drivins a motor driven vehigle “or five mnnghe and twenty-nine days.
|
STATE OF TENNESSEE |
‘ vs. ; BONE DRY
‘ ELMER D. LARKINS g )
| In *his rase came the k*tcrney-ﬂﬂnn;al for the State nnd the defendant in

| person end by attorney, who, being Anly charged and arraiened nn said indictment, plesds

| milty. |

Thereuron to try the issues joined ceme a fury of good and lavful men of

John F1-14s, J.B,¥ing, Jim Jones, 7.W."night, Arthur Guing, Yonroe Vnden, Rdd Hassell,
end T.M,Rarber, who‘being Auly elected, tried an? sworn according to law, after hearing
all of th- proof, ermment of Cowneil and Charge of the Court, upon their oath Ao sey
they ©ind the defendent cullty as nhn;uaﬂ in the indictment.

It is therefore ordered, sdjudred and decreed by the Conurt that “or the

offense as found by the jury, that the defendant pay or secure a fine of $25.,00 and the

cost of this sulg.forT®hish”18b"execution issue.
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STATE OF TENNESSEE =

vs. i ASSAULT AND BATTERY
! ]

VIDA STEWART :

In this cause came the Attorney-General for the State and the Defendant in
verson and by Attorney, who being Aduly charged and arraigned on said indictment ple~ds
| milty. y
[ Thereupon to ‘try the issues foined came a jury of zcod and lawful men of
Humphreys County, Tennessee, te-wit; Walter Herris, Arover Bass, Lovd Baker, AN,

Durham, John Fields, 1.2.¥ing, Jim Jones, J.W.Knicht, Abbhur Guinn, Monroe Vaden Edd-~

| Faasell, T.D.Garber, who heine duly elected, tried nn" sworn according to lnw, sfter

ihenrinu all of tha proof, argument of Counrcil and chnrr'e of the Conrt, do say that they
% find the Defendant enilty as charged in the indi c:mﬂnt. ,

j It is there®ore ordered, adindced and decv‘ee;i by the Court for the offehse as
,3‘ found hy the jury that the defendart pay or secure a fine of $10.00 and the cost of this

canse for which let execution icsme.

| STATE OF TENNESSEE =
| vs. ] CRIVING DRUNK
|

JAMES -D. MARTIN i

Al
\

E In this catse same the Attorney-feneral for the State apd the Defendant in

person an? hy Attorney, who, beird} du’y charzed and arrairned on said indictment pleads

milty.

’“he=~#rhion to try the issue i1oine? came a fury of pood and lawful men of Humphrey

Countvy, ’“ﬂ";)f;see,-hn»w(t; "alter Herris, "v&vwr Raas, Loya Beker, A.%. Durham, John
Fields, 7,B.¥ing, Tim Jones, 7.%.”n’'=ht, Art'ue Guirn, “onroe Voden, Edd Wassell,
and T.D.farb-r, who, being ﬁui" elected, tried unilxﬂ*_gurn according to law, after hearing
all of the pronf, armiment f{“\\hﬂ Conneil and charge of the Conrt, upon their oath r;o
say that they find the defe :{nt euilty as charged in the indictment. ‘,0‘ "
It 1s therefore orqlered odfudred nnd decrsed by the Conrt for the offanse as
found by the fury that the e"endsnt pay or secure a fine o“ $10.00 on’' the cost of this
gnit ™or which let exﬂmflon Yasne. It iws futher or’ierad by the Court that the defendan
SFT‘VB ?0 davy in the’ Omgnty fail of Fumphveys founty, Ten essee, howsver t™is fall ser:iten
s s':snnn“°d dart v:,:’)fﬁﬂd hetgvior, and Puther that the defandant he deprived of driving

n'{wotm ~JeH1.W%193*'non*hs and twenhty-nine devd.
STARE OF TENWESSZE |
«| VS, g RECKLESS DRIVING
: MAMI™ FOWLKS =
In this case came the Attorney-feneral for the State and the Defendrnt in
ip»r,son ond by ﬂt"nrney, whn, being dAuly rharsed and arraipned on sald indictnent pleads
{milty.
s v Thereupon, to try the issnes jnined came a Iary of gnnd and lawfil +qen of
Hunphreys Cou~ty, Tennessee, to-wit; Walter Harris, Grover Bass, Loyd Baker, G.W.Durham,
John Fields, J.B.King, Jim Jones, J.‘V.K‘nivht), Arthur "minn, Monroe Vaden, Edd Hassell
and T‘.D."‘@rhnr, who beins duly’elacted, tried afid sworn according to law, ~nd after
hearing all of the proof, arcment¥af council and charge of the court, npon their oath
do say that they find tha dafendant pullty as ~harged in the indietment.qn’v $
It is there‘ore’ ow‘m:ﬂ ad fuized and decreed hy the "ourv: for the offense as

d by the jury that the defendant pay & fine of $10.00 and the '-ost of hhll suit for
e oL R e S e e

Vs

}

.

: —
which ds_teeution may issue. B ' e d K

STATE OF TENNESSEE |} ; VS k5
T 3 § 30NE DRY

HERSHELL CGOODRICH i

J In this case came the Attorney-General for the State and the Defendsnt in
..fzerson end by Attorney, who being duly uhargodvdnd“nrx;-aignad on said indictment ‘pleads
watlty.

Thereupon to try the 1ssues joined came a jury (;" xrod and lawful men 6{‘
Humphreys C.ounty, Tennessep, to-wit; Walter Harris, Grover éaus, Loyd Baver, G.W.,Durham,
John F‘iel’dn, J.3.Fing, Jim Jones, J.".¥night, Arthur fuinn, Monroe V»»den‘, Rdd Hegsell, i
and T™.D.3erher, who being Anly elected, tried and sworn accordine to law, ani dfter
hearing ell of the proof, armment of couneil and charse of the Court Ao say that they
find the Defendant euilty as chared in the indfctment.

It 1s therefore ordered, sdindeced and decreed by the cmu‘t- that for the offense
as ;‘mmd 'Hy the jury thet the def-ndant pay of secure s fine of #25.00 and t\he cost of

this sukt for which let execut’on issne.

STATE OF TENNI'SSEE

i

| i

| vs. = % TIPPLING,
i (e .

];3 this case came the Attorner-General Por- cho State an® the defendant in

\ JAMES BANES

person end by Attorney, who being “uly charged =and erralrned ~n snid indictment pliids
ruilty. (‘

Thereupon to try the !ssnes loined came a fuey of wnnd and lawful men of
Mumphreys founty, Tennessee, to-wit; "“Walter Harris, Grover Bass, Loyd Naer, G.".Durham,
John Fields, J.R.¥inp, Jim Jones, J.”.RKnirht, Arthnr “uinn, Yonroe Vaden, ¥dd “assell,
T.N.farber, who beinz duly elected, tried and sworn according to law, after hearing all
of the proof, arsument of“the Council and charee of the Court, uvo- their hntg’do‘sny
thet they find the defendant oullty as charred in the indictument.

It"ig there“ore ordered, adjudmed ond decfeed by the Court that for tha; offerse
os found “v the jury that the Defendant pay or secure a *ine of $25,00 and thet cost of

this su't for which let execution issue. |

STATE OF TENNESSEE i
vs. = BONE DRY
| W.Y.RAINEY =
In this csse came the Atfon»'\ey-ﬁeneral for the S+ate and the def-ndant in
person and by Attorney; who beine duly charwed snd ar-aiecned on said indictment plesd
| euiktye.
Thereupon to try the issues joined came a jury of amnod and lawful men of
Humphreys County, Tennessee, towit; Walter Farris, Grover Tac=s, Loyd Baker, 5.7,
Durham, John Fields, J.B.¥img, Jim J-nes, J.W.¥nirht, Arthur Guinn, Monroe ‘Vaden,
Bdd Hacge1ll, ond T.D.Garher. who being d'ly e ected, tried and sworn accordine to law
after hearing all of the proof, arcument of the Council and ~hsrge of the Court, upon
their oa th do say that the find the defendant guilty as charged in the indictment
- Tb '15 therefore ordered, adjudeed snd decreed by the Court that for the ofense
as found by the jury that the defmndant pay or secure a fine of $25.00 and the cost of

this sult for which let execution issue.
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STATE OF TENNESSEE ! ] \ 06URY MET PERSUANT TO ADJOURNMENT*PRESENT AND PRESIDING THE HON, DANCY FORT, JUDGE.ETC
| vs. ’ * DRIVING DRUNK(( .\ .
i | | | :
| BRNEST BULLINOTON i ; b STATR OB EINRESSES! o '
I In this case ceme the “Attorney-General for the State and the défendant in a \‘ ¢ " vs. 3 ASSATULT AND BATTERY !
person ani by Attorney, who beins duly charged and arraigned on said indictment pleeds f JOHN SMITH
mullty it ] ! In this case the frand Jury returned and indictment marled "Not a True »111",
r Y . A | /. -
Thereupon to try the 1ssaes joined came a jury of good and lawful men of 4 Tt 18 therefore ordered that the defandnt be Aismisced rnd <o hence hence without day, i
N
3 ¥ W. N .- S
Fumphreys County, Tennessee, to-wit;, Walter Harris , Grover Bass, Loyd Baker, G.W 1 STATE OF TENNESSEE ‘
Durham, John Fields, .%.Fing, Jim Jones, J.".Kni~ht, Arthur Guinn, Monroe Ve-“en, | P }VS. ' LARCENY I¥
. 2 | \
a 1 1 <
Edd ¥sssell, and T.D %erher, who being du\ly elected trif@ and sworn according to law p. | %ILL STORY pl 1 !
after heariug all of the proof, larqument of the Ogwgell end ‘chare of -the Gourt upon ‘ Tn this case the frand Jury retarned nnd indictment marked "Not a Trus “4il", |
their oath den say that they find the dafen'innt\zuilty as chapred in the indlctment. ¢ It is therefore ordered that he be disnissed and o hence withont dav.
I+ is therefore ordered addu§ved, dnd decreed by the Court that for the offense ¥ . 1 STATE OF TENNESSEE
as fond hy the jury that the Defendant pay or secure a fine of $10.00 and the cost of_ | ) | vs. GOING ARMED
7, this sult for which let execution issue. GECIL DIVINIE
. N\
l | ¢ In this case comes the Attnrney-feneral for the State and the Defendesnt,
] STATE OF TENNESSEE = . ‘ GecilnDivinle bsing solomnly ce1led to ':omﬁ,.inf.o onen Court as he was regquired to do
| 2
vs. g BONE BRY \ to answer the State of Tennessee on an indictment pending here “or folns Armed, according |
o .
HERSHELL GOODRICH i to the terms of his %“ond, ceme not but mde(‘e_"mxlt «1 his bondsmen, B.V.Divinie and
In this case cums the Attorney-fieneral for the State and the Nefendant in Joe Wright being solomly called to come inta opefi ndurt an? “rine with them the hodv of
perason an® by Attorney, and npq}: motion of the Attorney-General fo r the State, It is “ Ceci? Div‘ﬂqje, came n-t but made Adefault,
order~d that a nolle r‘-o%eani be enterad in this canse. ] Tt is theref -re ordered hYy the “ourt that the State of ’T‘nh;ﬂ,nssae have and racovar
STATE OF TE"‘T-SEE i of Cecil Divinie and hic securities, in the Sum of 59'0.35 in neccordance with the tarms
vs. it g DRIVING DRUNK‘». - f M1s bond, unless they show gnnd canse +tb the contrary snd thet and alies issne “or /
- ~ A ) &
JOHNNIE STANFORD ] Cecil Divinie.
Tn this case came the A*torney-fenaral for the State and the Defendant and SBATE OF TENNESSEE i
X )ﬁk T . - '
person snd by A+torney, whkh upon defendant's agreement to plesd suilty at the neZt % vs. i SCI FA W
Co ]
term, It is ordered that fills case be continued until the next term of this ~ourti= . | JAMES D. MARTIN 1
! 4 B d
? In In this case came the Attogney-General for the State nnd the Defandant in
STATE OF TENVESSEE | ;\ =
1 v person and by Attorney, and it anveering to the Court that a conditional Forfelture was
vS. it/ ATTACHMENT ' ;
61 !F'Eg‘?g:!ggs { . entered at the former term of this court/ upon motion efid gncd cause shoWm, It is ordered
{
ROBERT FLONERS > : that said Forfeiture he set aside on payment of the cost.
" In this cade ceme the Attorney-Gener-1l fore the State and the defendan tS
in person, whenﬁn moti~n, It is ordered that the said defendn ts be dismi“ed. STATE OF TENVESSEE g N
“ N vs. i LARCENY OF GASOLINE
[ STATE OR TEN ESSEE | i
o~ 1 | LEROY FRAZIER ]
Vs, ] ASSAULT WITH A KNIFE y | THOMAS BELL
. i
¥y LEONARD FENTRESS i In this case came the Attorney-Geneeral for the State ond 1t anpearing to *he
Tn this case the Grand Jury returned an indictment marked "Not a True B111", | court that the Defsndant Bell 1s sick, end upon motion it is ordered that this canuse

Tt is therefore ordered that the defendnt be dismissed and gohence without day. be continued untfl the next term of this court.
W ( €

COURT THEN ADJOURNED UNTIL TOMORROW MOERNING AT NINE O'CLOCK

COURT THEN ADJOURNED UNTIL TOMORROW. MORNING AT NINE O'cLOCK |

| i _:EE§ w~v~<f;;;I:;:;>\/7 JupGE |l —I' i 5 tEE)“”“*;:;;i:;:k°7 JUDGE
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COURT MET PERSUANT ADJOURNMENT PRESENT AND PRESIDING THE HON. DANCY FORT, JUDGE

STATE OF TENNESSEE g

VS, i ASSAULT WITH INTENT TO COMMIT MURDER IN FIRST DEGRER
] .

FLOYD SMITH i

In this cnse ceme khe Attorney-General for the STate and the Defendant in

person and hy Attornev, who being Auly eharged and arraigned on said indictmédnt pleads‘

not milty.

Thereupon to try the issues jnined eame 2 Jury of gzeod and lawful men of
Humphreyvs ;awnty‘ Tennessee, towit; A.J.Riches#n, Lovd Baker, Alvie Simpaon:_Tslernétt,‘
Will Buie, Jim Jones, Rov Tate, R.L.Wlllinix, Arthqr"ﬂuinn, Orson Fields, Charlie
Crafton, and Wi1l Latemore, who being duly ~lected, Q;r‘ied and sworn according to law

A
end heing in cHeree of their sworn officerd, D.N.Lee and J.C.Thomes, who had been

| previonsly been sworn to attend them, after hearing all of the proof, arcument of Coungil‘

r, and charge of the Court, upon their oath do say thet they find Ths defendant cullty as
charredin the 1nﬂicément ﬁnﬁ as‘es end “i1x his punishment at thirty (30) days in the
Conunty Jail=mof Humrhreys Hnu§ty, Tenressee.

Tt 1s therefnrc ordered, =dfuized end decreed hy the Coirt that for the offense
as found by the jury than ‘h; defan’ant “e confined in the County jail of Humphreys

fonty, Tennessee, fo~ & Eer!nd of thirty® (#0) deys and that he pay the cost of this

neuse. N

STATE OF TENNESSEE | A N
vs. y ;i } ' ASSAULT WITHINTENT TO COMMIT MURDER IN FIRST DEGREE
PETE f,«oozﬁpi %

S -

N . s

In *his gase came the Attorney-feneral for the State and the Defendant in
person and hy A“torney, when upor motion, It is ordered that a verdict of Not fuilty

be enterad in this ceuse, pHat the Aefandant he dismissed »nd co hence withont Aays

LAVERNE SCUPLOCK ] y / ol

Vs. g @ IN THE "IRCUT COURT AT WAVERLY, TENNESSKFE

CECIL SCURLOCK ; of i
By éonsent orj»bg‘Farties all guéstions -f property settlement havino been

rsnched by pnmprém;;éﬂfkﬂwnpment, to answer of the Defendant is withdrawn an the case may

¥ parte.

LAVERNE s':rmi?'x |
f i 1

procerd to trie

‘Y§J { IN THE CIRCUIT COURT AT WAVERLY, TENNESSEE |
CECIL SCURTOCK {

ORDER _PRO CONFESSO

This cause came on for hearing before the Fon Dancy Fort, Judge, motion of thé
. (

Complainant “or an order proconfesso ond it appesring that the Nafendant has been served

with process by publiceation reaqnirédg him to abvenr and “efend the suit filed sgainst
;him and that sald se vice has been combleted within the time required hy 1law, ant that

| Def~ndant in his respect is in default, 1t is ordered, « jfudped and decreed that the bill

|
; be taken for confess=d and that the canse he set frr hesring ex parte.

| N
| ”~ .

{ —_ ~

»
LAVERNE SCURLOCK
V8.

CIRCUIT COURT AT WAVERLY, TENNESSEE \
CECIL £CURLOCK

FINAL DECREE
This cause was heard on this thellth day o© December, 1941 before the Hone.
“Dancy ?ort, Judee, upon t e proceedings already had including the ordere pro cpnfesso
. 1snd upon the testimony of witness=s in open court, whereupon the Gourt considera that the
1Dafandnnt,haa abandoned the complainant and has refused and neglected to provide for her

and for the children of the marrage as r1lered in the bill,

+ It 1s therefore orderee, odindmed nnd decreed th-t the bonds of matri&ony nowh

subsisting between the compleinant and Defandent he forever Aisolved and that the
Complainant be restored to all the orivéleves @f an un married person.

That the Com-lainant shall the exclusive custody of the minor children.

The fund of $41.67 which were attached ond are in the hands of the clerk will

|be paid to him by the Compleinant. \

THIS DAY THE GRAND JURY CAME INTO OPEN COTJRT IN ARODY AND PRESENTED THE FOLLOWING

PRESENTNENTS AND INDICTMENTS TO-WT:

¥ J X
| One against Harrold Scott, Beone 4ry, Quhpéonp “or the: “tate, Frank Welle, ™Mnins rerroll
Ade Har is, Frank James, Herry Boler‘ack and Trah¥e Jewis,

PrmxrratnEExInknxint Ly xkaxant ExxnixRrL e nyy SpbpnanxxRarxEhax S faz LKL Fxxrx
RabxHoxanyx¥raxinrrsidxSzmitxx

One a7a’'nst Fugine Bu-henan, Drivine Drunk, Sibpeona “or {Se Strate; Walter Woods,

Fraok Well, Thomas Walker, and Fra-k James.

One avainst feo W.Dick, Drivine Drunk, Subneona “or the State, Tra®e Lewis, Harrv

and Frank Wells.

Bnlerfack,

One azainst Tum Ragwell, Bohe ry, Subneona "or the State, DiO.Lee, Trabue Ligits,

n1if“ord Greer, Potts,

“.B.0dum, R.P.Work, nnd charles

One against Pack May, Joing Armed, Subreona “or the State, Jim Hicks, J.W.Martin, Jack

Powers, @nster Rerryman, Pete "errvman, Pauline Owens,

One a-ainst James “anes, Wreckless Driving, Subpeona “or the 3tate, Clay "wills, B.7.

¥ileore, Tom Yeado, J.%."ebh, and Rill AJﬂqrsﬂﬂ.

One arainst E.T.0'fuinn Jr. Nulsance, Subpeons “or the State T.D.Story Trank James,

H.E.Pnllerd, Walter Wonds, W.T.Carroll, Trank "ells nnd Trent Westbronk.

One Against Junior Oguinn, Larceny, ¥. D Story, Pros, whi~h indictment is in words and

, Fiputes as follows to-wit,

State of Tennessee, Humphreys County, December Term Circult Court, A.D. 1941,

The Grand Jurors for the State of Tennessee, Duly Elected, empaneled, sworn and

charred to inguire for the body of the County of Humphreys and the State Aforesaid, upon

their oath aforesaid, present that Junior 0'Guinn, heretofore, towit, on the ‘--- day

of October 1941, in said cointy and State, unlawfully an? feloniously did concel and

procure Bill Binkley and J.D.Forester to take, steal, and carry away three cases of

whiskey of the value of sixty dollars, the proverty of Bert Runions, so the Grand Jury

aforesaid upon their oath aforesaid present that the Junior O!'Guinn on the day and year

aforesaid, in“the State and County aforesaid unlawfully and feloniously was an accessory
before the fact to the taking, stealing and carryinz away by Bill Bonkley and J.D.Foreste:
of three cases of Whiskey ~f the value of 8ixty dollars and the property of Bert Runions

contrary to the statute and against the peace and dienity of the state of Tenne
; _ continued) Wa0kHo A Gener
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December Term,1941, The State Vs. Juninr_ 0'Guinn accaspory before fact to felony, T.D.Story
Pros, Subpeona for the State, T,D.Story, Frank Wells, Bill Binkley Cll\‘ld Crowell,
J.D.Forester, B1ll Black, T.R.Westbrook, Frenk James, and Bert Runions, Witnesses sworn
1by me on this indictment before the Grand Jury December Ter. 1941. .
R.H.McKeel, Forman Grand Jury
W.C.Howell, Attorney-General

| A True B111 R.H.McKeel, Formen Grand Jury

One hgainst Jess Buchanan, House breaking and Larceny, T.D.Story, Pros, which indictment

is in words and figures as follows to wit;,
State of Tennessee Fumphreys County, December Term of Cireult Conrt, A.P'4194i;
- The Grand Tirors for the State of Tennessee, elected, empaneled, sworn and
sharmzed to inguire for the Bndy of the Conaty of Humphreys and State aforesald upon their
oath aforesaid, present that Jess "uchanan, heretofore, towlt, on the 4th day of October

1741, in the county aforesaid unlawfully and feboniously did steal, take and carry away

b |
Runions of sald "ounty, then end there heing found, contrary to the form nf the Statute in

two and one hal® nints whiskey »f the valne of three Dollabs, the property of Bert

such cases made and provided, and arainst the peaca and dignity of the State of Tennessee.
W.C.Howell, Atty, Oenar‘al‘
And the Wr;nd Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, dec futher present thalt

the said Je<s Buchanan of said County, on the day and yvear aforessid, in the County afore-
said, unlawfully and feloni?usly did receive, bwy, concedl, and ald in clncealing two And‘

one half p&nts_ﬂht'kay of the valne of three Dollers, the property of Bert Runions of

E;z'befére then feloniously stolen, taken ond carried away by some one tonthe

Arend Tury unnown, he tha said Jess “uchanan then-and there lnowing the said whiskej; "
aforesaid to have been felonionsly stolen, taken and carried away, and he the said

Jess Bnchanan intnndﬂrn\than an? thers frandidéatly th depri"e the owner ther%pf, contrary
to the farm of the statote in anch ceses made and orovided, and against the peace and
dienity of the State HE"‘ Tennesses. (f‘ﬂ -

i W.C.Howell, Attorney-General

~Decemher Torm 194, *h" State Vs. Jess Buchanan, Larceny, T.D.Story, Prosecutor, Subpeona
fot *he Stateg;*.Ta A Story, Bill “inklﬁv, TyR.Westbrook, Bill Black Frank James, Bert
Runions, Cland Crowell, Frenk Wells J.D.Forester, David Edney. <
.Witne?asq;iﬁorq by me on this indictment before the 7“rand Jnry, December.Term 1941.

X R.H.McKeel, Forman "rand Jury

W.C.Howell, Atorney-General

Atrue Bil1l, R.HA.NcFeel, Forman %rand Jury.

One acainst Martin J.Kidwell, Larceny, Trabue Lewis, Pros, which indictment is in words
‘nnd fieures as follows; :
|State of Tennessee, Humphreys Connty, December Term of Circuit Court, A.D.1941.
‘ The Grapd Jurors “or the Btate of Tennessee, elected, empaneled, sworn and charged
fto ingiire for the body of the County of Humvhreys and the State aforesaid, iupon their
oath afopgpeid, present that Martin F.KIdwell heretofore, to-wit, on the 29th day of
Octobgp 1941, in the f'ounty aforesaid, unlawmlly snd feloniously did steal, take and
c.f" away One bicycle of the value of twentyfiﬁe Dollan, the property of Frank Lbckhart
of said County, then and there being found contrary to<the form of the statute in such
leeses made and provided, and against the pesce and digmity of the Stati of Tennessee,

i (Continued) /M/:f Kl “ﬂ%’%
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Minutes, Hmhms Cnunty Cll'ctlt Court, 11 th day of Doopm'[m’ 1934 : <
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& (continued)* ’ s J
And ths Orand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath a®oresaid, dq futher present thap
the said “nrtin‘.’r, Kidwell, of said County, on the day and yelx; aforesaid, unlawfully and
fedoniously did reeive, buy, conceal, an? aid in concealing one bicycle of the value of
twenty-five Dollars, the property of Frank Lockhart of said County, before then

feloniously stolen, taken and carried away by some one.th the Grand Jury unknown he the

said Martin J. Kidwell then and there knowing the ‘u.sid property aforesaid to have been

fecloiously stolen, taken, and carried away, and he ‘the "said Martin J.Kidwell intending

‘then vnnd there fraudplently to deprive the owner theréor, contrary to the form of the x

;stnyute in such cases made and provided, and against the peace and dikﬁitygof the %tate

\of Tennessee. ‘ s |
W.C.Howell, Kttorney-General

Decemher Term, 1941, The State Vs. Martin J.Kidweel, Lhrceﬁy, Trabue Lewis, Pros,

Subpeona for the Stete; Trabue Lewis, Harry Bolerjack, Frank Lockhart, Esq J.'M.Reeves.

Wiﬁﬁessaa sworn by me on this indictment before the %“rand Jury Decem“{r Term 1941.

R.¥.McK2elp Forman “rand Tury

: ! . W.C.Howell, Attorney-General

‘A True Bill, R.H.McKeel, Forman Grand }‘xrv.

‘One against Harold °cawart Larcen,, W, g .Jones, - .08, which indictment isn in words and
figures as follows. o :

State ~f Tennesses, Puﬁphrays County, Ducember Term of Circuit Court, A.D. 1€41.

The GrandJurors for the State of Tennesses, elected, émpaneled,‘swqrn and chnrgad
to inquire for the body of the zounty of Humphrevs n&g State aforesaid, upon their oath
aforesaid, oresent that HYarold Stusrt of said County, heratofore, towlt, on the 27th da¥
of July 1941, in the ‘ounty aforessaid, unlawfully ahd feloninmsly did steal, take and
carry awsy “ife Dollsyrs and eiechty cents, gnod and lawful money of the "nitead Statesof
the Valne ~f Five and R0/100 Dollars, the nroperty of W.".Jones of saidggonnty, then and
there hainz’“cund, contrary to the form of the Statute in such cases made and provided,
and against the peace and dignity of the State of Tennessee. o

W.C.Howell, Attorney~General

And the Srand Jurors aforesaid, unon/their oath aforesaid, do futher presest that fhé

said Harold Stewsrt of sald County, on the day and yesr aforesaid, in tha County N’ornsnid,

unlawfully snd “eloniously did receive, buy, conceel, nnd eid in conc=alin-s five Dollars

~nd eirhty cents gnod and lawful money of the ited States of the value of five and

80/100 Dollars, the property of W.H.J&nes of said County, hefore then feloniously stolen i
taken and carried away by some one, to the Grand Jury unknown he the said Harold Stewart
then and there knowing the said property aforesaid to have heen fedoniously, stolen, taken
and carried away, and he the said Farold Stewart intending then and there fra"ﬁulenily
to. deprive tha owner thereof, contrary to the form off ‘*he Statute in such cases made and
provided, and against the peace and dignity of the State of Tenneseee.

| Decemher Term 1941, The State Vs. Harold Stewart, Lerceny, W.H.Jones, Pros, subpeona for
the State; W.H.Jones,¥alter wheeler, Andy Whealer,Elvis Jones, Calvin Rice. Witnes=es

‘, swarn by me on this indictment before the Grand Jury #Imxx December Term, 1941.

| R.H.YcKeel, Forman Grand Jury.

W.C.Howell, Attorney General.

A True Bill R.H.McKeel, forman Grand Jury
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STATE OF TENNESSEE |
Vs. :
HARROLD SCOTT =
‘1 In this case came the Attorney-General for the Btate and the ‘Det’endant in

| persbn and by Attorney, whg, being duly charged and arraiemed on sald indictment pleads

BONE DRY

| puiltye N

Thereupon to try the issues jfoiried came a jury of good and lawful men of

Fumohreys County, Tennessee, to-wit; Walter Harris, Grover Bass, Loyd Baker, G.W.

Durham, John Fields, 7.8.Fing, Jim Jones), J.W.Knight, Arthur Guinn, Monroe Vaden, .-

1Edd Hassell, T.D. farber,, who, being du'y elected, /tried and sworn aocording to law,
| after hearing all of the proof, armument of counéil and- charpe of the court upon their

| oath do say that they find the defend-mit ~yilty as ~harecd in the indictment.~ 7 E
It;1s therefors ordered, ijudFed and. decreed by the fourt thtfor the offense |
as found by the jury that the Defendant pay or decure a fine of $25.00 snd the cosé.of thiu

i cause for which let exseution iseme. It is futher ordered that he be given credit for time

spent in fail.

STATE OF TENNESSEE I
Vs. i LARCENY
MARTIN J.KIDWELL ¢
A In this cuse came the Attorney-General for the State an® the Defendant in

PBpson nnd by Attorney, whp betng duly charsed and arralened on said indictment pleads
suilty. V
. FIt is- therevore ordered, adjudered, snd decreed by the Court that the defendant

be réleased.on payment nf the cost. &and futher thet he be given credit for time 1n»~.’
Jail.
STATE. OF TENNESSEE i
‘vs. / ‘% LARCENY

%

AMOS EWING " P d

In this c”gs came the Attorney-Genaral “or the State snd the Defandant in
) =
person and by At*orndy, pon motion, Tt is ordiered that this cnse be continued until
= the next, t~rm of this wourt,
, STATE\OF TBINESaEs ]
vs. V.4
. EU"IE{E’\’:’&HANAN

In this case came th e Attornev-flenernl for the State and the Defendant in

DRIVING DRUNK E

[

o

person an? by A*torney, when upon mot'on »f the Defendant, It i1s ordered that this cese
be continued until the next term of this court.
MRS MARY HALL RUMSEY |
N s, ( i IN THE,CIRCUIT COURT AT WAVERLY, TENNESSEE
‘v_ iN:C'.& ST.L.RATLWAY, ETAL}
" ’ In tﬁls case came the Plaintiff-Mary Hall Rums8y-and-movés-the Courttténbe J}'

permtttediteyasmend the summonsointbhis'cadsé by addirgrs &'Défenddnt-"Héhry SinithsAdm.

iw the sstate of Sugg Smith,Becs Which' motion' the Court is pleased to allow and 1t is

b | ordered that the summon be so

ded soas Go the name of Henry Smith, adm. of

-~ -
the estate of Sugg Smith, I‘_/ac. and make him a party defendant to this cause.
This December 10, 1941, '

Judre .

| when woon motion, It is

{
’STATE OF TENNESSEE I .
vs.

: DRIVING DRUNK
GEO: W. DICK I
| In this case ceme the Attorney-"eneral for the State and the Defendnt in
‘peson and by Attorney, who being duly charged and arraigned on said indictment vleads
| prt1ty. '

{ Thereupon to try &he 1ssue joinedcame stjury of good and lawfut men of Humphreys

:Hounty, Tennessee, towit, Walter Harris, Grover Bass, ioyd Bakﬂf, G.W.Durham, John

1Fie]:du, ¥.R.¥ing, Jim Jones, J.W.Knicht, Arthur Guihn, Monroe Vaden, Edd Hass=1l, and Ife
}T.P. farber, who being duly elected, tried and wworn sccording to law\and‘iftar hﬁnring

all of the proof, arsument of council and charge of the Cou;t, upnn their ontly do sem

| that they find the Defendant suilty as charged in the indietmdint.

It 1s theréfore ordered adjiudeed and decreed hy.the Court that for for the

offense s found by bhe jury that the defendant serve thirty days in the county Jfail
of'Fumph"eys County, Tennessee, and that he pav the cdst ~f this cange for which let mxm
execution issue, and futher that said sentence be susvended upon ﬂOOd’Hehn"ioP and that

‘he he depri"ed'of driving a mbtor vehic'e “or five months =snd twenty-nine days.

STATE OF TENNESSEE\

vs.
|
4

' .
i
g LARCENY L .
HARROLD STEWART i
e

)

In this case camb the Attorney feneral for the State and the Defandrant in ' son and

by Attorney, when upon metion it is ordered that tkka cnse be continued un*il the next mr

term.

8TAEE OF TBNNESSEE

i
vs. ; KECKLESS DRIVING
i

JAMES BANES 5
L4
In +*his case came the Attorney feneral for the State and the Def-ndnant in person

ond by Attorney, who being duly charced and arraiened on said indictment nlesda euilty
. =
1Itnis~thereforeiordered adindered and decreed that for the offence as plead

guilty, thet the defendant pay or secure a fine of thenty-fife Dollars and the Cost ~

of t-is cause for which let executl%n issue.

STATE OF TENNESSEE :
vs. ! GOING ARMED
PACK MAY i

Tn this case came the Attornay;ﬂaneral for the State and the Defendant by Attorney

ordered that this case be continued until the next’ term of this

court.

BTATE OF TENNESSEE []

vs. E HOUSE BREAKING AND LARCENY

JESS BUCHANAN {
In this case came the ATtorney-General for the State and the Defendsnt in person

and by Attorney, when upon motion ¢ It is ordﬁrea that this case be continued until the

next term of this court.

SEATE OF- TENNESSEE

vs. , B.D.

C.C (LUM) BAGWEEL

This case 18 0rdeéFéd E6fitinued until the next term of this court.
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’ 75¢$‘per day and tWO £NIN BY8 eeeeccecscccnssssessssssssssssscssssstssascscecans

STATE OF TENNESSEE =

vs. i LARCENY
i

JUNIOR O'GUINN i

In this case came the Attorney Genercl for the State and the Defendant in person

and by Attorney, when npon motion it 1s ordered that this case be continued until the
|

| next term of this court,

REBORT OF GRAND JURY

R . e

We the Membérs of the frand Jury for the Becember Terg of 1941, of the Circult .~
fourt for Humohreys County, Tennessee, begm lTeave to submitt the Following report to

your Honor.
\
We have Ailigently inauired and true rresentment made of all matters riven us in
charge by wour Fonor or otherwise braght to our knowledse.

7 Wer have examened the Connty jail and county poor House sand find the inmates well

| fed an? cared “or. Kt the "eunty Poor Youse some mbnor repairs ar needed and we supest

that the proper authnrities have this,buildine looked over with a view of determining

small repairs for the cnmfert ~7 the inmates. One of the in metes of the Poor House

has an unsanitary conditinn in his reom which 1s prob~bly the resnlt of his own conduct
X )

and refusel to ohsurva tw- leguest of the house keeper.

We have examenad all honds reanired hy law to he examened by us and find them
N

proverly e and solvent for the various amounts t-ereof. and having *

xecnted and rro'il
completed our 1=:b:;rs for ®ne term we ask to he finally discharred.
Yy 4

Pespecw‘zllv'aubmi tted, this Decemher 1(& 1041, RyH.McKeel, Forman frand Jury.

T.S.Terry, J.".Tarpy, Ezra Pace, Flmer Pickard, F’..H.Apdsfson, Page Ladd, C.S.Foreest,

"'.C.Gollier, J.B. Wannamaker, Emmit ey, and L.H.stis‘.
x 8
SHERIFF(S BOARD SI{L 'FOR BOARDING BEISONERS CFARGED WITH FELONIES

State of Tennessee vs F'ewams"‘menn, Largeny, from aug. 31,1941 £~ sept 9, 10 dnys(/ﬂ‘

. 49,50

757 per day and 2 tUrN KeYSeheeecresacssssscesccssasssencsscssssccsrossssssnes
h

 State of Tennesses Vs, Walter Reed, Larceny, From Aug 71, to Dec. 30, 122 days

essessvencsasre9l.50

at 757 peb day and two t‘nj»n\mvs.........

Sfete of Tpnnassee vs Tgmes F. Car-oll, Tarceny, from anm 31 to oct. 8, 39 days N
at 75/ per day adnj Wo turn Keys,.eeecescsecscocsces sessssssess 31425
8tate "of Tennéd¥¥ vs, Amons Ewing, Larceny, from -oct 4 to Oce 9, 6 days at
'Ir_ﬂ}perday»nnd HWO turn YeyS.eeees cere e s e R s esassas BeD0
,'stpte Of Tennessee vs. Jess Buchanan, Larceny from Octes 4 1941 to Oct 10, 1941,
;saven Aays at 75¢ per day And 2 LUrN YeVSeecsecessccscsssssossssccscsssscssnsvane 7.25

State of Tennessee vs. J.".Forester, from october 4, 1941 to O~t 5, 1241, one

|ddy. at 75/ per day ANd EWO ENIN KE¥Ses.ssesessessasessssessssanassensassasnsananans 3250
i

‘)Stats of Tennewsee vs, Rill Binkley, Larceny, Oct. 4 1941 to Oct, 5, ¥°41 one day

3.50

State of Tennessee vs artin J.¥idweel, Larceny, from Oct. 29

1941 to Deb.®, 1941

42 days at 75¢ per
State of Tennessee
Day at 75¢ per day
State of*Tennessee
Necember 30, 1941

Asy and tWo EUrNKeySescesersessascesssnssasccssssssssssssscsssesd5e50
vs. Harrold Stewart Larceny .Dec, 17 to Dec 18, 1941, one

and two tiurhleySeecescsesessiocciocosn ssssses
us Floyd Smith, Assault to murder, Prom December 10, to

twenty-one days¥et 75¢ per dny...............-..------..........15. 75

3.50

{ ikl N

STATE OF TENNESSEE ] . k SR J
vs. I NEUSANCE \ °
E.L. *0'GUINN I

In this case came the Attorney-Gener.l for the State and thg Defendrnt in person
i and by A".‘.*.orney, when upon motion %t is ordered that this case be continued until the
| naxt ‘term of this court.

STATE OF TENNESSEE |

A
vs. i )

| ' { sCIira

| LEROY FRAZIER i \

| THOMAS BELL i .

| Tn this case came the Attorney-General for the Stete and upon motion , Tt £5 order"|

| ’

| ed that this cese be continmed until the next éerm of this Court.
\ A

COURT: “THEN ADJOURNED UNTIL THE 15th DAY OF DECEMBER 1941
. /" J'DAE
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| #an. Daney Fort, Mdpe, The cavse having been set especially for snid date, when it

COURT MET PEPSUANT TO ADJOURNMENT PRESENT AND PRESIDING THE HON. DANCY FORT, JUDGE

VS.

i
A.L.ROSS }

i DAMAGE

i

i

N&C & S.T. LOUIS R.R.

This cause came on bo be heard he fore the Hon. Dancy Fort, Judge, and upon -~nonsent.

of narties, It 1s ordensd that this cese be continusd until the next term of this court.

i \
DAMAGE F

MARY HALL RUMSY ‘=
VS, i

I
N.C.& ST. LOUIS R.R. i -

This ~anse came on to he hesr? on this the 15th day ~f December, 1041 before the
\

| appearing to the conrt that the Plaintiff had cansed a new peorty, Henry Smith, Adm. to |

be made a perty Dofnndant on the 10th day of December, 1941 and had filed an amended

declavation on the 13*h dgv of Decamher, 1941 end on *the morningm of Dacemhar 15th, 1041,

| had .f11e4 en amended to the oririnsl-:declaration and also 8 third count to the

| orieinal Aeclaration, mekine it impessihle “or the Defendants, Henry Smith, admr. gne |

| the M.".» St Louis R.R. to 6 to trial hecanse of the new matters hronght in*o the cnse |

hyh “he new pleadings, the canse 1s continued to the next term nf this eonrt, ~nd set
for hearing on the first day *he(;af the third mo -day in April 1942, and tthe plaintiff

will pay the.nnst of 'He'nﬂnrinuqnop, and incident thereto.

MRS CLARA LEWS™ | )

T~ ] 1% -
vs. ¢ ! DIVORCE . . |
JIM LEWIS. i ‘

In this cause the 00mn‘ainenc moved the Courtzsay a [udement pro-confesso against

| the Defendant, .TIM L;wiﬂ on *hus the 15th day-of Decemher, 1941 amd it fully annenrinv

;*he Tdve DawoyH

to the fourt that the So1d ‘im Lewis is Pully in fourt by pnblication, requirine h;m to ~T

Apnear him *o aopear and defﬁnd 8t the Necemher Term o® "~urt, 1941, and that he failed
to make any defense to romplainants “'11 a~ required, it 1s ordered by the ZTourt that

salé H111 he taken as ~onredséd as tn the defendant, and thencause set “or hearing ex-

y T

parte,’
%

This cenuse cg;ﬁ’bn to futher and finally heard this , December, 15th 1941, before

rt, woon the b1lll of the Complainant, Mrs Nlara Lewis, and the pro=-

‘ﬁﬂn}eﬁhb'Heretn'ore entered acainst the Defendant, and the oral ‘estim~ny of “itnesses

o

b

| S
in the bill are true, that the defendant had wilfully deserted the Complainant, withont

«. | nonot cond-ned in same,

exemened in open Mourt.

And it satisfactorily apoeared +o the Conrt from the proof that the “acts charred

a"just end ressnnable -ause, an’ fhat the comnlainant is & chaste woman, =nd rave hte

defendant no canse or fust excuse “or said mis conduct and desertion, end that sh has

Thed the Defendant failed and refused to vrovide *tha proper food and clothing for
the supnort of the family, that he worild 7et mad at complainant and 1=ft her some six
times, z;ﬁ times when a crop whe hein~ pitched and His sarvices being nee'ed as well as
frod whereby the fam'ly -~ould hrvedsomethine to eat while 1sk}nk the crop and has not
nrovided anvthine since ssid desertinon “rom time to time durinz seid marraceg
It is therefore ordebedh,adiudwed and decreed by the Pcur£ *hat the honds of

mltrluonv subsisting between *he Complinant and defendant be uhso1ute1v and forever

ISR ot el oA that nnmn1-1nnnr S e L Lt U e pal o i g ey SR R L

b

unmarried woman;

HENRY SMITH, ADMR,

vs,’

N.C.& ST. LOUIS RA
In‘this casue

in this camee.

the't her ‘former name be restored to her , Hns Clara Hatchdr,

name of her former hushand ,

i
{
]
. ]
ILWAY i

decensed.

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT AT WAVERLY TENNSSEE

T : SRR

. v
that the

5 the Defend~nt 1s allowed thirty day$’in which to'file its pleadined

COURT THEN ADJOURNED UNTIL COURT IN "OURSE

&»%I,VA—;-I/ 4 . JUTGE.

4




" Minitis, Maphreys County Circult Coint,

20th day.of Ap

R {

| Sam Scott, J.¥.Madden, Jim Thomoson,” H.T..Romers, Doc'c Hamilton, Ellls Winstead, and

| T.m.fray, and R.H.Mc Feel, havingz been appointed Forman of ‘the Grand Jury at a “ormer

| acenrding to law to attend them in considerins indictments and presentments.. And out of

| Tom Pullen. And the following naemed persons were summoned by the Sheriff of Humphreys

| to-wit, Wilson Murphree, J.L.Righam, Robert Davls, Tess “erideth, C.R.Wat*s; Will Warden;

| W.r.Bass, D.E.Danesworth, J.E.Patrick, And.KsDsTHompson.

| as Orand Jurors, to-wit; FW.W.Wanper, Ferel Jones, PE"tﬂn;pipt, W.5.M11ler, Albert O'fuinn*

COURT MET FERSUANT TO ADJOURNMENT PRESENT AND PRESIDING THE HON. DANCY Foﬁ!&,.@unazmc.‘
A YD,

STATE OF TENNESSEE CAPTION .DECEMBER TERM OF CIRCUIT COURT 1042 \
HUYPHREYS COUNTY - ~ ~ «

Be 1t remembered that a "ircult Court was opened and held in ~nd for the County

)
of Fumphreys at the Court House in the Town of Wavarly, Tennessee on the 20th day of

April 1942, Tt beins the third monday of saif month, and the One thonsan” nine Hundred
N

and forty second yerr of our Lord, and the sixty-seventh year of-American Indipendance. -

Present and presiding tha Fon Dancy Fort, Judpe, of the Nineth Budicial District of the
'
State of Tennescee. "

Court ‘was opened in Ane form of law by Frank James, Sheriff of Fumphrevs

Connty, Tennessee and by him retnrned in open conrt a writ ~f Vinire Faclsa, showing

that the Following nmamed persons weras appointed by the County Court at 1ts April-r “erm |

1942, to anpear and serve as furors at this the present term of "ourt, to-wit j W.L.

McNeil, N.R.Pgérick; Ferel Jones, Dodk Hemilton, J..Madden, Sam Scott, "e.S.M1ller,

Jim Thimpson, H.L.rogers, H.".Hooper, P.S.7nrbitt, Ellias Winstead, J.P.Folleran, R.D.

Bruce, J.3.Brown, J.Y.Gray, Sam FWarbison, T,J,?ullen; W.E.Joslin, Vernnn Anderson,

Tom Larkins, Albert DAGuinn, Tom MoNeil, W.R.H.Bowen; K.7.Hobbs, and F.A.Mares.

And out of the jurors so sumoned the following were selected as required by law,

Term of this Court, the saild Brand Jurors is in all thinegs as thé(law directs having

been duly elescted, tried and sworn eccord’ng to law, retired t-~ their roomsin charae

of their sworn officer, D.C.Vaden, a constable of Yumphreys County, Ténnéssee, sworn

the remaining jurors sc¢ simmoned, the follawing were excused from jury service by the

Court, to-wit; W.E.Joslin, Tom Larkins, Vernon Anderson, F.A.“arrs, W.R.¥.Rowen and

County and qualified as reeular Murors in the stead of the above named exeused jurors

ETTA STEVART

vS.

f |
{ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT“AT WAVERLY, TENNESSEE i
i
i

COCA BOTTLING WORKS, ETAL

This day came the Plaintiff by Attorney and moved the Court to be permitted to tak:

a non-spit; and upon consideration tnereof the Court does hereby permbtt the plaintiff a

non=-suit without pre judice. the plaintiff will pay the costs of tyis cause.

A.L.ROES }
VS. } IN THE CIRCUIT COURT AT WAVERLY, TENNESSEE
I

N,C & ST, LOUIS RAILROAD

In this case upon consent of partles, it is ordered that this case We continued

until the next term of this court and set for the first, day of next term.
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Mﬁiﬁi&, Humphreys County Circuit- Court,
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.‘ Y “"“' “’A 7 .Hullpilm'vs-.County’v Circuit Court,wtm' e

MRS ZULA MCKELVY
vs.
OLIVER J. LONG

In this case

MRS E.T.CROWELL
VS.
WILLIAM ANDERSON

In *his case

|
i CONDEMMNTION
¥

upon motion of the plaintiff 1t is ordered that

until the next term of this court.

CONDEMNATION

until the next term of this court.

MASON MERIDETH
vs.
OLIVER J. LONG

In this case

CONDEMNATION

upon mot on of twe Plaintiff, Tt 1s ordered that this case be continued

until the next tarm of this &ourt.

MRS ZULA MCKELVY
vs.
NENTIN REAGON

CONDEMNATION
' 3

this case be continued

upon motion of the Plaintiff ib is ordered that this case be ,eon'tlnuad.,

~

Tn this upon motion of the plaintiff, it is ordered that this case be continued

until the next term of this' court.

MRS ZUTA SFKELVY
. I‘L .

vs,
JESS ANDERSON

In this c-se

I
i CONDEMNATION
|
1

upon motinn of the

X
ANt the next term of this coupt,

MRS ZULA MCKELVY
VS.
WILLIAM ANDERSON

13
= } conpEMANETON

|

o

_STATE OF TENNESSEE

| JAMES COLLIER

[
{ — e \
OURT ‘MET PERSUANT TO ADJOURNMENT PRESENT AND PRESIDING THE HON: DANCY FORT, JUDG, ETC.
. 2 3 ) 4

k

STATE OF TENNESEEE \

|
|
vs. %
B.W.INGRAM L}

ASSAULT AND BATTERY

In this case camt the Attorney-7eneral for the State and the Adefendant inperson
and by Attorney, upon motion it is ordered that a former order, heretofore entered be

revived.

i

) l
Vs, I LARCENY
T
i

s A

>
Tn this case came the Attorney-feneral for the State and ib-appéaring to the Court

that the defendant has not been anorehended, It is therefore ordered, adiudeed and decrenad

’hy the 7ourt that this cese be continued until the next term 6t this court, and that

an-allas caplas 1ssue for the defendant.
STATE OF TENNESSEE =

| vs. ]
|

i

| 0.B.WHITSON

DISPOSING OF MORTGAGED PROPERTY

. b x s
In this case came the At‘orney-ﬂqunal for-Jie State and the Defendant by Attorney
and upon sufficent proof, due to the illnes& b& the derendant, It is ordered that this

case be continued until the next term ¢f this sourt.

STATE OF TENNESSEE {

vs. I AGE OF
I
i

| WNODROE MILLER

Tn this cense came the Attnrnev feneral far the State and the Defendant in person

and by attorney, when uoon m~tlon of the Attorney-“eneral for the State, It is ordered

[ 3
that a verdict of rot enilty be entered in this case.

STATE_OF TENNESSEE

|
vS. ] CARRING A BLACK, JACK
1
; CECIL DIVINIE I /
In this ?pss énon mrtion of the p’laintiff it is ordered that this casec be continued
i B e .

1
" & In th's case came the Attornev-feneral for the State and it-appearing %to the rourt
< until the next term of this coueb.

W
._E.L.L:Enag@&-. .

‘
f NI CONDEMNATION ‘
e

|
|

- that the defendant has nbdt bheen anprehended, It is therefore ordered, adjndced and decreed

by the eourt that this couse be eontinmed until the next term of this court and thet

an alies capias issue for the defendant.

| JESS ANDERSON
| STATE OF TENNESSEE
In this cese upon motion of the plaintiff, it 1s ordered that this case We continued Vs )
Oy
until the next term ~f this court. CECIL DIVINIE
B.V.DIVINIE
JOE WRIGHT

1}
I
I
i SCI FA.
i
I
i

. |MRS. ZULA MCKELVY

Vs. A @ONDEMNATION In this crse upon motion it 1s ordered that this case be continued unt'l the next

[ 1PETE MOORE term of this court.
In this case upon motion of the plaintiff, it ie ordered that this case he continued

until the next term of this cnur;.

- .

COURT THEN ADJOUMNED UNTIL TOMORRW MORNING AT 9'0CLOCK

S S R e

[




g ”

| case bw continued until the next term of thés court.
\

| STATE OF TENNESSEE

STATE OF TENNESSEE ° |
VS, ; LARCENY OF LIQUORR s b
JUNIOR O'GUINN }

In this case came the Attorney-General for the State and 1t a‘ﬁpearing to the court

that the defendant is in the Krmy, It is therefore ordered that this cause be placed on

the retired docket. - - 'd

STATE OF TENNESSEE )K
Vs BONE DRY
C.C.(LUM) BAGSELL | \ \

. - < e

Tn this case come the Attorney-fGeneral for,the State and thalderegdmﬂi by Attorney

when upon motion dnd suficient nronof that defendant is sick, It 1s ordered that this

I
]
vs. ] sCI. Fa.
1
PASCAL MAY I

KINCH MAY.
CARL NEATOW

In this case come the Attorney-Teneral for the State and the defendmts in person

|

— i

| and by Attorney, and 1t appeardng to the court that a conditional Forfeiture was entered |
|

|

| at a former tern of this conrt, unon motion and good ceuse shown,

|
| that the defe-dent’is

| COURT THEN ADJOURNED UNTIL TOY¥OPRUN MORN™N® AT 9! CLOCK

’sz'L 0! GUINN

Andd

It is ordered that

sald Forfeiturs be set aside upon payment o” rosts.

STATE OF ’I‘EN"h

VS- NEUISANCL

B

§ ”
. ~ -~
In this case came the Attorney-deneral for the State »nd it appearing to the Court

'n the Army, it 1a therefore ordered that this cause be placed on

the retired dockaby -
STATE UF THNMESS J: 1] (/.7“ 2e
| f
Vs, # i AS"ALT WITH INTEST TO COM'IT MURDER IN THE FORST DEZREE
h i X
DILLIE MOARUDER/ ]

In fhis fase cnme *he Attarmey-teneral for the State and it-appearing to the Court

thet the De‘And nt bad not been apprehended, It is therefore ordered that &his case ve ¢

onntmﬂuntll the next term ~f this court and that an alias capias issue for the def‘end#

W JUDGE

COURT MET PERSUANT TO ABJOURNMENT PRESENT AND Pnslnmn,ﬁé\g@: DANGY lfolu‘, JUDE, ETC.
STATE OF TENNESSEE 3§
VS. DRIVING DRUNK
JOHNNIE STANFORD

In thid c.ﬁe came the Athornay-'}enei‘al for the 8tate and the Defendant ;n person
-cnd Wlttérney, who being duly charged and srrﬂxnsd on said indictment pleads guilty.
It is therefore ordered, odjudzed, (and décread by the Court, upon defendants plea
of gullty, that ha pay or secure a fine of $10.Q0 and the costof this cruse for yhich

fa
let execution Yesue. And thot he bercenfined in the county ‘jail of Hupphreys County, for

a period of thirty days, however said jail sentence is ordered anspended on and behavior

and that he be deprived of driving a motor vehicle fife months and twenty-nﬂne days.

HRS: “MARYTHALL RUMSEY

i
i
1 ¥8. {
|2 f IN CIRCUIT COURT AT
| THR NASHVILLE, CHATTANOOGA, i \
ST. LOUIS RAILWAY COMPANY, HWAVERLY
ND HENRY SMITH, ADMINISTRATOR {

OF ESTATE OF sudo SMITH, DECEASED FOR HUNPFREYS COUNTY, TERNESSKE

¥

This day came the parties bvktheir atitorneys ana also came a jury ot rond and
lawful mon, to wit: 3

Je Po Holleran

Co Lo Watts

P Je B. Brown
Will Warden
Charley Vaden
Walter McNeil
Je L. Bigham
Robert Pavis
J. E. Patrick

o'clock A. M.,
STATE OF TENNESSEE
Vs.

PABGAL AY

D. E. Dansworth
¥. C. Hobbs
Newton Patrick

»April 29'- 1942,

§
{
(1 GOI
}
I

In this cause comes the Attorney

NG ARMED
/

1

(

i

+The hour of adjournment having arrived and the cause not belng finished the

feneral for the ,Qtate and the ‘deféndnnt in

Who were duly sworn to try the issues joined betwesn .the parties.

-
court respited the jury and sdjournad the trial of the cause until nine (9)

person and by attorney, who bsir}ﬂ duly charred and arrainged on saia presentment
pleads guilty.

Thereupon to try the issues joined came a jury of =ond and lawful men of
Humphreys County, 'l‘e?ﬁ:;ue‘e, to-;vit:--il’s-t'PﬂnHolleran, J. B. Brown, Walter McNeil,
Ne R. Putrivok, Wilson *urphree, J. L. Bigham, Robert Davis, Jess Hax-icieth, Tom McNell,
C, R. Watts, Will Warden, W. R, Bass, who, being duly élected, tried and sworn ac=-
cording to law, after hearing all the proof, argument of counsel and the charze of the
court upon their oath do say that they find the defendant cuilty of 1llegally carrying
a pistol, the same not being anvarmy or navy.piutol carried Bpenly in the hand, and
assess and fix his punishment at a fine of $50.00.

It 1s therefore ordered, adeuded and decreed by the court, for the offense as

found by the jury, the defendant pay or secure the fine of #50.00 and the costs of thig

cause for which let execution issue and in the event of his failure to pay or s
- the same he will be "taken 1n custody by the sheriff of Humphreys "mmw,
by him confined in the umm-u or wkhouu mﬁu the nid /
worleod out.

;
j
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>

ﬁ! PERSUANT ‘TO ADJOURNNENT PRESENT AND PRESIDING THE HON. DANGY FORT, JUDGE,E" ‘
: 'l‘hia day the Grand Jury came into open Court in a body and présented the fouoﬂng T

indictments and presentments. . &R

One against Jim Bridges, Driving Drunk: SI!BPOKHA FOR THE STATE, Frank: Wells,

G. E. Fréeman, Frank James. - i ‘
One against Clyde Halloway, Priving Drunk, Subpoena for the state, Harry Boler jack, * { 3
Frank Wells, Rome Spicers . o= 3

One npainst Ressie Maberry, Common Laf'!ﬂsﬁemanor, Subpeona for the state, Frank Wells
!
Warold Hooper, Emma Lee Luten, Floyd R\:uell Bauie Woodrich. R .-

One azainst Don Tate and Don Elvert , Robery, v;hich indictment in w.ox:’ds and figures as followg:

State of Tennessce, F,\{mphre,vs Gounty, April ’I‘orm of f‘ircuit Court, A+ D. 1942
The Arand Jurors for the State of 'f‘enneusee, duly elected, empanelad, sworn, and c}karrre& 2 o .

to inquire for the body of the Gounty of Hmnphreys and State aforesaid, upon their oatl >

. aforesald presant that Don Tate. and Don Elbert (Alias Rocky Elbert) heretofore, Towit,|on

the 7th day of February, 1942, in sald founty and State, unlnwfully, forcibly and ‘ "

feloniously did take from the person ¢ Alfred Allison of said county , nineteen | '
Dollars and Thirty cnm:a pood ahd lawful money of the United States and of the value of‘ l b

Nineteen Dollars and "‘hirtv cents by violence and putting the gaid Alfred Allison in

|
fear, contrary to'the statuts and arainst the peace and dignity of the State of Tennes%e.
’ :

W. C. Howell, Attorney-"-ener{l
Lon Tate and Don Elbert, Robbery, Alfred Allison, Prosecutors
|

»
%
April Term, 19i State VB.

Snbpo&An for tAe state: Alfred Allison, Trank James, Harry Rolerjack, Frank Wells,

W1itnesses sworn hy me on this indictmsnt before the Grand Jury April

Dﬂud!n story.

'V‘erm 1942, R. H, McFeel, Foreman GFand Niry.- We Co Howell, Attorney=-eneral.

i
/|

|

|
A true b11l. R. H. McKeel, Foreman Grand J‘u‘v,
April Term, 1942 ‘;gta vs. Don Tate and Bsé<Elbert, Harry Bolerjack, Prosecutor.
Subpoena for the atate: Harry Roleriack, Alfred Allison, Frank James, Frank Wells,

¥ i

puncan Story. Wi inesses sworn by me on this indictment hefore the Arand ‘Jm Apx:%l Term, .

1942 3 R. H. MoKeel Foremsn 7rand Jury
April Term, 1942‘f"he Srste vSe Woodrmﬂ Wilson, Carrying a Pistol, Subposna for the sf:aﬁe: I l
|
Gwine |

\'1. 0. Lss,- "eljln Lashlee RBon Anderson, Esq. L. P.

Rarry Bolarjack, X "

o;:“dinst wilton Carnell, Drivine Drunk, Subpoena for the State: Duncan Story, 1

onl nwair"'t W'[d Brisentine, Driving Dyunk, Subpoena for the state:

FrankJéfias, Frank Wells.

Frank uTsmas, Warry Bolerjacl, T. R. Westhrooks, Dr. W. W. Slayden.

One azainst Jack “furray, Drivinz Drunk, Subpoena for the state: J. W. Ruchanan, Frla

aychanan, Walter Reece, mell Buchanan.

One azainst Sam T Hopan , Allas James Thomas Hogan,- Driving Drunk, Subpoena for the

state: ‘;an'y aplerjack, T« 7. Westbrooks, W. D. Nells, J. McReeves.

V8. IN THE cmcvm 'GOURT OF HUMPHREYS Gooeer, i
¥,0.487. LovIs RAILWAY, BTSL

-t pither one of the darendnn or against both Sf tbo-, One defendant may be
arged and a verdict rendered againat the Sther or both may be discharzed.

i v Refused,

COURT WET PERSUANT TO ADJOURNMENT PRESENT AND PRESIDING THE nozhis\m DANCYFORT, JUDGE
MRS. MARY HALL RUMSEY | | % -

\
V8.
IN CIRCUIT COURT AT
THE NASHVILLE, CHATTANOOGA,
WAVERLY
JAND 8T. LOUIS RAILWAY COMPANY,

; FOR HUMPHREYS COUNTY
AYD HENRY SMITH, ADMINISTRATOR

TE!\'HESSEE
OF ESTATE OF SUGG SMITH, DECEASED X

'Y‘his canse came on to be further heard by the naid Jury of good end lawful
men, heretofore selected and sworn to try the issues joinad between the parties,
and who on their oath do say that they find the issue in favor of: the PIaingit‘t‘

azainst the Defendent Nashville, "hattanoowa And St. Louis Railway Company, and ,

assess her demacre at the sum of Bight Thonsand Dollars (§8,000.00), and that as
; to the Dsfendent, He‘m‘y Smith, Administrator of Sum~ Smith, ‘decaased, they find
| the 1ssues in favor of the Defendent Hemry Smith, Administratoro6f Suge Smith, deceased.
'It 1s therefore considered that the Plaintiff, Mary Hall Rumsey re\cover of
the Defendent Nashville, "hattanooga and(sn. Lonis Railway Gompany said sum of Eilcht
Thousand Dollars‘($8,000.00) and all the‘_costs of this cause, for all of which
; execution will iasne. '
On motion of F. S. Hall, a 11en is hexeby ds“ared in his favor on the a'mvp
jl'xdme;t for his fee as _the Plaintiff's ethorna_viin this cause.
1

MARY HALL RUMSEY

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT AT
Vs:
WAVERLY, TENNESSEE

M. C. & ST. LOUIS RAILWAY, ET AL

Came the Defendant, the Nashville, Chattanoora and St. TLouis Ra'lway on this
the 238 day of April, 1942 and £1led 1ts motion for a new trial in the above styled
cause, 'Ipon application of said Defendant and for =ood cause shown it 18 ~ranted
addittonal time namely until “Yay 2nd, 1942 within which to anend its motion for

| a new t¥lal or to file an amended motion for a new trial. ®

Tt 1s further ordered that same will e heard on ‘“fay 1l6th,

1042,

This day the frand Jury came into opén Court in a body and presented the following ’
indictments and presentmentse

One arainst Clinsé fholston ( Allas Sor Gholston) Driving Trunk, Subpeona for the State

| Harry Bollerjack, fArady Chance, J.n.Thomas Frank James, Frank Wells, and Esq L.P.%uinn.

One azainst Roy foodman, -Drivine Drunk, Subpoena for the State: Harry Rolerjack,

:.T. €. T™omas, D. 0. Lee, Frank \'&8115, Esqe. L. Po Owin.
| One azainst Melvin Picks, (Alals P. Hicks) which indictment is in words and‘ fioures
‘ as follows:
STATE OF TENNESSEE, HUMPHREYS COUNTY , APRIL TERM OF CIRCUIT COURT, A. Di 1042

The Arand Jurors for the State of Tennessee, duly elected, empaneled; sworn, and
chareed to inquire f'q' the hody of the Oounty of Bumphreys and State aforesaid, upon thelin
oath aforesaid, present that Melvin Hicks (Alais Pete Ficks) heretofore, to wit, on the
14th day of February, 1942, in said County and State, unlawfully, frandulently and feloniq
made a csrtain instnument ln, ’ritln!, purportiey to be a check for six dollars en The
nitizens Bank of Waverlv. spgnedobyhdimrHéokey whibhétnedbrament-4s txiwordsiand- t:snru

4# F8rdews: "Waverly Tennessee, Feb. 14, 1942. The Citizens Bank of Waverly.

msly

Pay to tho 3 :

order of Cash $6.00(Six and no/a@® Dollars. For---Jim Hicks" said {nstrunent. belng &

fiorgery and with intent to *pfnud him the daid Jim H!gh and iej\m
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. A = = = - % ‘sm'mi OF TENNESSKE Vi 7 e o
of him, the said Tim Hicks, contrary to the statuts and acainst the peace and dignity af the state of g ¥s ASSAULT WITH INTENT To GOMYIT MURDER IN THE FIRSP LEGRKE
Tennessee. : e ’_;/ \ “‘, . ; THOEAS FOREaTz:R ; . o
And the fwand Murors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, tur:_the!' present that the '\ In thés case ceme the Attorney-General for \:hs State and the Defendant imperson
\ sald Melvin Wicks (Alias Pete Wicks) on the day and year aforesaid, in the state and county : snd by Attorney, who being duly charged and arraigned on sald indictment pleads not
| aforesald, unlawfully, Jnowinely, fraudulently, felonfonsly and with intent to defraud ) auutv.
l Willlam S. Redford as “anaver of Nati onal -Stores Cobrp. a corporation d1d offer and nass| tnﬁ > E ) Thereupon to try the issues jo!ned came a jury of good and lawful men of Fumphreys
i the said William S. Redford as “anacer of National Stores Corp. A corporation, a certain foreced " s = County, Tennessee, fa-witr J. B. Brown, Will Warden, J. L. Bigham, Robert Davis,
; chﬂck which is in words and fioures\as follows: (Waverly, Tenn. Feb. 14, 1942. The "Iti.zqnu J. E. Patrick, C. R. Watts, ¥. C. Habbs, Wilson "urphrae Tom "c"eil J. P. Holleran,
3 “unkO" Waverlv. Pay to the order of ash #6. 00/ Six and no/100 Dollars.. For—-Jin HLE) f" ' W. R. Bass, Walter 'Anderson, who, batng duly elected, tried and sworn according to law |
| which instrument was a forrery and the said "elvin Hicks (Alais Pete ficks), at the ti-ms, L /| < : after hurins all of the proof argumeat of council and charge of the\coult upon fheir |
| Ynowins the same to be forsery, ¢ mlntrqrv to the statute and azainst the peace and lenFty g | oath do say that they find the defendant muilty as charred in the indlctment &nd asses :
1‘ of the state of Tennessee. . s ‘ and fix his punish'nent at one year in the uenitentar‘y. ‘
| W. C. Howell, Attorney-eneral _— i ‘ Tt is therafore ordered, adiudred and decreed hv the Goprt that for the offense 1
April Merm, 1042 State vs. elvin Giowcs (Aldds Pete Ficks), Willtam S. Radford, Prosecup‘,ox‘. ?as. faind by the jury that the defendant be confined in the State Penitentiary at ?'ashville‘l‘:
Subpnena- for the stafﬁ:‘ W. S. Redford, Jim Flcks, Frank James, Esq. L. P. Awin. ‘ ' ‘i"nnnausee, at hard 191’19!‘, for a verfod of time of One vear and that\ he- pev the cost !
Witnesses sworn by me on.th!s indictment before the nrand Jury April Term, 1942. R. Y-’..‘ McKeel, i ‘ of *his cause for which let exetutlonrissue. And futher that they be rendered
| Toreman "rand ."\r',w;’w W.’ f“ Howell, Attorney-Gemeral. A TRUE BILL, R. H. Mc¥eel. | E infamous. .
T s [ ; | STATE OF TErmEssE_a“l .
STATE OF TENNE: ;SEE, WIMPHREYS COUNTY, April Term of Mircult Court, -Ae Do 1942 | N | vs. ASSAULT-ALT BARTERY .
The "rand. Tarorg for the State of Tennessee, dnl_v elected, empaneled, sworn, and charﬂed PO‘( BJ":HEY . 3 . |
e 1““““‘6 T"A”‘e “"’%Y or ey of Timghntatl S0 FERRORT NOARIAH, [0 shile pathi aforesatd Tn this case ::a'ne the Attornev-fereval.{or the State and the defendan ', by Attorney,
Pr W"t'thq Toe, Traylor and Ernest Donecan hergtofore, to Wit, on the 3=7 a&y of upon motion and a former srder, 1t is ordered thar(the same orders he réxvived. ‘
pa nuary, 1942, in said County ang state, unlawfully and feloniouslv went into fields | § STATE OF TENNESSEE]
. in the state and county afm‘esaid w*ere *oatu helonaine to T. M. Ayers were' kepc"’knd ‘ ) | vs. DRIVING DRUNK
| ¥illed two of said eoats and cerried some awa_v witno'l_t the Ymowlasgee or permission ‘ ROY HUGHEY Z
1 of sald T, ™. A;Ph:s said two roats hp#bf the value of four dollars. .80 the Grand | e~ i "
Trors aforesai;, upon their oath aforesaid present that the said Joe "‘raylgr and . } Tn thts case came the Attorney-teneral for the State and de!‘ends@t bv Attorney,
Trnest ﬁone:’an,“ on the dav and vear aforesaid, in the state and cn»,nty'(ﬁ,.eﬁiu ' ’K ! upon motion and a former order, Tt is ordered that the same order be revived.
wnlawfully =nd felonionsly did tave, steal and carry away two roats of the value of I | STATE OF TE"“ESSFE% * S
L four dollars, "-jhg property of M. M, Ayers of said county, contrary to the statute and ' | vs. } LARCENY OF fASOLINE
an;ins“,kha ;wéce and Alonity of the state of Tennessee. LEROY FRAZIER I
3 Ve . THOMAS BELL 1 {
1)" W. C. Towell, Attorney-“eneral = » i Tn this case came the Attorney-‘eneral for the State and the defendaritsin person
s /m‘{i‘mﬂm, 1042, State vs. Joe Traylor and Ernest Doneran, Larcery, T. M. Ayers, Prosegutor. ' . | and by Attorney, who, beine duly charred and arraj oned on said indictment pleads muilty. {
Subpoena for the state: T. M. Ayers, farl Finson, Clarence Story, RBessie Burnom, ‘ b ‘ Therenpon to try the issuss joined came a jury of cond and law™l men of Himphreys |
J. ™, Stewart, Yarvey Qruce, Tke Taker, Poseo Janes, Stevie Jones. Witnesses sworn by ‘ : Gounty, Tennessee, to-wit: J. P. Hollerln, I, 8, Hrown, Walter MeNeil, N. R. Patrick, 1
me on this indictment before the “rand Jiry April Term, 1942. R. H. McFeel. 1 3 | "lilaon ‘mrphrse, J. L. Bigham, Robert Davis, Jess Metideth, Tom McNeil, C. R. Watts, |
Foreman Orand Jury. W. C, Yowell, Attorney-Seneral. | Wwill Warden, W. R. BAss, who, heins dnly elected, tried and sworn accordine to law,
A TRUE VB'ILL, R. H. Mo¥eel, W‘n;‘eman @rand Jury. E ‘ acter hearins all of the proof armument of conneil and charre of the court upon thelr
: One against Mazie Smith, Assult And Pattery, A. J. Richardson, Prosecutor. | oath do say that.they find the defendants euilty as charved in the indictment and asses
Subpoena v!‘ox' the state: A. J. R1@herdson, Preaton Foopsr, Dr. J. Y. Wall. ’ ‘ and ’ixc?e%‘ruunishment at thirty(30) days in the jail of Fumphreys County, Tennessee.
One arainst Willie Simpson, Carrving an ice pick,Subpoena for the State: Jow Traylor, : e Tt i1s therefore ordered, adjudced and decreed by the Couﬂ that for the offense as
: Rapry Bolerfack, L. R Wricht. found by the jury that the defendants by confined in the County jail of Fymphreys
One against Yelvin ¥icks ( Alias Pete P«cka? Lanceny, W. L. White, Prosecutor. ; ’if ' County, Tennessee for a period of thirty(30) days and that theyupayhthenstst “ofithisa
. < S\Vnn for the sta .f W. L. White, J. A. Tomlinson, Lewis Felts, Carter Simpson. s cause for which execution will issues And further that they be rendered infamous. :
Min-t James Baker, Tnvoluntary Man Slanter, which indictment is in words and ] v e o And furthar ehnc this uentanou be suapendsd on hehavier. &
e T as follows: | STATE OF TENNESSEE, HUMPHREYS COUNTY, Aprfl Term. of Cironit Court ; G
SRS AL o ; . g ; ¢ :
Rt ra Tur%r thn State of ’l‘cnnu - duly clected, empmsled, sworn, and' [T " ; J % 2 . )




§ » ’
charged to inquire ro; the body of the County of Humphreys and étltauafogasnid, upon
their oath aforesaid, present that James Backer heretofore, to wit, on the 4th.day of
Febrnary, 1942, in saild County and State, unlawfully did drive an éqtomobile on the
public hfchways o" the state and county aforesaid recklessly at a speed and fn a manner|
80 as to endaneer or ﬁe 1likely 20 endanver 1life, 1limb or property of persons and in
which sutcm\ot?ile Walter Patterson was & passencer and as a result of sald chlées
driving aforesaid, collided with a truck on said hichwavs belon~inz to R. L; qyrns; and
“y!ven by Arthur Raker and 'w'1lled the\said Walter Patterson. So the 5rand Jurors
aforesaid, wnon the!r oath u’oreqnid, presei.t and say that the said,ﬂnmgNrﬂiier, An
the day and year aforesaid, in the state and Ac:nunty aforesaid aid ‘inlnwfully and felon-
tously comm!t Tnvoluntory 'fanslan-hter on the Walter Patterson in‘ the wey and manner

aforesdid crntrary to the statute and acalnst the peace and dlgnity of the state of T&ni

~——

W. C. Howell, Attorney-Teneral.
April Term, 1942, State vs. James Raker, Tnvoluntary “anslaushter,

Subpoena for the state: Werry Rolerjack, R. L. Burns, Arthur Paker, Elvis Curtis,

Robert Mc@ride.
We. C. VWowell, Attorney-“eneral

" .
A TRUE BILL. R. #. ¥c”eel, Woreman %rand .Tary. W. L. Rodrwers, Sam Scott, J. M. Madden,

We So ™M1ler, T, M. “wav, A. P. Winstean, P. S. Corbitt; H, W. Hooper, F. A. Jones,

nessee.
.

Jim Thompson, Alhert O‘é“uih, P. L. Hamilton. <
STATE, OF TENM{SSEE |
yai o 5 H USE L{ﬁEAKING AND LARCENY
JESSE BUAHANAN i

~ -

In this case cgme the Attoeney-%enerﬁi for the State and the defendant in person
and by Attoeney;  when nr~on motinn of de@&adant it is orderad that this case be continu
mntil +the next 'er-\‘ of this court, on &ecount of the absence of Junior 0'-"411nn .

=

STATE OR TE?YT!ESSk{E /

¥

I
i
VS. 1 LARCENY
{
RMOS EWING i
In mi;,la;e came the Attorney-feneral for the State and the Defendant in person a
At*orneyg.when upon motion of the At ornev for the defendant, It is ordered thatg’:his

}’%{bé .continued until the next term .of this court.

STATE OF TENNESSEE

i
VS. = PUBLIC DRUNKNESS
BESSIE YABERRY }

In this case came the Att?rney-"-ennrsl for the-State and the Defendant in person
and by Attorney, when “mon renommendation of the Attorney-General for the State, It is

ordered thgt & holle-prosequi theveriteren)intithisrbabewn o *his

STATE OF TENNESSEE = .
vs. g ASSAULTING AN OFFICER
.8COTT SHANKS t

Tn this cese the 7rand Jury returned an®indictment marded,"mot a true B111l." It

therefore ordered, udfﬂdﬂad and decreed by the Court that the defendant be dismissed an

g0 hence wieﬁout daye 3 8

a

nd hy

| STATE OF TENNESSEE 1 f

SOATE OF TEWNESSEE | 3 ;
" ! . - 7
VE. ASSAULT WITH INTENT TO COMMIT MUKDER ~—

MYRTLE JOHNSON . \

' In this case the frand Jury returned an indictment marked,"Not a True R111", Tt

thersfore ordered, adjudzed and decreed by the fourt that the defendant be dismissed

" and’ go hince without day,

STATE OF TENNESSEE S

vs. INVOLUNTARY MANSLAUGHTER

I
|
"JAMES BAKER é
In this case came the Attorney-feneral for the state and the defendant in vellson
and by the Attorney, when upon motion, it is ordered that thiu’case be contin\x;d 'unti],
‘the next term of bhlis coubt and further’ that an alias capis issne for the defendant.
STATE OF TENNESSEE l
Ve % DRIVING DRUNK
WID BRISENTINE i \
Tn this cese came the Attorﬁey—@aﬁaral for the state and the defendant in person

and by the Attorney, when upon motion, 1t 1s ordered :that this case ha continned until

the next term of this court.amixRerikmexkhstran-ekins: ¥ xxk: £mEX .
R [
STATE OF TENNESSEE

i >3

1 : b
VS { I~ DRIVING DRUN.”

1

I

| JACK MURRAY

In this case came the Attorney-“eneral for the(state and the defendant ‘1n peraon

| and by the Attorney, when upon acreement of parties Joined, 1t 1is ordered that this case

he contimmed until the next term of this court.

STATE OF TENNESSEE |
S | ASSAULT AND BATTERY
vs.
o

| MAXIE sMITH

In this case came the Attornev-“eneral for the.state and the defendant in person

| and by the Attornevy, when wnon mntion, it is ordered that this case he continned 'intil

the next term-of this court. And fhrther that an alias capis issue for the defendanti”

Vs.

ERNEST TDUNAGAN AND

I
i
1
]
I

| JOE TRAYDOR g |

Tn this case came the Attorney-“eneral for the state and the defendants’ tn"person

| and by the Attornev, when uoon motion, it is ordered that this nase be continned until

the next term of this court, end further that an alias capis 1ssue for the defendants.

STATE OF TENNESSEE

DONY TATE
DON ELBERT

1
1
vs. 1
|
|

In In this cause B rafd? 16 Stmtedgfid the defendant in person

when upon motion of the Attorney-General for the State, it is ordered that this case

be placed on the retired docket.




STATE OF TENNESSEE |
vs. i
EUGENE BUCHANAN }

In this cause comes the Attorney-General for the State and tﬁe Defendant,
Eunene‘“nchnnun hweing solomly called to come into court as he was required to 09 to
answer~the State of Mennessee on an .indictment pendine here for BBIVH; nccox‘dinrz to the ;er-;u
of his hﬂnﬁ, came not but made default, and his bondsmen, V. As Rye, Ike MeMillan,

. bedng solomly called to come into C¢ourt and beinz with them the hody of Euzene

Buchanan, came not hut made defaunlt. / . A

Tt 1s therefore ordere? hv the Court- th§£ the State of Tennessee have and re-
cover of Encene Wachannn and his secureties, in the sum of ($260200) Dollars in
accordance to the terms cf the hond,‘unla;suthsy show rood canse to the contrary and
that an alias capias issne for Eucene Bughanan.

STATE OF TEXNESSEE |
vS. ] 1
CLYDE HALLOWAY }

In this cangs comessthe Attorney-General for the State and the Defendant, Clyde
Hallowav hnin: s;lgml" celled to c~me Into conrt as he was required to do to answer
the State of ‘ennsssee on an indictment pending here for Driving Drunk, according to
the terms of his honpd, came not but made defanlt, and his hondsmen, T. C. Locke,

F. W. Tlemylnz, . s; Walloway, “eine solomly called to come into fourt¥and heing with
t‘ﬂ:}; the 'HIV of "lyde "alloway, came not hut made default.

b, ‘Tt 1s therefore ordared H"&the Conrt that the State of Tennessee have and recover

of Clyde Wallnway and his secwreé‘rs, is the snm nf ($250.00) Dollars in sccor?ﬂﬁce to
the terms of the H~nd, 'nless ther show Fon* canse ty the contrary and that an alias
capias issne ;7v\ﬂ1vﬂe Tallowav, e

STATE Or TEV"ﬁRSTél

vs. } | scx

RAY GOODMAN (ﬂ =

Tn this ﬁq?sa comes the Attorney-feneral for the State and the DNefendant, Ray

WéndTna ﬁ ﬁ*w'sﬂloml“ cnlled~tn rome !nto coart as he was required to do th answer
the State 6’ Tennesses on an indictment pendine here for Trivine rrn*k,’at‘zcordlnn to
Qna: =#w~ nf his hond, came not but made default, and his bondsmen, Jim Cnnley:

E. Madden, being solomly called to cnme nto Court and belng wltg them, the body of
Ray 7%oodman, came not hnt made default.

Tt 1s therefore ordered by the Tourt that the State of Tennessee have and recover
a?eR&y»Hoodmantlnd"hfa sedurstisey thﬂthsnpdmaoﬁﬂé’!ﬁOkﬂO)~Dnltlba in‘asserdance ) tosthe)
hanma 10fsthe Wondsmlesstheyrshaw 1meod: mnmndeto the contrary and thet an alias capias
1ssua -for Ray Goodmari. )
STATE OF, TENNESSEE |
vs. ; } LARCERY
HAROLD STEWART }

Tn this canse comes .the Atlorney fieneral; for the State and: the defendant in perso
and'by attorney, who, béing duly tharred ARd arraicned on sald indistmeht, pleads
mutv to larceny. ¥, X e

Tharsupon to try the 1ssues joined came a hrv of rood nnt lawful men of Hmphreys
County Mannessee tn wit: J. P. Holleran, J. B. Brorn Walter McNeil, N. R. Patirck,

Marphree, i, Sisham ,:r.g.. Mumm, Rohert mu., Jees uum;th Tom ucueu,

for a neriod af time of ¥lawém months and twamty-nine days and pay the costs of this cene

[ accoraing to +lawy afterine 17the preofs” tndTEpir “"nndytha charre of the
h', after hearing all the proof, areument of counsel and the char«ze of \the Court, upon
Bowrt, upon thelr oath A0 say thay rind tha derendent suiltynof JAvoemy¥ As Gherrad -in

anE! assess his punishment at eleven months and twenty-nine days in Comnty Jail.

Yoelanth 8 £} shdedscebed by the Court that, for the o"rense as found

by the jury the defendant Be confined in the Connty Jail of Humphreys County, Tennessee,

for which let execution issue, and that defendant be rendered infamous. Tt is further

ordered that bhis sentence be snspended “urine Q;Oﬂ aehavior.
Th;nce came into.ppen Court the defendant Herold Stewart and paid o the Clerk all of
?eid cost. : ~
STATE OF TENNESSEE |
vS. A= RECKLESS DRIVING
JIM BRIDGES {
In this case comes the Attornev-feneral for the State-and the Defendent in person
?nd by Attorney, being duly charced and arraimned on said indictment nleads =uilty.
Thereupon to try the issnes folned came a fury of ¢ood and 19}?w1 men n® Miaphreys

county Tennessee, to-¥it; J. P. Yolleran, Bi Rrown, Walter “eNeil, Y. P, Patrick,

| Wilson ™mrphree, J. L. Bisham, Rohert Tavis, Jess “erideth, Tom “eWNeil, C. R. Watts, Will

Warden, W. R. ﬂaiﬁ, who, ﬁﬂiq; dﬁlv @1sc+-d ~ied and sworn accordinz o law, after
hesrine all of the nrco’ armmant of the co~ncil, aiid charme 0f the conrt nnnn their oath
dg?env that they finﬂ the defendant “lilfv as charezed in_the ind!ctment,

Tt is therefore ordered, adjndred snﬁ decraed by the fourt for tha n"frnse as
fonnd bv the Tarv that the defendant Pay n® secwéé a fine of hwnntv;rlee ($25,00) Dollars
and. the oost of this cense for which let execntion issue. Whereunon the Te®endar @ In
npen court and paid seid Fine and Cost.
STATE OF TENNESSFE |

vs. CARRINT AN ICE PICK

]
i
WILLIE SINPSON I
~ In this case comes the Attorney %eneral for ‘the State and the Defandant in person
»nd by Attorney, beinc duly charzed and arrairned on said fndictment nleads ~u!1€y. =
Thereupon to,/try the 1ssn97fjoineﬂ came a fary ~f cond anﬁ’law”nl-ﬂan o" 7uwphfsys
emnty Tennessee, to-wit: J. P. Holleran, J. B. Rrown, Walter Neeil, N. R. Patrick,
Wilson *frphree, J. L. Bicham, Robert Davis, Jess 'erideth, Tom Wecleil, C. R. Watts,
Will Warden, W. R. Rasay who, “a{qc Auly elected, tried and sworn accordinec to law, a“ter

hearin- all »f the proof arsumert of the ~ouncil, and charce »f the ~ourt upon théir oath

do say that they P'nﬁ the dafendant suilty as charsed in the indictment.

It is tﬁarefore ordered, adjudred and decreed by the fourt for the offense as found
|
by the Jury that theidefendant Pay of secure a fine of fifty- {50v00) DollaPs and:-the

8ost of this cause for which let execution issue. Whereupon the Defendant in open court

STATE DP TENNESSEE |

|
|
|
.
and paid sald Fine and cost, and further that he be aiven credit for time in fall. i
|

Vs. LARCENY
MELVIN HICKS
In this case comes t.he Attorney-fensral for the State and the Defendant fn person

and by Attorney, being Auly charsed and arraisned on said indictment pleads vﬂilti.

counvr 'l‘annausa to-ﬂ.t, J. P. Holleran, J. B. Brown, Walter lolai'l Ne R. Patri,
Wilson Wurphrae, Je Lo Blvhnm, Rnbnrt Davis, .Yau Mex-ideth, '!‘am :
bei
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STATE OF TENNESSEE
(CONTINUED)
MELVIN HICKS ‘ =

VS, i

that they find the ﬁa"andant‘mxilty as charred in the- Indictment and assess and fix his
puanishment at eleven months and twanty-nine days in the county jail.

T+ 1s/tharefare ordared, adjudeved and decreed by the Court for the offense as found
by the M™iry that the defendant e confined in the County Ja!l of Wumphreys Comnty ,

Tennessee “or a peritd of time of Qlﬂven months and twenty-nine davs and that-he pay the

cost nf the canse, for which let execntion ﬂsaGe, and futher tha® he-he rendered

infamoms. :

STATE OF TENNESSEE

{ DON TATE B
| DON EL3VRT

1
[
| vs. |  ROBIFPY 4
I
i

™n th's canse ‘wbmas the Attornev~"en=ral, “or the

and hy attornev, whn, hainz dulv charredq and arraicned on saiAd

!ndlctment, nleads mmk

P11 1tv to Ronharr,

Therenn~n to trv the 1ssies fnined came a
I

Tennegsee, tn'wit: J. P. Yolleran,

J. B. Brown, Walter '"cNeil, N. R. Patricl, Wilson

‘urphres, 7. T,. "i~ham, Robert Mavis, Tasy ‘“erideth, Tom “eNeil, C. R, Watts, Will Warden
’ T hem, ) » B , B

the. Aefend
Ry

:Jrive vaars at the State ““ninin& and~A%ricnltnral School, Nashville, Tennessee.

Tt is therafnore ardevad, a ﬁ‘qﬂ?nﬂ nna decreed by the Court that, for the 5%fanse as

FAIMMA Mw tha e bha Aafardant ha aanfined 'n the Staté Tralnine and Arricultural School

at Yaghville, /onnﬂs aa, for a neriod = iima 6F rive vears and pay the rosts of this can

“or which lat prenntion 1ssie, an? that Ae®andants he rendered !nfamnis,

STATE OF

I

]

I DRIVING DRTNK
£% | *
JavES ™ orgs WosAN |
'.Tkr‘ th?is tanse comes *he~Attornev-"eneral, “or the Stata and *the de®endant-~in person

~
) and n

_the Atterney, who, heino “uly char-ad and arrairned on sald 1nd*ct%nnt, pleads

Tt is therefore ovdered adiniced and decreed hv the fonrt that for the offense for

| which let execntinon issne.. Tn the event o his failure to navy or secure samn he Widdd
|
|

he taven In enstody hv the Sher)ff of Wimphrevs Connty or in the worlk house 'ntil same 1s
| oaid,

secnred or worted mmt,.

| .
| serve 20 davs in fall bnt this fail sentence !s snusnended dnrine rood hehavior upon the P4

| ment or seamrinc of gnid filne, it is “nrther ordered and decreed hy the court that the dae#

and ha nrohibited fram

irivins an

antomobile in the State o0© Tennessee for a neriod. of 1

months and twenty-nine Adavs,
STATE OF TEVNESSEE |
vs. = ADRI‘JIN". TRUNK
OLINT (SON) GHOLSTOH}

‘

Tn this camse dbmes the Attorney-"eneral ?or the State and the defendant in person
and by attorney who he'nr Auly charred and arralvnad on said ngea»nfment pleads euilty.
Tt 1s thepefore ordered adjudzed and 4ecrend by .the Court that for the offense for
: :hieh let executiol

IQ the event »f his fallure to pay or secure same hd will

on issue.
7 2 (conti n\wd)

hearinm all of the proof arsument of the council,-and charse of the court upon- thédr oath

-

State ard the defendants #n person
farv of eood and lawful men of Mimphreys 7q

We R “'sslw‘\o, beine Anly electad twied and sworn aasordinz to their sath do say they !‘\‘nd

anilty Af Rohhery as charved fn the indictment and mssess his punishment at |

Tt 's fnrther orderad and decreed bv the fCourt that the Aefdndant

do say

4

nty

y-

ond -

be - taken in enstody by the Shsriff of “uwphrevs County, Y@nneasae, and by him con-
fined 1n the Conhty Jail cf Humphreys Countv or in the whrk hnwse unéil seme !s paid
&nd serve SQ davs in ia'l Wit thisijail sentence 1s snuspended durdng nbod hehavior up=-
on the paymént or securine of said fine, 1t 1s further ordered and decreed by the Conrt
for a period nf five months and twentv-nine davs,

STATE OF TENNESSEE |

vs. i

FORGERY

MELVIN HICKS

Tn this case ~omes the Attorney-"eneral for, the State and the Defendant in v-~rson

\ '
and by attorney, being dnly char~ed and arrairned on said indictment nleads ~il

Thereupon to try the !ssues joined came a iury of good and lawfAl men af "mmphrevys

conty Mennessee, to-wit, J. P. Yolleran, J. B. Brown, Walter “c¥eil, WN. B, -Patrick,

Wilson 'rphrge, J. L. Bicham, Pohert Mav's, Tess Merideth, Tom 'cVeil, &. R. Watts,

Will Warden, W. R. Rass, who, heine dulv elentad,

Yearine all n® the nroo® arsument of the counc!l, a~A sharre nT the nau»* nnon their

oath <6 say that they fird the de®enda~t sullty as char-7e? in t%e 1nd!ctment and asseas

and fix his minishment at eleven finnths and twenty-nine devs in the "onntvy Jail.

Tt is tharefore ordered, adii~ed and decreed hv the “aart far the n7fanse as found
Yy the Tary tWat the defendrnt.he g nfined

4

for a nerind of t'me n° elaven months An* twenty-nine Aays and that heray the

'n the “aunty Jeil »F Wamnhrarvs “onnty, Tenn.

nnst of

rﬂ?“e canse,

Ly . /‘?xf 37
STATE OF TENIES I
[}
Vs, I 30TN3 ARMED ¢
i
WUODROVW WILION 1

In this case comes the Attornav-"enersl for the State and the Tafenda-t in nenrgon

and by Attorney, bein~ dnuly chrvr~ed £nd arrai~-ne” on said indictment nleads omilt-.

Therenpon to twrv the issnes i1nined ~ame a farv of rood and law™l 1en nf ™imphreys?

L7
connty Mennessee, to-wit: 7. P. Holleran. M. R. “rown, Walter ‘%eVell, .". ®, Patriclr,

Wtlson *urphree, T, L. *icham, Pohert Tavis, Tess ‘erideth, Tom ‘c¢Meil, C. R. Watts,

"i11 Warden, W. ®{ Bass, who, heinr Anlv elected,

arrument of the ccuneil,

tried and sworn accordirs tn‘iaW;i
after hearins all the proo® and -charese of the court upon: thelir
oath do say that they find t"\i de®endsrt auilty as charred 1n the indictment.

Tt 1s therefore nrdered, adfiud~ed ard decreed hy the .Conrt Pn; the nffense eg found
hy tha Tnry that the Ae®endrnt.pav o® geranre a fine 0" f1fty(50.00) Dollars nnd the

engt of this canse for which'let execution issne. Whereuoon the Naefendant in opén court
and vaid said Fine and cost, and farther that he he ~iven eredit

A+ T. MANQR

far time in jo'l.
I

VS. { IN THE CIRCUIT COURT AT WAVERLY, TENNESSEE

J. 8. FORREST, ET ALS }

In this cause, it appearine to the Court that .the matters have been compromised,

and settled out of Court priér to the term, the ssame is ordered stricken “rom the

docket at the cost nf the Defendant. .

tried mad sworn accordin~ to law, a“ter

1 A
Jor which Jat aver ]Pir'\ tagie RVVi farthar that he ha rendeved infamais., 20~
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23rd day of April -

s

Minstes, Hhiphreys County Circuié Courtf2rt tm oc forss 1

MR. FRANK BONE } ?
VS3: | IN TEE CIRCUIT COTRT AT WAVERLY, TENNESSEE
1
J. S. FORREST, ET ALS |
In this cause, it appesrine to the Court that the matters havins been compromised, =°

and sattled out of Court prior to the term, the same is ordered stricken from the docket
at the cost of tha Defandant.

REPORT OF GRAND JJRY

We, bhe memhars ~f the Trend Turvy for the April term 1042, of the Cireult Conrt

held for Famphravs founty, Tennessee, her leave to file the followins report tq,!our‘

| Homopaon oo oo v A ) *

We have A111'~entlv tnanired and tvue presartment made of all matters ~iven ns
in char~e By Your Honor or otharwise Hy-n_vwﬁr, to anr Imowledas.
- We have axamined tha "onntv Jail and the ﬂonr;t_v Poor Youse and find the inmates well
fed and carad fon. e find the woaf o° the dining room a* the Jail needs repair a~d -
namammand that this he nalles tn the attention of norpar perties.

e have axaminad all honds reguired hv law to he examined hy ns and find them crood

and solwent fa~ the verinsus amounts thereof and nroperlv executed. And now havines

completed our labors far the term we resnectfully asz to he discharced for the term.

Paespectlly s“lh-ﬂ*.r,s*, this April term 1942. R. Y. Mc¥eel, Foreman of “rand Mury,

J. M. “rav, Sam Seott, A. Ei Winstead, H. W. Fooper, Jim Thompson, F. A. Jones, A. L.
Tamilton. “, Yadden, A?‘nnrt 0°'™uin, P. S. Corbitt, W. S. “i}ler, ¥. F. Rorgrs. |
SHERITF'S mOARD PILL FOR ROARDINA PRISOMERS 7THARMED WITH FELONIES j
S*p.t;in:"“onnt’;:sae vs Walter Peed, Pohherv, “rom Dec. 31, 1941 to 'arch ’7; 1042 60 '1a_vs‘ %

ut 'isiﬂ)er day and 2 ENrn eYS. . o 5 s v 4 S i ceessssesssssssescessiossnnnsesdBAZ00 |

state of Tennessee vs Tloyd Smith, Assanlt fo ‘mirder, form 12/31/41 to 1/10442 |

11 davs at 75¢ rmr'?/( anpd 2 turn keys ...,‘5&-\...........:.......................$10.25 |

X 5 |
Btate Of Tennassee vs Don Tate, Robhary, “rom 2/7/42 to 5/1/42 84 days «+ |
at 75¢ per day and “: PN YAYS cseceessrerescrercssesssssescsessaccconrane |

State nf Tennesses vfl Don Flbert, Rohherv, from 2/7/42 to 5/1/42, 84 davs

at 787 ver dax andlR #Mrn ¥eyS cesceccscsssssicssssesvsassssssssissseisssiassecs B 65,00
Stata of Man:nssnje ‘vs Pete Wicks, Larceny, “rom 2/ 26/ 42 to 5/1/42, 65 davs

y
at 77 Per GBY TeeeessssssscsnccocressossspeasasassesssscscsssssesecccanceeesitnechdBT5

| Statesogy %euee vs Thomas Forester, Assanlt to 'mrder, from 2/26/42 Lo

5/1742% 54 Apys at 754 par Aav and 2 turn KAYS . 4 4 e e e s 4 4 e 2 a0 ee o 2 $50,00
Nt o

| 8tate 0f Tennessee vs Lerov Trazier, Tarreny, “rom 4/11/42 to 4/14/42,

4 Aavs at 757 ver dav and 2 turn Yevs ...... . . . cesresnaes

| State nf Mannessee vs Terov Trazler, Lareeny, from 4/22/42 to 4/22/42,

1 Aav at 75 cents per day and 2 turn eys .... .

SEERIFF'S 30APD 3TLL FOR MOARDING JURORS IN SRIMIAL CASES
State nf "‘ann}assﬂe vs Thomas-Forester, Assanlt with Tntemt to Commit ‘furder,

[ 3day at £8 dollars Prrday cisecicassesessssessssssabossosonasasnsbosenssssasanesesssffe00

N

I, C. THOMAS )
v8: IN THE CIRCUIT COURT AT WAVERLY, TENNESSEE

HENRY INGRAM 4 N
#AGGTE INGRAM . i

In this cause, on motion of Plaintiff and it appearing to the Conrt, that the
order of sale heretofpre decreed in this canse, and annearins in Yarmte "Mook 19, pame
355; has heen 'mﬁxec'xted, the same 1s herebv revived, and ordered execnted.

All other matters are reserved.

E. 0. UENSLOW

HUUGH R, CANNON
W. A. NOLAN

!
i
vs. i IN THE CIRCUIT COURT AT-WAVEFLY, TENNESSEE
1
I
I

PLEA OF THE GENERAL ISSUE. v .

Comes the ﬁe"end‘ants, Tngh ®. Cannon and A. Yolan, by and throngh their Attorney,
and defends~the wronws and injuries arainst them alle~ed; and.any that ehey are nnt
niliye™f the supnnsed rrievances which Platntiff's Adenlaration laid to trelir charre,
or efthar nr them, or any part th-reo®, 'n the mnanner and “r-m a< the\ Pla’'nti®f has
in his Aeclaration cormplained a~atnut &hem, and nf this the Defendants nnt themselves

won the Conntry, ete.

This olea 's flled tn the “eclaration as a whole, and as to each nart thavan®,

L~

Mack O Sj-npsnn, Atty. for Defandants

HENRY SMITH, ADM.
STR SMITH, DEC.

VS.
& ST. LOUIS RAILWAY

This cause, hy asresement of rarties I!s continied te the next term ~f thils Court,

FRANK DOTSON AND OTHERS
Vs. IN CIRCUIT COURT AT JAVERLY, T&

GRADY STEWART
VIDA STEWART AND OTHERS

;n this case jndoment was rendered at the Augnst *term of this cowxrt,‘l?fxl in favor <.
of Frank Dotson and others vs. “rady Stnv;mrt, Vida Stewart and. Joe Buday Rranden and
thereafter, on the 14th day of Aprifl 1942, emeution issuea avainat't.‘-e defendants which
was exectited by rarnishment on the Waverly Sarment Menufacturing Company and ¥, ¥, Martin,
Superintendant, and on April 20, 1942 the said “artin answerea salo garnishment steting
therein that at the time of the service thereof he was indebted to Vida Stewart in the
sum of sixteen dollars ,snd’ sixty three cents.

It 1s chergfﬂre ordered by the comrt that judrment be and is rendered acainst the
Waverly fSarment Yamfacturine 7o. and ¥, ¥, “artin, Superintendant for thé sum of sixteen
Aollars and sixty three cents and trat sald smount be paid in this coirt by sald Garment |
Yamfactnring or W, ¥, Yartin, Superintendent. :

Said sixteen dollars and sixty three cen%s so paid into said court will he credited
on sald judement in favor of Fr-nk Dotson and Others. ILess any cost lncident to said -‘

carnishment 'proceedings.
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MARY HALL RUMSEY Q

MARY HALL RUMSEY l ) Nl ]
vS: i IN THE CIRCUIT COURT AT WAVERLY,TENNESSIE vs: IN THE CIRGUIT COURT AT
i

i 00GA & ST. LOUIS RAILNAY, T WAVERLY, MENNEsSS®
N. C. & ST. LOUIS PAILWAY, ET AL NAGHVILLE, CHATTAN , ETALS AVERLY E

Comes the Defendants, the N. C. % St. Louls Railway 4t the present "trial" term of ths Court s { This day, May 2nd, 1942 ceme the Defendant, the Nakhville, Chattanooma and St. Louis

and moves the fourt to set aside the verdict of the jury and any judgment thsrocp and grant to 1t Railwey Company and filed its smendment to motion “or a new trial heretofore filed in

trial * 011 §
a new trial for reason as follows: this canuse.

MARY HALL R'TMSEY,

|1 T™ere is no e-idence to sipnort the\verdict of the fiury. % ‘ %

| vs. IN THE UIT . WAVERLY, TEUNISSEE
|11. The evidence preponderates acainst the vardict and fn favor of the T'efendants. = THE CIRCUIT .COURT, WAVERL

S i

'
< N C & ST. L VAILWAY, ET AL.
{111s The verdict of the iarv 1s excessive. ,

AMENDED MOTION FOR A NEW TRIAL

|1v. The verdiet nf the fury is so excessive as to e ince passion, prejndice, partiallty,
. »

. wnae " e £ th .
[eorription or unasconntatle cavrige, on part of the jfury, Comes the defendant, the Nashville, Chattanoora the rules and order of the court,

‘COURT ADJOURNED TNTIL MAY 2nd 194z and amends its mdtion for a new trial heretofore filed by adding to said motion for

a naw trial heretofore filed hy addins to sald motion certaln sronnds, as followa:

w Judge . V4 - ; v. \

The verdict of the ifurv asairst the defendsnt Railway and in favor of the Adefendart
7

Henry Smith, Admingstrator of the estate Af Supg Smith, deceased, clearly shows bias,
pre indice, osrthllty, vassion, corruption or unaqécuntable caprice on the part o® the
Jury acainst the da’endnnb‘ﬁa!lwav.f.'

” The declara*ion, as amended, char~ed);hA; Snér Smith, dereased, in whose ftrack
plaintiff's intestate was ridinc at tYe tim» of the amccliddnt, was -uiltv \f neclicence
in trat he failed to ohserve Aue and proper cnro.?nd orecahtion in qnn}nach’n~ and
anterine wpon the raflroad crossine where the accldent o€cure? and in failine to keep
A proper looknat for the arproac-'ne train, thnv‘e_bv epnenrrins with the reclicence nf
the defendant Railwav to oroduce the collisioan and damamed

The evidence clesrly showe?d that the sald driver of the truck did nnt stop or check
the truck; that ‘he could have stopned his truack within three or anﬂ&’get, but did nob;
that before he 4rnve his trock npon the maln traxk where tﬂa aceident occurred he drove
wpo’r; ahd across another tra-~k, which was thirteen feet from the main"*,x:ack; that he <
was “amiliar with the location of the ‘railroad traclks and surroundinss; *hat voth he
and Starline Rumseéy, plaintiff's{intestate, could have seen thé train dt any time Qhen
within forty to fifty feet of sald main traclk; and that there is no evidence that either
of them looked or listened.

The evidence produced the rankest came of nerlipgence on the part of Suze Smith, the
driver of the truck, yet the fury returned a verdiect in favor of his administrator and
stnck the Patlway. Such 1nconsis;ent and arbltrary action on the nart of the jury, as
well as the lar~e verdict renderdd assinst the defendant Railway, cannot he aceointed
for except npon the srounds of deliherate and ynjustifiahle sympathy or favoritism 06r
the defenlant Smith and unconscionable hias, prejudice, passion, partiality, corrup*ion
or caprice arainst the defendant Railway. In fact, defendant Smith 71d not attend the
trial, introduced no proof and his attorney sgt at plaintiff's table assistingm plaintiff”u
attorney ‘acajnst defendant Railway-an unusual and o3d occurrance.

VI.

The court erred in overruline defendant's motion for a directed verdict inits favor

as tg the first count of the declaration, which motion was made at the conclusion of

all of the evidence and which is as folldws:

( Continued)
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.
"Comes the defendant, The Nashvilie, Chattanooga ¥ 8t. Louls Railway, at the conclusi
‘o' all of the evidence dtntrodnced upon the tr;nl of the case and moves the court to per-

‘emptorily instruct the iary to return a verdict in its favor as to the first count of the

|declaration, because: :
1 "1, There is no evidence upor which a verdict in favor of the plaintiff can be had

| or predtcted

"2, Tinder the ‘uncontroverted testimonv a verdisct in favor of the defendant 1s demand

ad."

To éha artion of the court in Averrulline said motion the defendant then and Fbere N

excepted, and now excevots.
VIiT.
\

The court erred in overruline defendnnt's motion, tor a directed verdict in its favor
as to the second count of the rdeclsratlon, which motion was made at the conclusion nf_g}}‘
of the ncidence and which is as fnll wa:

"Comes the defendant, the Washville, Chattanooma % St. Louis Railwav, at the con-
‘elnsion of all af the avidence introdu~ed upon the tfial of the case and moves the court &

| peremytorily instruet the \jury o return a verdict in its favor as to the second count of

the 4aclaraticn, becange:

"], The»e 18 nn cvidence nupon which a verdict in favor of the plaintiff can be had

or predicted. %

"2, Tnder the (nnontanPrFe" tastimony a verdict in favor of the defendsnt 1s demanded."
\ I}
n

tra court in overrnline said motion the defendant then and there

To rh‘gﬁcfion

ex*vnteﬁﬁ*nni now avcepts.

.~

VIII.

|

l

The court erred irn qverrulinc defendant'szpafion for o directed verdict in its !‘avor{

as +o the third comnt nf the derlaration, which motion was made at the cnnnlwaléh of all i
of the evidence and wki;g 1a as. 1 1nwa: I’C.' ——

"Comes the defendank, the MNashville, Chattanoora * St. Touis Ra'lwey, at the con- ;

clnsion of all A7 the Bvidence introduced upon the triasl of the case and moves the court i

:n ﬂaramnhbrily‘vns*ywah\tho Jry to return a verdiect In‘its favor as to the third count

of the rﬂhﬂlnw;*'\in»r;»hncansn: -
"l. Thege” Is no evidence wpon which a verdict in favor of the plainti®f can be had dr
| Drediofad s

To the actibn of the court in overrulins sald motinn the defendant then and there =~
excepted, and now ex~ants,

y “IX.

The learned trial judee erred in his chare~s to the inry in that he unduly emﬁhssixad
the allerations in the derlaration and the nnntentions of the plaintiff. We quoted the
Adsclaration 1literally to the jurv, consumine sixteen Pdll pares. Then, after recitin=
defendént's plea, the court restngd to the i ry plaintirf's thebry, consiming a part of
two pames. In the lizht of the lone statement and restatement of plaintiff's allegations
and” theory of the case, Qs made by th; emrt, the jury must have thoneht the court desired
that the plafntiff shonld w!d.hr thonght the plaintiff ghould have a verdict asainsttthe
Railway. The char~ve gave undue prominence to plaintiff's‘declnrﬂtion agd theory of the
case; The charre of thé sgourt is and was verbose, contradicfory, confusine to the fury,

vacgue, ambiguous and mi

i - i

>
S7T7M2, ThAer the uncontroverted testimony a verdict in favor of the defendant is demanded.

"

» b & . L, J ]

%he verdict of.the Jury and anv judrment thereon ame an absﬁrdit%‘End volf for
the-ressnﬁ that the\decln;ation Ehsrwes "h-#tt that the direct and proximaée cauge of
the death of her husband, Sterling Rumsey, was the joint and concurrent neclizence of
tﬁe defendant Railway Compeny and Fenry Smith, Administrator's intestate, Susgs Smith,
# # # "/Plaintiff muPt etand or fall npon the case made in the declaration snd since i
the mry found in favor of the defendant Smith the verdict 1is vold as a~ainst the defend-|
and Raflway.

XI.
'

The court erred in charecine the jury as follows: %

"‘& # # If you find from the nroof and nnder the directions'of the anrt‘t“sﬁ *h'lI
nlaintiff 18 entitled to recover than you will @6 further and assess the Aamar~es t; which
she}ls entitled. The measnure of Aama-es in a case like‘this, -wentlemen of the Inry, is
fixed by statnte, Séction 8240 of the Tennesses 0nde, 1932 provides: 'Where a person's
death s én*lsed by the wronsful act, fault or omissinon of anothar, and sult is hroncht
for damaces, as orovided bv.sectinns 8236 to 8237, inclusive, the party ;Hin~ shall, 1f
entitled to dameces, have the rirsht to recbver for the nental and phvsical snfferin~,
loss nf time, and necessary exnenses resnlfine to the deceased from the versonal ininries,

and also the demaces résnlt!nw £o the piarties for w-nse nse and heneflt the mirht of

action survives from the “eatk ~ nsegnent Gpnn,kﬁei‘njqubs received,'

"Ta this case, centlemen of the Mury,. there is some controversy abant whather the
de~aased Aied instantly or Ated later. Tf von find that the did nét Ale tnstently, ther
he wonld be entitle? to recover for mental and n'v"slf‘ﬂ.i(s'l""av-ln» anAd ma‘n‘, h-wt.if' von
a4 that he died instantly he woildn't he entitled to racover for that “mt he wnild he
antitled to recover--sha wonld “e antitled to recover-{f ‘vP'wns ¥11lled ins*antly the measyre
of damares wonld he ennfined *o the last naracraph quoted ahnve, to wit: "That Aamares
resnltine to the narty for whnase nse and henafit the rtsht of action nvr"&gfs #oa o ",
The richt of action in th1s case snrvives for the nse and Wenefit of the w!dow an?
children of tha Aaneased, and the measire nf Aoma~es would “e the neanniary valie nf the
11fe of the deceased, to he Aetermined wnon consideration of his exvectancy of 11fa, “ig
ace, condition nf hanlth, stren~th and fanac!ty for labhor &nd earnin~ meneyy loss of
comnanionship and society of the hus“aéﬂ and father and f6r fineral exnenses. Aft~r
ennsidaring all these thines 1f the plainti®f is entitled to recover, von w'll assess
snch damacee as yon think wnild reasona®ly compens ate the widow and children for the
loss ~f the husband ani father. So, 1if ysu find for the plaintiff vonur verdict should
be: we “ind for the platnfiff and assess her dama-es at dollars."

The charee 1is ‘erronaons in that:

First: It anthorized recovery 86r loss of companionship and society of the hmshand |
and father.

Second: TIn charrine the Inry as to what they shomld take into ~nonsidernti-~n in
arrivine at the dama~es resnltinc to the parties for whose use and henéfitthe right
of action survives, the conrt erred in indtructing the fury to take into cnnsideration
the expectancy of iife, ace, eaondition of health, strenath and capacity for &abor!:-
and earnine money of the deceased withont further chareing the Jury that these thinss
are all mbd!fied, however, by the fact that 1ife is at most only a probability, based
upon expverience, and also by the fact that the earnings of the same individuasl are not
always uniform.

Third: The instructions above quoted are erroneous for the further renaon‘&hqt»

- e
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that nroximate c-ntributory ne-licence, 1f any, of plaintiff's intestate wonld bar

-/in the most conresgted areh_gr;tha town; (3): that the view was obstruected by a bank build-
5 3

they 41d not require the jury-to reduce the Yump sum to its present cash value by some
to 1ts present cash value by some aporopriate méthod or to take into considerntlon;ghe<
reasonable and nesessery livine expenses of the deceased had he lived. Earnings sc=-
anired over a perind of years are not as rreat as a present 1fmp sum paid into court,
and the Inprv shonld have Meen reonired to reduce the amount representing the earnings of
decezsed over a period nf vears to 'ts present valne by some appropriate method, tnld\’id
into eonisideration the nresent le~al rate of interest in this State.

XIT.

The conrt errea in chqrsins the mry &s follows:

P

"Take the case, ventlemen nf the jury, and apply the law as riven by the Court Fo

\
the facts as von ©ind them and.report snch verdist as von think fair and fust."
‘
Recanse this 's not a correct statement o” the law. It 1s not vpoper orwearrect standard
for measirin~ damaces or arrivine at a verdict.

XIII.

|

|
The zo-rt arred . in readine to +he iury and in snbmittine to the jinrv the second and
third coints 2° the Aeclaration. Thev are common-law counts, allerine snuch common-law HSQL
1frence } thet (1) the trac¥s wer~ maintained on a fi1ll hisher than the main steeet that
the truek was *ravelin=; (2) that the r~rossinc wab !n the ma'n part of ~the Sown and
wes mich vaed hy the nunlic; (Z) that the soproach o the reilroad tyack was ohseured,

i 'y a hildin~ and antomohtiles; /4) that defendant Railway, under the circam-

w,

ag-to v
stances was enilty ~f ~rosscand wanton ne~l'rense in failine to maintain a proper look-

ot on the enwine; (5) that tha Aerenait ne~li~antly opened !ts throttle umd inereased

the speed of Jdts enaine 'n anproachin~ the crosstno; (6) that the enclineer and “ireman

'mew thts "a\ d moeh ead ernssingemd with *"srknnwlnﬂ-tz nor‘lln-.nn_hlv aporodched the

arosst=e vithont havine the enoine and train fnderccontrol; (7) that defandant failed to 2
nge Ave cﬁ%e In stopn&ne or sttamntin~ kn stop the train after thq’,:il‘ﬂinn oceurred; "gﬁib
(q) that ‘4Lnnﬂnnt's arent= and servants heédlessly and re~lklessly opersted the train;

and {9) Pu;\\t after the train was hrourht to a ston defendant, 1ts arents and servants
'milﬁssjv'm’f"\énﬂ to move the tra'n Af7 the “eneased Rumsey, hut poure? live steam

4 >

-
nson him while penned in the trnclk.

Althourh the learned *risl jndee instructed the jury that the only iss}es ‘nvolved
we;e whether ar not subcections 3 and 4 of saction 2323 of th; 1932 Code were complied
with, his lencthy statements to the fury o® the alleratlons of common-law ne~lirence
contained in safd second and third connts of the declaration afe bound to have affected

the m'nis of the fnry adverselr *o the Railway and !nfluenced their vardict. It was the

dnty Af the trtal iudre to withAraw “rom t“e lury said allesations or to have told them

any racovery in reférence to »aid allevat'ons.

X1V,

The first connt.nf tha Aeclaration was a statutory count with certain alle~ations
of common-law nerlicence lurced in as surplusare. These common-law allecations were that

\
(1) the Railwav ma'ntalined 1q€ traclk ‘o a steep emhankment; (2) that the crossing was
¥

ine and sntomohiles; (4) that defendant nerlirently abproaé&ed the crossing and poured

1ive stnnn’vm derenssd Rumsev, Purnine him about the face, head, arms, chest, limss,

and hody to such extent that he dled.

Phe court erred 4n submitting to the - jury thosa\;iilgmmq:orylnnd pre judicial reeiinf
tiéns of conmon-law negligence and the reading and v;peatiné tham‘to'ths,jwry t1
bound to‘have influenced the Jury adversely to the Rallway, as indicated by the larce
verdict. Instead of these said allezations beinm paraded before the jfury, the court should
have withdrawn them from the jury's consideration.
‘ Xv.
i The court erred in refusing to give !richarpe to thae dary defendant's special
|request No. I, which was seasondbly made anﬂ‘wh;ch is n; follows:

' 3 4 on

"Tn reference to the Wirst comt of the declaration, I charce yon section 2893 of
- {
| )
the 1982 Code of Tennessee 13 in part as follows:

»

"1The Ariver of every motor vehicle is hereby. requirad, when travelins any puhlie
road, strebt, or hishwav, to come to a a1l stop before crossing steam n® internurhan
railroad tracks et ~rade, at a Alstance nf not lags t%en ten feet or ~mre than “1Tty feet
from the rearest rail of such track nr traclks, " enever (1) a clearly wisihle anA positive
sienal ~ives warnins ~f the ‘mmedfnte avproach of a car or rnxlwn" train, 4 o #

"If you “ind from a F‘Y‘QHOI:"VDY‘F\{‘.’\B nf the evidence t'at in anornaching the crossing
‘1n qnestinn the Aefendart cave ‘a clearly +isible and pnsitive sirnal, ='vin~ wavnine
|of the 1~mﬂ.‘-iiﬂ*‘,e ﬂhv;‘ﬂnc; of rt{’"rnin, ‘£ was the nositive Autv n® tha Apfwen n® the
vehinle %o hrin= 1t ta a Mli stop €+ ;' Aiatanise nf nnt Jaeg than "Hv: “gnt Ar =nre than
f1fty feat Pr-'\;n the neerest va-1 af the railroad trac's; and 14 he failed to so stop
said Ariver wonld he ~uilty n* ""nss"‘.ﬂﬂ"'anrze and 1f the plaintiffls in“estate Imew, nr
in the exercise of ordinary care shonld “a"g‘“nﬂwn, thet the *f«vnn fatled ta nnamnle
with the reguirements nf sald stetnte in time to "ave called 1+ to the atter:'nn of
sald Ariver and “ailed to 4o an, as an m‘d!‘r\"r‘i]v prudent nerson wonld or shonudd "r".'e.z done,
the sald plaintiff's intestate wo'ld 1ivewise he milty of rross n=~1lirence, which ner-
li~ence, 1f arv, must he consi“ered in miti-ation or reductionga® dama-es, 17 yon nl{rw
any damaces in favor of the nlaintiff!,

Tt was error to refuse seid request in‘that i1t is a correft statement of the law,

applicable to the “mcts in the case and fts cnnteant was not covared MWy the ~eneral cherwe.

XVI. . .

The rourt erred in refusine tb ~ive in charra to the Inry ie‘endant's spacial re-
anuast Yo, XVT, which was seas~mahly tendered to the conrt an? which is as *sllows:

"As to the second and tWird cownts of the declaration, T charre yon that tf vy find
fwom a preponderance of the evidence that the defendent had someone unon the locomotive
wnon the loovont Bhead as the train approached the arossine where the collision occured, and
that as soan as the vehicle in which plaintiff's intestate was ridine appeared npon the
~rossinc in strikine distance of the train the defendant, thraneh 1ts arents, sarvants
and emoloyees, Aid everythine within its power to nrevent an arcident, tmt that the
vehicle apneared so snddenly as an ohstruction in front of the train that the defend-
anf, throgh 1ts acents, servants, and emnloyees, could not avoid an aceident, the

defendant,would not be 1liable and ymur verdict must be in “avor of the defendant."

The refusal of the court to sive in charme to the jury said special request is
reversible error in that sald request contains a correct statement of the law which
was appliceble to the second and third counts of the declaration and the evidence and
which was not @iven in substance or in fact by the conrt in the charre delivered to the

Miry.
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‘ \ |
Anty of plaintiff's intestate, ridins in the motor vehicle, to exercise h}; sense 02 u;qht

I*L . .

or 2iragtly or oroximately contrimtmted tn the canse nf tha coll’sion, his iningy and death

e’

| fact in charre to the inrv b the conurt.

|
|

of any teain that may he approaching #n any direction, In the innta‘pt case, 1f you shoula

The second and‘ third counts of the declaration are common-law comnts and, since the c
conrt read and snbmitted said connts to the jury, the dafendent was entitled to have said

| regnested instruction eiven in charre to the jury.
" _ XVIT.

The conrt erred in refusing to rive in charre to the fury defendant's special request
|wo. XVIiI,/which was seasonahly tendered in writing and which is as follows:

"As to the second and third counts of the declaration, T charme you that it was the

and heerine in a wav that an ordinarily nrqdenﬁ nerson similiarlf‘sitﬁsfad wonld have dope.
in approaching thé ra'lroad track in ques}icn. Tf he failed to so do ard snuch fallure ecan
or, Alrectlv or nrorima ely cnntrtbpteh to the cans~ of the collision, his injury and ﬂsakh
snch ne-1lizence,1® any, wonid har any r'cht of recovery and vour verdict must be in favor
of the defandant," B

The’ rafgal o® the e~irt to =ive in char~e to the jury said special requast constituti
ravwavngitle arsor in *n;t it 's a correct statement of the law which is necnliarly applica-
hle tn the secnnd and f;‘rd cnints nf the daclarat'on and ewidence and which was not =iven
in suhstanca ar ;h “act In tha charre actually delivared to the jury.

Seid snﬂgnﬂ and third connts of the “ecleration are common-law connts, to which the

A=enge of contritmtorr narlirence s a complete bar,4f established by the nroof, and,

sinee the conpt w4n52*o e firy and snhm'tted to the jurv said second and third counts,

the *afﬂﬂﬁ** was ent’tled to “ave said Instrnction riven in charee to the fury.

Ty l

§ XVITEs ‘
< . /

The conrt.arred in refasine to sive in char-e to the iury defendant's speotal reonest

No. XIX, which was seasonahly tendered in writing and which is as follows:

e -
"As to th¢ mecend ond thipd comnts of the derlaration, T charre von that 1if yon shmld
“'nd from a nrkhondarance nf the avidenee that nlalintiff's intestate laoked and 1listenea, |
or lonked nr Wstansd, “or an approachine train as to the fipst brackfat which the motbrr

1 |
vehicle in whigh he was ridinz arrived ot, t “ailed to exercise t' e same derres.of care

tf |
Aas to.the nexf grecl wnon which the train was movine, sne* failire wonld iamenntttdn

na~11nen93,$wd 1f sneh failure, 1€ anv, nroxima‘ely cansed or Airectly or proximately cnnsPn
\ =~ . |

n he no recovery ani your verdict must he in favor of the deendant,"
The refusel of the eort to eive in charre to the $ry sdid special request is “eversible
error in that it £s a correct statement of the law, applicable to the second and third conhts

of the declaration and to the evidence and was not otherwise miven in substance or in

Fhe second and third corints of the declaratién are common-law conhts, 8s to which the
defense of contrihutory ne~li~ence was avatlable to the defendant as a complete bar to any,
recovarv, Sinee the ~ourt pead and submitted sald second and third counks to the Jary,
the Ae”endant was antitled to the instrmation .requested byiit.

) XIX»

The coirt erred In refusine to rive in char~e to the Iiry defendant's special request
No. XXI, which was tendered in writine and'which 1s as follows:

"As to the aeco{vi and third counts of the :ﬂenlarstlnn, I charee you that a railroad
track 1s an gdmonition of Adancer and a person apgrnnchlng same § with Imowledre of its
location, is éhha:pd with mowledce that he is nbprcg&hinv a place of danmer and he is re-

quired to exercise ordinary care b loo)ednq and listeninc to protect himself from the danpy

»

)

find from a preponderance of the evidence that plaintiff's intestatedwas “amiliar with

his senses of sicht and hearine, as an ordinarily prudent person-similiarly situated

” I'
l the crossing in question, knew of the location of the track, snd t{'ail‘ed to exercise
|
|

would do, and that such failure,if any, caused or directly or oroximately contrinhuted

to the canse of ‘the collision, his ininry and death, there can be no recovery and your

verdict must he in favor of the defendant,." |
The refusal of the court to sive in charce to the firy said special request constituL

,tes raversible error in that it conta'ns a cnrrect’sﬁnﬁemeﬁt of the 1;w, anplicable to

the second andithird counts of the decleration ;nd the evidence and Was not ~iven in sub-

stance or in fact in the charce delivered to the Jary. N s A
The second and third counts of the “eclaretion are common-law comts and as to

sald counts the ‘defense o con‘rihitorv neclimence was and is available to tha defend-

anf as a comJIete bar to any richt of racovery. Since the conrt read and submi-ted to

the furv said second and third couhts, the dafenant was entitled +to have sald specisl

reouest oiven in charre to %he jury.

fx.

The court erred in refusine tn oive in charre to the fnry Aefendant's special re-

anes=t No. XXIfI, which ‘was seasonably tend-red in writine and w-ich &8 as “ollows:
- s & o .

"Asto the gecond and t-ird noints of the declaration, T cherre you that 1f von
ind from & préponderanca ¢ the evidance that the view »f plaintiff's intestate of the
anproaxhine train was nobstricted hy +the nurh‘n?,n” cars near the rallrond traclk, 1+ was
his Anty to exercise his sense of hesrinz to a rreater-extent becanse nf sald ohstruction,
! anv. If you find from a prapahderhnbs’of'qhe &é%ldence that his view was so ohsc'#ad
and that he failed to nse ~reater dilirence becanse of said ohstraction to discover the
approach of the train by the exercise of his sense o hearine and that anch failure
directly causad or vroximatelv ~nntrihuted to the collision, his e'\jvu‘y and death, the

plaintiff cannot recover and your verdint mist bs in favor of the defendant."

The refusel of the conrt to Niye in charse to the jury said special request n;;sfi-
tuted reversible error in that said reques* contains a correct statement of the law,
veculiarlv apolicable to the Jechﬂd and third connts of the daﬂlarqt!on and Ehe evidence
and same was not given in substance ~r in fact hy the comrt in,char~e to the Firy.

The second and third connts »f the declaration are common-law rounts, a&s to which
the defense nf contributory na~11menne was and 1s availahble to the defendant Railway
as complete bar to any recovervs Since the conrt read and submitted to the dary sald sec+
ond and third connts, the defendant was entitled to have seid special recmest ~iven in
charwe to the jury.

XXI.
The court erred in refnsinz to oive in charce %o the Jury defendant's special

request No. XXIV, seasonably tendered in writinz, which is as follows:

"As to the second snd third counts of the declaration, I charre you that plaintiff's
intestate had a richt to nse and occupy the crossines in question. T charre you also in
this connection that the defendant had a risht to operate its train over said crossing
at the time and place in question., Roth the defendant and the plaintiff's intestate were
charced with the dnty nf exercisinz ordinary care. If the defendant was necligant in
any manner charced in the second or third counts of the declaration and plaintiff's

intestate was likewise ~ruilty of neclirence (failure to exercise ordinary care) and such

(continued)
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3 %) {
failure, if any; on the part of plaintiff's intestate caused or directly or proximately *
contributed to the ccllisinn,-his inhiry and death, there can be no recovery and your

|verdict must be in favor of the defendant." SR

The refusal of the court to ~ive said request in charee to the Jury is reversible
:error in that same cﬂn*ai;s a correct st&dement of the 15* and 1s peculiarly applicable
to the gecond and third counts nf the-declaration and -the evidence, and séme was not
covered by the charre delivered by the court to the juryi

Said second and third counts of the declaration are common-law counts, -as to which
the de®ense nf eontributory ne-lizencc was available to the dpfendsnﬁ’;silwéy aa}a'bar to
any right of recovery. Since the nonrt read and submitted to the Jury the second andr
third connts of the Aeclaration, {efendant was entitled to have said epecial request -
#iven in char~e to the jinry by the comrt.

Defendant respectfully moves the court to set aside the verdict of the_fury and nny‘
Judement therenn and srart to it a new trial upon each nround of 1ts satd motion “or a
new trigl,

Respectfully submitted,

Walter Whitwell

Mack C. Simpson
* Attorneys for the Rallway.

. *
YZCOURT ’T"&H ADJOIRNED UNT1L 18TH DAY OF MAY, 1042,

| vs. ) IN THE CIRCUIT COURT AT WAVERLY, TENNESSEE

~ 4 SR
COURT MET PERSUANT TOEADJOURNMENT PRESENT AND PRESIDINGW,_’DANQY FORT, JUDGE
MARY HALL RUMSEY, 3 s

THE NASHVILLE, CHATTANOOGA & ST. LOUIS
RAILNAY,

ORDER _

Came the Plaintiff and the Defardant, ‘the Nashville, Chattanoora & St. Louls

Pailway, by thelr respective attornavs, hr asreement and in sceordan~e with nrders here-
' i !

‘
toflore entered upon the niautes of the fonrt in the above-styled cause, when the 4e;en*nnf
Ra'lway presented in open en-'rt its motion and amendéAd motion Por‘n new ‘ﬂlnl heretofore
filed. TUpon a consideration by the “ourt of said motion and amended mgtinr “or a new
trial, as well as upon a consideration nf the pleadincs, the evidence, the antire recnnd

and after armment of founsel, the Coirt over-ruled said entire motion “or a new frial and

each rround th-reof. The Znurt further ordersad that Plaintiff havae Jjud=ent ameinst the

defendant Reilwav upon the verdist o® the mury in the sun B"ﬂ\ amount of #8,000.00 and

cost, for which erecntlnﬁ may issuet To the action of the Cosrt in over-ralineg its mntion
for a new trial and ench‘~rnuné thereof an? tn the action of the Bourt awardine jndement
acraingt the defendant and 1h-favor of the plaintiff and to the gaid Indoment of the

Conrt ~f $3,000.00 and cost, s-\«{sm j,’u,f"anda»t Ra'lway t en and th~re exnepted and now
axcepnts and pr;nnrni an ann-al in the ne;*‘l"e of a writ of error to the next term of the
Conrt of Appeals of Tannessee of Nashville, chich is allowed. The sald dafindant is allowed
thirty “avs from this “ate (“ay 154 1042) within which to perect its anmeal scrordins to
law, and fnanty-rtive days within which to nrepars, have anprovad and file wi*h the %lark

a true and corract b11ll " excentions. '

Filed May 16, 1942. Dancy Fort
Judee

L. C. Bohanan, Clerk.

John Rushton, D. ©.

Approved:

EL ——

Attorney for Plaintiff

AtEorneys for Defendant RQallway

COURT THEN ADJOURNED UNTIL COURT IN COURSBE.




