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mary M, Forrest one of these respondents,did not Join in the Txecution of the last
mentioned deed, btut they deny all and singular, the Othear allegations Contained, in

i e the Wourth paragreph, of =aid Bill of fomplaint,
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Fifth; that they specifically deny the allegations” That the title of the said
Winnie Torrest, 'c said real Fstate to said real estate, was mequired throurh said

or either of them, ~nd they “urther Speciffically deny that the said Farry M, Forrest

f ever intended or desied to revoke the deed dated March 2isé, 1916,
g 8ixth: That they Neither admit nor deny the allegations contained in Fifth N
L paragraph, of ssid Bill of Complaint, dbut demand proff es to the truthfullness,
r—— of the same,

Sonnt‘h; they Neither admié nor deny the allegations conteined in the sixth
paragraph, of said Bill of Complaint,( whiok allegatiofis these respondents, ocannet

admit, in the absence of authenticating Proof, Jyet they deny that said persons are
"Judgment oreditors, of tho parties Hﬂing an Interest,” in-tshe resl estate involved
in this suit, '

EBighthi;- That while it may be true B.I,Gurgo; & Co., V,Kaplon Co,. Charles A,
Carlisle, and R,b,Wenner, are Creditors of Uipnkie B, ,Forrest, as alleged in the Seve
nth, persgraph of said Bill of cuphmt.(!hieh allegetion thes respondents cannot
admit, in the sbsence of authenticating proof ) yet they deny that said persons are
"Judgment Creditors, of the port:ln having an interest” in the resl estate involved

in this suis,
¥inth; That the Respondents further say,they are advised that, the deed of

Maroch 2ist, 1916, slthough executed by Harry M, Forresté when he was not Sui Juris
(vhioh averment they do mot admit, ) is not void, but Voidable only, subjeot to the

right of the said mrr ¥, ,Forrest, to disafirm the same upon atteaining his majority
Senth; that these respondents furih say, that this sssentisl aot of disafirmantd

or repudiation has nver taken place, but on the contrary the said deed dated Mareh -
21, 1916, having never besen avoided, vacated or revoked, ths same is valid and effes

tive, the said Deed having been ratified and oconfirmed, vesting in the said Harry
M, Porrest, the title (0 said real estate therein mentioned as tennants in Common,

and any subsequent oconveyance such as that sttemped to be mede on January 16th,
1916, as evidenced by "Exhibit B, is & Fullity,inoperstive,unenforoeable an Void,

Eleventh, that your Honorable Court, is without Jurisdiotion in the premises
and the Plaintiffs have mo right,title,or interest in the Sub-jeot Matter of this

suis,

Wherefore these ‘rupondonu fully snswered,pray ¢ be hence dismissed with
Costs, s

And as jin dutly,Ete.,

lee,Veimberg,
Seliolter for the defendants,
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Answer of George W, Forrest,Widewer,
Chariss A, Carlials, % ol., 0 ¥o,9811, Muity,
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Vs,
George W, forresy, Et al.,
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T The Honorsble The Judges of Said Court;-
~ The answer of George W, Forrest, Widower, 40 the Bill of Complaint, of Charles A,

Garlisle; ¢% 4l1., in your Honorsble Court, against this Defendant and Others Exhinbis

This respondent says;
9- That beadmits the first and second Paragraphs, of said Bill of Complaing,

2-That ke adaits the allegations Conteied in the third pearagraph, of ssid Bill
of Cempiaing,

3~ That he naither admits nor denys the allegations of the fourth paregraph,
«f ssid Bill Of Complsint,

i3 That he neither admiss nor deaies the allegations comtained in the fifth
Sixth and seventh paragrasph, ef said Bill ef Cemplaint,

Wherefore this respondent having fully answeved said Bill of c*mt, prays Lo b :
hence disuissed, with cesys,

And ss 18 duty bm..no.. . | S
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