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FANNIE A. DAVIS, WIFE OF C. T. DAVIS,
v.

SOUTHERN DISTRIBUTING COMPANY, A
CORPORATION, AND OTHERS.
~
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FROM THE OIRCVIT COURT OF LUNENB1;RG COUNTY, VIRGINIA.

''The briefs shall be printed in typ-e not less in size than
Rmall pica, and shall be nine inches in length and six inches
in width, so as to conform in dimensions to the printed
1 ccords along with which they are to be bound, in accordance with Act of Assembly, approved March 1, 1903; and
the clerks of this court are directed not to receive or file a
hTicf not conforming in all respects to the aforementioned
requirements.''
The foregoing is printed in small pica type for the information of counsel.
H. STEWART JONES, Clerk.
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IN THE

Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia .
AT RICHMOND.

FANNIE A. DAVIS, "\VIFE OF C. T. DAVIS,
vs.
SOUTHERN ItiSTRIBUTING COMPANY, A CORPORATION, ·STER.N & CO~IP ANY, INC., R. W. MANSON,
A. S. BRIDGEFORTH, PARTNERS TRADING AS
R. W. MANSON & CO~IPANY; AND R. W.
MANSON, A. S. BRIDGEFORTI-I AND
E. S. ROBY, PARTNERS TRADING
AS R. W. MANSON & CO. &
ROBY.

PETITION.
To the Honorable Judges of the Supreme Court of Appeals
of Virginia.:

Your petitioner, Fannie A. Davis, the w·ife of C. T. Davis,
would respectfully show unto your Honors that she is aggrieved by a final decree of the Circuit Court of the County
of Lunenburg entered on the 11th day of December, 1925, in two consolidated chancery suits wherein Southern Distributing· Company, a Corporation, Stern & Company, Inc., R. W.
Manson and A. ·S. Bridgeforth, partners trading as R. W.
1\{anson.& Co., and ·R. W. Manson and A. S. Bridgeforth and
E. S. Roby, par,tner.s trading as R. vV. Manson.& Company
& ~Roby were plaintiffs, and C. T. Davis and .Fannie A. Davis,
R. J. Barlow, Trustee in a deed of trust, and State Bank of
J{enbridge were def~ndants. A transcript of the record of
the proceedings in said suit is herewith filed.
FACTS IN THE CASE.
The following are the essential facts: On Dec. 8, 1921, C.
T. Davis executed a deed to his wife, Fannie A. Davis, con-
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veying !ter a tract of 72 acres of land in Columbian Grove
District, Lunenburg County, Va., said deed showing ~ consideration of $1,000.00. That the plaintiffs, who are. judgment creditors of C. T. Davis, filed their chancery suits attacking said deed on the ground, as alleged, that the same
was voluntary and without consideration to support it, and
void so far as they were concerned. They relied upon the
presumptions of law and introduced practically no testimony.
On the' 11th day of December, 1925, the decree complained
of was entered, in which Judge Halsey adjudged that said
deed was void and of no effect, and was liable to the judgments in favor of complainants as set up in said bills.
Your petitioner and her husband took depositions of s~n
dry witnes.ses and filed numerous cancelled checks and exhibits showing that at the time the deed was made C. T. Davis
was indebted to petitioner in a sum in excess of $2,000.00,
there being filed some twenty-four cancelled checks evidencing money loaned by petitioner to C. T. Davis and debts paid
by petitioner for C. T. Davis.
It further appears from the evidence in this case that your
petitioner has been a hard working, industrious, economical
woman, having a large family of children, and that each year
she raised a large tobacco crop, which she worked herself;
that in 1919 she banked as much as $1,800.00 from her tobacco, in 1920 about the same amount, and in 1921 about $1,500.00, a copy of the ledger of the State Bank of l{enbridge
sho,ving the transactions of your petitioner was introduced
in evidence.
It further appears from the evidence that petitioner's husband, C. T. Davis, ran a little store; that he became involved
in debt to his creditors for debts contracted in connection
with said store and toR. vV. ~ranson & Company on account
of the balance of the purchase money of an automobile, and
that these debts are the bases of the judgments in this suit,
said judgments were recovered subsequent to the execution
of the deed from C. T. Davis to petitioner..
Numerous friends and neighbors testified that your petitioner was a hard working, industrious woman; that she
made her own crops separate and a par~ from her husband;
that her children, boys and girls, worked in these crops with
her; that she kept a separate bank account, and that she had
been seen laboring in the fields at every stage of .the gro·wing
of tobacco, from the plaintiff to the cutting and harvesting,
and throughout the preparation for market, and the market-
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ing thereof; and that the money she loaned her husband was
money from crops grown on land which she owned in her
own name; th~t all of this was her separate .estate and that
her husband had no interest in it or part in it whatsoever, and
that he made his crops separate from hers and sold them separately.
It further appears that the seventy-two acres of land involved originally belonged to P. I. Davis, an aunt of C. T.
Davis, and that during the last three years of the life of P.
I. Davis her health ·was terrible and she lived at the home of
your petitioner, and that petitioner cared for her, and looked
after her during all of this time, and that she stated on numerous occasions that she wanted petitioner to have this
property, and that when ~fr. E. L. Gee came to write the deed,
he suggested that the deed be made to C. T. Davis instead
of petitioner, because this might avoid trouble from .some of
the heirs. C. T. Davis testified that by reason of his aunts
wanting his wife to have the land he made the deed to her
with a double purpose, stating in the deed that the consideration was a thous·aud dollars, a sum less than one-half of
the money he had borrowed from her, and for the further
reason that he wanted his wife to l1ave the land because his
aunt wanted her to have it and had so expressed previous to
and at the time the deed was made to him.
The foregoing briefly are the facts. Complainants in their
testimQ.ny did not undertake to dispute these facts, but rather
relied upon the insufficiency of the facts as testified to, to
rnake·a case.
·
· Petitioner alleges two grounds for error: ·
First,-because the deed is not fraudulent and voluntary,
but is based upon a good, valid and subsisting consideration
in law, namely, .debts due petitioner by her husband, C. T.
Davis, 'vhich he promised to pay at the time same were contracted and which he owed her at tl1e time the deed was made,
which money loaned him by petitioner was the separate estate of Fannie A. Davis, and petitioner alleges that the court
erred in declaring the deed void and liable to the judgments
of complainants.
Seco1;1.d, the court erred because it did not hold that the
deed to C. T. Davis from his aunt was a resulting trust in
favor of Fannie A. Davis, and that therefore when the deed
from C. T. Davis to Fannie A. Davis was made, it was but
the furtherance of said trust.
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" Petitioner, in support of the first assignment of error, relies upon the case of Ba;rris v. Carver, reported in 124 S. E.
206, opinion b.y Holt, Judge of the SpeCial Court of Appeals
of Virginia, and other Virginia authorities. 'The following
pertinent facts are quoted from this case:

''Mr. Harris, we have seen, was insolvent, and Mrs. Harris
had nothing with which to pay this purchase money save
what she could .raise from the fact, and, but for the temporary prosperity which she, in common with all tobacco growers, enjoyed for a time, probably would not have paid at ·alL
The evidence shows that she did pay the entire purchase
price $2,000, and that she paid this with tobacco raised· by
· herself and some on this farm. Mr. Harris paid nothing
the~eon. It qpes appear that his wife turned ·over to him: a
small tract for cultivation, .and that he used all that he made
thereon in paying actual family expenses. It is also" true
that possession of this farm never went out of the Harris
family.
• * -. The plaintiff took no evidence and relies wholly
upon presumptions of law.
·
''Hence the presumption of the law is-and this presumption is not affected by the Married Woman's A.ct-that the
husband is the owner of all the property, real and personal,
of which the wife may be in possession during coverture,
especia1ly if they are living together as husband and wife.;
and to overcome this presumption, in a contest between tne
husband's creditors and the wife, she must show .affi:nmatively that the property is her own, and that it was derived from
a source other than her husband and in good faith, if he
be insolvent, otherwise a wide door would be open to fraud.' 7
Yates v. Law, 86 Va. 117, 9 S. E. 508.

• • * ''The presumptions are not changed, but the
sources froJll which a wife may accumulate .a separate estate
are enlarged.
·
''These presumptions of law are met by positive testimony. ~! • • All of this is shown by clear and convincing evidence, and so ·pass the presumptions.
"We· do-not wish to be understood: as-holding that this husband did no work on the place. For him to have lived there
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and done absqlutely nothing would have Jleen almost an impossibility, unless he was bedridden.
"What we do hold is that it is entirely clear that this
farm was purchased by Yancey, and that he was a purchaser
in goorl faith and for ample consideration, that he afterwards
sold it to Mrs. Harris for a sum which did not differ materially from the amount he paid, that she did not pay for it
with money furnished her by her husband, he had none, but
that she took charge of it and paid for it with the proceeds
of crops which she herself raised. He made no direct contribution thereto and his indirect .contribution was negligible.''
Petitioner submits that the case of Harris v. Carver, from
which the foregoing has been quoted, is very similar to the
facts in the case at bar. The testimony in the case under
consideration abundantly established the fact that petitioner
owned land in addition to this 72 acres; that for years it had
been her custom to make her separate tobacco crops and other
crops thereon; that she did all of the manual labor which a
man could do in planting, cultivating, harvesting and marketing the crops; that she kept the proceeds thereof separate
and apart from her husband's money, and that from April19,
1919, up to December 29, 1921, she had advanced to her husband over two thousand dollars, either paying his individual
debts with her own checks, or making him specific· loans, and
the evidence show.s an itemized statement of these checks
and the cancelled checks themselves.
Petitioner's testimony is abundantly corroborated by the
testimony of the warehousemen who sold the tobacco, of her
friends and neighbors who have seen her at work, and of the
Cashier of the Bank with which she did her business, all of
which, in the language of Judge Holt, disposes of the presumptions of law, and prove clearly and convincingly that
the conveyance from C. T. Davis to petitioner was not void,
and that the Circuit Court of Lunenburg erred in so holding.
Now, as to the facts in support of the second assignment .
of error:
C. T. Davis testifies, and no contradiction appears in the
record, that his aunt wanted petitioner, his wife, to have this
land in appreciation of the care and nursing given her in the
home qJ petitioner during three years illness prior to the
date of the deed, and that the deed would have been made to
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her direct but for the suggestion of Mr. E. L. Gee, who wrote
it and who was not an attorney. Petitioner respectfully submits that the doctrine of Resulting Trust applies. This was
urged upon the consideration of the chancellor, who, however, held that the deed was void.
From the evidence it appears that petitioner furnished
all of the consideration for the conveyance from her husband's aunt to. him, and that the deed should have been made
direct to her, and that the deed from C. T. Davis to her merely carried into ·effect the purposes of the real owner of said
72 acres of land, and that the deed to her was executed and
recorded before plaintiffs recovered their judgments set up
in these suits. Petitioner cites the following decisions of
the Supreme Court of Appeals as authority for the foregoing
position:
Billing v. Todd, 112 Va. 802; 72 S. E. 682;
Brown v. Orr, 110 Va. 1, 65 S. E. 499.

"Where land is purchased and paid for by one person
and the conveyance is taken to another; the la'v implies a
trust for the benefit of the former, immediately upon the
payment of the purchase money.''
Straley v. Esser, 117 Va. 135, 83 S. E. 1075;
YounlJ v. Holland, 117 Va. 433, 84 S. E. 637.
Lee v. Elliott & Co., 113 V-a. 618, 75 S. E. 146, is a case in
point, also Miller v. ]filler, 99 Va. 125, 37 S. E. 792. See also
Taylor v. Dela;ney, 118 Va. 203, 86 S. E. 831; Clat·y v. Spailn,
119 Va. 58, 89 S. E. 130; J!Iuntpower v. Castle, 128 Va. l,i 104
S. E. 706.

Your petitioner, therefore, prays that she may be awarded
an appeal -and supersedeas to the decree complained of for
causes of error aforesaid and for others apparent upon the
face of the record and such as may be urged upon the court;
that the whole matter in said decree contained may be reheard, .§nd that the decree may be reversed and annulled.
And your petitioner will ever pray, &c.
FANNIE A. DAVIS,
By W. :NIONCURE GRAVATT, Counsel·.
W. MONCUR~ GRAVATT,
Counsel for Petitioner.
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I, W. Moncure Gravatt, an attorney practicing in the Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia, do certify that in my.
opinion the decision of the Circuit Court of the County of
Lunenburg in the decree complained of in the foregoing petition, should be reviewed, because in my opinion there is error therein.
Given under my hand this 2nd day of June, 1926.

W. MONCURE GRAVATT,
Attorney at Law.
Rec'd .June 4/26.
Appeal allowed;

s~tpersedeas

awarded.

Bond $300.

ROBERT R. PRENTIS.
Received June 4, 1926.
VIRGINIA:
In the Circuit Court for the County of Lunenburg.
Pleas at the Courthouse for the County of Lunenburg,
before the Circuit Court of said county, on the 11th day
of December, 1925, in the consolidated suits of Southern
Distributing Co., Inc., R. W. Manson & Co., et als., v. C.
T. and Fannie A. Davis et als.
Subpoenas duly executed as to all defendants.
The following is a transcript of the record in said chancery causes, heard together, by agreement, and con.solidated:
page 2 } Virginia,
In the Circuit Court for the county of Lunenburg.
Southern Distributing Company, a Corporation, organized
and existing under the laws of the State ofVirginia, and
Stern & Company, Inc., a corporation, organized and existing undet: the laws of the State of Virginia, Complain~
ants,
vs.
C. T. Davis and Fanriie A. Davis, R. J. Barlo,v, Trustee in a
deed of trust from Fannie A. Davis and C. T. Davis, dated
April 7th, 1922, and the State Bank of Kenbridge, a Corporation, organized and existing under the laws of the State
of Virginia, beneficiary in said deed of trust, Defendants.
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To the Hon. W. R. Barksdale, Judge of the said Court:
. Your Complainants, Southern Distributing Company, a .c_orporatiop. organized and existing under the laws of th~ State
of Virginia, and Stern & Company, Inc., a corporation, organized and existing under the laws of the ~tate of Virginia,
respectfully represent:

1.
That on the first day of December, 1921, and for some time
prior thereto C. T. Davis of said County conducted a general
mercantile business in said county near Kenbridge and that
on the said first day of December, 1921, and for some time
prior thereto your complainant, So"Q.thern Distributing Company, conducted a ·wholesale grocery business in the City
of Norfolk, Virginia, and in the usual course of business for
the past two or three years has sold and delivered to· the
said C. T. Davis goods, wares and merchandise at his special
instance and request; that on or about the said first day of
December, 1921, and for some time prior thereto the said
defendant, C. T. Davis was indebted to your complainant,
Southern Distributing Company, for merchandise in the sum
of $344.00 and being unable to effect a settlement of said account your complainant placed the same for collection with
their attorney. That on the 8th day of D·ecember, 1921, your
complainant collected on account of said indebtedness the
sum of $50.00 for which the said defendant, C. T. Davis, received proper credit. No further payments were made complainant by the said defendant, ·C. T. Davis, and suit was instituted thereon with the result that at the .April term, 1922,
of the Circ.uit Gourt for the county of Lunenburg, your complainant, Southern Distributing Company, recovered against
the· said defendant, C. T. Davis, judgment for the sum of
·$240.00 with interest thereon from the 13th day of December, 1921, till paid and $7.50 costs, which judgment was duly
docketed on the 20th day of .April, 1922, which said sum of
$240.00 repreE?ented the balance due to your complainants
for merchandise by the said defendant after deducting certain credits allowed by the Court. An abstract of 'vhich said
judgment is herewith filed marked "Exhibit A", and aslred to
be taken and read as a part of this Bill. ·
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2.
That on the said first day of December, 1921, and for some
time prior thereto the said defendant, C. T. Davis, was in·debted to your complainant, Stern & Company, Inc., in the
sum of $52.22, and that on the 25th day of February, 1922,
before T. C. Matthews, a Justice of the said County, your
complainant, Stern & Company, recovered a judgment against
the said Defendant, C. T. Davis, for the said sum of $52.22,
with interest thereon from the 8th day of February, 1922,
. and $3A5 costs, which said judgment was duly docketed in
Lunenburg county Clerk's office on the 27th day of February,
1922, an abstract of which said judgment is also herewith
filed marked "Exhibit B", and asked to be taken and read as
a part of this Bill.

3.
That on the 8th day of December, 19-21, and for some time
prior thereto and while your complainant, Southern Distributing Company, was pressing the ~aid C. T. ·navis for -a settlement of its claim the said defendant was seized
page 3 ~ and posse~sed in fee-simple of a tract of seventytwo acres of land situate in Columbian Grove district Lunenburg county, Virginia, bounded on the north by the
lands of P. T. Slaughter, on the east by the lands of P. T.
Slaughter and Mrs. Eula Snead; and on the south by the
lands of Mrs. Eula Snead, and Stephen Ross, and on. the
west oy the lands of S. H. Love and that on the said 8th
day of December, 1921, the said defendant, C. T. Davis, conveyed the said tract of 72 acres of land by deed to his wife,
Fannie A. Davis, for the alleged consideration of $1,000.00,
which deed is of record in Lunenburg County Clerk's Office
in deed book 64, at page 319, a certified copy of which said
deed is herewith filed marked ''Exhibit C '' and asked to be
taken as a part of this Bill.

3.
That while the recitals of said deed state that the said consideration of $1,000.00 was all paid in cash by the said defendant, Fannie A. Davis, in truth and in fact the said sum
of $1,000.00 nor any part thereof was ever paid by the said
Fannie A. Davis to the said C. T. Davis.

10

· Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia.

4.
That on the 8th day of December, 1921, the said defendant, C. T. Davis; was indebted to other parties ·and was
wholly insolvent and in orfler to place his real estate beyond
the reach of your complainants, and with the intent to hinder, delay and defraud his creditors and especially your
complainants in the collection of their said debts, the said
defendant, C. T. Davis, conveyed the said tract of seventytwo acres of land hereinbefore described to his wife, the
said Fannie A. Davis,· as aforesaid and that the said Fannie .
A. Davis participated in the intent of the said 0. T. Davis
to hinder, delay and defraud your complainants in the collection of their said debts that the said conveyance of the
said tract of s~venty-two acres of land to the said Fannie A.
Davis was purely voluntary and wholy without consideration deemed valuable in law.

6.
That on the 7th day of April, 1922, the said Fannie A. Davis
and C. T. Davis conveyed the said tract of seventy-two acres
of land to R. J .. Barlow, trustee, along with a tract of sixtytwo acres of land owned by the defendayt, Fannie A. Davis,
to secure a certa,ip negotiable note for the sum of $1,500.00,
dated Apr. 7th, 1922, drawn by Fannie A. Davis and C. T.
Davis and by them endorsed and payable to the order of
"ourselves" six months after date at the State Bank of !{enbridge, l{enbridge, Virginia, a certified copy of said deed of
trust is also filed herewith as exhibit ••D" and asked to be
taken and read as a part of this Bill.
·

7.
That the said C. T. Davis owns no personal estate or other
real estate to which complainants may look for the s~ti.sfac
tion of their said judgments.

8.
That the rents and profits of the said real estate will not
pay off the judgments against the saud defendant, C. T .
Davis, and the liens binding thereon in a p,eriod of five years.
Wherefore, your complainants desiring to sebject the said
tract of seventy-two acres of land to the payment of their
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said judgments, interests and costs and being without remedy save in a court of equity where alo.ne such matters are
properiy cognizable and 'rcleivable they pray that the !~aid
C.-T. Davis, Fannie A. Davis, R. J. Barlow, Trustee, and the
State Bank of l(enbridge, a corporation, organized and existing under the laws of the State of Virginia, may
.
page 4 ~ be made parties defendant to this Bill and required
.to answer the allegations thereof but not UJ;J.der
oath, the oath being hereby expressly waived that proper
·process issue, that the said Fannie A. Davis may be. required to state and prove what estate she owned at the time
of the said conveyance to her out of which she may have paid
the consideration for the said deed, and how and from whom
she acquired the said means with which to pay for the said
land; if such she claims to be the fact; that the said deed from
the said defendant, C. T. Davis, to the defendant, Fannie A.
Davis, be declared null and void and of no effect, in so far
as the effects the rights of your complainants creditors of
the said C. T. Davis. That all proper orders and decrees
may be made inquiries directed and -accounts taken that a decree may be 11ad for a sale of the said land ·and the proceeds
thereof applied to the payment of the said judgments in favor
of your complainants; that the defendant, State Bank of Kenbridge, a corporation, be required to first subject the tract
of sixty-two acres of land to the payment of its debt against
which, complainants have no recourse, that a reasonable and
proper attorneys fee be allowed complainants counsel from
the fund coming under the control of the Court ~n this cause
for his services in instituting and conducting this suit and
that your complainants may have all suc;h. further and other
relief in the premises both general and special as the nature
of their case may require or to equity and good conscience
shall seem meet.
And your complainants will ever pray, etc.
SOUTHERN DISTRIBUTING COMPANY,
A CORPORATION, &C.
STERN & CO., INC., A CORPORATION, ETC.
By Counsel.

W. E. NELSON, Counsel.

·'

A Copy Teste :

JNO. L. YATES, Clerk.
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Memorandum on back of bill:
1922, 1. June Rules.

Sums. ret 'd executed. Bill filed & decree nisi.
. 1922, 2 June Rules, Bill taken for confessed & cause set for
hearing.

page
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Virginia,
In the Circuit Court for the County of Lunen-

burg.
Southern Distributing Company, a Corporation, organized
and e~isting under the laws of the State of Virginia, and
Stern & Co., Inc., a corporation·, organized and existing
under the laws of the· State of Virginia, Complai~ants,

v.
.C. T. Davis and Fannie A. Davis, R. J. Barlow, Trustee in
deed of trust frpm Fannie A. Davis and C. T. ·navis, dated
April 7, 1922, ·and the State Bank of l{enbridge, a Corpor. ation, organized and existing under the laws of the State
of Virginia, beneficiary in said deed of trust, Defendants ..
ANSWER OF C. T. D.A.VIS AND FANNIE A. DAVIS.
The joint and separate answer of C. T. Davis and Fan. nie A. Davis to a bill of complaint exhibited against them
and others in the Circuit Court for the County of Lunenburg
by Southern Distributing Company, a Corporation, and Stern
& Company, Inc., a corporation.These respondents, C. T. Davis and Fannie A. Davis, for
answer to said bill of complaint, or so much thereof as they
are advised it.. is material that they should answer, answering, say:
That they reserve unto themselves all just exceptions to
said bill of complaint;
That they admit that the Southern Distributing Gompany,
a corporation, and Stern & Company, Inc., have· recovered
judgments against C. T. Davis, as 'vill appear from the re-

-
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cords in the Circuit Court Clerk's Office of Lunenburg
County;
That they admit that on the 8th day of December, 1921,
C. T. Davis conveyed, in fee simple, to Fannie A. Davis a .
tract of 72 acres of land, in Lu!Lenburg Cpunty, Virginia. ·
Respondents do not deny that they gave a deed of trust to
R. J. Barlow, Trustee, as will appear from the records in
the Circuit Court Clerk's Office of Lunenburg County.
That each and every allegation in said complainants' bill
not herein expressly admitted is emphatically denied, and
they call for strict legal proof thereof.
These respondents 4eny that in making the deed
page 6 ~ of Dec. 8, 1921, from C. T. Davis to Fannie A.
·
Davis that they 'vere actuated by any desire or
intent whatever to defraud complainants, or any other persons whatsoever;
Respondents deny that the debts contracted by C. T. Davis
with complainants were contracted upon the faith and credit
of said 72 acres of land.
Respondents deny that the deed between C. T. Davis and.
Fannie A. Davis was fraudulent. Respondents ·allege that
the deed was made in good faith for a valuable consideration in law, and that the One Thousand Dollars stated as
· the consideration in said deed was actually paid by Fannie A. Davis to C. T. Davis; that she had earned the money
by hard and honest toil; that she had made crops of tobacco and other things for 3" number of years past independently of the crops made by her husband, C. T. Davts,
and that the money which she paid for said tract of land
was money which she~thad earned, which was hers absolutely
and entirely. Respondents will set forth in proof details
covering this transaction and other transactions, from which
proof it will appear clearly and convincingly that the deed
aforesaid was bona fide, based upon a valid consideration in
law, ·and that the said deed should not be s.et aside as fraudulent, and that the land should not be subj~cted to the payment of complainants' debts; that respondents had no purpose whatever in the execution of said deed to defraud anyone, and that their intentions were wholly free from any
fraudulent design whatever.
Respondents reserve the right to file a supplemental and
more elaborate answer, if, in their judgment, it is deemed
advisable. They deny each and every ~negation in complainants' bill not herein expressly admitted, and call for strict
legal proof thereof. And now, having fully answered, they
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pray to be hende dismissed with their own costs by them in
this behalf expended.
C. T. DAVIS,
FANNIE A. DAVIS,
By Counsel.
W. MONCURE GRAVATT, p. d.
1922, June 26, Filed by leave of Court.
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JNO. L. YATES, Clk.
Virginia,
In the Circuit Court· for the County of Lunen-

burg.
Southern Distributing Co., a Corporation, organized and existing under the laws of the State of Virginia, and Stern
& Co., Inc., a oorpora tion organized and existing under
the la:ws of the State of Virginia, Complainants,
v.
.
C. T. Davis and Fannie A. Davis, R. J. Barlow, Trustee in
deed of trust from Fannie A. Davis and C. T. Davis, dated
April 7, 1922, and the State Bank of Kenbridge, a Corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State
of Virginia, beneficiary in said deed of trust, Defendants.
Order, Entered June 21, 1922.
This day came C. T. Davis and Fannie A. Davis and by
leave of court filed their answer, in writing, to a bill of complaint exhibited against them and _gthers by Southern Distributing Co., a Corporation, and Stern & Company, Inc.
page 8
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Virginia,
In the Circuit Court of Lunenburg County.

R. W. Manson a11d A. S. Bridgforth, partners, trading as R.
W. Manson & Co. and R. W. lVIanson and A. S. Bridgforth
and E. S. Roby, partners trading as R. W. Manson & Co.,
& Roby, Complainants,
vs.
C. T. Davis and Fannie A. Davis, R. J. Barlow, trustee in a
deed of trust from Fa11nie A. Davis and C. T. Davis, dated
April 7th, 1922, and the State Bank of l{enbridge, -a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State
of Virginia, beneficiary in said deed of trust, Defendants.
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Bill.
To the Honorable William R. Barksdale, Judge of the Circuit Court of Lunenburg County, Virginia:
The Bill of Complaint of R. W. Manson and A. S. Bridgforth, partners trading as H. W. Manson & Co. and R. W.
Manson and A. S. Bridgeforth and E. S. Roby, partners trading as R. W. Manson & Co. and Roby, against G. T. Davis
and Fannie A. Davis, et als., defendants; filed in the Clerk's
Office· of the Circuit Court of Lunenburg County, Virginia.
1. Your complainants, R. W. Manson & Co. allege and say
that on the 3rd day of Oc.tober, 1919, the said C. T. Davis
made his certain promissory note in writing and thereto subscribed his name, and the1·eby prpmised twelve months after
date thereof to pay to the order of your complainants, R. W.
Manson & Co., the sum of $636.00, with interest and attorneys
fees at the Bank of Lunenburg, Kenbridge, Virginia. Your
complainants, R. W. Manson & Co., and Roby, allege and say
that on the .27th day March, 1920, the said C. T. D~vis made
his certain promissory note in writing and thereto subsc'l:'ibed
his name, and thereby promised thirty days after date· thereof, to pay to the order· of your complainant $500.00 with interest and ·attorneys fees at the Bank of Lunenburg, !{enbridge, Virginia.

2. Your complainants say that at the January term, 19:22,
of the Circuit Court of Lunenburg County, Virginia, they recovered judgments upon said promissory notes in the Circuit Court of· Lunenburg County, Virginia, against the said
C. T. Davis for the sum of $636.00 with interest thereon from
the 3rd day of October, 1920, until paid and $50.00 attorneys
fee in the case of your complainants, R. W. 1\'Ianson & Co.,
and in the sum of $500.00 with interest thereon from the
27th day of April, 1920, until paid and $30.00 attorneys fee,
in the case of your complaiua~ts, R. W. ~Ianson & Co., and
Roby and the costs thereof in case, and that said judgments
are still force and effect and remain unpaid and unsatisfied,
except for $280.20 credited on the judgment of your complainants, R. W. ~Ianson & Co., and Roby. Abstracts of which
said judgments are hereVvith filed· marked ''Exhibit A'~ and
asked to be taken and read as a parrt of this Bill.
3. Your complainants further complaining say that on the
8th day of December, 1921, the said C. T. Davis was the
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owner in fee of a tract of 72 acres of land lying and being
in Columbian Grove Magisterial district, Lunenburg County,
Virginia, bounded on the north by the lands of P. T. Slaughter, on the east by the lands of P. T. Slaughter, and Mrs.
Eula Snead; on the south by the lands of Mrs. Eula Snead
and Stephen Ross, and on the west by the lands of S. H ..
Love, and that on the said 8th day of December, 1921, the
said C. T. Davis conveyed the said tract of 72 acres to Fannie A. Davis for the alleged consideration of $1,000.00, said
conveyance being made by deed. dated December 8th, 1921,
and of record in the Clerk's Office of Lunenburg County, Virginia, in D. B. 64, page 319, an office copy of said certain
deed is herewith filed marked ''Exhibit B '' and asked to be
taken and read as a part of this -Bill.
4. That your complainant allege and charge that they are
informed and believe that the _said defendant, Fannie A.
David was on the said 8th day of December, 1921,
page 9 ~ and is now the wife of the said defendant, C. T.
·
Davis.
5. Your complainants allege and charge that the said conveyance of the 8th day of December, 1921, was made by the
said grantor thereof" for the sole purpose of hindering, delaying and defrauding his creditors and especially to evade,
hinder and delay the payment of said promissory notes first
above mentioned of which fraudulent intent the said Fannie
A. Davis had notice before and at the time· of said conveyance and which notes due your complainants were then sub- '
sisting obligations against the said C. T. Davis. That the
said conveyance was made without consideration that noth. ing of any value whatever was given by the said Fannie A.
Davis to the said C. T. Davis as a consideration for said
conveyance and that the consideration therein expressed is
merely simulated and pretended.
6. Your complainants further charge and say that the said
C. T. Davis at the time he made said conveyance was and
still is insolvent; that the said conveyance e~ecuted by the
said C. T. Davis was purely voluntary and wholly wit1~.out
consideration deemed valuable in law, and that in executing .
the said conveyance the said C. T. Davis and Fannie A. Davis
had no other purpose than the fraudulent . design above
charged.
7. That on the 7th day of April, 1922, the said Fannie A·.
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Davis and C. T. Davis conveyed the said tract of 72 acres of
land to R. J. Barlow, Trustee, along with a tract of sixtytwo acres of land owned by the defendant, Fannie A. Davis,
to secure a certain negotiable note. for the sum of $1,500.00,
dated April 7th, 1922, drawn by Fannie A. Davis and C. T.
Davis· and by tl;lem endorsed, and payable to the order of
"Ourselves" six months after date at the State Bank of Kenbridge, l{enbridge, Virginia, a certified copy of Sl;lid deed of
trust is also filed herewith as Exhibit "D" and asked to be
taken and read as a part of this Bill.
8. That the said C. T. Davis owns no personal estate or
other real estate to which complainants may look for the
satisfaction of their said judgments.
9. That the rents and profits of the said real estate will
not pay off the judgments against the said defendant, C. T.
Davis, and the liens binding thereon in a period of five years.
Wherefore, your complainants desiring to subject the said
tract of seventy-two. acres of land to the payment of their
said judgment, interest and costs and being without remedy
save in a court of equity where alone such matters are properly cognizable and relievable they pray that the said C. T.
Davis, Fannie A. Davis, R. J. Barlow, Trustee, and The
State Bank of Kenbridge, a corporation, organized and existing under the laws of the State of Virginia, may be made
parties defendant to this Bill and required to answer the allegations thereof but not under oath, the oath being hereby
expressly waived. That proper process issue that the said
Fannie A. Davis may be required to state and prove what
estate she owned at the time of the said conveyance to her
out of which she may have paid the consideration for· the
said deed, and how and from whom she acquired the said
means with which to pay for the said land, if such she claims
to be the fact, that the said deed from the said defendant,
C. T. Davis, to the said defendant, Fannie A. Davis, be declared null and void and of no effect in so far as the same
effects the right of your c.omplainants, creditors of the said
C. T. Davis. That all proper orders and decrees may be
made, inquiries directed and accounts tal{en, that a decree
may be had for a sale of the said land and the proceeds thereof applied to the payment of the .said judgments in favor of
your complainants, that the defendant, State Bank of Kenbridge, a corporation, be required to first subject the tract
of sixty-two acres of land to the payment of its debt against
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which complainants have no recourse. That a reasonable and
proper attorneys fee be allowed complainant's counsel from
the funds comh)g under the control of the Court in this cause,
for their services in instituting and conducting this suit, and
that your complainants may have all such further and other
relief in the premises both general and special as the nature
of their case may require and to equity and good conscience
may seem meet.
·
And your complainants will ever pray, etc.
page 10

~

R. W. MANSON & CO., and
R. W. :MANSON & CO. & ROBY,
By Counsel.

HUDGINS & OZLIN, Counsel.
A Copy-Teste:
JNO. L. YATES, Clerk.
Memorandum on back of bill :
1922, May 31, Spa. in Chy. to 1 June Rules.
1922, 1 June Rules Sums. ret 'd executed. Bill filed & decree
nisi.
1922, 2 June Rules. Bill taken for confessed & cause set
for hearing.
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Virginia,
In the Circuit Court for the County of Lunen-

burg.
R. W. Manson ·and A. S. Bridgeforth, partners trading as R.
W. Manson & Co., and R. W. Manson and A. S. Bridgeforth
and E. S. Roby, partners trading as R. W. Manson & Co.
and Roby,. Complainants,
v.
C. T. Davis and Fannie A. Davis, R. J. Barlow, Trustee in
a deed of trust from Fannie A. Dabis and C. T. Davis,
dated April 7, 1922, and the State Bank of Kenbridge, a
corporation, organized ·and existing under the laws of the
State of ·Virginia, beneficiary in said deed of trust, Defendants.

Fannie A. Davi;;; v. Southern Distributing Co., ete.
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T. DAVIS AND FANNIE A. DAVIS. -

The joint and separate .answer of C. T. Davis and Fannie
A. Davis to a bill of complaint exhibited against them and
others in the Circuit Court for the County of Lunenburg
by R. W. Manson & Company, and R. W. l\{anson & Co. and
Roby.
These respondents, C. T. Davis and Fannie A. Davis, for
ans,ver to said bill, or so much thereof, as they are advised it
is material that they should answer, ans\\~ering, say:
That they reserve unto themselves all just exceptions to
.said bill of complaint;
That they do not deny that R. W. Manso1:1 & Company has
recovered judgment 11gainst C. T. Davis, as will appear from
the records of the Circuit Court Clerk's Office of Lunenburg-County; nor do, they deny that R. W. Manson & Co. and
Roby have recovered judgment against C. T. Davis, as will
appenr from the records of said Clerk's Office;
That they do not deny that C. T. Davis conveyed a tract
of 72 a...cres of land in .Columbian Grove Magisterial District, Lunenburg -County, Va., to J.i.,annie A. Davis, in fee .simple, and respondents admit that Fannie A. Davis is the wife
of C. T. Davis; respondents do not deny that they gave a
deed of trust to R. J. Barlo,v, Trustee, as will appear from
the records in the Circuit Court Clerk's Office of Lunenburg
County.
All other matter.s and things in said bill of complaint exhibited ..against them, which are not herein specifically admitted, are hereby emphatically denied, and respondents call
for strict legal proof thereof.
These respondents deny that in making the
page 12 ~ de~d of December 8, 1921, from C. T. Davis to
Fannie A. Davis, that they were actuated by any
desire or intent 'vhatever to defraud complainants or any
other persons whatsoever.
Respondents deny that the debts contracted by C. T. Davis
with complainants were contracted upon the faith and credit
of said 72 acres of land.
Respondents deny that the deeQ. between C. T. Davis and
Fannie A. Davis was fraudulent. Respondents allege that
the deed was made in good faith for a valuable consideration
in law, and that the One Thousand dollars stated as the consideration in said deed was actually paid by Fannie A. Davis
to C. T. Davis; that she had e~rned the money by hard and
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honest toil; that. she had made crops of tobacco and other
things ·for a number of years past independently of the crops
made by her husband, C. T. Davis, and that the money which
she paid for said tract of land was money which she had .
earned, which was hers absolutely and entirely. Respon~
dents will set forth in proof details covering this transac""'
tion and other transactions, from which proof it will appear
clearly and convincingly that the deed aforesaid was bona
fide, based upon a valid consideration in law, and that the
said deed should not be set aside as fraudulent, and that the
land should not be subjected to the payment of complain. ant's debts; that no respondents had no purpose whatever
in the execution of said deed to defraud anyone, and that
their intentions were wholly free from any fraudulent design
whatever.
Respondents reserve the right to file a supplemental and
more elaborate answer, if, in their judgment, it is deemed advisable. They deny each and every allegation in complainants' bill not herein expressly admitted, and call for strict
legal proof thereof. And now, having fully answered, they
pray to be hence dismissed with their own costs by them in
this behalf expended.
C. T. D.A.VIS,
F A~NIE .A.. DAVIS,
By Counsel.
W. MONCURE GRAV.A.TT, p. d.
1922, June 26, Filed by leave of court.

JNO. L. YATES, Clk.

page 13

~

Virginia,
In the Circuit Court for the County of Lunen-

burg.

R. W. Manson and A. S. Bridgeforth, partners trading as
R. W. Manson & Co., and R. W. Manson and A. S. Bridgeforth and E. S. Roby, partners trading as R.

W~

Manson

& Co. and Roby, Complainants,
.
v.

C. T. Davis ·and Fannie A. Davis, R. J. Barlow, Trustee in
a deed of trust from Fannie A. Davis and T. C. Davis,
dated .April 7, 1922, and the State Bank of Kenbridge, a
corporation, organized and existing ·under the laws of the
State of Virginia, beneficiary in said d~ed of trust, Defendants.

Fannie .A. Davis v. Southern· Distributing Co., etc.·
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Order, Entered June 21, 1922.
This day came C. T. Davis and Fan:nie A. Davis and by
leave of court filed their answer in writing to a bill of complaint exhibited against them and others by R. W. M-anson
& Company, and R. W. Manson & Company and Roby.
page 14 ~

EXHIBIT OF DEFENpANTS FANNiE A. DAVIS. AND C. T.
DAVIS IN THE CH~NCERY SUITS QF R. W. MANSON & CO.,
AND R. W. MANSON & CO., AND R9BY, AND SOUTHERN DISTRIBURI~G COMPANY, A CORPORATION, AND STERN & CO., A CORPORATION, AGAINST THEM, HEARD TOGETHER BY AGREEMENT
OF COUNSEL, SAID EXHIBIT FILED WITH THE DEPOSITION OF
FANNIE A: DAVIS.

List of Debts Due Mrs. Fannie A. Davis by C. T. Davis and Itemized by Checks.

1919.
#1. April 19.
2. May

Check to C. T. Davis .............................. $
Interest to Dec. 8, 1921. .......................... .
25. Check to C. T. Davis ............................. .
Interest to Dec. 8, 1921 ........................... .

1920.
3. Jany. 10.

Check to S_tate Bl,lnk ............................. .
Interest to Dec. 8, 1921. .......................... .
Check to C. T. Davis ............................. .
Int. to Dec. 8, 1921. ............................. .
Check to C. T. Davis .......... .' ................. .
Int. to Dec. 8, 1921. ............................. .
Check to C. T. Davis ............................. .
Int. to Dec. 8, 1921. ............................. .
Check to C. T. Davis ............. : ............... .
Int. to Dec. 8, 1921 ..•.............................
Check to C. T. Davis ............................. .
Int. to Dec. 8, 1921 ....... : ...................... .
Check to W. D. I{endig .......................... .
Int. to Dec. 8, 1921 .............................. .
Check to Kenbridge Hardware Company ........... .
Int. to Dec. 8, 1921 .............................. .
Check to Kenbridge Dry Goods Co ................ ·.
Int. to Dec. 8, 1921. .......................•......

539.54
61.86
50.00
5.30
150.00
16.38
100.00
10.35
150.00
15.30
100.00
9.92

Check to L. G. Walker ........................... .
Int. to Dec. 8, 1921 .............................. .
7. Check to J. S. Hatchett, marked "Guano Note" ..... .
Int. to Dec. 8, 1921 .......................•.......

20.00
1.00
22.35
1.10

4. March 2.

5. Feby. 13.
6. March 17.

7. March 26.
8. April 13.
9.

Deer.

6.

10. Deer. 14.

11. Deer. 14.
1921.
12. Feby. 7.
13. Feby.

25.00
3.96
50.00
7.61

47~50

2.85
50.00
2.95
50.00
2.95

Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia.
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14. Feby.
15. Feby.
16. Feby.
17. Feby.
18. March
19. Octo.
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?1.
22.
23.
?4.

7. Check to Farmers Supply Co., marked "On Account".
Int. to Dec. 8, 1921 .............................. .
7. Check to Adams, Harris & Co., marked "On Account".
Int. to Dec. 8, 1921 .............................. .
7. Check to J(enbridge Hdw. Co., marked "On Account".
Int~ to Dec. 8, 1921 .............................. .
7. Check to F. C. Fertz. Co., marked "On fertz. acct." ..
Int. to Dec. 8, 1921 .............................. .
8. Check to C. T. Davis ............................. .
Int. to Dec. 8, 1921 .............................. .
11. Check to C. T. Davis ............................. .
Int. to Dec. 8, 1921 .............................. .

50.00
2.50
150.00
7.50
25.00
1.25
169.10
8.48
35.00
1.58
100.00
.95

Amount paid before Execution of Deed, Dec. 8, 1921; ...... $2,047.28
20. Dec. 13. Check to Adams, Harris & Co.,
marked "On Acct." ......... 100.00
13. Check to State Bank ...................... 64.30
19. Check to T. P. Baughan, marked "For Com". 28.00
21. Check to J{enbridge Dry Goods Co., marked
"On Acct." ............................ 25.00
29. Check to State Bank, marked "Note Farmers
S,upply Co." ........................... 99.42
Amount· paid after Execution of Deed ............... $ 316;72
Total. ........................................... $2,364.00
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EXHIBIT CHECKS.
Exhibit

#1.

Kenbridge, Va., April 19th, 1919. No .....
STATE BANI( OF BEIBRIDGE 68-518
Pay to the Order of C. T. Davis .................. $25.00
Twenty-five . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..................... Dollars
For ........... .
(Signed)

FANNIE A. DAVIS.

Memo. : Check endorsed by C. T. Davis, and stamped paid
Apr. 21, 1919, by State Bank of l(enbridge, Kenbridge, Va.

Fannie A. Davis v. Southern Distributing Co., etc.
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Exhibit#2.
Kenbridge1 V ~., May 23, 1919. No ....
,

STATE BANK OF KENBRIDGE 68-518
Pay to the order of C. T. Davis ................. $50.00
Fifty. . . . . . ..................................... Dollars
For ......... .
{Signed)

FANNIE A. DAVIS.

Memo.: Check endorsed by C. T. Davis, and stamped paid .
May 24, 1919, by State Bank of I{enbridge, Kenbridge, Va.
Exhibit :Jf3.
No ...... .

I{enbridge, Va. J any.

~th

1920.

STATE BANI{ OF I{ENBRIDGE

Pay ro the Order of State Bank of I{enbridge .... $539.54
Five Hundred & thirty-nine & 54/100 .. ~ ........... Dollars
(Signed)

FANNIE A. DAVIS.

Memorandum attached to check:
C. T. Davis Guano
Note $472.88
14.18 Int J any lOth 1920

_Exhibit #4.
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Kenbridge, Va., ........... 19 .....•
STATE BANK OF KENBRIDGE 68-518

Pay to the Order of C. T. Davis ................. $50.00
fifty. . . . . . :...................................... Dollars
For ......... .
(Signed)

FANNIE A. DAVIS. ,

Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia.
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Meino. : Check endorsed by C. T. Davis, and stamped pal.d
by State Bank of Kenbridge, Kenbridge, Va.,- Mar. 2, 1920..

Exhibit #5.
Kenbridge, Va., Feby. 13th, 1920.. No ......
STATE BANK QF KENB~IDGE 68-518
Pay to the Order of ................................. $150
One hundred & fifty .............................. Dollars
For ........... .
Signed-FANNIE A. DAVIS.
Memo.: Check endorsed by C. T. Davis and stamped paid
Feb 14 1920 by State Bank of Kenbridge, Kenbridge, Va.
Exhibit #6.
Kenbridge, Va., Mar 17th 1920 No ......
STATE BANK OF KENBRIDGE 68-518
Pay to the Order of ................................. $100
One Hundred. . . . ............ ,.................... Dollars
For ......... .
Signed FANNIE A. DAVIS.
Memo. = Check endorsed by C. T. Davis and stamped paid
Mar 17 '1920, liy State Bank of Kenbridge, Kenbridg·e, Va ..
page 18}

Exhibit #7.
Kenbridge, Va. Mar 26th 1920 No ....

~-·

; -!

i

STATE BANK OF KENBRIDGE 68-518

.

.

--

$150.00

Pay to the Order of C. T. Davis ....•............ $1 50
One hundred Fifty . . .. ; ........................... Dollars

. For ......... .
Signed-FANNIE A. DAVIS.

Fannie A. Davis v. Southern Distributing
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· Memo.: Check endorsed by C. T. Davis and stamped paid
Mar 26 1926 by State Bank of Kenbridge, Kenbridge, Va.
Exhibit #8 .
.

.

.

Kenbridge, Va. April 13th 1920

No.

STATE BANK OF KENBRIDGE
Pay to the order of C. T. Davis ................... $100.00
one hundred. . . . ................................. Dollars
(Signed)

FANNIE .A. DAVIS.

Memo.: Check endorsed by C. T. Davis and stamped paid
Apr 13 1920 by State Bank of I{enbridge. Kenbridge, Va.
Exhibit #9.
l{enbridge, Va., 12/6/1920 No.....
STATE BANK OF l{ENBRIDGE 68-518
Pay to the Order of W. D. l{endig ................. $47.50
Forty seven & 50/100 ............................. Dollars
For ajc C. T. Davis in full to Oct 1st 1920.
Signed~FANNIE

A. DAVIS.

Memo.: Check endorsed by W. D. Kendig and stamped
paid Dec. 7, 1920 by State Bank of l{enbridge.
page 19
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Exhibit #10.
Kenbridge, Va. Dec. 14 1920 No .....
STATE BANK OF

KE~BRIDGE

Pay to The Order of l{enbridge Hdw. Co ........ $50.00
Fifty:. . . . ........... ~ ............................. Dollars
On acct.
Signed-FANNIE A. D.AVIS. ·
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Memo. : Check endorsed Kenbridge Hardware Co., stamped
paid .De~. 15, 1920, by State Bank of Kenbridge, Kenbridge,
Va.
Exhibit #11.
No.....
Kenbridge, Va., Dec. 14, 1920.
Pay to The Order of- Kenbridge Dry Goods Co ...... $50.00
Fifty and 00/100. . . .............................. Dollars
For-on account.
Signed-FANNIE A. DAVIS.
To STATE BA.Nl( OF KENBRIDGE,
Kenbridge, Va.
65-518
Memo. : Check endorsed Kenbridge Dry Goods Co., and
stamped paid Dec. 16, 1920, by State Bank of Kenbridge,
Kenbridge, Va.
Exhibit

# 12.

Kenbridge, Va., Feby. 7, 1921 No .....
STATE BANK OF l(ENBRIDGE
Pay to The order of L. G. Walker .... : ............ $20.00
Twenty & 00/100 .................................. Dollars
Signed-FANNIE A. DAVIS.
Memo.: Check endorsed L. G. Walker, and stamped paid
Feb 19 1921 by State Bank of Kenbridge, l(enbridge, Va.
page 20

~

Exhibit # 13.
Kenbridge, Va. 2/7/21 No .....
STATE BANK OF l(ENBRIDGE

Pay to the order of J. S. Hatchett .................. $22.35
Twenty-two & 35/100 ............................. Dollars
Guano note.
Signed-FANNIE A. DAVIS.

----------

---~--------
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Memo.: Check endorsed J. S. Hatchett, and stamped paid
Feb 7, J.921 by State Bank of Kenbridge, Kenbridge, Va.
Exhibit #14.

STATE BANI{

No.....

Kenbridge, V a., 2/7/1921
Pay to the order of Farmers Sup. Co ............. $50.00
Fifty. . . . ....................................... Dollars
For On a.ccount.
Signed-FANNIE A. DAVIS.
Memo.: Check en~orsed Farmers Supply Company, and
stamped paid Feb 8 1921 by State Bank of Kenbridge, Kenbridge, Va. .
Exhibit # 15.
Kenbridge, Va., Feb. 7 1921.
Pay to the Order of Adams, Harris & Co ......... $150.00
One hundred Fifty and 00;oo ..................... Dollars
For on a;c
To State Bank of Kenbridge,
Kenbridge, V a.
Sigl:ted-FANNIE A. DAVIS.
68-518.

Memo. : Check endorsed Adams, Harris & Co., and stamped
paid Geb 9, 1921, by State Bank of l{enbridge, Kenbridge,
Va.
page 21
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Exhibit #16.
Kenbridge, Va. Feb 7 1921 No .....

STATE BANI{ OF KENBRIDGE
Pay to the Order of Kenbridge Hdwe. Co .......... $25.00
Twenty Five. ~ . . .................................... Dollars

-

On acct.

Signed-FANNIE .A.. DAVI~..
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Memo.: Check endorsed Kenbridge Hardware Co. and
·stamped paid Feb 8 1921 by State Bank of Kenbridge, Ken-,
bridge, Va.
Exhibit # 17.
No ...•
~enbridge,

Va., Feb _7 1921

Pay to the Order of F. 0. Fert. Co............... $169.10
One Hundred & Sixty-nine & 10/100 ................ Dollars
For on fert. ·Acct.
. Signed-FANNIE A. .DAVIS.
To State Bank of Kenbridge,
Kenbridge, V a.
Memo.: Check endorsed "F. C. Fertzr. Co. E. G. Bagley,
Mngr." and stamped paid Feb 11, 1921, by State Bank of
Kenbridge, l{enbridge, Va.
Exhibit # 18.
Kenbridge, Va., Mar 8th 1921 No.....
STATE. BANIC OF KENBRIDGE 68-518
Pay to the Order of C. 'r. Davis ................... $35.00
Thirty-five. . . ~ ................................. Dollars
Signed-FANNIE A. DAVIS.
Memo.: Check endorsed by C. T. Davis and then endorsement stamped thereon ''Adams, Harris & Co., Inc.'', stamped
paid by State Bank of Kenbridge, Kenbridge, Va., Mar 10,
1921.
Exhibit #19.
Kenbridge, Va., Oct. 11th 1921 No .....
STATE BANK OF ICENBRIDGE 68-518
Pay to the Order of C. T. Davis ..... ~ ............ $100.00
One Hundred. . . . ....................... ·......... Dollars
For ..........._
·
Signed-FANNIE A. DAVIS.

Fannie .A. Davis

Y.
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Memo. : Check endor.sed by C. T. Davis, and stamped paid
Nov. 14, 1921, by State Bank of Kenbridge, Kenbridge, Va.
Exhibit #20.
Kenbridge; V a., Dec. 13, 1921 · No ....
STATE BANK OF KENBRIDGE
Pay to the Order of Adams Harris & Co~ .......... $100.00
One hundred and ·oo;lOO ........................... Dollars
For On· a/c
(Signed)

FANNIE A. DAVIS.

Memo. : Check endorsed Adams, Harris & Co., Inc., and
stamped paid by Sta~e Bank of Kenbridge, Kenbridge, Va.,
Dec. 15, 1921.
Exhibit #21.
Kenbridge, V a., Dec. 13th 1921 No .....
STATE BANK OF l(ENBRIDGE
Pay to the Order of State ~ank ................... $64.30
Sixty-four & 30/100. . ........................... Dollars
For ......... .
Signed-FANNIE A. DAVIS.
Memo.: Stamped. paid Dec. 14 1921 by State Bank of Ken- ·
bridge, !{enbridge, Va.
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Exhibit #22.
Kenbridge, V a., Dec 19th 1921 No. . .
STATE BANK OF I{ENBRIDGE 68-518

Pay to the Order of T. P. Baughan ................ $28.00
Twenty. eight. . . . ................................ Dollars
For Corn
Signed-FANNIE A. DAVIS.

I

•
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Memo.: Check endorsed by T. P~ Baughan, and stamped
paid Dec. 19 1921 by State Bank of I(enbridge, Kenbridge,
Va.
Exhibit #23.
Kenbridge, V a~ 12/21 1921 No ....
STATE BANI{ OF KENBRIDGE

68-518

Pay to the Order of l{enbridge Dry Goods Co ..... $25.00
Twenty-five and 00/100 ........................... Dollars
For on account.
Signed-FANNIE .A. D.AVIS.
Memo. : Check endorsed I{en bridge ~ Dry Goods Co., and
stamped paid Dec. 22, 1921 by State Bank of I{enbridge, !{enbridge, Va.
Exhibit #24.
Kenbridge, Va., Dec. 29th 1921. No ....
STATE BANI{ OF I<:ENBRIDGE
Pay to The Order of State Bank .................. $99.42
Ninety-nine & 42/100 ................................ Dollars
Note to Far. Sup. Co.
Signed-F.ANNIE .A. D.AVIS.
·Memo. : Check stamped Dec. 29, 1921, by State .Bank of
!{enbridge, Kenbridge, Va.
Copy of Note .Attached to Check.
$99.42

Kenbridge, Va., June 29, 1921.

Six months .......... after date I promise to pay to the
order of Farmers Supply Co. . ........................ .
Ninety nine & 42/100 ................... Dollars
page 24 } for value received negotiable and payable without
offset at
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and we and each of us makers and endorsers, jointly and severally waive the benefit of our Homestead Exemption as to
this debt and agree to pay ten per cent attorney:s fees if
collected by law or attorney.
Signed-C. T. DAVIS.
No. 7769
Due Dec. 29th 1921.
Memo.: Note marked paid Dec. 29, 1921, by State Bank of
_Kenbridge, l(enbridge, V a.
Endorsement on back of note:
Farmers Sup. Co., by T. R. l\ianson.
T. R.. 1\IANSON.
page 26 } Virginia,
In the Circuit Court for the County of Lunen·
burg.
R. W. Manson & Co., and R. W. :Nianson and A. S. Bridgeforth and E. S. Roby, Partners trading as R. W. Manson
& Co., & Roby, and Southern Distributing Company, ·a Cor.
poration, and Stern & Co., a Corporation, Plaintiffs,

v.

Fannie A. Davis and C. T. Davis, Defendants.
DEPOSITIONS ON BEHALF OF DEFENDANTS.
By agreement of counsel for R. W. Manson & Company
and Roby, and for Southern Distributing Company and Stern
& Company, and for the _defendants, C. T. Davis and Fannie
A. Davis, these depositions are taken by consent, without
any notice, at Kenbridge, Va., this 21st day of September,
1922; and it is further agreed that these and all other depo·
sitions taken between these parties shall be read in either or
both of the aforesaid chancery suits as fully and effectually
as if th~y had been regularly taken according to la'v in both,
-these depositions being taken before T. L. Moore, a notary
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public for the County of Lunenburg, State of Virginia, to
be taken in shorthand and transcribe by Clara E. Sullivan,
a stenographer, and certified by the notary.
Present: T. W. Ozlin, Counsel for R. W. Manson & Co.
and Roby, and R. W. Manson & Co. ; W. ~- Nelson, Counsel
for the Southern Distributing Co. and Stern & Company;
W, Moncure Gravatt, Counsel for Defendants.
MRS. FANNIE A. DAVI§,
a witness of lawful age, being first duly sworn, deposes and
says as follows, to-wit:
DIRECT EXAMINATION.
W. M. Gravatt:
1. State yopr name, age, residence and occupation.
A. Fannie A. Davis, .56 years old, reside in Lunenburg
County, farming.
2. ~irs. Davis, are you the wife of C. T. Davis Y
A. Yes, sir.
3. IIow long have you resided in Lunenburg County? ·
A. Been living here all my life, born and raised in Lunen.burg County.
4. H<lw long have you and Mr. Davis been married~
A. Somewhere about twenty-nine years.
5. Have you any children Y
page 27 ~ A. Yes, sir, I have six living ch:ildren.
6. These suits have been brought to set aside a
deed frqm C. T. Davis to you dated the 8th day of December, 1921, conveying you 72 acres of land in Lunenburg
County, and the'basis for having the deed set aside, according to the allegations in the bills, is that the deed was fraudulently executed by your husband to you to avoid the _payment
of certain debts due by C. T. Davis toR. W. Manson & Co. and
Roby, and by C. T. Davis to the Southern Distributing Company and Stern & Company. Please state· whether or not,
so far as you know, the execution and delivery of this deed
was based upon any fraud toward anybody whatsoever~
A. No, sir,-nothing in the world like that that I know of;
didn't have any such thought,-no such thought between
either one of us.
7. Do you own any property in addition to this 72 acres Y
A. Yes, sir.
8. Do you own a farm in this county in addition to the 72
acresT
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Yes, sir.
9. Mrs. Davis, for ho\v long a time have yon been farming
in your own name and on your own hook?.
A. For the last sev~n years.
10. Since the State Bank of I{enbridge has been organized
have you had an accou.nt .with that Bank in your own name ?
A. Yes, sir.
11. What has been your means for making money yourself?
A. Tobacco, I am making tobacco.
12. How long have you been making a crop· of tobacco
yourself?
A. For the last seven years.
13. Where have yon been selling that tobacco~
A. Right here in l{enbridge.
14. What warehouse has it been sold atY
A. 0. K. mostly. ·I have sold some to Mr. Love, but do
most of p;:ty selling at the 0. K.
15. About how much money have you banked from your
tobaccq crop from year to year?
A. In 1919 I banked about .$1,800.00; in 1920 near about
the same, very little difference; in 1921 about $1,500.00. ·
16. Has your husband made a separate crop or done business separate and apart from your pusiness f
A: Yes, sir, had his .separate crop every year from mine.
17. Have you, heginning in 1919, up to Pecember 8, 1921,
the date of the deed from Mr. Davis to yon, made any loans
to ·your husband or paid any of. your husband's debts at his
instance and request Y
A. Yes, sir.
18. Mrs. Davis, I hand you herewith a memorandum,
marked an Exhibit showing a list of debts due yon by C. T.
Davis and itewized by checks. I ask yon· to examine that
list and the checks set forth on that list, and state whether
or not those checks r_epresent money which you loaned C. T.
· Davis, _partly paid direct to him and partly paid on his ac• .
count for debts which he was due~
A. Yes, sir.
Note : List referred to and che~ks are accordingly filed, the
checks being marked '' Defenda·nt.s' Exhibit 1 to
page 28 ~ 24", inclusive, and each check identified by the initials of the stenographer ''C. E. S.''
19. J\irs. Davis, the first of these items is dated April 19,
1919. Up to Dec. 8, 1921, the date of the deed in question;
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the aggregate amount due on these checks, 'vith interest, is
$2,047.28. Were these amounts due by your husband Y
A. Yes, sir.
20. Has he ever paid them back to you except by the deed 1
A. No, sir, not one cent.
21. The checks made payable to C. T. Davis, which appear
on the statement here, represent then money which you loaned
your husband directly?
A. Yes, sir.
Mr. Ozlin: The foregoing question is objected to, for the
reason that it is leading.
Mr. Gravatt: I will withdraw the question.
Mr. Ozlin: No use to withdraw it now.
22. On January 10, 1920, there is a check marked "Exhibit
No. 3", for $539.54 paid to the State Bank of Kenbridge.
Do you know what that check was paid to this bank for Y
A. For guano that he used, him and his share-hand.
23. The next item which is not paid to C. T. Davis directly
is a check for $47.50, dated Dec. 6, 1920, payable to W. D.
Kendig. I hand.you that check and ask you what that check
was given for and whose account did it pay?
A. It was given to pay his, C. T. Davis'. It was hid doctor's bill when he was sick.
24. The next item is a check to the Kenbridge Hardware
Co. for $50.00, dated Dec. 14, 1920, marked "Exhibit #10".
Look at that check please and state whose account that paid Y
A. That paid his account, C. T. Davis'.
25. The next check is the same date, Dec. 14, 1920, for
$50.00, payable to the Kenbridge Dry Goods Co., marked "Exhibit #11 ", please look at that check and state whose account that check paid.
A. That paid C. T. Davis'.
26. The next check is dated February 7, 1921, to L. G. Walker for $20.00, :u&.."lrked "Exhibit #12". Please look ai that
check and say whose account that paid?
A. C. T. Davis'.
27. The next check is to J. S. Hatchett, dated Feby. 7, 1921,
for $22.35. Please look at that check and see what that represents?
A. C. T. Davis' guano note.
28. The next check is Feby. 7, 1921, to the Farmers Supply
Company, marked "Exhibit #14", for $50.00. Please look
at that and see what that represents 1
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A. That is for his account, C. T. Davis' account.
29. The next check is dated Feby. 7, 1921, to Adams, Harris
& Co., for $150.00, marked "Exhibit #15". Please look at
that and see what that represents¥
A. C. T ·~ Davis' account.
30. The next check is the same date, Feby. 7th, payable to
the Kenbridge Hardware Co. for $25.00, marked "Exhibit
#16". Please look at that and .see what that represents?
A. C. T. Davis' account.
page 29 ~ 31. The next check is dated Feby. 7, 1921, for
$169.10, payable to F. C. Fertilizer ·Co., marked
"Exhibit #17". Please examine that and see what it represents~

A. C. T. Davis' account.
32. The next check is dated Dec. 13, 1921, for $100.00,
marked "Exhibit #20". Please examine that and see what
is represents Y
A.' C. T. Davis' account.
33. Then there is a check to the State Bank of the same
date, Dec.13, 1921, for $64.30, marked ''Exhibit #21". Please
exm;nine that check and see what it represents f
A. ·C. T. Davis' account, paid on his note that he owed
Johnny Hatchett.
34. Here is a check for $28.00, payable to T. P. Baughan,
dated Dec. 19, 1921, marked ''Exhibit #22' '. Please examine that and state what that represents.
A. C. T. Davis' account for corn he bought.
35. Here is another check dated Dec. 21, 1921, to the Kenbridge Dry Goods Company, for $25.00, marked ''Exhibit
#23". Please examine that and state what that is for?
A. C. T. Davis' account.
36. And the last check that we sho'v on this statement is
dated Dec. 29, to the State Bank, for $99.42, marked "Exhibit
#24". It has attached to it a negotiable note for the same
amount signed by C. T. Davis. Please examine that and see
wl1at that represents?
A. That is his note, C. T. Davis'.
37. I have asked you specifically with reference to every
check in this list which i.s payable to any other person .than
C. T. Davis. The checks made payable to C.. T. Davis represent what?
A. ].foney paid to him.
38. M_rs. Davis, at the time this deed was made to you it
states a consideration of a thousand dollars. How did you
all get at the consideration of $1,000.00 ~
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-A. Well, because I was satisfied that he owed me the thousand dollars and I didn't know how much more it was at the
time the deed was made. But I was satisfied he owed me·
that much,-that he had used that much of my money I was
certain.
39. This 72 acres of land originally belonged
w;hom?
A. His aunt, Miss Ida Davis.
40. Do you know wl:;tether, at the State Bank of Kenbridge,
when Miss Ida Davis died, there were any obligations_i.n the
shape of notes which your husband was signor to and which
1\Hss Ida DavJ~ was signor to~
· ·
. A. Yes, sir, there was one for $500.00.
41. Did you, at your husband's request, assume any liability to this Bank on account of this $500.00 note~
A. Yes, sir.
42. What did you do!
A. I took the note up,-the note is against me, $500.00.
43. How did you secure the payment of that $500.00 note
upon which your husband and his aunt were liable Y,
A. When his aunt died the note become due and he brought
me the note for me to sign and I signed the note.
44. Have you since given any security by way of a deed of
trust upon your other property and this property as part
security for that noteY
A. Yes, sir.
45. During the later ·years of the life of Miss
page 30 ~ Ida Davis where did she live 1
A. S"he lived in my home the last three years. I
took her there and waited on her until she died.
46. What was the state of her healthY
A. She was almost a complete invalid. She was not able
to help herself at all for three years.
47. What compensation, if any, did she give you for waiting on her and looking after her?
A. She promised me that when she died, if I would look
after her, wait on her and take care of her ·as long as she
lived, she would give me everything she had.

to

Note: l\1r. Ozlin: This answer is excepted to fpr the rea_son that it is hearsay and undertakes to detail the statement
of ·a person tliat is now dead.
· 48. Did you do that~
A. Yes, sir, I did.
49. Mrs. Davis, it is alleged in these two bills that this deed
to you was made by you and your husband for the purpose
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of avoiding the payment of the debts due R. W. Manson &
Co. and Roby and these other debts, that is that it was a fraudulent transaction. Did you come to ICenbridge, at the request
of your husband, at any time between the 8th day of December, 1921, when this deed was made, and the filing of this suit,
for the purpose of endorsing a note for your husband to
take care of the debt due R. W. ~!anson & Co. and Roby?
A. Yes, sir, I certainly did.
50. Have you and your husband ever, at any time, undertaken to defraud R. W. Manson & Company and Roby of the
payment of the debt~
A. No, sir, we have not. I don't know why they should
think so. T.here has ...never been any such thing mentioned.
51. Why was it that you did not endorse that note, what
additional things did they demand of you besides endorsing
the note?
A. A deed of· trust. I refused to give it.
52. And you refused to give the deed of trust?
A. Yes, sir.
Mr. Ozlin: The la.st three questions and any answers thereto are objected to for the reason that they elicit answers that
are purely self-serving.
53. Mrs. Davis, prior to that time, had R. W. Manson &
Co. and Roby ever made any demands on you for a deed of
trust as security for this debt of your husband's 1
A. No, sir, they had not.
54. At the time the debt was contracted, did either you or
your husband have a deed to this 72 acres of land Y
A. No, sir, neither one didn't have it. That deed was made
to him afterwards.
55. What does the debt to R.. W. Manson & Co. and Roby
represent? IIow did that debt come into being?
A. By a car and a pair of mules.
56. When these debts were contracted, your husband owned
just as much property then as he owns now?
A. The very same things that he owns now, didn't own
any more.
57. How far have you been living from Mr. R~ W. Manson and Mr. A. S. Bridgeforth?
page 31 ~ A. I reckon it is six miles from Mr. Manson's,
and I don't know how far from Mr. Bridgeforth's,
I reckon about four or five miles.
58. You all have been living in that neighborhood ho''
long?
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A. Ever since I was married, about 29 years~
59. Have you ever had any business transactions with
R. W. 1\tianson & Co.?
A. No more than paid them on debts that my husband owect
them. I paid him for a mule that my husband owed him for.
He couldn't make the payment, and I paid him myself.
CROSS EXAMINATION.
Mr. Ozlin:
· 1. ~irs. Davis, you stated that you already own a farm in
Lunenburg County besides this 72 acres which is the subject
of this suit. Please state when and from whom you got this
farmY
A. The first one ¥
2. Yes.
A. It was bought from different legatees.· I bought part
of it myself, made the first payment on it, me and 0. T. Davis
·when we moved where we are.
3. When did you get the title to this tract of land in your
own name~
A. Somewhere about seven years ago.
4. Whom did you get it from?
A. From C. T. Davis. The deed was made to him and then
he deeded it back to m·e.
Mr. Gravatt: 'rhe three preceding questions and answers
are objected to because they are immaterial to the issues.
5. What consideration, if any, did you pay .~Ir. Davis for
this land when he conveyed it to you?
Mr. Gravatt: This question is objected to because it is immaterial.
·A. Consideration 'vas $2,500.00.
6. P~ease state where you got this $2,500.00 to pay Mr.

Davis~

A. Well, I worked and made it.
7. At what did you work and make this amount of money?
A. Out doors with the hoe, mostly on tobacco.
8. Do you mean to state that at the time he conveyed this
land to you that you had saved up $2,500.00 and paid it to
him when he made the deed to the land?
A. I could have saved it I should think, in my life time,
up until then.
·
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9. I repeat the question: At the time that Mr. Davis made
you this deed for this first piece of land, did you pay him
$2,500.007
A. I paid him $2,500.00..
Mr. Gravatt: All of the foregoing questions and answers
are objecte«l to as immaterial, and if counsel persists iu these
inquiries counsel for defen<iants will instruct his client not to
answer any of them but wait until the Judge passes on them.
10. Have you any check showing that you paid this amount Y
A. I have not any check.
11. In what way did you pay it to him, in cash or by cheekY
A. Paid it to him in cash.
12. Where had you kept this cash prior to paying it to Mr.
Davis?
·
A. That is none of your business where I kept it.
13. Is that the best answer you will make to .
page 32 ~ my question Y
A. That is the best one, for it is none of your
business,-that ain't concerning this at all.
14. Did you pay 1\fr. Davis anything at all at the time he
conveyed you this 72 acres of land?
·A. Did I pay anything at all~ I paid him the thousand
dollars,-don 't you see the thousand dollars in the deed.
15. How did yo,u pay this $1,000.00, in cash or by check Y
A. Paid it in checks. I have ·got checks to show for it.
16. Then as I under.stand it, the checks that you have testified about are the checks that you claim to have paid him
for this land Y
A. Certainly.
17. The first check I notice here is dated April 19, 1919,
payable to C. T. Davis, $25.00. What was that check for,
·
Mrs. Davis Y
A. Who is it toY
18. C. T. Davis Y
A. I loaned him the money.
19. Loaned him that amount~
A. Sure.
20. Well, the next check is one to Adams, Harris Co. for
$100.00. I believe you testified that this was for C. T. Davis'
account?
A. Sure.
21. For what did C. T. Davis owe Adams, Harris Co.?
A. For groceries and different things.
22. Where .were these groceries and different things used t
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A. In the store,-they won't used for my benefit.
23. Another check to the State Bank for $64.30. What was
that check given to the State Bank forT
A. For a note, I suppose, that he had in bank.
24. Do you know positively that it was on account of C. T.
Davis¥
A. Certainly. I haven't got any in there. I pay my bills
cash.
25. Then as I understand it, y"ou have no checks showing
where you have paid any of your Q\vn bills?
A. Certainly I have. I have checks and receipts too, some
I paid cash and some gave my checks for.
26. What was this check given to 1\ir. Baughan for¥
A. For corn he bought. lie had team to feed.
27. Was this corn fed to the team on the place~
A. Fed to his mule that his sharehand ·worked.
28. And this check to the l{enbridge Dry Goods Co. for
$25.00. What was that fort
_
A. For things he got from the Dry Goods Company, things
that he wore, clothes.
29. Did you wear any of those things yourself 1
Ans. No, sir, I did not.
30. Any of the children wear any of them ~
Ans. No, sir, they did not. · It was for him.
31. Now this check for $99.42, with a note atpage 33 ~ tached to it, what was that check given for?
A. For that note. You see the note to it, don't
youf
32. Do you know for what purpose the note was made~
A. Whose name is in it,-who is it made payable toY
33. Farmers Supply Company.
A. That was for things he got too.
34. vyha t things ~
Ans. I suppo~e things to go in the store, and part of them
he used on the farm for himself, his farming implements.
35. Didn't use any of them for you at all¥
A. No, sir.
36. As I understand it, you testify that all of these cheGks
payable to C. T. Davis were for money you loaned him 1
A. Money I loaned him.
37. What was the check for $539.54 to the State Bank for~
A. For guano, I suppose tl1at he used, and his sharehand,
-he had a sharehand.
38. On whose land was 'this guano used?
A. On mine, part of it, part on my son's, but it wasn't for
me. The sharehand used it, him and the shar~hand.
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39. Do you know what part of it was used on your land?
A. Not any of that.

40. Do you mean to say that none of that guano represented in this $539.54 note, or check, was used on your place
at all?
A. Of course, it was used on my place, but not for my benefit.
41. Now this check to Dr. l{endig for $47.50. You testified
that this check was for Mr. Davis' medical bill. Who did
Dr. Kendig visit on account of .tl!is billY
A. Him, Mr. C. T. Davis, he was down sick with a long
spell. There is a man there that can tell you when he was
sick with that long spell.
42. Did he visit anybody else ?
A. No, sir, not then.
43. What was this check to the l{enbridge· Hdw. Co. for
$50.00 given for Y
·
A. For C. T. Davis's account,. . . . . he run an account there.
44. What did he buy there¥
A. I don't know exactly what he bought. He bought different things.
45. This check to Dr. vValker for $20.00. What was that
for?
A. His teeth, working on teeth,-part of it was his and part
was his children.
46. This check to J. S. Hatchett for $22.35. What was
that for¥
For guano.
47. Where was that guano used 7
A. It was used on the place.
48. Now this check to Farmers Co-Operative Fertilizer Co.
for $169.10, given Feby. ·7th, 1921, was that check given for
fertilizer 1
A. Yes, sir. ·
49. Where was that fertilizer used'
A. On the place too.
page 34 } 50. Used in making whose crop, l\!Irs. Davis ?
A. His and the sharehand's that worked for
him.
51. Did you have any crop on this land of your own T
A. Yes, sir.
_
52. From whom did you buy fertilizer¥
A. I bought from what-you-call-him down here, the same
man.
53. Did you buy any fertilizer during 1920 and 1921 other
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than that you have testified you paid for on account of Mr.
Davis~

A. Yes, sir.
54. How much?
A. I don't know how much. I got a note here that I paid
for it.
55. Mrs. Davis, where did you get the money from to pay
these checks?
·
A. I worked and made it,.made it off of tobacco. My bank
account will show. it.
56. Did you work the tobacco yourself?
A. I certainly did, me and my little girl children.
57. Who did the plowing?
.A.. I had someone to do· the· plowing.
58. What was Mr. Davis doing all this time~
A. Working on his own. He had a piece of tobacco and he
had a sharehand. · He got his sharehand 's part. I didn't ·
get a cent of it, not a copper. He had a sharehand in 1919,
1920 and 1921.
59. Did Mr. Davis sell any tobacco in 1920 or 1921 in his
own name?
A. Certainly' he did. He sold 1920 and 1921 and 1919 too,
and all the balance of the time. He sold his crop to himself and I sold mine to IQ.yself.
60. Did you keep your money separate and apart from Mr.
Davis' money that you got from tobacco¥
·
A. Certainly I did.
61. You testified that yon came down to Kenbridge to endorse a. nute for R. W. Manson & Company. Please state
who you told that you came down here for that purpose~
A. C. T. Davis-he come with me and he come up ther~
to see you about the note.
· 62. Dfd I have the note at' that time in hand?
A. Certainly you did.
63. Why didn't you endorse the note that day?
A. Mr. Manson refuse..c1 to take anything but a deed of
trust.
CROSS

EXA~1INATION.

Mr. Nelson:
~! Mrs. Davis, when did you say t.hat Mr. Davis got this 72
·acres of land Y ·
·
A. Well, he got it since 1919.
2. Who made the deed to Mr. Davis f
A. Who made ·the deed~
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3. Yes.
A. Mr. Gee down here wrote the deed.
4. I mean tq,_ ask you who conveyed the land to Mr. Davis!
A .. His aunt.
5. Miss Ida Davist
page 3q ~ A. Miss Ida Davis.
6. Mrs. Davis, these checks which you have filed
with your deposition cover the years 1919, 1920 and 1921, and
aggregate a sum.. total of $2,360.00. During these three years
did you have a settlement with Mr. Davis at any time~
A. No, sir, didn't have any· settlement.
7. Yo1;1 don't know then how much money Mr. Davis owed
you at the end of 1919 ~
A. Didn't know at the time the deed was made, but I was
· certain he o'ved the· thousand dollars. I didn't lmow how
much more, because I had been letting him have checks and
money all along to pay his debts because he couldn't make
his payments.
·
8. You don't know then how much money Mr. Davis owed
you on nee. 1, 1920, did you?
A. J didn't know at the time the deed was made, but I was
satisfied he owed me the thousand dollars.
9. You have filed checks here showing that you have loaned
Mr. Davis and paid obligations of Mr. Davis' amounting to
some twenty-three hundred dollar.s. Why didn't you put that
$2,300 in the deed f
A. Because I didn't know at the time how much he was
owing me. I was satisfied it was a thousand dollars, but
didn't know how much more.
10. As a matter of fact, Mrs. Davis, haven't you gotten the
benefit of .some of the debts evidenced by these checks~
A. No, I don't think I have. He run a groc.ery store, been
running one for eight of nine years, or maybe longer than
that, and the stuff that he bought from this Supl}ly Company
~nd the Distributing Company was used in the store.
11. Now, l\1:rs. Davis, I want to ask you why was it that
you waited until the 8th day. of December, 1921, to take this
deed from :rvir. Davis, 'vhen he had been owing you this money,
part of it, for about three years!
A. Because I just thought I had let it run on long enough,
thought he had been owing it long enough, that I ought to
be safe for some of my money.
12. Isn't it a fact that about the first of December, 1921,
11:r. Davis' creditors were pressing him for a settlement?
A. Hadn't been any pressing done at all,-nobody pressed
for no money at all.
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13. You knew did you not that Mr. Dabis owed R. W. Manson & Company?
A. Certainly, I knew it, I knew he owed· them.
14. You knew, did you not, that Mr. Davis owed the ~outh
ern Distributing Company a bill~
A. I had been lending him money to pay them. I knew
~e · owed them something.
.
15. You knew he owed a bill of $52.28 to Stern & Company,
did you not?
A. Certainly I knowed he owed it, but they hadn't pushed
him for it.
16. You kne'v that the accounts of the Southern Distributing Comapily and Stern & Company were in my hands for
collection i}l December, 1921, did you not Y
. A. I might have known it was in there. I don't say I didn't ·
know it.
17. Then you knew that these parties wanted their money,
didn't you?
A. Certainly, I reckon they wanted it, and I wanted mine
too. Mine was ahead of theirs a long ways.
18. You have testified that during the year 1919 you
banked about $1,800.00A. Sure.
·page 3~ ~ 19. And for the year 1920 you banked ·about
the same amount, and for the year 1921 about $1,500.00~

A. Yes, sir.
20. Now I would like for you to explain again how you

inade this money?
A. Made it on tobacco, making tobacco. I worked and that
hard. That is the way I made it, me and my girl children.
21. Do you mean to say that all this money was made on
your IandY
A. On my land, every bit of it.
22. As a matter of fact, M1·s. Davis, Mr. Davis helped to
make this money, didn't heY
A. He made his own, him and the sharehand,-didn 't have
anything to do with mine at all,-that was mine individually
clear from his.
23. Who is taking care of your family and yourself during
the last three years ~ ·
A. I am doing the biggest part of it. He helps do it, of
course. When he can't pay for anything to use in the family
sometimes I have got the money and pay for it.
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Mr. Ozlin:
1. How many head of mules and horses did you own the
·
first of this_year?
A. Two horses and one mule.
2. How many do you own now?
A. I own now all of them. I bought the last two that was
put up down here and sold.
3. Five head of team then on your place 1
A. Yes, sir.
4. Ho'v many of those does your son, Early own~
A. He claims one of them. He tends to it and uses it like
he pleases and I let him claim it.
"5. Didn't those mules that ~lr. ·Davis bought from R. W.
Manson & Co. and Roby plow your crop, and work in your
crop?
A. No, they didn't plow my crop. He bought them for
the sharehand when the sharehand come there.
6. Where did you get the horses that you own 1
A. They were bought from Mr. ~{anson.
7. Who bought them 7
A. I can tell you that,-0. T. Davis bought them and me
and the children worked and hoped to pay for them, and then
they was all deeded to me, everyone of them.
8. When were these horses deed to you ?
A. Seven or eight years ago. The tax account will show.
I have been paying taxes on them ever since 1915.
. 9. Will you give me the names and ages of your children?
A. Certainly I will give you the names and ages as nearly
as I can. Early Davis, W. E. Davis, 25 years ol~. Lila
May Davis, she is the oldest child, I think she is
page 37 } 26. Ida Gilliam Davis, nineteen. Warren Davis,
17 or 18 I don't know exactly which. Inez Davis,
about 16, near that. Jennie, 13 or 14, in her thirteenth year,
I think. I have got their ages all set down.
10. Your oldest son has land of his own and works his own·
land, doesn't he¥
A. Yes, sir.
.
11. Are any of your daughters married?
A. No, sir, all there.
12. Then there is only one other son on the place and that
is Warren, a boy about 17 years old, or 18?
A. Yes, sir, and my nephew, my brother's son, he lives
there with us, works with us as one of the family.
13. What is his name Y
A. William Nash.
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14. How does he work on this land Y
A. With me and the children, as one of the family.
· 15. How old is he?
·
A. I don't know how ·old he ,is.
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Mr. Nelson:
16. Mrs. Davis, did Mr. C. T. Davis own any property in
Dec., 1921 ~
A. Nothing but a car, that is all he owned.
Mr. Gravatt:
1. Do you authorize the stenographer to sign your name
'to your deposition¥
A. Yes, sir.
·
FANNIE A. DAVIS,
By C. E. S., Stenographer.
C. T. DAVIS,
a witness of lawful age, being :fir.st duly sworn, deposes and
says as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION. ·
Mr. Gravatt:
1. State your name, age, residence and occupation. ·
A. C. T. Davis, 49 years old, reside in Lunenburg County,
occupation farming and merchangising a little.
2. Mr. Davis, are you the husband of Fannie A. Davis¥ .
A. Yes, sir.
3. How long have you been married 7
A. About twenty-nine years, I reckon.
4. Where have you lived all your· life~
A. Practically in the neighborhood where we are now, right
-close by, in Lunenburg County.
5. Mr. Davis, these .suits are brought to set aside a deed
made by you to your wife for 72 acres of land dated Dec. 8,
1921, upon the charge that the deed was made for
page 38 ~ the purpose of defrauding the complah;tants in
these suits, your creditors. I ask you if you had
any idea or intentio:p of defrauding tl~ese parties when you
made that deed1
A. No, sir, none at all.
6. I ask you to examine the exhibits filed with your wife's·
~eposition which itemized sundry checks paid to you and sun-
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dry checks paid to certain other parties, and state if you
know what those checks represent and what relationship you_
had to the checks.
A. Those that she paid me was money that she loaned me.
7. How about the checks on that statement paid to other
parties'
.
. A. Well, she paid them on my accounts. I couldn't meet
them.
8. This statement shows between April 19', 1919, and October 11, 1921, a total amount of $2,047.28, up to the time you
made her the deed. Had you paid her back any· of that
. money?
A. No, sir, I had not. I had asked her for money u~til I
was ·actually ashamed.
9. When you gave her the deed to the 72 acres of land you
recited a consideration of $1,000.00. In making her that deed
what were you undertaking to do with reference to the debts
that you owed her ~
·
A. I wanted to make her .safe for the money she had loaned
me,-she required it and I did so. ·
.
10. From whom did you get this 72 acres of land 7
A. From my aunt.
·
11. I hand you here,vith original deed from P. I. Davis to
C. T. Davis dated Feby. 24, 1920. Is that the deed to the
land to you?
A. Yes, sir.
Which deed is filed, marked "Defendants' Exhibit #25".
12. During the last years of your aunt's life where did she
live?
A. She lived over here at the place of 72 acres of land,
near 1\IIrs. Snead's, near my house.
13. During the last three years of her life ·what was the
state of her health 7
·
A. Terrible.
14. Where was she then~
A. At my house.
15. Who cared for her and looked after her during that
time¥
A. My wife.
16. Do you know what statements, if any, your aunt made
to your wife with reference to her property if your wife
would care for her and look after herY

Mr. Ozlin : This question and any answer thereto is ex:.
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cepted to for the reason that- it has no bearing on the issues
of this case and is irrelevant.

A. I heard her· tell my wife a good many times that she
had no kin here except me and her to take care of her and
sh~ wanted her to have everything in the world she had.
17. Did your wife see after her and look after her during
the last three years of her life 1
·
A. She killed herself nearly waiting on her. The doctors
will state that and everyone in the neighborhood, or in Lunenburg County that }{new.
.
18. Mr. Davis, your wife has testified in this case.
page 39 ~ with reference to working and making a separate
crop of tobacco from yours. Please state whether
you m·ade a crop yourself and whether she made a crop herself separate and apart from each other?
A. She did.
19. Did you make a crop~
A. I did. At least I had a negro making a share crop
for me. I had no tobacco individually myself, just a share-.
·
crop.
· 20. How many years have you been in the mercantile business¥
·
A. Off and on seven or eight years, I reckon. I don't know
exactly.
21. Is your wife a hard working woman Y
A. I should think she is. Works too hard. I try to keep
her from working so hard.
.
22. How did ~Irs. Davis make money to lend you~
A. Making tobacco. She has one piece of land that she
plants in tobacco every year, thirty some thousand, and one
year she banked about $1,800.00. The warehousemen here
all kid me and tell me she is the best farmer, a better farmer
than I am. They are always kidding me and telling me that
my wife is such a good farmer and I am not.
23. Mr. Davis, did you make this deed to your wife for the
purpose of defrauding R. W. Manson & Company, orR. W.
Manson & Co. & Roby, or Stern & Company, or the Southern
Distributing Company?
.
A. Never thought of any such thing. If I have, I hope I
may never move from where I am sitting.
24. When R.\ W. Manson & Company contracted the debt
with you for the automobile, did you own this piece of land f
A. No, sir, didn't own anything, only paid taxes on myself. I never had any dealings with Mr. 1\fanson.
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25. When the credit was extended for this automobile, you
didn't own this 72 acres of land Y
A. No, sir. ·
26'. When you bought the pair of mules from R. W. Manson
& Company & Roby, what did you agree to pay for them 7
A. $500.00 to-boot, I traded with Mr. Roby.
27. Did they retain title to your mules ~
A. Yes, sir.
28. Did you own the land then?
A. Yes, I think I owned the land when I got the mules.
29. Did they sell the mules under the lien 7
A. Yes, sir.
30. And the difference between what the mules brought and
what you agreed to pay for them is the amount that they are
interested in in this suit 7
A. Yes, sir.
31. When R. W. Manson & Company were pressing you
here in 1922, did you offer to give them your note with Mr.s.
Davis as endorser?
A. I certainly did. I came down here and brought my wife.
Mr. Ozlin was up at the Courthouse, and Frank
page 40 ~ Bridgeforth was waiting for the papers and
'phoned up to Mr. Ozlin and he said he. would be
back by twelve o'clock,-'phoned him 've were waiting here
concerning those notes.
32. At that time they were threatening to sue you on these
notes, the note in favor of Manson & Company and Manson
& Company and Roby, is that right?
A. They had given .the notes to Mr. Ozlin for collection.
33. And you and your wife came to l{enbridge for the purpose of giving_a note to take care of the indebtedness whi<}h
is represented in this chancery suit by R. W. Manson &
Co. and R. W. Manson & Co. and R-oby!
A. Certainly.
34. Why was it that they wouldn't accept this note?
A. ~{r. Ozlin came back from the Courthouse, but he went
on home to dinner, so he said, and called 1\fr. Manson up and·
. told him that we were up here to sign those notes. Mr. Ozlin said :rYir. Manson 'phoned to him to make the note six
months and my wife endorse it. I went up to see if Mr.
Bridgeforth had gotten back to his office, and he told me says,
''Just a minute ago Mr. Manson called me up and told me
that he wouldn't take anything but a deed of trust, and all
costs added to it. I told him that I would have to see my
wife, that she was down at Mr. Dickenson's store waiting
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to go up there, and .so I went and told her and· she said she
wo·uldn 't give ·anybody a deed of trust.
35. ~hat was how long after this deed had been made?
.A.. I don't know exactly how long it was. Mr. Ozlin could
tell better about that,__:,_it was so1neti1nes afterwards,-two
or three weeks, maybe _a month.
36. J\tlr. Davis, have you any desire not to pay these debts
represented in these suits?
A. Never thought of such a thing.
37. Are you willing to pay them now, as soon as you are
able to pay them?
A. I expect to pay them, and they would have been paid
if Mr. Manson had given me any chance to pay it. At the
time he jumped on me I did everything he required me to
do, tried to.
38. With reference to these several checks on this statement which are payable to parties other than yourself, I understand from your testimony that they represented your
individual accounts?
A. Yes, .sir, ~y wife don't make no accounts.
39. Mr. Davis, along during the past _several years have
you kept a banking account in your own name ~
A. Yes; sir, certainly I have.
40. Your wife kept her account in her name?
A. Yes, sir.
41. Who wrote that deed from your aunt to you Y
A. Mr.- Eddie Gee.
42. Did ~Ir. Gee give you any advice as to making the deed
to you rather than to your wife at that timeT
A. Yes, sir, I think he did. She was taken very ill and that
is why the deed was made as quickly as it was. I asked Mr.
Gee about it,-she had some kin, a brother, .somewhere in
Alabama, that she hadn't heard from for .a long time, and
he might give _some trouble if the deed was maqe to her,
said it was best to make the deed to me for fear that there
would be some disturbance.
43. At the time of your aunt's death was there
page 41 ~ any note at the State Bank of l(enbridge upon .
which you and she together were liable?
A. She was endorser for me for $500.00.
44. After her death, who took her place on that note~
A. Mr. Barlow made me get' my wife on it.
45. In this suit here Mr. Barlo'v is made a party as trustee and refers to a deed of trust on all of your land for $1,500.00 held by the State Bank. Does that deed of trust include any part of that $500.00 noteY
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A. Of course, that is in there.
CROSS EXAMINATION.
Mr. Ozlin:
· 1. Mr. Davis, did you sell any tobacco in your own name
during 1920?
A. I should think I did, Mr. Ozlin.
2. Where did you sell it?
A. At Kenbridge.
·
3. Which warehouse~
A. I sold some at all of them.
4. Did you have any tobacco in your own name in 19211
A. I had some every year, ~y sharecrop that I was in control over.
5. In whose names were those sharecrops sold f
A. In my name, .mine and the sharehand 's-mine and the
sharehand's together.
6. Have you any crop in your own name this year f
A. No, sir, I am not farming at all. Haven't anything to
do with it.
7. Mr. Davis, this account that your wife paid off at the
Kenbridge Hardware Company, what was that forY
A. Different things,-! think part of it was for a cider mill
me and !vir. Nash bought between us, and other du:fferent
things, I don't remember.
8. Wasn't that account largely for farming implements W
A.· Some of it probably was. ·
9. Where were those farming implements used?
A. 1\tiy sharehand used the plows, plow points and those
things,
10. You stated a moment ago that your wife didn't have
any accounts,A. She generally pays cash. People in I{enbridge or ·any- ·
where she deals will tell you that.
11. Do I understand you to mean that she buys her own
tools, feed and farming implements of all kinds on her own
account and pays cash for them T
A. Her son owns some of it, and she uses his when she
wants to.
· 12. Which son are you referring toY
A. Early. Of course, when they want to use a plow of
mine when I had it, I didn't object to it.
·
13. Mr. Davis, did you ever tell anyone here before or
after Miss Ida Davis' conveyed you this land, that you were ·
going to give it to your wife because she had taken care of
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her, because your wife had taken care of Miss Ida Dabis ~
A. I don't remember that I did. Do~ 't know that there
was any occasion to do it.
14. Ever tell Mr. R. W. Manson that!
page 42 ~ A. Never had any talk with Mr. R. W. Manson concerning anything.
15. Then I understand that you deny ever telling Mr. Manson on or about the time that this deed was made that you
were going to give this land to your wife!
Mr. Gravatt: At what place?
Mr. Ozlin: Kenbridge.
· .
Mr. Gravatt: What place in Kenbridge f
Mr. Ozlin: I couldn't tell you that.
Mr. Gravatt: The foregoing question is objected to if it is
asked for the purpose of impeaching the witness, until proper
foundation is made, stating the time, place and circumstances
of the inquiry.
A. I have never heard that Mr. Ozlin. It is a new thing
to me entirely.
16. How many acres, Mr. Davis, in that place that you
first conveyed your wife ~
A. Sixty-two and two-ninths, or something like that, I don't
remember ·just how, many.
17. How many tobacco hills did you have on that place in

19207

A. I couldn't tell you,-don't know.
18. How many in 1921 Y
A. I don't kno~, don't remember. Really what I have
been tending for the last three years was on my son's place,
the sharehand. Him and his mother worked the 62 acres of
land. He built a house on his part and my sha:rehand lived
. on my son's land. .
19. How many acres in your son's place?
A. 45 in one place and 7-7/8, or something like that in
another-It is two pieces of land, but all together.
20. What sharehand did you have working on this land~
A. Willis Rose worked there two years.
· 21. Then as I understand it, Willis Rose and yourself have
been making crops on this land, and in addition thereto Mrs.
Davis has made sufficient crops of tobacco to have banked
$1,800.00 two years and $1,500.00 one year within the period
of three years Y Is that correct t
A. Certainly it is correct.
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Examination by Mr .. Nelson:
1. Mr. Davis, you owned this 72 acres of land on the 1st
day of December, 1921, didn't you?
A. When was that deed made?
2. December 8th. For your information I will say that the
deed was dated the 8th day of December, 1921.
·
.A. Yes.
3. Isn't is a fact, J,\{r. Davis, that the Southern Distributing Company turned their accou1it for collection over to their
attorney about the first of December, 1921 ~
A. I don't know. You had the account and I come up
there and paid you $50.00 the day I had the deed recorded.
4. Isn't it a fact that they had threatened to secure judgment on this claim?
A. Not until they turned the papers over to
page 43 ~ you~ and the day.. J saw you was the day I recorded
the deed and paid you the $50.
5. ]\fr. Davis, you owed Mrs. Davis money along about the
first of the year 19·21, didn't you 7
A. Yes, sir, owed her every year.
6. How much money did you owe lVIrs. Davis on the 1st day
of Jany., 1921 f
A. I don't know. Hadn't counted it up.
7. Why didn't you make this deed to Mrs. Davis along
about that time~
A. She hadn't never said anything about- it.
8. Now, 1\'Ir. Davis, I am going to ask you, as a matter of
fact, wasn't that deed made on the 8th day of December,
1921, because of the fact that your creditors were pressing
you?
A. No, sir. I don't know why you could think so, that they
were pressing me. I hadn't thought of such a thing.
9. Now you.have testified that you expected to pay Messrs.
R. W. 1\fanson & Company. Do you expect to pay all of
your creditors¥
A. I certainly do as soon as I can. I have always stated
that a man who wouldn't pay his debts when he could do it
wasn't much of a man, wasn't what he ought to be. I have
never thought of such a thing.
10. You have been engaged in the mercantile business for
the past few years, haven't you Y
A. Yes, sir.
11. And you also raised a crop?
A. My sharehand made a crop.
12. 1\ir. Davis, are you sure that none of your money wen1
to the credit of Mrs. Davis in the State Bank~
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Ans. None of my money¥ No, sir. No use in putting mine
in and borrowing hers.
13. Have you devoted any of your time to the working of
your wife's crops during the last few years Y
A. I al~vays lay off the rows for the whole place and that
is about all I do.
14. Who worked the crops Y
A. My wife and the girls worked her crops, and Early and
Warren and William worked it.
Questions by Mr. Ozlin :
1. Mr. Davis, what was the. debt that you owed R. W. Man.
son & Co.' for~
·
A. An automobile.
2. What kind of automobile was ·it?
A. Essex.
3. What was the original purchase price of it?
A. I have forgotten, somewhere around fourteen or sixteen hundred dollars,-! have forgotten. I traded.
4. Did Mr. 1\1:ansOJ!lend you the money to pay for this carT
A. Never had a word to say to Mr. Manson concerning this
car.
5. How did he happen to have your note?
A. He said he bought the note from Richard Bridgeforth.
6. Mr. Davis, didn't ~ir. l\IIanson and ~Ir. Roby both write
to you repeatedly _during the year 1921 demanding that you
pay these notes that you owed them?
A. Of course, to pay them,-said that your note is due, but
I saw them and fixed it with them.
. 7. How did- you fix itY
page 44 ~ A. Went to them and told them that I didn't
have the money and they said it would be all right,
just like anybody else would, to go on until I. could get the
moM~
.
8. Which one told you it was all right to go on until you
could get the money Y
A. Mr. 1\fanson, in his house, at his desk, when my wife
went down there and paid $314.00 for the mule.
9. When was that?
A. That was last year, 1920~ I believe.
10. I was asking you a.bout 1921 ~
A. 1921 Y
11. Yes, sir.
A. Well, every time I ever said anything to Mr. Manson
an<:l 1\ir. Bridgeforth they told me the same thing. I can't
remember the times,-sometimes I would see them after I

.
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got a statement and speak to them about it and they would
say go ahead until you could sell some tobacco, or something
like that.
12. Didn't Mr. Manson write you in November, 1921, that
if you didu 't pay his note that he was going to sue you?
Ans. No, Mr. JYianson has never wrote me that he was going

.

~~e.

Mr. Gravatt:
.
1. Do you authorize the .stenographer to sign your name to
your· deposition?
·
A. Yes,, sir.
And further this deponent saith not.
C. T. DAVIS,
By C. E. S., Stenographer.

MR. JASPER I. RAGSDALE,

a witness of lawful ~:tge, being first duly sworn, deposes and

saye; as follows: ·
DIRECT EXA·MINATION..
Mr. Gravatt:
1. State your name, age, residence and occupation.
A. Jasper I. Ragsdale, will be fifty years the 7th of this
coming December, farmer, live in Lunenburg County.
2. Ho'v long have you known Mrs. Fannie A. Davis, one of
th(3 defendants in this suit~
A. Well, something like thirty years, I reckon.
3. How far do yon live from her home?
A. About a mile, I think.
4. Will you tell, if you please, if you know whether Mrs.
Davis, for the past several years; has been, together with
her children, making a crop of her own of tobacco, separate
and apart from any tgat her husband makes?
.
A. I couldn't answer you on that. I know they worked,
but whether they have their crops separate or not I can't be
.positive on that.
5. Can you state whether or not Mrs. Davis has been in
the habit of working on the farm in the crops Y
A. Yes, sir, she has been.
page 45 ~ · 6. What sort of work in the crop have you seen
her doing~
A. Most all sorts.
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7. Do you know any 'voman in Lunenburg County who
works_ in crops at;~ much as Mrs. Davis Y
A. Well, I don't know that I know any that works any
more.
6. What has been, as far as you know, her habit of life as
a saver of what she has maqe?
A. Well, I think she is right economical.
9. Have you ever _seen her children, or girls, work in the
crop?
A. I have.
CROSS EXAl\1INATION.

Mr. Ozlin:
1. 1\l!r. Ragsdale, have you ever seen Mrs. Davis plowingf
A. I don't know that I have seen her plowing. I have seen
the girls plowing.
2. Have you ever seen her plant tobacco~
A. Well, that is a thing that you don't generally see. There
has been all sort of planting all around, but I have never
seen much of it planted except what was planted on my farm,
because in tobacco season J am at home. I have never seen
any of them planting tobacco. But I believe I am too fast.
I did see them planting tobacco on the North side a little bit
late this year, some of that .tobacco ain't been cut yet. I
don't know that she was using the peg. She was dropping
the plants, I think.
3. Who else was helping them f
A. I think practically all the family was in there planting them.
4. Was Mr. Davis out there at work toot
A. Yes, sir.
5. Mr. Ragsdale, have you noticed that :Mr. Davis worked
in any part of the crop on that farm any more than he did
in any other part of it for the last three years 1
A. I couldn't say that I have.
6. Have you known at any time which part of the crop he
claimed and which his wife claimed~
A. I have not.
7. You live right there in a mile of them, don't you Y
A. Yes, sir.
8. Don't you pass his b-,ouse every time you come t~ Kenbridge or come anywhere this way~
A. In sight of his house, along. the road.
9. What sort of worker is Mr. Davis in his crops? Does
he work his crops or not f
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A. I don't think he works right up to the job as good as his
wife does.
10. He does work in the crop throughout the season doesn't
he'
A. I think so. He shoots pool more than she does.
11. That is not answering my question. He does work in
the crop throughout the season, doesn't heY
A. I couldn't answer that question. I see him at work
sometimes.
12. Don't you see him at work in the crop as often as you
see Mrs. Davis T
A. I do not.
13. What does he clo when he is not working
page 46 } in the crop?
A. He comes to Kenbridge and .shoots pool.
14. How much of his time would you say he spends in Kenbridge shooting pool ~
A. I don't know. I don't spend very much of my time, you
know, in Kenbridge, but I know several times here I have
carried his 'vife home because he was shooting pool and didn't
have time to carry her.
15. Those were occasions when she was down here wi1 il
him?
A. She would come down here with him.
16. Mr. Ragsdale, you wouldn't .say that Mr. Davis is a
man that loafs and doesn't attend to his crops, would you Y
A. No, sir.
17. Doesn't he attend to his .crops as well as the average
farmer?
A. Well, possibly he does.
18. Do you know anything of your own knowledge about
whether Mrs. Davis is an economical woman or otherwise 7
A. I think she is a right economical woman.
19. On what do you base that statement~
.
A. I have had some transactions with her and she is generally pretty cl!lse on she pays for anything, &c.
20. Mr. Ragsdale, haven't you had occasion within the last
few months to go over that farm and appraise it, fix its value Y
A. It has been nea_rly a year .since I went over it.
21. Will you state how many acres of open land in your
op~nion are on this fa.,rm?
A. I don't remember. I take notes. I go to so many places
you know.
·
<,
22. Areu 't you very familiar with this tract of land?
A. Yes, sir, I am,-in fact, I was raised by it, and have
been going over it all my life, but there are lines through it
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and I don't knew how it is divided up, don't know the lines·.
23. You mean the tract that they live on~
A. Yes, I don't know just how it is divided.
24. Would you say that a.s much or more than half of it is
open land?
.,
A. I should think there is over half of it open l~nd.
25. There are 62 acres in the home tract, would you say
there are as much as forty-five acres in open land on it Y
A. I don't know exactly. I couldn't answer directly on
that question.
26. Do they grow any corn on that land, Mr. Ragsdalet
A. Yes, sir, I think so.
27. Have they been growing a crop of corn there for the
l:;tst three~ years ?
A. Not very much, the biggest portion of it has been worked ·
in tobacco.
28. Grow any wheat or oats on that place~
A~ They have been growing some 'vheat, but I don't remember about the oats. Have been growing. some 'vheat. I
wouldn't say positively what land that was on, because I
don't know where the division line is.
Questions by Mr. Nelson :
1. 1\fr. Ragsdale, do you InlOW how much ~Irs. Davis' crop
brought her last year~
A. No, sir, don't know a thing in the world about that.
2. Do you know anything in regard to their manner of
marketing the crops?
A. I don't know a thing in regard to it. I know they had
better tobacco than the average last year and got a better
price for it than anybody else in the neighborhood,
page 47 ~ but as to how much it was, or how much it brought,
I don't know.
3. Do you know whether or not ~Ir. Davis does all the
marketing?·
A. No, sir, I do not.
Mr. Gravatt:
.
1. Do you authorize the stenographer to sign your name
to this~
A. Yes, sir.
And further this deponent saith not.

JASPER I. RAGSDALE,
By C. E. S., Stenographer.

Fannie A.

Davi~

v. 8Quthern Distributing Co., etc.

s~;

MR. GEO. C. SNEAD,
a witness of lawful age, being fust duly sworn, deposes and

says as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION.
.Mr. Gravatt: ·
1. State your name, age, residence and occupation!
A. Forty-three year.s old, .Geo. C~ Snead, farming, Lunenburg County.
.
2. How long have you known Mrs. Fannie A. Davis Y
A. About twenty-seven years~ I think.
3. How far do yon live from her homeY
A. About one mile.
4. Do you know ·anything about Mrs. Davis' habit of life,
as to whether she works on the farm and in the crops Y
A. I think so. She does a lot of work, more than most people.
5. Do you know whether she makes a crop of tobacco herself, separate from the crop of her husband, or are you able
to answer that~
·
A. I don't know.
6. How often do you pass by the Davis place'
A. I pass by right often. I have a small place beyond Mrs.
Davis' place, ,and I live on the other side of Mrs. Davis'
place, and travel the road right much, because I work the
place beyond them, pass by right often.
7. In passing back and forth do you ever see Mrs. Davis
and her girls working in the field Y
A. Yes, sir.
8. Do you know whether Mrs. Davis is a free spender or
whether she is an economical, saving woman?
A. Couldn't tell you about that.
9. For how long a time have you observed Mrs. Davis working .in the field in crops, ho:w many years ~
A. Most ever since I first knew her.
CROSS EXAMINATION.
•.

Mr. Ozliu:
1. Mr. Snead, wl1at kind of work did you observe Mrs.
Davis and her daughters doing in the field?
A. Most everything but plowing.
2. Have you seen them actually planting tobaccof
A. Yes, sir.
3. When?
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page 48

~

A. I have seen then plainting last year, 1921.
I think I have seen then planting this year. Know
I have, because I had to pass that place.
4. Were they doing the planting or dropping the plants!
A. T~ey were planting themselves.
5. Was Mr. Davis and the boys along there planting at
the same time ~
A. Yes, sir.
6. Have you seen anything in the farming operations on
that place to lead you to think that there 'vas any division in
crops grown on that place 1
A. I can't say -...:ilat I have.
•
7. Hav·e you seen Mrs. Davis work in any particular part
of the crops more than any other part f
A. I can't say that I haYe.
8. Have you observed that Mr. Davis worked in any particular part more than in any other part f
A. I can't say that I have.
9. In other words, Mr. Snead, is there anything different
in the farming operations on that place from what it is on
the ·average place in the community?
A. Only that Mrs. Davis, I think, 'vorks in the field more
than the average womari on any other farm.. That is the
only difference that I can see.
.
10. Yon have observed Mr. Davis working in various crops
all over that place in the last 27 years, haven't you t
A. Yes, sir.
Mr. Gravatt:
1. Do you authorize the stenographer to sign your name to
your deposition'
A. Yes, sir.
And further this deponent saith not.
GEO. C. SNEAD,
l:Sy C. E. S., Stenographer.
MR. D. B. GEE,
a witness of lawful age, being first duly s'vorn, deposes and
~ays as follows, to-wit:
DIRECT EXAMINATION.
Mr. Gravatt:
1. State your name, age, residence and occupation.
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A. D. B. Gee, I am 36 years old, farming and warehouse
business, live in Lunenburg County.
2. Mr. Ge_e, how long have you known Mrs. Fannie A.
Davis?
A. I reckon fifteen or eighteen years.
3. Do you know anything about Mrs. Davis' habit of life
as to whether she works on the farm, out in the field, and
does other outside labor Y
A. Yes, sir, I have seen her out in the field a
page 49 ~ good many times, seen her around barns tend.:.
ing them, helping cure tobacco and saving tobacco.
4. Have you ever seen her grading and preparing tobacco
for market?
A. Every time I have ever been there she was. grading to·
bacco.
5. Did Mrs. Davis ever, at any time in the last ten years,
make a tobacco crop, share crop, on any land of yours or with
you!
A. Yes, sir.
6. How long ago was that'
A. About four years ago.
7. What kind of field work have you seen Mrs. Davis and
her girls do, if any, toward making a tobacco crop!
A. I have seen them doing hoe work, suckering tobacco,
hold stick when cutting tobacco.
8. Ifave you seen her curing it at the barns?
A. Yes, sir, I have seen her doing that.
9. Do you know anything about whether she marketed her
tobacco.. in the last three years in her name or how?
A. Yes, sir, in her name.
CROSS EXAMINATION.
Mr. Ozlin:
1. ~{r. Geo, who brought. the tobacco to market?
A. Her sons most of the time, I reckon-her sons generally
drove the wagon.
2. Which one?
A. Early and Warren.
3. Didn't Mr. Davis himself frequently bring loads of tobacco to the warehouse?
A. I don't think I ever saw him drive a wagon,-He was
there on sales.
4. You testified about her making a crop on your land
about four years ago. Who did the plowing and planting of
that crop of tobacco?

0
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A. I couldn't tell you. I didu 't see much of it.
5. You don't know whp did any of the work toward making the crop f
A. I don't remember anything about that particular point.
6. You also testified .that you have seen her tending barns
and grading tobacco f
A. Ye.s, sir.
7. In your travels arourid .soliciting tobacco don't you
frequently see men's wives helping them do that sort of
workY ·
A. Yes, sir.
8. Itn't it rather the custom, ~fr. Gee, through this section for men's wives and daughters to help them at times
like that~ .
A. t see it very often in travelling around.
9. Mr. Gee, you are one of the owners and proprietors of
the 0. I{. Warehouse, are you not Y
A. Yes, sir.
10. Do you know whether or not Mr. C. T. Davis has marked
any tobacco at your house during the last .three years in his
own name?
A. I think he has marketed some in his name and a tenant's. I don't remember his marketing any in his name individually, but his and a tenant's.
11. Do you remember the name of that tenant?
A. Reese.
12. Do you know what year that 'vas that they marked
tobacco in his name and the tenant's name?
A. I think it was last year and year before. I
page 50 ~ think it was two years.
13. How far do you live from Mr. Davis'?
A. 41Jout a mile and a half.
RE-DIRECT EXAl\IIINATION.

Mr.. Gravatt:
1. Mr. Gee, do you know any lady of the standing in the ·
community of Mrs. Davis who has worked as hard in the
field on the farm, in in the tobacco period as she in all of your
experience or acquaintance in Lunenburg County?
A. I don't think I do.
2. You said the tenant was named Reese. 1\fight that name
have been Rose f .
A. I think it was Rose.
3. Do you authorize the stenographer to sign your name
to your deposition Y
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..A. Yes, sir.
And further this deponent saith not.
D. B. GEE,

. By C. E. S.
MR. J. T. INGE,
a witness of lawful age, being first duly sworn, deposes and
says as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION.
Mr. Gravatt:
1. State your name, age, residence and occupation.
A. J. T. Inge, 47 years old, warehouseman, live in Lunenburg County.
2. Mr. Inge, you have been in the tobacco business operating a warehouse at Kenbridge for several years past, haven't
you~

A. Yes,· sir.
3. Can you state whether or not during the past. three
years Mrs. ],annie A. Davis has sold any tobacco at your
warehouse'
·
A. Yes, sir, she has.
4. What grade and quality of tobacco has she brought youY
A. Good tobacco.
5. What prices did she get relative to the prices that other
people were getting for tobacco?
A. Got more. Got a good average. for her tobacco,-that
is she got right much above the market average.
6. When you paid for this tobacco to whom did you give
the checks, pnyable to Mrs. Davis or to somebody elseY
A. We always make the checks like the tobacco is SQld, you
know.
7. Then the settlements for this tobacco went to Mrs..
Davis?·
A. Yes.
8. During the past several years hf!S Mr. C. T . Davis sold
any tobacco at your warehouse in his name or the name of
himself and a tenant, or how, if any?
A. He has sold some in his name. I don't remember about
the tenant.
9. Have you had any occasion to know anything
;page 51. ~ about ~Irs. Davis' habit of life and working on the
farm, or are you in a position to testify 011 thatf
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A. I was out there one time to look at the tobacco and ·she
was in the pack house grading and fiXing it up for the market
the next day the time I was there. That was sometime last
year ..
CROSS EXAMINATION.
Mr. Ozlin:
1. Who was with her at this time, Mr. Ingef
A. One of her daughters was at the barn with her.
2. Mr. Inge, your book~ 'vill show even to this day, will
they not, just what tobacco has been sold at your house and
what price it brought~
A. Yes, sir.
"
3. Mr. Inge, isn't it quite a habit, or custom with people
in this county and community to sell tobacco in the name
of other people!
A. It is sometimes.
4. Isn't it frequently done, Mr . Inge Y
A. I don't know about that. I don't pay very much attention to that part of it. Don't have very much to do with
the books, but I know it is done sometimes .
5. You have known it to be done in cases of tobacco sold
on· yout: warehouse floor, haven't you?
A. Oh, yes. We do that ourselves at the warehouse,we sell tobacco in fictitious names, our own tobacco.
Mr. Gravatt: The foregoing questions and answers bearing on the custom of selling tobacco in othei· parties names
are objected to, because there is no testimony to the effect,
or suggestions that such was the case with reference to Mr.
and Mrs. Davis.
,
Question by Mr. Gravatt:
1. Do you authorize the stenographer to sign your deposition for you!
A. Yes, sir.
And .further this deponent saith not.

J. T. INGE,
By C. E. S., Stenographer.

R. E. GEE,
a \vitne~s of lawful age, being first duly sworn, deposes and
says as follows:
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EX.._-\~IINATION.

~{r.

Gravatt:
1. State your name, age, residence and occupation.
A. R. E. Gee, Kenbridge, 52 years old, commissioner of
the revenue.
2. Mr. Gee, have you had· any occasion in the _past ten or
fifteen years to be about the home of Mrs. Fannie A. Davis
and to observe her habit of life and whether she is in the
habit of working in the field on ~he farm~ ·
A. Yes, sir, I have seen her a good many times doing so
here this year.
3. Do you know whether or not she and her
page 52 ~ daughters are in the habit of working in the tobacco fields!
A. They were planting tobacco this year when I was there.
Mrs. Davis was drawing plants and the girls were dropping
them.
4. Do you know whether Mrs. Davis makes a crop of tobacco separate and apart from her husband'
A. I think she has sold right much tobacco in her name.
5. The operations down there on that farm are in her
name then?
A. I don't l~now whether they all are. She sells some.
6. Does she list any property down there for taxation in
her name~
A. ~iost all of it.
7. How often during a year did you have occasion to be
in -the neighborhood and observe Mrs. Davis' conduct 1
A. Not very many times.
8. What is her reputation down there .as a working woman Y
A. I don't know.

CROSS

EXA~1INATION.

}Ir. Nelson:
1. Mr. Gee, you know Mr. C. T. Davi~ too, don't you Y
A. Yes, sir.
2. Did you ever see him at work in the field!
A. He was with them planting tobacco this year. He and
his wife were drawing plants and th~ children were planting
them.
3. From your observation were conditions there any different from what they are on other farms in this section~
,
A. I have seen a good many otlier places the ·same way.
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4. As a matter of fact other women in this section work
too?
A. Yes, sir, a good many of them.

Question by Mr. Gravatt:
1. Do you authorize the stenographer to sign your name
to your deposition, Mr. Gee1
A. Yes, sir.
And further this deponent saith not.

R. E. GEE,
By C. E. S., Stenographer.
MR.. H. C. N...L\.SH,
a witness of lawful age, being first duly sworn, deposes and
says as follows : ·

DIRECT

EXA~fiNATION.

Mr. Gravatt:
1. State your name, age, residence and occupation.
A. H. C. Nash, Lunenburg County, farming 47 years old.
2. What relation, if any,. are you to ~Irs. Fannie A. Davisf
A. Brother to her.
3. Ho'v far do you live from her?
A. About a half a mile.
4. I wish you would state whether or not Mrs. Davis and
her daughters are in the habit of working in the tobacco, in
raising tobacco and preparing it for market, and what you
know about her habits of life as to work in the farm Y
· A. Why she makes a crop every year, a crop of tobacco.
. 5. What kind of 'vork in the tobacco does Mrs.
page 53 ~ Davis do?
A. A11y kind of. work that comes to hand.
Plants, helps to cut, cure, strip and anything.
6. Girls help her?
A. Yes, sir.
7. Do you know what has been Mrs. Davis' habit as to
economizing and saving, or. has she been a spend thrift and
waste in her moneyY
Ans. She has always took care of her money.
8. What sort of tobacco did she have in 1919, 1920 and
1921, the last three years ?
·
A. She had a pretty good crop.
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9. Did you happen to be on the market when any of it

was sold?
A. Yes, sir, I wa.s down here several times when it was
sold.

CROSS EXAlVIINATION.
Mr. Nelson:
1. Mr. Nash, they: all work together there on the farm,
don't they? .
A. Oh, yes, all of the family farm.
2. Mr. Davis contributed his time to the raising of the
crop, didn't he?
A. Well, he helped work it too.
3. You didn't know Mrs. Davis' crop from lVIr. Davis' crop,
did you~
A. Oh, she had a separate crop.
4. Isn't it the custom in -this section, Mr. Nash, for women
to wor~ in the crop Y
A. Some do and some don't. She always had a separate
crop of her own tobacco and it 'vas hers.
5. ~ir. Davis worked in the whole crop on the place, didn't
he?
A. I don't know whether he worked the whole crop or not.
Sometimes he was at work and sometimes he wasn't.
6. I mean by that he worked Mrs. Davis' crop as much as
he worked his, didn't he 1
A. No, I couldn't say that.
R.E-DIRECT EXAMINATION.
Mr. Gravatt:
1. Wasn't Charlie Davis running a store for the past seven
or eight years 1
A. Yes, sir.
2. Do you authorize her to sign your name to this deposition which you have given~
A. Yes, sir.
And further this deponent saith not.

H. C. NASH,
By C. E. S., Stenographer.
page 54

~

The further taking of these depositions is adjourned until tomorrow, Friday morning, at 11
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o'clock, in the directors' room of the First National Bank
of Kenbridge, V a.
THOS. L. MOORE,
Notary Public.
Friday, Sept. 22, 1922.
Pursuant to adjournment the further taking of these depositions is resumed in the Directors' Room of the First N ational Bank of Kenbridge, V a., this 22nd day of September,
1922, at 11 o'clock A. M.
Present: T. W. Ozlin, representing all parties complainant
in the two suits; vV. Moncure Gravatt, representing defendants.
R. J·. BARLOW,
a witness of la,vful age, being first duly sworn,
says as follows :

DIRECT

depo~es

and

EXA~IINATION.

Mr. Gravatt:
1. State your name, age, residence and ·occupation.
A. R. J. Barlow, Kenbridge, Va., 43 years, banker.
2. Mr. Barlow, you have been cashier of the State Bank of
Kenbridge, which is now the First National Bank of Kenbridge, I think, since its organization t
A. Yes, sir.
3. Are you acquainted with Mrs. Fannie A. Davis'
Ans. Yes, sir.
4. Are you acquainted with Mr. C. T. DavisY
A. Yes, sir.
5. Will you state whether or not either of these parties
has had· an account in your bank during the past three or
four years~
A. Yes, sir, both of them.
6. Will you please file with the notary, Mr. Moore, a copy
of the ledger account of Mrs. Fannie A. Davis covering the
years 1919, 1920 and 19211
A. Yes, sir.
Memorandum: Upon request of Mr. Ozlin, defendants'
raises no objection to the introduction of copy of Mr.
C. T. Davis' account for the same period.

coun~el

Pannie ..A. Davis
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7. Mr. Barlow, did Miss Ida Davis, the aunt, of C. T. Davis,
owe your bank anything at her death?
A. As endorser. She was endorser on a note for C. T.
Davis.
8. After her death who took her place on that note?
A. Mrs. Davis.
9. The pleadings in the cases allege that your
page 55 ~ Bank has a deed of trust for $1,500.00 on all of
the real estate of Mrs. Fannie A. Davis. Is that
$500.00 note embraced within this $1,500.00 debt Y
A. The total liability of Mr. and Mrs. Davis is embraced in
that.
10. Mr. Barlow, about what time of the year did Mrs.
Davis' account begin go pick up, her deposits?
A. In the Fall.
11. Would you be able to tell what those deposits consisted
of mainly from your knowledge of the transaction and the
check she presenteq to you for depo.sitY
A. I couldn't state definitely just what the checks were, I
think they were tobacco checks.
12. I hand you a check drawn by Fannie A.. Davis dated
Jany. 5, 1920, marked "Defendants' Exhibit #2", payable
to the order of the State Bank of Kenbridge for $539.54. This
check is stamped Paid J any. 10, 1920. 1\tirs. Davis has testified that the proceeds of that check went to pay fertilizer
bills of C. T. Davis. Are you able to .state if you kno'v from
the records of your bank whether any part of that check
went to the payment of fertilizer accounts, and, if so, how
much of it you can account for from the records of your
bank, as having gone that wayf
A. $487.06 was remitted on that to the American Agricultural Chemical Company of Baltimore, in payment' of note
of C. T. Davis' and iuter~st. That was the to tat amount
remitted, $487.06.
13. As to the rest of the amount of that check your records to date .Q.on 't disclose whether you paid her the money
in cash over the. counter or what became of it¥
A. No, sir.
14. 1\{r. Barlow, how long have you known Mr.s. Fannie A.
Davis~

A. Some four or five years,-I reckon practically ever since
I have been here.
15. 'Her first banking experie_nce originated I believe with
your bank, so far as you know 7
A. So far as I know, yes, sir.
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16. From that date up to this, has she kept an individual
account with you 1
. A. Yes, sir. Since February, 1919, I think it was. I can
look at my books and give you the exact date.
CROSS EXA~1INATION.
Mr. Ozlin:
.
1. When was the Sta.te 'Bank of Kenbridge organized.?
A. 1916.
2. You state that 1\tlrs. Davis has had a banking account
with you since February, 19191
A. I think that is the date.
3. As to her banking experience ·at other places than with
your bank you know nothing about that, do you~
A. No, sir..
4. This check that :Mr. Gravatt asked you about of which
$487.06 'vent to the American Agricultural Chemical Co., was
that a note due by Q. T. Davis alone or was 1\tlrs. Davis endorser on it 1
·
A. I don't recall. Don't recall whether she was joint
maker or not.
. (Witness refers to memorandum on envelop.) ·
This note was a note of C. T. · Davis. Sometimes though
· the wives are on the note, but when we make memo. of the
note, we just take one name when we deliver the note. I
don't know whether this was the case in this instance or not.
5. Then from the memorandum which you have
page 56 ~ now produced, you are still unable to say whether
she was on this note?
A. No, I wouldn't say positively she .was on it. I am unable to say.
6. Mr. Barlow, that deed of trust that the Bank no1v holds,
do you recall what it covers, 'vhat property it covers·?
A. No, sir, I think I have got the deed of trust here.
Mr. Gravatt:
. 1. Do you authorize the stenographer to sign your name to
this?
A. Yes, sir.
And further this. deponent saith not.

R. J~ BARLOW,
By C. E. S.
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Defendant closes his testimony pending such testimony as
complainants may take, the complainants in these suits having elected to rely on the presumption of law and having de. clined to take any depositions until after the defendants had
taken testimony, the complainants having fixed upon a day
for the taking of their depositions by agreement of counsel,
and counsel for defendants having attended at the time and
place which 'vas previous to the taking of these depositions.
State of Virginia,
County of Lunenburg,

to~wit:

I, T. L. ~Ioore, a notary public in and for the County of
Lunenburg, in the State of Virginia, do hereby certify that
the foregoing depositions were duly taken pursuant to agree-·
ment, in the oapition, said depositions being taken down in
shorthand by Clara E. Sullfvan and transcribed by her, and
the names of the witnesses signed thereto by her, each witness authorizing her to sign his name to said depositions,
said 'vitnesses being sworn ·and deposing before me in the
Directors' Room of the First Nat'l Bank of Kenbridge, at
l{enbridge, Va., flS stated in the agreement in the capition
hereof, notice for the taking of the depo~:;itions being waived
by counsel for complainants and defendants.

in witness whereof I hereunto set my hand this 15th day
of January, 1923.
·
THOS .. L. MOORE,
Notary _Public.
1923, J any. 15th, Filed in suit.
JNO. L. YATES, Clerk.
Fee of Clara E. Sullivan,
Fee of notary $5.00.

stenograph~r,

$15.oo· charged.

THOS. L. MOORE.
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EXHIBIT ACCOUNT
page 57} MHS. FANNIE A. DAVIS
Kenbridge, Va.
In Accmmt with
STATE BANK OF KENBRIDGE, Kenbridge, Va.
Sept. 25th, 1922.
Vouchers
25'~00

125.00
50.00
500.00
539.54
59.00
1.50
50.00
1.00
50.00
150.90
100.00
15.00
00.00
28.86
4'7.50
50.00
50.00
30.60
7o.;u
397.41
22.35
50.00
25.00
36.82
150.00
25.00
169.10
314.00
20.00
35.00
151.77
10.99
100.00
64.13
100:00
28.00

47.00
26.05
32.50
108.73
78.28
44.00
65.00
30.00
300.00
3o:oo
11.~43

27.52'
16.17
10.00
30.00
15.00
5.00
25.00
15.00
5.00
2.00
50.00
5.00
23."75
10~.00

306.00
10.00
17.60
23.59
25.00
200 .. 00
5~00
98.13
5.00
8.25
5.00
8.85

5.00

Date
1919 Balance
Feb. 20
Sep. 30

Deposits
200.00
222.50

5,724.30

Oct. 15
Oct. 28
Oct. 31
Nov.lO
Oct. 20
Dec. 3
Jan. 13
Jan. 21
Feb. 2'
Oct. 31
Nov.10
Nov. 28
Dec. 7
Jan. 12
Jan. 16
Jan.~
Feb. 21
Mar. 8
Jun. 5
1922 July 3

200.0()
572.40
100.0()
600.0()
100.00
270.59
430.77
303.89
400.00
150.00
200~_0()

100.00
'200.00
400.00
240.00
300.00
150.'00
300.00
127 ..94
191.96

Fannie A. DaYis v. Southern Distributing Co., etc.
25.00
50.00
25.00
99.42
20.00
25.00
8.85

2.00
2.75
7.65
5.00
7.09
23.75
Total credits
Total Debits
9/25/22 balan.ce

5,760.05
5, 724 . .30
35.75

page 58~ C. T. DAVIS
J{enbridge, Va;
In Account with
STATE BANK OF KENBRIDGE, Kenbridge, Va.
Sept. 25th, 1922.
49.00
4.20
6'.13

5.00
13.00
50.00
,100.00
63.90
150.00
15.58
1.50
10.00
6.75
7.00
30.25
164.41
121.25 .
10.~9

5.00
7.20
150.00
7.10
24.00
10.00
14.60
8.00
124.62
50.00
54.53

Vouchers
126.05
19.72
30.00
200.00
26.95
188~20

50.00
161.20
265.29
143.76
78.85
53.50
70.24
23.63
17.60
175.00
26.88
37.48
90.00
31.92
22.10
25.00
38.00
87.00
47.63
10.80
79.80
30.00
11.80

250.00
3.95
1.30
37.00
3.25
62.50
20.00
16.18
50.()0
183.90
100.00
9.00
46.75
200.00
17.07
35.80
9.6~

35.00
50.00
27.00
17.60
42.54
22.80
23.75
120.00
30.00
5.00
25.00
20.90

Date
Balance
Jan. 1 1919
Jan. 21
Jan. 29
Jan. 31
Feb. 14
Feb. 17
May 16
May 24
May 29
Jun. 3
Ju.n. 5
Jul. 7
Jul. 29
Sep. 2
Sep. 5
Sep. 16
Sept.19
Sep. 22
Sep. 26
Sep. 30
Oct. 13
Oct. 13
Oct. 17
Oct. 24
Oct. 28
Nov.10
Nov.12

Deposits
235.99
250.00
50.78
65.00
300:00
140.00
125~00

50.00
55.00
32.00
482.40
150.00
22.98
26.75
275.00
138.14
90.43
5.00
222.86
40.05
115.79
75.00
423.39
83.55
435.41
50.00
64.84
563.19
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280.,53
31.50
9.20
13.J50
179.11
30.90
10.00
40.00
45.90
47.35
234.00
200.00
10().10
.30:00
44.48

50.00
118.75
8.85
53.52
100.00
200."00
30.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
15.50
56.35
150.00
78.15
20.10

4.05
250.00
49.61
9.63
48.00
24.00
55.00
48.00
50.00
55.50
44.35
65.95
25.00
17.50
224.84

Nov. 24
Dec. 2
Dec. 5
Dec. 16
Dec. 24
Dec. 27
Jan. 2q
Jan. 27
Feb. 2
Feb. 14
Mar. 2
Mar.ll
Mar. 15
Mar. 17

100.00
200.00
195.52
293.6'7
160.50
117.54
190.00
86.80
46.25
26·.50
80.00
65.00
50.00
9.00

page 59 } C. T. DAVIS,
Kenbridge, Va.
In Account with
STATE BANK OF KENBRIDGE, Kenbridge, Va.
Sept. 25th, 1922.
Date
Balance

Vouchers
150.00
15.00
9.56
200.00
10.80
32.72
100 ..00
25.00
100.00
9.85
. 21.60
21.92
10.10
50.00
64.30
10.50
12.50
25.00
25.00
15.75
10.10
11.50
1.40
1.25

33.86
13.53
5.20
8.00
50.00
21.20
25.00
3.00
10 ..10
5.00
3.60
50.00
4.75
21.70
10.00
8.04
8.00
6.80
3.00
24.25
25.00
5.90
16.65
5.00

3.00
1.50
1.00
16.00
10,305.85

Apr. 13
Apr. 16
Apr. 19
Apr. 29
Apr. 29
May 3
Jul. 22
Sep. 22
Sep. 29
Oct. 4
Oct. 13
Oct. 13
Oct. 22
Oct. 22
Oct. 29
Nov. 5
Nov. 22
Dec. 3
Dec. 13
Jan. 24
Mar. 14

Deposits

150.00
110.00
25.00
50.00
210.00
482.40
50.00
33.50
50.00
28.74
21.57
40.00
60.03
90.00
124.63
116.20
315.00
100.00
300.00
168.38
250.00
45.98

1
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1.00
1.50
2.00
1.00
9.67
2.40
10.10
1.50
42.68
22.66
60.14
15.54
26.24
10.10
11.63
20.00
5.00
43.84
19.00
32.64
page 60

~C.

Ap:t:. 6
Jun. 17
Jul. 18
Oct. 5
Oct. 20
Oct. 21
Oct. 24
Oct. 26
Oct. 31
Nov.10
Nov. 14
Nov. 17
Dec. 27
Dec. 28
Jan. 7
Feb. 23
Mar. 3
Mar.25

1.00
4.15
1.00
1.00
1.00
10.80
25.00
10.50
20.00
25.00
5.00
10.75
10.00
3.00
1.25
1.00
151.77
6.75
2.70

·50.00
191.96
62.98
. 80.00
38.03
15.00
75.00
20.00
50.00
100.00
100.00
100.00
50.00
45.00
20.00
3.00
25.00
10.50

T. DAVIS
Kenbridge, Va.

In Account with
STATE BANK OF KENBRIDGE, Kenbridge, Va.
Sept. 25th, 1922.
Vouchers

Date
Balance,
Apr. 11
Apr. 18
May 25
Jun. 5
Jun. 13
July lOth, 1922 July 10
Total Credits
Total Debits
9/25/22 Balance

Deposits
25.00
50.00
.90
160.00
20.00
3.00
10,306.13
10,305.85

.28
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page 61 ~EXHIBIT DEED P. I. DAVIS TO C. T. DAVIS.

#25.
THIS DEED, Made this 24th day of Feby. in the year one
thousand nine hundred and twenty between P. I. Davis of
Lunenburg County, Virginia, party of the first p~rt, and C.
T. Davis of Lunenburg County Virginia party of the second
part,..
WITNESSETH: That in consideration of the sum of
$500.00 Five Hundred Dollars, and other considerations cash

in hand paid the receipt which is hereby acknowledged the
said party of the firs.t part doth grant unto the said party of
the second part with General Warranty, all of that c-ertain
tract or parcel of land in Columbian Grove Magisterial district, in Lunenburg County Virginia, containing (70 3/4) Seventy and three-fourths acres be the same more or less and
bounded as follows : North by the lands of E. P. ·Love, East
by the lands of E. P. Love & Mrs. Eula A. Snead, South by
the lands of 1\!Ir. Eula A. Snead, West by the lands of S. ·H.
Love.
It is further covenanted and agreed between the parties
of this deed that the said party of the se~ond part shall provide for the said party of the first part in every way as far:
as it is possible for him to do to make her comfortable during the remainder of her life.
The said party of.the first part covenants that she has the
right to convey the said land to the grantee; that she has
done no act to encumber the said land; that the grantee shall
have quiet possession of the said land, free from all encumbrances, and that she the said party of the first part, will
execute such further assurances of the said land as may be
requisite.
Witness the following signature and seal:
(Signed)

P. I. DAVIS. Seal

State of Virginia,
County of Lunenburg, to-wit:
I, R. E. Gee, a notary public for the County aforesaid, in
the State of Virginia, do certify that P. I. Davis, 'vhose name

},annie .A. Davis
page 62
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is signed to the foregoing writing, bearing date on
the 24 day of Feby 1920, has acknowledged the
same before me, in my County aforesaid.

Given under my hand this 24th day of Feby. 1920.
My commission expires Nov. 28th 1923.
(Signed)

R. E. GEE,
Notary Public.

Lunenburg County to-wit:
In the office of the Circuit Court Clerk the 3rd day of
March 1920, this deed was presented and, with the certificates annexed, admitted to record at 4 o'clock P. M.
Affix:;;,.ti thereto being 50 cents in value of U. S. Internal
Revenue Stamps duly cancelled.
Tests:
JNO. L. YATES, Clerk.
Endorsement on the Back of Deed:
~1:ch.

3rd, 1920.
Presented in office and with certificate, admitted to record
at 4 o'clock P.M. ·
JNO: L. YA.TES, Clerk.
Circuit Court of Lunenburg
Recorded, Deed Book No. 63, Page 335 and ....
Fees...................... $2.25
Tax. .
. ................. 1.00
$3.25

Pd.
page 63

~EXHIBIT

DEED G. T. DAVIS TO FANNIE
I. DAVIS.

THIS DEED, l\iade this 8 day of Dec. in the year one thousand nine hundred and twenty-one between C. T. Davis of
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Lunenburg County Virginia, party of the first part, ·and
Fannie A. Dav:is of Lunenburg County Virginia, party of
the second part :
WITNESSETH: That in consideration of the sum of $1,000.00 One Thousand Dollars cash in hand paid the receipt
which is hereby -a.cknowledged the said party of the :fi.r.st
part doth grant unto the said party of the second part with
General Warranty, all of that certain tract or parcel of land
in Columbian Grove :Magisterial district in Lunenburg
County Virginia containing ( 72) seventy two acres be the
same more or less anrl bounded as follows, North by the
lands of P. T. Slaughter, East by the lands of Mrs. Eula A.
Snead and Stephen Ross, "\Vest by the lands of S. H.· Love,
and known as the Ida Davis tract· which was convey to the
said party of the first part by the said Ida Davis.
The said party of the first part covenants that he has the
right to convey the said land to the grantee; that he has done
no act to encumber the said land; that the grantee shall have
quiet possession of the .said land, free from all encumbrances,
and that he the ·said party of the first part, will execute such
further assurances of the said land as may be requisite.
Witness the following signature and seal: .
(Signed)

C. T. DAVIS

Seal

State of Virginia,
County of Lunenburg, to-wit:
I, R. E. Gee, a Notary Public for the County aforesaid,
in the State of Virginia, do certify that C. T. Davis, whose
name is signec"L to the foregoing writing, bearing date on the
8th day of Dec. 1921, has acknowledged the same before me,
in my county aforesaid.
·
Given under my hand this 8th day of Dec., 1921.
My com's expires Nov. 28, 1923.
(Signed)

R. E. GEE,
Notary Public.

County of Lunenburg, to-wit:
In the office of the Clerk of the Circuit Court the Sth day
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of Dec. 1'921, this deed was presented and, with the certifi.. c.ate annexed, admitted to record at 4 o'clock P. M. Affixed
thereto being $1.00 in value of U. S. Internal Revenue stamps
duly cancelled.

Teste:
JNO. L. YATES,. Clerk.

Endorsement on back of deed;
Dec. 8, 1921.
Presented in office and, with certificate, admitted to record
at 4 o'clock P. M.
(Signed)

JNO. L. YATES, Clerk.

Circuit Court of Lunenburg Co.

•

Recorded Deed Book 64, Page 319 and 320.
Fee. . . • . ................. $ ..... .
Tax....... ~ .............. $ ..... .
Paid

$4.75

· page 64 } Virginia,
In the Circuit Court for the County of Lunenburg.

R. W. MansoJl & Co., and R. W. Manson & A. S. Bridgeforth
and E. S. Roby, Partners Trading as R. W. Manson &
Company, & Roby and Southern Distributing Co., a Corporation, and Stern & Co., a Corporation, Plaintiffs,

v.

Fannie A. D·avis and C. T. Davis, Defendants.

"DEPOSITIONS ON BEHALF OF DEFENDANTS.
By agreeme11t of Counsel for R. W. Manson & Company
and Roby, and for Southern Distributing Company and Stern
& Company, and for the defendants, G. T. Davis and Fannie
A. Davis, these depositions are taken by consent, without
any notice, at Kenbridge, Va., in the Directors Room of the
Bank of Kenbridge, on this 4t~ day of December, 1925.
And it is further agreeq that these and all other deposi-

Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia.

SO

tions taken between these parties shall be read in either or
both of the said chancery suits as fully and effectually as if
they had been taken according to law in both.
And it is likewise agreed between counsel t~at these depositions may be. taken before Clara E. Sullivan, a notary public for the County of Nottoway, Virginia, and certified by her
as fully, legally and effectually as if the depositions were
actually taken in thEl County of Nottoway.
Present: T. W. Ozlin, Counsel for R. W. Manson & Co.
and Roby, and R. \V. :Nlanson & Co.; W. E. Nelson, Counsel
for Southern Distributing Company and Stern & Company;
W. Moncure Gravatt, Counsel for Defendants.
page 65

~

C. T. DAVIS,
a witness of lawful age, being first duly sworn,
deposes dnd says as follows, to-wit:
EXAMINATION-DIRECT.
Mr. Gravatt:
1. Mr. Davis, have you read the depositions taken on Nov.
11th by the complainants in this case, consisting of the testimony of A. 8. Bridgeforth, "\V. M. Harris and R. W. Manson,
and E. S. R<>byY
A. Yes, sir.
2. Pl~se state when the sale at the Co-Operative Store ref erred to by Mr. Manson as the sale at the " colo I:ed sto 1·e"
took placef
Ans. What date~
3. Yes.
Ans. On the 29th day of December.
4. Did you have any conversation at all with Mr. ]\!!anson
on that date 7
A. No, sir, no more than I went to him and told him that
I wanted to have a talk '"ith him and he told me that he was
going to turn the notes over to l\ir. Ozlin and I could do my
talking with him.
5. Would Mr. Manson permit you to talk with him on that
date?
A. No, .sir, he would not.
6. Did you see l\1:r. Ozlin that day¥
A. Yes, sir.
7. How many times did you see him that day?
...~. Twice in his office and once At the .sale, sale Mr. Manson had selling a place.
0

0
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8. Had Mr. Manson delivered the notes to Mr. Ozlin at
that timet
A. No; sir, he ·had not.
9. Did Mr. Ozlin make any statement to you at that time 7
A. No, sir, I went up in his office and asked him did he
know where Mr. Manson was, and he said he thought he was
. down at the colored store, and I asked him, I says, "Did Mr.
Manson say anything to you about turning any notes over to
you". He said "He rode back with me from up at the other
sale, and he said he was going to do it, but he hasn 't done it''.
10. Did you make the statement testified to by Mr. Manson
and !vir. Roby to the effect, as testified by them, that you
conveyed the land to your wife because your aunt 'vanted
her to have it Y
Ans. No, sir, never did.
11. Did Mr. ~!anson approach you since the
page 66 ~ taking of your deposition and the deposition of
your wife and make any inquiry of you as to
whether or not you had any talk with him down at that colored store?
A. He did.
12. When and where was that ?
-.
A. I can't twl the exact date, but it was sometime I think
year before lnst,-I _was selling fish do'vn here on the corner, and he told me he wanted to see me, and we stepped
off aside and he asked me ''Mr. Davis, did you ever tell me
that you conveyed that land to your wife because your aunt
wanted her to have it''? I says ''I never told anybody such
a thing''. I said '' ~ir. Manson, you wouldn't even talk to
ine. I tried to talk to you about it, and you wouldn't even talk
to me". I says "I sold it to my wife and she paid me for it".
He said "I know it", and walked off.
13. From the time that you tri~d to talk to Mr. Manson
on Dec. 29th, at the sale at the colored store up until this
last conversation you have testified about, when yo_u were
selling :fish down here on the corner, sometime year before
last, what was Mr. Manson's manner toward you?
Mr. O...zlin: This question and any answer thereto is objected to for the reason that it is clearly irrelevant and immaterial.
A. Well, he would walk by me on the street and wouldn't
ever say anything. This was the first time he had said anything to me since that time. He came to me and shook hands
with me.
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14. Mr. Dav!§, previous to the bringing of this suit against
you and your wife by Mr. Manson, for how many years had
you been doing business with ~Ir. Manson and buying things
from him on a credit?
A. About thirty years.
15. Was there any difference in the attitude of Mr.
Manson and Mr. Bridgeforth, his partner, in the letters which
they wrote you with reference to payment of the debts involved herein from the letters written you in previous years
covering that period of thirty years?
A. No, sir, J don't think there was.
16. Before these notes were delivered to l\1:r. Ozlin for collection, had there been any letters from R. W. Manson &
Company or R. W. Manson & Company & Roby to you of a
different nature from the letters sent you in previous years
in the Fall ab<!ut making payments?
A. No, sir.
. 17. Had they made any different or unusual demands upon
you for the payment of these particular debts prior to the
bringing of the suitY
A. No, sir, they had not.
18. What, if anything, did you say to Mr. W. M.
page 67 ~ Harris, and when 'vas that? Mr. Harris has testified, if I recollect correctly, tnat you stated to
him that the property or your business, or words to that ef:..
feet, had been turned over to your wife, and that she would
settle debts? Please state when that occurred with reference
to the colored sale, how long before the colored sale was it
that you had any talk on that subject with Mr. Harris~
A. It was after that sometime. I couldn't tell you the
date, Mr. Gravatt, but Mr. Harris }Vas asking me when I
could pay him the money, and I told him I would pay him as
soon as I could, and he says "You have turned over everything to your wife". I says "I have sold my wife my property''. I said ''she will let me have some money as quickly
as she ·can, and I will pay you then''.
19. As a matter of fact was the debt owing to :M;r. Harris' company paid f
A. No, not all of it.
20. Then ~Ir. Harris would be interested in seeing the
sale to your wife set aside to the e~tent of participating in
having this land sold Y
A. Yes, sir.
.And further this deponent saith not. Counsel for plaintiffs not desiring to cross examine the witness.

.-: ~
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Signature of witness }Yaived by consent.
State of Virginia,
County of Nottoway, to-wit:
I, Clara E. Sullivan, a notary public in and for the County
of Nottoway, in the State of Virginia, do hereby certify
that the foregoing depositions w.ere duly taken pursuant to
agreement, in the caption, said depositions being taken down
in shorthand and later transcribed by me, ·and the signature
of the witness being waived by consent, .said depositions being taken and the witness deposing before me in the Directors' Room •of the First National Bank of l{enbridge, at
Kenbridge, V a., as stated in the agreement in the caption
hereof, notice of the taking of the depositions being w~ived
by counsel.
Given under my hand this 4th day of December, 1925.

CLARA E. SULLIVAN,
·
Notary Public.
'

1925, Dec. _9th, Filed in· suit.
JNO. L. YATES, Clerk.
Fee, stenographer and notary $3.00.
page 68 } Virginia,
~
In the Circuit Court for the County of Lunenburg.
R. W. Manson & Co., and R. "\V. Manson & A. S. Bridgeforth
and E. S. Roby, Partners trading a.s R. W. Manson & Co.,
& Roby, and Southern Distributing Company, -a corporation, and Stern & Co., a corporation, Plaintiffs,
•
vs.
Fannie A. Davis and C. T. Davis, Defendants.

DEPOSITIONS ON BEHALF OF PLAINTIFFS.
By agreement of counsel for R. W. Manson & Company ·
and Roby, and.Jor Southern Distributing Company and Stern
& Company, and for the defendants, C. T. Davis and Fannie
A.. Davis, these depositions are taken by consent, without any
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notice, at Kenbridge, Virginia, this 11th day of November,.
1925; and it is further agreed that these and all other depositions taken between these parties shall be read in either
or both of the aforesaid chancery suits as fully and effectually as if they· had been regularly taken according to law
in both,~these depositions being taken before Leola Wilson, a notary public for the County of Lunenburg, State of
Virginia.
Present: T. W. Ozlin, Coun~el for R. W. Manson ~ Co.
and Roby, and R. W. lvlanson & Co.; W. E. Nelson, Counsel
for the Southern Distributing Co. and Stern & Company;
W. Moncure Gravatt, Counsel for Defendants..
.
A. S. BRIDGFORTH,
a witness of lawful age, called in his own behalf, after being first duly sworn, deposes as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION.
T. W. Ozlin~
,,
Q. What is your age, residence, and occupation Y
A. Age, 58; residence, Lunenburg County~ occupation,
farmer.
Q. Are you one of the partners in the firm of R. W. Manson· and Co., and Roby?
A. Yes.
Q. Are you also one of the partners in the firm of R: W.
Manson and· Co. 7
A. Yes..
Q. Please state when the notes on which judgments were
obtained against C. T. Davis in favor of R. W. Manson and
Co., and R. W. Manson and Co. and Roby were due, if you
remember their dates.
A. The notes to R. W. Manson and Co. were due on Oct.
. 5, 1920. I do not kno'v whel! the R. W. Manson
page 69 ~ and Co. and Roby notes were due.
Q. Please state when, if at all, you began to press
C. ·T. Davis for payment of the note in favor of R. W. Manson and Co.
A. I can't recall the exact date, but I suppose it was about
six months after the notes 'vere due that we began to urge
the payment of the notes.
Q. Do you recall when these notes were placed in my hands
for collection against C. T. Davis Y

~

-\-
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A. I think it was in the early fall of 1921.
Q. When you say ''early fall'', do you mean before Dec.
1st, o.r later T
A. In October, or the first part of November, 1921. ·
Q. C. T. Davis and his wife, both, when they testified in this
case, stated that neither you, nor Mr. Manson, nor Mr. Roby
had ever pressed them for p·ayment of any notes due you at
the time C. T. Davis conveyed the 72 acres of land to his
wife. I take it, from your previous answer, that this is not
trueY
Mr. Gravatt: I object.
Q. Please state whether or not that is true~
A. Mr. Davis had owed us for some· horses and mules for

. ten years, I suppose, before this time and he had not paid
promptly at all times and we had extended the time, but, in
this case, I don't recall extending the time on these· notes to
Mr. Davis. I remember, that fall, urging Mr. Davis to pay
them, telling him that if he did not pay, that we were going
to give the notes for collection. I told him this down in the
directors' room of The Bank of IJunenburg.
·~Q. Do you mean by ''that fall'', the fall of 1921 Y
A. Yes, the fall of 1921 after this note was due.
Q. In your various transactions with Mr. Davis, did you
have any business with his wife, Fannie A. Davis, and ever.
W.Q her anything about extending the tim~ or demanding
payb).e'nt Y
!
. A. .No, I don't know Mrs. Davis and wouldn't know her if
1___.,.-----T,vot~la ..~ee her, although she came down to our house on one
occas1on, §\think it was in the fall of 1920.
1

Ft1~f:!ier ~-

· .deponent saith not.

Signat~aived by consent of counsel.

!_/ -- ------,~~'\
I

I

MR. w. M. HARRIS,
.
another •_L.t.l ss of lawful age, after being first duly sworn,
deposes &o follbmrs:
__- . - • •

~ECT EXAMINATION.

t

.
Mr. Ozli

1:

Q. Wh ~t is yo ur age, residence and occupation i

)

,'

., .i;

[

.
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. A. Age, 38 ; residence, !{enbridge ; occupation, Wholesale
grocer.
Q. Ar~ you an officer in the corporation of Adams, Harris
and Company T
A. I am Secretary-Treasurer.
Q. Please state whether or not, during the years 1918, 1919,
1920 and 1921, your Company sold goods at wholesale to C.
T. Davis~
A. Yes, we did.
.
Q. Was Mr. Davis in the mercantile business at the time
you were selling him these goods Y
A. Yes.
Q. Please state who settled with you from time·
page 70 J to time for the goods sold him 1
A. Well, during the first period you mentioned,
Mr. Davis handled both ends of it, but I noticed the last
payment we got on thP account, the check was signed by Mrs.
))avis. I am not positive whether there was more than one
payment that she made or not, but I know I noticed that the
last one was her check.
Q. Do you recall the year in which you received this payment by check signed by Mrs. Davis·?
A. It was December 13, 1921, for :1 payment of $100.00.
Q. Was that the "last payment that ]~as been made on your
account by anyone T
1\.. Yes.
Q. Please state whether or not C. T. DaviR, in thE~ fall _,...j
1921, made any statement to you about why he had conve-"ied
to his wife the 72 acres of land which he had acquuecJ.. -from
hjs aunt, :Miss Ida Davis, and, if so, what statement }1·e ma~e.
. Mr. Grava~t: The foregoing _question is objected/to,. because
1f offered to Impeach Mr. ·navis, he was not put Q""""' h~s ~ard
by counsel in cross-examination informing him ~~o~ld
be impeached by this witness on this point.

~ouldn't

r

time~t ~--m.~de

',.

A. I
be positive about the
11
this
_
statement to me. He came in the store and say~;, ~-J\IIr. liar.,._/. ris, Bridgforth and them have jumped on me .rltbout , ome old
automobiles, and I have turned everythh~
.. over t the old
lady, but she is going to pay you".
, . ., ,
·
Q. Had you, at that time, heard about .Jlri . laving :!Onveyed

l _('

hiA~aWc,,t~i~~s wife!

I

\

I

'~.

·•

./·

-----

.~---"
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Q. Did you hear -Q_f this conveyance shortly after It w~s
Inade?
"·
A. I don't know exactly when the conveyance was made,
but I am under the ,impression I did. I. know I heard of it
and immediately aft~r he told me that, I. commenced to addressed my correspo.:J.ldence to Mrs. Davis about settlement
of the account.

Further this depon(~nt saith not..
Signature waiv~d by'. consent of counseL

.
R. '.w. ~!ANSON,
r·~·"'···
another witness of la,vful age, called in hls....Q.._Vln oehalf, after
being first duly sworn, d~poses as follows :
\...

~4

,_

-·

Q. I believe that you ar'Nhe senior dartner of the two
firms of R. W. Manson and COiiip'spy and'·-of R. W. Manson
and Company and Roby, is that co1~ .:
A. I am.
Q. Do you recall the indebtedness to you ot to your firms
by C. T. Davis in the years 1920 and 1921 ~
A. I do..
Q. I-Iow long had you or your firms been doing business
with 1\fr. Davis and extending him credit7
A. Ten years.
Q. Please state for what the notes involving this suit were
given by Mr. Davis and how you came to hold them.
A. Richard, my grandson, sold Mr. Davis an automobile
and took a note payable toR. W. Manson and Company, and
we gave Richard the .money for it.
Q. Do you recall when this note became due and payable?
A. In October, 1920.
Q. Mr. Davis and his wife both testified when they were
on the stand that neither you nor any other member of these
two firms had ever pressed them for payment of this or any
other notes, please state if that is true.
A. I wrote to Mr. Davis, I always wrote to everypage 71} body that owed me in October of each year, and I
wrote to Mr. Davis in October, 1921, that if he
didn't m~ke arrangements to pay that automobile note that
I would turn it over to Ozlin for collection.
Q. Did you receive any response from Mr. Davis to that
letterY
A. Not until the colored sale down here in December, when
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necessary to give
he came to me and told me that it \vas
the note up, that he would pay it as s on as he could.
Q. When did you place the note in my hands for collection Y
A. It was in November, 1921.
,
.
Q. Do you recall when the sale at the colored store was,
to which you have ju~t referred~
:
A. It was in December, sometime cl.uring the Christmas
'·,
\
1921.
·~',·-. '
'-..,
Q. Well, if that be true, then you had already placed the · . . . .
"'-~~\e in my hands for collection Y
/
·
·....._
A&. Yes.
.
Q. ·A~ the time to which you have 1:eferred, when you were
talking wit)!_ h_im at the sale, did h€~ make any statemen_t to
you regarding ...the conveyance of the 72 acres of land, involved in this srlit, to his wife Y
,
A. He did.
'--·.
,./
'· Q. Please state 'what he~~
.
A. He told me, that hi~wife waited on his aunt and. that
she wanted him ·~the land· and she. deeded it to him
because she was afraid there would be some trouble with
the heirs and that he had deeded it to her because he knew
'
his aunt wanted her to have it.
Q. Do you mean by this that Davis had deeded the land to ~~
his wife because Davis's aunt wanted his wife to have it~
A. Yes, because she had waited on her for two years.
Q. Did he, at that time, say anything about having sold
the land to his wife or having received any payment for it~
A. He did not.
Q. Now, to go back prior to this transaction, in making
payments. on indebtedness to you for former years, with
whom had you transacted the business Y
A. With C. T. Davis, himself.
CROSS EXA}.t!INATION.
By Mr. Gravatt:
,
Q. I _understood you to say, Mr. Mans.on, when Mr. Davis
talked with you in the Christmas of 1921, that he told you
that he was as good then as when he made the note Y
A. Yes.
Further this deponent saith not.
Signature waived by consent of counsel.
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E. S. ROBY,
another witness .of lawful age, after being first duly sworn,
deposes as follows:
DIRECT :EXAMINATION.
By Mr. Ozlin:

·Q. Mr. Roby, are you one of the partners in the firm of
R. W. Manson & Company and ·RobyY
A. 'Yes.
·Q. Then, you are interested in one of the debts which is
sought to be enforced against C. T. ~navis in this suit~
A. Yes.
··Q. Please·state,-if, in the fall or· winter of 1921, you heard
Mr. C..T. Davis make any statement to Mr. R. W. Manson
regarding the conveyance to his wife of 72 acres
page 72 ~ of land which Mr. Davis had gotten from his aunt,
and.:. if so, what statement he made·?
A. He and Mr: Manson were talking on some. business and
Mr. Manson was talking to him about the land and he told
Mr. Manson that ·he deeded it over to his wife because she
had waited Qn his aunt.
Q.. Can you state where you were at that timeY
A. We were at this colored sale down here.
Q. Did he say anything at that time· about his wife having
paid· him anything for the land~
A. No.
CROSS ·EXAJ\{IN-ATION.
By Mr. Gravatt:
Q. You didn't hear all of the conversation between Mr.
Davis and Mr. Manson, did you?
A. Well, 1 didn't hear it .all, they were talking .when I
came up. They were walking on together and then they. sort
of ·StQpped and then- stepped. on.
1

Further this deponent saith not.
Signature waived by consent of counsel.
It is agreed by counsel- for· complainants and defendants .
that any deeds or other papers of record may be copied and
be put into the record.
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State of Virginia,
County of Lunenburg, to-wit:
I, Leola Wilson, a notary public in and for the County of
Lunenburg, in the State of Virginia, do hereby certify that
the foregoing depositions were duly taken pursuant to agreement in the caption, said depositions being taken down and
transcribed by me, and the signatures of the witnesses being waived by consent of counsel, said 'vitnesses being sworn·
and depo~ing before me in the office of Thos. W. Ozlin, at
l{enbridge, Virginia, as stated in the agreement in the caption hereof, nQtice for the taking of the depositions being
waived by cou~sel for complainants and defendants .
. In witness whereof, I hereunto set my hand this 11th day
of November, 1925.
LEOLA WILSOK,
Notary Public.
Witness fee, W. J.\II. Harris ................ $ .50
Notary and stenographer's fee. . . . . . . . . . . . 6.45
1925, Nov. 13th, Ret'd by Commr. & filed in suit.
JNO. L. YATES, Clerk.
page 73

~

Virginia,
In the Circuit Court for the County of Lunen-

burg.
R. W. l\{anson and A. S. Bridgforth, partners, trading as R.
W. l\{anson and Company, a_nd R. W. }.;!anson and A. S.
Bridgforth and E. S. Roby, partners trading as R. W. Manson and Co. and Roby, Complainants,
vs.
.
C. T. Davis and Fannie A. Davis, R. J. Barlow, Trustee in
a deed of trust from Fannie A. Davis, and C. T. Davis,
dated April 7th, 1'912, and the State Bank of Kenbridge, a
corporation, organized and existing under the laws of ·the
State of Virginia, beneficiary in said deed of trust, Defendants,
FINAL DECREE DECE~:I:BER TERM, 1925.
Entered December 11, 1925.
and
Southern Distributing Company, a corporation, and existing

-~
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under the laws of the State of Virginia; and Stern and
Company, Inc., a corporation, organized and existing under the laws of the State of V~rginia, Complainants,,
·
vs.
..
C. T. Davis and Fannie A. Davis, R~ J. Barlow, Trustee fn
a deed of trust from Fa~nie A. Davis and C. T. Davis,
dated April '(.th, 1922, and the State Bank of Kenbridge, a
corporation, organized and existing under the laws of the
State of Virginia, bep.eficiary in said deed of trust, Defe:ri:..
dants.
·

DECREE DECEMBER. ~ERJ\II, 1925.
These causes, which, by agreement, are heard together,
and which have been regularly matured at rules and set for
hearing, came on this day to be heard on the bills of the comp1ainants and exhibits therewith filed, and upon the answer
of the defendants, C. T. Davis and Fannie A. Davis, the
general replication of the complainants thereto, and upon
the depositions taken on behalf of the complainants and defendants, and exhibits returned therewith, and was argued
bv counsel.
.. On consideration whereof, the court is of qpinion that the
prayer of the bills of the complainants should be granted,
nnd, accordingly, doth adjudge, o1·der, and decree that the
deed dated December 8, 1921, from G. T. Davis to Fannie A.
Davis, conveying the said tract of 72 acres of land in Columbian Grove Magisterial District, Lunenburg County, Virginia, and mentioned and described in the proceedpage 74 ~ ings in these causes, be, and the same hereby is,
declared to be void and of no effect as to the complainants, R. vV. Manson and Company, R. W. Manosn & Company and Roby, Southern Distributing Company, Inc., -and
Stern and Company, Inc., and liable to the judgments in favor
of the said complainants, which are set up in the bills filed
in these causes.
And the C.o-urth doth further adjudge, order, and. decree
that the papers in these causes, be, and the same are hereby
referred to N. S. Turnbull, Jr., one of the Commissioners in
Chancery of this Court, who is hereby directed to tak~, and
state the following accounts:
1-An account showing the fee simple, and annual value
of the tract of 72 acres of land in the proceedings in these
causes mentioned, and· described.
2-An account showing whether or not the rents, issues,
and profits of the said tract of 72 acres of land will satisfy

------·------------------,.

r-
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and.pay off the liens binding thereon within a period of -five
years.
3-An account showing all liens 'binding the said tract of
72 acres of land, together with their priorities.
~.An account showing whether or not there are any
taxes binding the said tract of 72 acres of land, delinquent
or -otherwise.

,

5-Any other account which the said Commissioner stating the same may deem proper, or which may be required to
be stated by -any party -in interest.
Whicl said accounts, the said Golnihissioner ·is dire~ted to
take, ·state, and report to Court, along with any -matter
deemed pertinent by ·himself, or ·required by any party in
interest 'to be stated, .after having first· given due notice to
all parties, plaintiff and defendant, or -to their counse~.
·And the defendants, by counsel, having expressed. an intention of presenting these causes to the Supreme Court of
Appeals for review, the j\ldgment of the Court shall be suspended for a period of sixty days upon the execution by the ',
defendants, or someone for_ them, before the Clerk of this
Court, of a bond in the penalty of $200.00, conditioned as
the law requires, and with surety approved by the Clerk.
page 75 ~ I, Jno. L. ~Yates, Clerk of the Circuit Court for
the County of Lunenburg, hereby certify that the 'foregoing is ·a true transcript· of the record in the chancery
causes -of Southern Distributing ·Company, a Corporation,
·and Stern & Co., Inc., v. C. T. and Fannie A. Davis and R. J.
Barlow, Trustee, -and in the chancery cause of ·R. W. Manson&· Company, and 'R. W. Manson & Company & Roby v.
C. T. ~and-Fannie A. Davis and R. J. Barlow,' Trustee, and
the 'State ·Bank of l{enbridge, which said chancery causes~
by agreement, were consolidated and heard together, and
t~at --·notice required by the statute l~nv of ·virginia, bef-ore
'delivering to ·counsel for defendants said transcript, has been
-duly-given according to law.
·
·Given under~ my 'hand this '·2 day of June, 1926.
Teste:
J-NO. L. YATES, Clerk.
Clerk's fee for transcript of record,- $30.00.
A Copy-Teste:
-H. STEWART JONES, C. C.
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