entiiled to a ssle thereof to enforce any slleged lien in favor of the

Deft. “e denies that the vslue of the preperty hes been reduced to

el
LS
wn

5. ,or that it would be unjust or inequitable to rescind ssid con-

. of purciase. VWherefore e

~ )A
¥ g }
.o fﬂ;?iﬁenies that it will be necessary to refer this case
1 e gt Vo

= : f r : -“f‘ -“- . L .
:toja\COmm1591onerifor @eny purpmose. He denies that the insurance

Fi

?_co@pén?}?ai@ ﬁef; the sum of 2100. but asvers that the P1ff paid the
‘3 Defti8100. 1*“*& denies tnat at the time of the alled rescission, the

lot was ‘worth no more than ¥25, He denies that during the time he
/ ¥ [\ 1 &) y
occupi ¢ ‘ﬁ the premises,or at any time he committed waste thereon,or
5 ‘ 2 fr,
dé. stroyed any part of the house or fencing on ssid lot,or negligent-

2

Ay permitted or allowed the same to be destroyed to the extent of $30. \%
\

or zny othesr sum. iie denies that he collected #50. insuranceon ssid |

"~ - - . —

house,but avsers that the seme was insu.rance on nis furniture., e

denjies that there is now no house on said property. #e denies that
the P1ff is chargeable with the value of tine lot in the swum of $150.
or insurance collectedon house,alleged to be %50, or 20 months rent
at 53.00 & ronth,or waste on property to the amount of 230. or =ny sum
“e denies that the foregoing statement of account in Deft's snswer
is equitable or Jjust,or that it would be inequitable to a}llow P1If <o
receive t he velue of the improvemenison the provertiy,snd,in addision |
recover the asmount paid. as a consideration for it. he denies that th

vooant 1ot was,st the tirs,or is now, worth e then $PG, o i

Wherefore &ec,

J.F.Vanarsdall and R.H.Gaither

Attys for PLIf |



