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CERTIFICATE OF JUDGMENT cv_9L 0705
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF JEFFERSON COUNTY
| Judgment Date____10/2/9]
Plaintiff: JAMES B. GRIMMER dba GRIMMER-DECATUR COMPANY,
SAMUEL PARKER GRIMMER dba GRIMMER-DECATUR CO., ;’:"d?“"“"‘ ‘Mﬁ;
SUSAN L. GRIMMER dba GRIMMER-DECATUR COMPANY, — ~0°" 5 B17.20 (arty's feea)
- COMPANY '
and ROSE GRIMMER dba GRIMMER-DECATUR CO TOTAL  §_44.645.57 |
i vs
; Defendant: TpRrESA LEIGH WHITE dba RIVER OAKS HAIR DESIGNERS
; 3714 LORNA ROAD
) BIRMINGHAM, AL 35216
]
". Plaintiff's Atty. . Douglas P. Corretri

Defendant's Atty. Roy Johnson, ITI

3 JUDGMENT RENDERED IN FAVOR OF X PLANTIFF ) DEFENDANT =~

: JUDGMENT: Defauit Consent [J Non Suit
i Dismissal Workman's Comp. | Pro Ami

Detinue "] Unlawful Detainer
X] Other (See attached)

JUDGMENT CONDITIONS: |
" with Exemptions ] Without Exemptions
With Prejudice Without Prejudice
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K ©10/2/91 Judgment order per Bseparate paper.

Judge Mullins
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF JEFFERSON COUNTY, ALABAMA

JAMES B, GRIMMER, SAMUEL PARKER

)
GRIMMER, SUSAN L. GRIMMER, and )
ROSE GRIMMER, partners d/b/a ) CIVIL ACTION NO:
GRIMMER-DECATUR COMPANY, ap )
Alabama general partnership, ) CV-91-0705
)
Plaintiffs, )
)
vs., )
| ) DLL
TERESA LEICH WHITE, d/b/a )
RIVER OAKS HAIR DESTIGNERS, )
v ORDER
This cause came to be heard on the l17th da

. The Court

finds that there is
Ezz'nn genuine question of fact apd that Summ

[~ GO be granted in favor of Plaintiffs agai

nst Defendant, Teress
= iLeigh White, an individual, d/b/a River Oaks Hair Designers.
A\ It is therefore, CONSIDERED, ORDERED AND ADJUDGED by the
Q0
¢ Court as follows:
S 1, Plaintiff

leight White,

¥ One and 37/100 ($38,731.37)
Déllars,
2,

| It appears to the Court that 8 writ of attachment was
igsued in

this action on August 27, 1991

by levying on certain described

t, as shown on said writ of
and now on motion of plaintiff,

personal property of the defendan
attachment;

veﬁditinni exponas issuye,
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3. In addition, the Court finds that under the terms of
the lease in question, pleintiffs are entitled to recover
reasonable attorney fees which the Court finds and determines
to be the sum of Five Thousand Eight Hundred Seventeen and 20/100
($5,817.20) Dollars for services performed in this cause by

plaintiffs' attorney.
4, Court costs incurred in this cause are hereby assessed

and taxed against defendant.

v DONE AND ORDERED on «ch:ts"";2 Ngday of (thin- ., 1991.
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