Mercer Quarterly Courte
F. Burks and Son, a firm

composed of Floyd Burks and Plaintiffs

Bugdette Burks

SRR

Vs Petition in Equity

1

ILaura B. Kurtz and

Defendants

Sarah E°* Reed

The plaintiffs, Floyd Burks and Burdette Purks state
that they are doing ?usinesa under the firm name of F. Burks & Son;
they state that the defendant, Laura BE. Kurtz was formerly Laura B,
Sanders; they state that the said Laura Sanders, now Kurtz, on the
8th of May 1912, executed and delivered to this plaintiff her said

promissory note by the terms of which one day after date, she prom=

ised to pay to the order of these plaintiffs $72.30. They state

that said note was executed f£or value received and same bears in-

tercst from date tntil paid at 6% per annum. They state that said

note is past due and no part of same has been paid and it is now filed

herewith ,as a part hereof marked "A" for identity. The plaintiff

states that the defendant is a non-resident of the State of Kentucky

and is now absent therefrom . They state that this is an action for

the recovery thereof upon the contract and that the defendant has no
—~Proverty- ‘ept to emecut® that the collectior of

the same will be endargered by delay in obtaining judgment or returnang

no proverty found. The plaintiff states that the nature of this ace
is
tion/ds avove set out; that it ; that it is just andthat the plaintiffs

believe thatthey ought to recover of the defendant, Laura B. Kurtz

the sum of $72.30 with é % interest thereon from May 18th, 1912 until
paid, and cost herein expended; They state that the defendant Sarah E,
Reed, as they are informed, is-indebted to the said Laura B. Kurtz, the

of
exact amount/which is unknown to them. The plaintiff states that the
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'&Efendant, Laura P. Kurtz is a non resident of the State of Ky.




