Blbinger Shoe Manfacturing Co.
—vs-Petiton.
1 . Royalty 522?7 Rovalty doing business

jer the firm narme of Rovalty Bros. Defendants.

@ corpeoration orga %ed@énd existing”?-
uﬁdef the laws of the State of Ohio and as such it is-
suthorized to contract 224 be contracted with 1o sue
and be sued.

Plaintiff states that Royalty & Rovalty
doing business under the firm name of Rovalty Bros. is

S th itk

=

indebted to it in the sum of 3187.85 together

erest thereon at the rate of six pnercent per annum from

AKugnust 26, 1920 for goods, weres and merchandisse sold

PR by 1 1AtiFPIFEr which def endants HronT

and delivered to defendants at their special instance and

acreed to pay the sum aforesaid of %187;65'ané ihatusai
goods, wares and merchandise were'feascnably ﬁorth thék
sum which'defehdants nromised and agreed to vay therefor
but that defendats have failed, nerlected end refused to

-

having of ten bsen demanded so to do0.

Pleintiff filec herewith as 2 part hereof itemized state-




