YOUNG VS. RALKIN
Augusta Co., 17

The separate answer of Thomas Patterson, one of the defendants to a

¥ill in the Ch. (. exhibited against him by John Young

This respondent serving and answering to himself now and at all

hereafter all and every manner of benefit of exception the manifest

untruth unsustained and imperfections in the sald conmplete

bill mentioned for answer thereto or as much thereof as this draft is

material or necessary for him lo answer unto anewerth and either
STS

that it is this respondent togeclher with Samuel llenderson
alive ryec. of the last will and Testawent of George Rankin

deceased and that they took upon theuwselves the authority of the admin-
ion, that the said Samuel Hendercon did almost the whole of the
2ss which precludes the recspondents from accounting disiinctly
for the several acte of administration at this instant period of time,
Tut while recollects that whom hig co-cxeculor of himself witncessed,
Phey had ncarly discharged thelr duty with respcect to the distrivution
of the Fstate and assuming from this knowledge of the harmony
and affection which seemed to prevail among the legatecs who were
interested in the Fstate therelin, answerlng they were justifible and

secure, gave up all the papers beloneing to the Dstate and administra-
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tion to the clder brother of the fawmily, who Uhis respond dent has since

been informed causally lost the same ‘ which he offere as a rceason
why an account of Llhc adminictration at this day cannot be vrougnt
forward, but this respondent conceilvee that on 1o other occasion would
cuch an answer be regarded as all the legatece (perhaps the wife of

‘the comp. excepled) were privy to the transaction of this respondent

=

his co-exccutors deccased and are well pleased with this administra-

tion, neither does he conceive il wi
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1 e neccgsary on this cccasion
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produced as this respondent insisls and expects he can prove

to
ne

ke
by indifferent testimony the amount of each tghare of the moveable
estate which did not exceed thirteen or fourteen pounds and that an
amount hereio annexed - No 1 - which shows that the #rother, John
Rankin of the comp. wife has fully complied with the expectation

of this respondent and his co-execubtor dec. andthis respondent 1s



1er
informed that many things were furnisted ber by his- Frother John besid
these mentioned, an amount which have never Leen charged and never were

s

intended to bhe so, and thi

0

respondent is advised that the sald comp.

hath no rights to receive any part of the legacy of any
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dec. owing hic wife dec. in the year 1788 leaving one cnild

and no act to redecm his part of the persoval fstate 1nto pogsessions
by the said compt. and the respondent is well afrald if the said

Mary existed, no such enit would have ever been commenced but 1
is due (which this respondent by the by, denies) he has no doubt from
the repcated declarations of the exccutors of John Rankin deceaced

tut that they want tc pay 1t to the lagt shilling if the child

of their sister wae to the benefits of it but the said comp't is
married again, brought sult in his own name and from other accountings
they are apprehensive 1o benefits will resull to their infant nephew
and the case draft denies all manner of combination and consideration

without that etc. etc.



