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COUNTY ATTORNEY
HARRODSBURG, KY.

He denies that the said £270. 20 note last referred to was the
balance of the originel note of $430.00, and denies that said
note was and is the same debt d for which the note sued on was
given as collateral security. He admits that it is true that the
note sued on was in the posse asion'and owhership of the = id
Bank from the 1€th day of Oect ober 1912, to the 20th day of June
1915, and that the plaintiff at all the times of renewal herein

referred te knew that said no te had been paid off and was n

and void as tb him and denies that as security forcthe notes afoms
said that the said note sued on was pledged for the bensfit of
the said plaintiff and alleges that said plaintiff at all the
times of renemal herein menti oned knew that the note sued en 'hd
been paid eff by the said W.L .Darland to the said J.A.Kyler and
was a8 to him and the said Ky ler void and of no effect,

He alleges that y ears before the delivery of the
said note sued on to the plai ntiff that said plaintiff knew that
said note had been paid off a nd was therefore void,

Wherefore defenda nt prays as in his original answer

and generally for costs and a 11 proper relief.

Att'y. Defendant.




