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STATE OF ALABAMA con D%W

bd3 T Shelby Countv
IN THE PROBATE COURT

VS

JAMES ROBERT WALKER, SR., ET AL:: SHELBY COUNTY, ALABAMA

DECREE OF CONDEMNAT LON
THIS CAUSE was submitted to the Court for A Decree
confirming the report of the Commissioners heretofore appointed

in said cause and for an order of Cﬂndemnatiun as to the lands

described in the Commissioners' Report andin the original
IPatitinn filed in this Court by theState of Alabama, and‘it
appearing to the Court that on the 3lst day of August, 1973, this

Court heard the allegations of the Petition filed by the State

of Alabamain this cause and all legal evidence presented by

any interested party, Richard Bell, guardian ad libem, for non
compos mentis, minors, and unknown parties, and on the 31st day

of August, 1973, the Court made an order granting said Petition

for the condemnation of the property described as follows:

parcel No. 1. Tract No. 3, Project F-214(20)

Q#p Legrand H. Amberson, et als.
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Parcel No. 9. Tract No. 23, Project F-214(20)

Qw}- Samuel Russell, et al.
Parcel No. 10. Tract No. 27, Project F-214(20)
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J Ludie Hitchcock, et als.
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Parcel No. 1l1. Tract No. 29, Project F-214(20)

E.R. Elliott, et al. | :
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k]
r;,rf

Marvin Archer, et als.,
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parcel No. 13. Tract No. 31, Project F-214(20)
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parcel No. 14. Tract No. 33, Project F-214(20)
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Eva Stinson Strother, et als.
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Parcel No. 15. Tract No. 34, Project F-214(20)
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‘ C.E. Gardner, et al.

parcel No. 18. Tract No. 40, Project F-214(20)
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‘ Nanﬁi Robertson, et al.

Parcel No. Tract No. 43, Project F-214(20)

ﬁﬁg’ft R. Elliott, et al.

Parcel No. 20. Tract No. 47, Project F-214(20)
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N. Frank Wortham, et als.
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Tract No. 49, Project F-214(20)

Sarah C. Marbury, et als.

Parcel No. 22. Tract No., 50, Project F-214(20)

Dr. Hugh Linder, et al.
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Parcel No. 23. Tract No. 51, Project F-214(20)

(l@fy&p&; Imogene H. Valentine, et al.
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Grantham each belng citizens of Shelby County, Alabama, in which
the lands sought to be condemned are situated, who were disin- 3

terested and who possessed the qualifications of jurors to assess h
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the damages and compensations to which the Respondents in this

cause are entitled; and it appearing to the Court that notice of
the appnintment'uf the said Commissioners waé issued b~ ﬁhe Court
to the Sheriff of Shelby County and by said.Shagiff served on them
as required by law; that said Commissioners were swufn éﬁd'did
thereafter receive all legal evidence offered by the'ﬁarties relative
to the amount of damages the owners of said property will sustain
and the amount of compensation to which they are entifled; that the
Commissioners did on, to-wit; the 17th day of September, 1973, make
their report in writing to this Court stating

pParcel No. 1. Tract No. 3, Legrand H. Amberson, et als.

Qﬂ;}‘ the sum of § 2,800.00

parcel No. 2. Tract No. 6, Kenneth D. Salser, et als.

&

parcel No. 3. Tract No. 7, James Rolan Pugh, et _als.

M the sum of § 8,500.00

Parcel No. 5. Tract No. 18, James H. Suggs, et als.

6%Fﬁ£¢£”& | the sum of $ 6,448:90

parcel No. 6, Tract No. 19, Frances W. Davis, et als.

the sum of § 5,225.00

EEE P}Pﬁf the sum of § 7,000.00 i
‘ % parcel No. 7. Tract No., 20, Lucille Ch;iatian, et als. ""}
% @W | the sum of .$2ll,360.00
= Parcel No. 8. Tract No. 22, Robert K’elly,'_et_ als. | a

N ﬂ&ﬁ the sum of $13 560.00 %

Lﬂﬁfﬁarcel No. 9. Tract No. 23 Samuel Russell, EE_EL. %
Q WHJ | the sum of §  450.00 %

Parcel No. 10. Tract No. 27, Ludie'Hitchcnck,.et als. %
% the sum of $ 2,000.00 f

Parcel No. . Tract No. 29, E.R. Elllﬂtt et al. %
@ﬁﬁ&&&d;. ~ the sum of $35,20b.00 ;

Parcel No. 12. Tract No. 30, Mawvin Archer, et als. g
-_tha sum of $ 1,416.00 E
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Parcel No, 13. Tract No. 31, Almeda Bentley

. ) " the sum of $15,000.00

parcel No, 14, Tract Ne. 33, Eva:Stinson Strothexr, et als.

the sum of §  500.00

parcel No. 15. Tract No. 34, C.E. Gardner, et al.

éﬂﬁﬂ#ﬁJUi the sum of $22,760.00

parcel No. 18. Tract No. 40, Naomi Robertson, et al.
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parcel No. 19. Tract No. 43, E.R. Elliott, et al.
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the sum of § 7,500.00

the sum of $ 3,354.00

Parcel No. 20. Tract No. 47, N. Frank Wortham, et als.
the sum of $ 9,222.00

Tract Nn; 49, Sarah C. Marbury, et als.

U’M o | - the sum of 5$10,240.00 |

Parcel No. 22. Tract No. 50, Dr. Hugh Linder, et al.
W the sum of $12,150.00

parcel No. 23. Tract No. 51, Imogene H. Valentine, et al.

ﬁ%%&nﬁu&- the sum of $ 2,000.00
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to be the amount of damages and compensation assessed by them
for the taking and condemnation of said property; aml it
further appearing to the Court that said Commissioners filed

a certificate along with their Award stating none of them qﬁs

5

ever been consulted, advised with or approached by any per%u%ﬁ%ﬁ

in reference to the ua;tue of the property or the pruceedin% E_Eéﬁ
to condemn the sasme prior to the assessment of damages and : E;ig i
that they knew nothing of the same prior to their appnintmeit%%%ﬁ f
and the Court having considered and understood all of the i néé% ;
he:einabuve stated matters, it is; therefore %
DRDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED by the Court that . E
applicant, theStaua nf.Alabama,lpay all costs incurred in | %
this cause; %
And iﬁ further sppearing to the Court that the %
damages and compensation so ascertained and assessed by said %
Commissicners fﬁr tﬁe Respondents, named in the above styled | ég
cause, have been defnsited.in this Court; %
And it fﬁrther appearing to the Cﬁurt that all things %
neceséary'and required by the laws of the State of Alabama %
g, ‘have been dﬁne and pérfufmed by the applicant;
= - It is.further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED, and ;
% is the Judgment of this Court, that the property sought to be k
E'% cundeﬁned by said Petition be condemned, granted, and awarded
E to the applicant, the State of Alabama, and all right, title, *‘
and interest prayed for in said Petition which is now con= i
demned, granted, and awarded to the applicanﬁ in and by :this %

Decrée, be and the same is hereby divested out of said

Respondents and vested in the applicant.

DONE this the & '| day of September, 1973.

JUDGE OF THE'PRORBATE COURT
SHELBY COUNTY, ALABAMA




