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have delivered said mule back to the defendant and demanded

| defendant has refused to pay the said sum or to ascept said

sum of 110 00 and co*t of thls actions

that by reason of the said false renort that the sale of e=aid

mule is void/to the deft. They state that the  have been feed-

-%and carrying for said rule since said time and that a reasonﬁbi,

"~ . Vercer Quarterly Court-
aenry 1son,

és during tusiness under the 'f";figjﬁtﬁff'”
firm name of Ison Bros. S

Jno: Williams : | : Defendant ':i

; i

The BIRThEir s, Henty 1860 end Fribi Toow tvarties .

i business under the style and firm mame of Ison Bros. .
states that on 27th of Sept. 1915, the purchased from the deft

}Jno. Wil1imas, a certéin mule for which they-paid the sum of e 4

m :j$110;00}' Th;y state that before eaid purchase and at the time .

: {gﬁqrgéf;¢the“degendants, fraudulently and kndwihgly represented ' .

these plaintiffs that said mule was sound in every particus ..

known at the time by the deft. The plain iff states that said

mule is worhtless to these pleintiffs; they state that they
that he would return to them the sum of $110. but that said

mule.

ihexefore they przy that the trade between the plaintlffq

abd defendant bé =et aside and that the defendant be comﬂelled ”#‘

_to acaent‘aald mulc and for a Judgment aga;nat thp dpft in theff_ 

= o~ s = e S et

Par 72,

The plaintiff re-affirming the allegations of the lst par;
agraph aﬁd for further and other causés of action herein, state
that they delivered said mule back to deft. on 28th of Feby.

1915 but thet said deft. refused to accept said mule; they state

and belongs




