SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

NICHOLAS ROERICH, HELENA ROERICH, MAURICE
Me LICHTMANN, SINA LICHTMANN gnd FRANCES
Re GRANT,
Plaintiffs
~againgte=

LOUIS L. HORCH, NETTIE S. HORCH and
MASTER INSTITUTE OF UNITED ARTS, INC.,

Defendants

.The defendants herein, by their attorneys
GREENBAUM, WOLFF & ERNST, for their amended enswer to the
complaint herein

PIRST: Deny esch and every allegation contain
in the paragrsph of the complaint marked "B", except that
they admit that prior to the incorporation of the defendant
Master Institute of United Arts, Inges, the plaintiffs form-
ed a school in 1921 under the name of Master School of
United Arts and that the plaintiffs Maurice M. Lichtmann
and 8ina Lichimann became teachers at the sald school and
that plaintiff Frances R. Grant became executive director
of said school, and that a charter was applied for to the
Regents of the University of the State of New York and as
a result thereof a provisional charter was granted under
the name of Master Institute of United Arts, Incs; and that
in 1022 plaintiffs Maurice M. Lichtmann and Sins Lichtmann
became teachers and directors of the school of the defendant
Magter Institute of United Arts, Ince., and that plaintiff
Frances R. Grant beecazme the executive director at gaid

gchools

SECOND: Deny each addgevery allegation con=-

teined in the paragraph of the complaint marked "6", except




that they admit that Louls L. Horch subsecribed for and im-
mediately after the incorporation of the defendant lMaster
Institute of United Arts, Inc. became the owner of gll of
its eapital stock with full power, smong other things, to
vote the stock at each and every meesting of the stockholders.

THIRD: Deny each and every allegation con-
tained in the paragraph of the complaint marked "o", except
that they sdmit that the defendant Louls L. Horch, prior to
his partieipation in the affairs of the defendant Master
Ingtitute of United Arts, Inc.; was active in business; com=
merce and finance.

Deny each znd every allegstion

teined in the paragraphs of the complaint marked "10" »
"11%

FIFTH: Deny each and every allegation con-

tained in the paragrsph of the complaint marked "12%; except |

-

| they admit thet plaintiffs each endorsed in nl;;km or her
certificate for one share each of the capital stock of the
defendant Master Institute of United Arts, Ince, and that
Nettie 8. Horch endorsed and delivered her certificate for
one share of the capital stock of the defendant Master In-
stitute of United Arts, Inc. to the defendant Louig L. Horch

SIXTH: Deny each and every =zllegation con-
tained in the paragraph of the complaint marked "13%.

SEVENTH: Deny each and every sllegation con=
tained in the paragraph of the complaint marked "14", except
that they admit that on or about February 25, 1935, the de=-
fendant Louls L. Horch turned in and delivered for cancella=
tion five certificates for one share each of the capital
stock of the defendant Master Institute of United Arts, Inc.
to the defendant Master Institute of United Arts, Ine. and
for re=issue to him and in his name of one certificate for
Tive shares of its capital stock and without offering any of
such shares of stock to the plaintiffs, or any of them.




EIGHTH: Deny each and every allegation con=
tained in the paragraph of the complaint marked "15", except
that they admit that on or about Februasry 25, 1835 the de-
fendant Master Institute of United Arts, Ince. thereupon cane-
celled the five certificates for one share eagh of the
caplital stock of thé defendant Master Institute of Unlted
Arts, Ince, and that the defendant Master Institute of United
Arts, Ince. issued in its place and stead one certificate for
five shares of its capital stock to the defendant Louis L
Horch and in his name, and delivered it to him.

NINTH: Deny each and every =allegation con-
tained in the paragraph of the complaint marked "168",; except
that they admit that thereafter and on or about February 286,
1935 the defendant Lous L. Horch endorsed, assigned, trans-

ferred and deliversd (a) the certificate for five shares of

the capital stock of the defendant Master Institute of United
il Arta, I.ﬁco ‘;:.fiﬁ_‘c:h had been issued to him on or abou : T u*wx

25, 1935, and (b) thé certificate for one share of the capi- |
tal stock of the defendant Master Institute of United Arts,
Inc. which had been issued to him, and in hie name originally,
to the defendant Nettie S. Horch, and he also deliver to her
(e) the certificate for one ghars of the capltal stock of the
defendant Master Institute of United Arts, Inc. which had been
issued in her name originally, =nd she and he thereupon deliv-

ered and turned in for cancellation the sald three certificatd

for a total of seven shares of the capital stock to the de=

fendant Master Institute of UnltedArts, Inc. and for the re-

issue to her, the defendant Nettie S. Horech, of a single
certificate for seven shares of the capltal stock, that is o
say, for all of the authorized capital stock of the defendant
Master Instituts of United Arts, Ince.

TENTH: Deny each and every allegation cone-

tained in the paragraph of the complaint marked "17", except




that they admit that on or zbout February 26, 1935 the de-
fendant Master Institute of United Arts, Inc., thereupon
cancelled the said three certificstes for a total of seven
ghares of stock of the defendant Master Institute of United
Arts, Inces and the defendant Master Institute of United
Arté, Ince issued in its place and stead one certificate for |
geven shares of its caplital stock, that iz to eay, for all
of 1ts authorized capital stock to the defendsnt Nettie 8.
Horch and in her names

ELEVENTH: Deny each and every allegation con=-
talned in the parsgraph of the complaint marked "18", except
that they admit that on or zbout February 25«26, 1936, the
defendant Master Institute of United Arts, Inece« inserted in
the books and records of the iaster Institute of United Arts,
Ince particularly the steck book and the stock eertificate
book, the name of the defendant Nettie S. Horch as the owner

and sole sgtoeckholder, and the owner. and holder of regord of

all the outstanding and issued capital stock of the defendant

Master Inabitute of United Arts, Ince.

TWELFTH: Deny each and every allegation cone
teined in the paragraph of the complaint marked "19" except
from and after Februsry 26, 1935, and at all times there-
after, and at the present time, the books and records of the
defendant Master Institulec of United Arts, Inc., particularly
the stock book and the stock certificate book, show that the
defendant Nettie S« Horch ig the record owner and nolder of
all of 1ts outstanding issued uznd suthorized capital stock,
and the gole person to vote any and zall of sald shares of
stock, and that none of the plaintiffs ls the record owner
or holder of any of itssbock and none of the plaintiffs is
entitled to vote any of its stock.

THIRTEENTH: Deny each and every allegation

contained in the paragraph of the complaint marked "20%,




except that they admit that the defendant Nettie S. Horch
claims to be the sole stockholder of the defendant laster
Institute of United Arts, Inc., and that on or about the
1l8th day of December, 1935 the defendant Nettle S. Horech
claiming to be the sole stockholder of the defendant Master
Institute of United Arts, Inc. and the only pereaﬂien €:,-
to vo te the stock of the defendant Master Instltute of 3
United Arts, Inc. at any meeting of stockholders of said
corporation, held a meeting of stockholders, consisting;cf
hergelf, of the defondant Master Institute of United Arté,
Ince.; but no notice of the time, place of the holding of the

sald meeting was given to the plaintiffs.

FOURTEENTH: Deny each and every gllegation

contained in the paragraph of the gomplalnt marked "21%,
it except that they admit that at sald meeting the defkndant
ﬁiNettle S. Horch, the sole sﬁockholder. voted upo?w‘ ‘
resolutions and measures and took action as the sole stock=
holder of the defendant Master Institute of United Arts, Inc.|

FIFTEENTH: Deny each and every allegation
contained in the paragraph of the complaint marked "22", ex-
cept that they admit that the single certificate for geven
shares of capltal stock of the defendant Master Institute
of United Arts, Ince, which is in the name of the defendant
Nettie S. Horch and which is now in her possession, nowhere
bears any notice or notation on it that it or the stock
represented thereby is subject to any agreement.

SIXTEENTH: Deny each and every‘allegaiion
contzsined in the paragraph of the complaint marked "23",
except that they admit that the defendant Nettlie 8. Horeh
now elaims to be the owner of all the stock and the sole
persion entitled to vote all or any of the outstanding and
issued capitsl stock of the defendant Master Institute of
United Arts, Inec. and she claims to hold sald stock as her
property free of and unhindersd by the restrictions or
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“] . and adedquate remedy at law against the defendants«Lou;g

allegations imposed by any agreement.
SEVENTEENTH! Deny each and every allegation
conteined in the paragraeph of the complaint marked "24".
EIGHTEENTH: Deny sach and every allegation
contained in the paragraph of the complaint marked "25“
except that they admit that the defendant Master: Instithte of
United Arts, Inc. recognizes the defendant Nettie S. Horch,
and her alone, ad the sole sgtockunolder of ite \
NINETEENTHS Deny each and every allegation
contazined in the paragraphs of the complaint marked "26%,
"28" . and "20%.,
AS AND FOR A FIRST; SEPARATE AND DISTINCT
AFFIRHATIVL DEFENSE TO ANY CAUSE OF ACTION
PURPORTED TO BE ALLEGED IR THE COLPLAINT
AGAINST LOUIS L. HORCH AND N"TTIL Sa BORGH.
] -uDﬂklﬁTD AJ.JL—‘LT ;
TWENTIETH: The plaintiffs have a complet.e
W .
' Homeh ana Wet¥4s '8 UWorch in thet the relic? hercin sous 45y
be obtalned in an aetion for the recovery
[ the stock, or in zn aetion for damsges.
AS AND FOR A SECCHD, SEPARATE AND DISTINCT
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE TO ANY CAUSE OF ACTION
PURPORTED TO BE ALLEGED IN THE COMPLAINT
AGAINST LOUIS L. HORCH AND NETTIE S. HORCH,
THE DEFENDANTS:. ALLEGE: :
TWENTY-FIRST; That any cause of action the
petitioners Helena Roerich and Nicholas Roerich might have
for the rscovery each of one eglrare of stock originally
reglstered in the name of each, did not acerue within the
gix years next preceding the commencement of this prodecding.
TWENIY-SECOND: That by reason of the foregoing
the sald Nicholas Rosrich and Helena Roerich have no right,
title or interest in or to the two shares of stock of which
they claim to be the owners.
AS AND FOR A FIRST COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST THE PLAIN.

TIFF NICHOLAS ROERICH, THE DEFENDANT LOUIS L.
HORCH ALLEGES}

IWENTYX-THIRDS That on or about the 15th day of




February, 1923, in the City of New York, the plaintiff Nicho-
las Roerich made and delivered to the defendant Louis L.
Horch his promissory note in writing, of which the followling

is a copy?

"g,000, February 15, 1923
Three Months after date I promise to pay
to the ofder of Louis L. Horch
Eight thousand Dollars
at
Value received with interest at the rate of 8 per cent
per annum
Nos le Exo 2 Due liay 15, 1923

N. Roerich"

TWENTYAFOURTH: Upon informstion and beslief
that the plaintiff Nicholes Rosrich departgd frog this State
or about lMay 8, 1923, and remeined cuntinﬁumglg bhersafter
absent from this State until on or about November 1, 1624;
that thereafter he departed from the 8tate on or about Decem-
ber 10, 1024, and remalned contimuously thereafter absent
from this State until on or sbout June 18, 1820; that there=
after he departed from this State on or sbout April 4, 1930,
and remained continuously thereafter absent from this State
until on or about March 14, 1934; that thereafter he depart-
ed from this State on or about April 22, 1934, and has since
remained continuously absent from this Btate zand is still

absent therefrom.

TWENTY-FIFTH: Upon information snd belief

that no designation was ever made by the plaintiff Kicholas
Roerich of any resideni of the State upon whom s summons
might be served.

TWENTY=-SIXTH: That no purt of tkhe sald note
has been pald and that there 1s now due %therson to the
defendant Louis L. Horch from the plaintiff Nicholas Roerich

o W




the sum of $8,000 with interest from February 15, 1623, which

the plaintiff clalms.

AS AND FOR A SECOND COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST THE PLAINTIFF
NICHOLAS ROERICH, THE DEFENDANT LOUIS Le HORCH ALLEGES:

TWENTY-SEVENTH: That on or about the 7th day
of March, 1923, in the City of New York, the plaintiff Nich-
olag Roerich made and delivered to the defendant Louls L.
Horeh his promlssory note in writing, of which the following
is a copys
"$8,353 19 March 7th, 1923.

100

Three months after date I promise to pay
to the order of Louis L. Horch
Eight thousand, three hundred fifth three _19 « - =Dollars

100
at
Value received with interest =t the rate of 6% per cent
per annum.
No. 34 Exe 2, Due June 7, 1923,

N. Roericht®

TWENTY-EIGHTH: Repeats, relterates and re-
alleges each and every allegation contained in the paragraphs
of the Amended Answer marked "TWENTH.FOURTH" and "TWENTY-
FIFTH", with the same force and effect as though the same
were fully set forth hereln.

TWENTH.NINTH: That no part of the sald note
has been paid and that there is now due thereon to the de-

fendant Louis L. Horch from the plaintiff Nicholas Roerich

the sum of $8,353.19 with interest from March 7th, 1923,

which the plaintiff claims.

AS AND FOR A THIRD COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST THE PLAINTIFF
NICHOLAS ROERICH, THE DEFENDANT LOUIS L. HORCH ALLEGES}

THIRTIETH: That on or about the 28th day of
Degember, 1982, in the City of New York, the plaintiff Nich-
olas Roerich made and delivered to the defendant Louls Le
Horech his promissory note in writing, of which the following

-8—




is a copy:!

#$5,000# December 28th, 1922
Three months after date I promise to pay

to the order of Louis L. Horch

Five Thousand %

at

Value received with interest at the rate of 6% per cent|
per annum.
No:. 4; Ex. 1 Due March 28th, 1l923.
N. Roerich®.

THIRTY-FIRST: Repealts, reiterates and re-
alleges each and every allegation contained in the paragraphs
of the Amended Answer marked "TWENTY-FOURTH" gnd "TWENTY-
FIFTH®, with the same force and effect as though the same
were fully set forth herein.

THIRTY=OECONDT" "Thet Nno part of the sald nove
has been pald and that there is now due thereson to the de-
fendant louls L. Horch from the plaintiff Nicholas Roerich
the sum of $5,000 with interest from the 28th day of December
1922, which the plaintiff claims.

AS AND FOR A FOURTH CONTERCLAIM AGAINST THE PLAINTIFF
NICHOLAS ROERICH, THE DEFENDANT LOUIS L. HORCH ALLEGESS

THIRTY-THIRD} That on or about the 3lst day
of March; 1923, in the City of New York, the plaintiff Nich-
olas Roerdch made and delivered to the defendant Louls L.
Horch his promissory note in writing, of which the following
is a copys

69 :
181587 100 Mareh 31, 1923,

Three months after date I promise to pay
to the order of Louls L. Horeh

Fifteen hundred elghty seven 69 = = = = = =Dollars
. 100
a

Value received with interest at the rate of per cent per

annum




No. 6, Ex. 1 Due June 30, 1923
N. Roerich"

THIRTY-FOURTH: Repeats, reiterates and
realleges each and every allegation contained in the para-
graphs of the Amended Answer marked "TWENTY-FOURTH® .nd
I TWENTY-FIFTH", with the same force snd effect as though the
same were fully set forth herein.

THIRTY-FIFTH: That no part of the sald note
has been pald and that there is now due thereon to the de-
fendant Louls L. Horch from the plaintiff Nicholas Roerich the
sum of $1,587.60 with interest from the 30th day of June,
1923, which the plaintiff claims.

AS AND FOR A FIFTH COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST THE PLAINTIFF
NICHOLAS ROERICH, THE DEFENDANT LOUIS L. HORCH ALLEGESS

THIRTY-SIXTH: That on or about the 3lst day
of March, 1925y fm the City of New York, the plaintiff

T4 , O, e FORRAREAI ) "o 2 PR P i i LY AaPand & , R AT
| Nilcholas Roerich made and delivered to the defendant louis

L. Horch his promissory note in writing, of whigh the follow-

ing is a copy:’

81613 01 Mareh 31, 1923.
100

Three months after date I promise to pay
to the order of Louis L. Horch

Sixteen hundred Thirteen 96l = =
100

Value received with interest at the rate of per cent per
annum .
Noe 7y Exe 1, Due June 30, 1023,
N. Roerich®,

THIRTY-SEVENTH: Repeats, relterates and
realleges each and every allegation contgined in the para-
graphs of the Amended Answer marked "TWENTY-FOURTH" and
"TWENTY-FIFTH", with the same force and effect as though the
game were fully set forth herein.

~10=




THIRTY-EIGHTH: That no part of the sald note
has been pald and that there is now due thereon to the
defendant Louls L. Horch from the plaintiff Nicholas Roerich
the sum of $1,613+01 with interest from the 30th day of June,
1623, which the plaintiff claims.

AS AND FOR A SIXTH COUNTERCLAIM ACAINST THE PLAINTIFF
NICHOLAS ROERICH, ®HE DEFENDANT LOUIS L. HORCH ALLEGES:

THIRTY-NINTH: That on or about the 6th day
of February, 1923, in the City of New York, the plaintiff
Nicholas Roerich made and delivered to the defendant Louis

L. Horch his promisgory note in writing, of whigh the fol-

lowing is a copy:
" 88375# : Moy 6th - 1923

Three months after date I promise to pay

to the order of Louis L. Horch

Bighty three Hundred seventy five ﬁé‘ Dollars
ab 2 :

| Value received with interest at the rate of per cent

per annum

No. 9, Exe 1 Due August 6th, 19283
N. Roerich".

FORTIETH: Repeats, reiterates and realleges
each and every allegation contained in the paragraphs of the
Amended Answer marked "TWENTY-FOURTH" anda "TWENTY-FIFTH",
with the same force and effect as though the same were fully
set forth herein.

FORTY-FIRST: Thst no part of the sald note
hes been pald and that there is now due thereon to the de=
fenaant Louis L. Horch from the plaintliff Nicholas Roerich
the sum of $8,375., with interest from the 6th day of August,
1923, which the plaintiff claimse.

AS AND FOR A SEVENTH COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST THE PLAINTIFF
NICHOLAS ROERICH, THE DEFENDANT LOUIS L. HORCH ALLEGES:

FORTH-BECOND: That on or about the 2lst day
of February, 1923, in the City of New York, the plaintiff
P B




Nicholas Roerich made and delivered to the defendant Louls
Le Horch his promissory note in writing, of which the follow-
ing 18 a copy:
"$6083 50 Pebruary 21, 1923
100
Three months after date I pfomise to pay
to the order of louis L. Horech

8ix Thousand Eighty Three 50 = = = = « = = « =Dollars
: 100

atb
Value received with intereet at the rate of per ecent per
annum
No. 10 Due May 21, 1923
N. Roerich".

FORTY-THIRD; Repeats, reiterates and reallege
each and every =lleg=tion econtsined in the narsgraphs of the
| Amended Anawer markzd “"TWENTY-FOURTH" anda “TWENTY-.FIFTH",
with the same force and effect as though the same were fuily
gset forth herein.

FORTY-FOURTH; That no part of the sal note
has been paid and that there is now due thereon to the de-
fendant Louls L; Horch from the plaintiff Nicholss Roerich
the sum of $6,083.50 with interesst from the 2lst day of
May, 1923, which the plaintifif claims.

AS AND FOR AN EIGHTH COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST THE PLAINTIFF
NICHOLAS ROERICH, THE DEFENDANT 1OUIS L. HORCH ALLEGES:

FOﬁTY—FIFTH: That on or about the 13th day
of Marech, 1923, in the City of New York, the plaintiff
Nicholas Roerich made and delivered to the defendant Louis L.
Horch his promissony note in writing, of which the following
ls a copy:

"$1000# March 13tk 1983
Three months after date I promise to pay
to the order of louis L. Horch
=)l

_T




One Thousand # = = = = = =Dollars
Q0
at
Value recelved with intersest =t the rate of per cent
per annum

Noe 11 Due June 13, 1923

N. Roerich"

FORTY-SIXTH: Repeats, reiterates and re-
alleges each and every alleg=tion contained in the paragraphs
of the Amended Answer marked "TWENTY-FOURTH", with the same
force and effect as though the same were fully set forth
herein.

FORTY-SEVENTH: That no part of the said note
has been pald and that there is now due thereon to the de-
fendant louis L. Horech from the plaintiff Nicholas Roerich
the sum of $1,000 with intersst from the 13th day of June,
1923, which the plaintiff clalms.

A ¢ ARTTY TV A A YA TRT T mIT e - T
AS AND FOR A NINTH (.J‘A INTERCLAIM AGAI] "J.— P o V- SE RS L

NIGHOLAS ROERIGH, THE DEFENDANT LOULS Le HORCH ALLEGES:
FORTY-EIGHTH! That on or azbout the 19th day

of Margh, 1923, in the City of New York, the plaintiff Niche
olas Roerich made and delivered to the defendant Louls L.
Horch his promisgsory note ln writing, of which the following
is a copy?
" 32004 | March 19 - 1923

Three months after date I promise to pay
to the order of louls L. Horch
Thirty two hundred= = = = = = = « = « = - = -~ =Dollars
at

Value recelved with intersst at the rate of per cent

per annum
Noe 12 Due June 19, 1923

Ne. Roerich',

FORTY-NINTH: Repeats, rditerates and realleges

each and every allegation contained in the paragrsphs of the

=15




Amended Answer marked "TWENTY-FOURTH" and "TWENTY-FIFTH',
with the same force and effect as though the same were fully

set forth herein.

FIFTIETH: That no part of the sald note has
been paid and that there is now due thereon to the defendsant
Louls L. Horch from the plaintiff Nicholss Roerich the sum
of 33,200 with interest from the 19th day of June, 1023,

which the plaintliff clalms.

NICHOLAS ROERICH, THE DEFENDANT LOUIS Ls HORCH ALLEGES}
FIFTY-FIRST: That on or about the 2nd day
of April, 1923, in the City of New York, the plaintiff
Nicholas Roerich made and delivered to the defendant Louls L.
Horch his promissory note in writing, of which the following

is a copy:

"$2,500# April 24 -1923

Three‘months after date I promise to pay

& a1 -~y | -~ =) 4 T
o~ % \ "Ny AT mM113 &8 Ee
LO Tile oXr'delr 01 1LOULS lie

Twenty five hundred éw,— - Dollarw

at
Value received with interest at the rate of per cent
per annums
No. 13 Due July 2, 1923
N. Roerich" |
FIFTY-SECOND: Repeats, relterates and re-
alleges each and every allegation contained in the para=-
graphs -of bhe Amended Answer marked "TWENTY-FOURTH" and
“TWENTY—FIFTH”, with the same force and effect as though
the same were fully set forth herein.

FIFN.THIRD: That no part of the said note
has been pald and that there 1is now due thereon to the de-
fendant Louis L. Horch from the plaintiff Nicholas Roerich
the sum of $2,500. with interest from the 2nd day of July,




1823, which the plaintiff claims«
AS AND FOR AN ELEVENTH COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST THE
PLAINTIFF NICHOLAS ROERICH, THE DEFENDANT LOUIS
Lo HORCH ALLEGES: |
FIFTY-FOURTH; That on or about the 6th day
of April, 1923, in the City of Now York, the plaintiff
Nicholas Roerich made and delivered to the defendant Louis
L. Horch his promissory note in writing, of whiech the fol-
lowing is a copyi
"$1440# APRIL 6th 1923
Three months after date I promise to pay
to the order of Louls L. Horch

Fourtezan Hundred fofty é - omoemom o= e = =Dollars

at
Value received with intersst at the rate of 6% per cent
per annum

No. 14 Due July 6, 1923

Y. Rosrich®

FIFIY-FIFTH: Repeats, reiterates and re-
alleges sach and every allegatién coﬁtained in the paragrasphs
of the Amended Answer marked "TWENTY~FOURTH" ang "TWENTY-
FIFTH", with the samé force and effeet as though the same
were fully set forth herein.

FIFIY¥-SIXTH: That no part of the sald note
has been pald and that there is now due thereon to the de-
fendant Louls L. Horch from the plaintiff Nicholas Roerligh
the sum of §$1,440. with interest from the 6th day of April,
1923, which the plalntiff claims. _

AS AND FOR A TWELFTH COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST THE
PLAINTIFF NICHOLAS ROERICH, THE DEFENDANT LOUIS
Ls HORCH ALLEGES:

FIFTY-SEVENTH: That on or sbout the 1lth
day of April, 1923, in the Oity of New York, the plasintiff
Nicholas Roerich made snd delivered to the defendant Louis Le




Horech his promissory note in writing, of which the following
is a copy}
"$25000# April 11th 1923

Three months after date I promise 1o psy

to the order of Louls Le Horch

Twenty five Thousgand é

Value received with interest at the rate of 6% per cent
per anoum
Noe 15 Due July 11, 1923
N. Roerich®.

FIFTY-EIGHTH: Repects, reiterates and re-
alleges each sznd every allegation contalned in the paragrsphs
of the Amended Answer marked "TWENTY.FOURTH" and "TWENTY-
FIFTH", with the seme force and effect as though the same
were fully get forth herein. _

FIPTYSNINTH:  Thot no part of the arid e
|| hag been paid and that there is now due thereqn to the de-
fendant Louis L. Herch from the plaintiff Nicholas Rosrich
the sum of $25,000« with interest from the 1lthdey of April,
1623, whie¢h the plaintiff claims.

AS AND FOR A THIRTEENTH COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST THE
PLAINTIFF NICHOLAS ROERICH, THE DEFENDANT LOUIS
L. HORCH ALLEGES:

SIXTIETH: That on or about the 12th day of
April 1923, in the City of New York, the plaintiff Nicholas
Roerich made and delivered to the defendant Louis L. Horeh
hig promlssory note in writing, of which the following is a
Copys

16825 00 April) l12th 1823
360 ? 5 =

Three months after date I promise to pay
te the order of lLouis L. Horeh
One Thousand six hundred twenty-five Dollars
Iﬁ%'@
at
Value received with interest at the rate of 6% peP cent per

annum =18=




Noe 16 Due July 12, 1923
N. Roerich".

SIXTY.FIRST: Repeats, relterates and realleg-
es each and every allegation contained in the paragraphs of
the Amended Answer marked "TWENTY-FOURTH" and “TWENTY.FIFTH",|
with the same force und &ffect as though the ssme were fully
set forth herein. - g

SIXTY-SECOND: That no part of the said note
has been pald and that there is now due thereon to the de-

fendant Louis L. Horch from the plaintiff Nicholas Roérieh

the sum of $1,625., with interest from the 12th day of April,
1923, which the plaintiff claims.
AS AND FOR A FOURTEENTH COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST THE
PLAINTIFF NICHOLAS ROERICH, THE DEFENDANT LOUIS
L. HORCH ALLEGES:
BIXTY-THIRD: That on or sbout the 12th day

of April, 1923, in the City of New York, the plaintlff_.

¢
o ok
)
' Nicholas ROEYIch made and delivercd %o the afﬂﬂ*ﬁ“+'i?"*

55H07CL his promissory note in writing, of whigh the following
is a copys
" $6550# _ April 12¢h 1923

Three months after date I promise to pay
to the order of Louisg L. Horch
S8ix Thousand five hundred fifty'Iéa - = = =Dollars
ab '
Value recelved with interest at the rate of 6% per cent
per annum
Noe 17 Due July 12th, 19023

N. Roerich"

SIXTY~-FOURTH: Repeats, reiterates and re-
alleges each and every sllegation contained in the paragraphs
of the Amended Answer marked "TWENTY-FOURTH" ang "TWENTY-
FIFTH', with the game foree snd effect as though the same
were fully set forth herein.




SIXTY-FIFTH: That no part of the sald note
has been paild and that there 1s now due thereon to the de-
fendant lLouis L. Horch from the plaintiff Nicholas Roerich
the sum of $6,550 with interest Trom the 12th day of April,
1923, which thz plaintiff clsima.

AS AND FOR A FIFTEENTH COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST THE
PLAINTIFF NICHOLAS ROERICH, THE DEFENDANT -LOULS::
L+ HORCH ALLEGES: y

SIXTY.SIXTH: That on or about the 25rd day
of April, 1923, in the City of New York, the plaintiff Nich-
© las Roerich made and delivered to the defendant Louis Le
Horch hisg promissory note in writing, of which the following
ig &2 copys
* 86000# April 23rd 1923

Three months after date I promise to pay

to the order of Louis L. Horéh

8ix Thousand g et e M B 5 R T -.-Dolla?s

o
i AL
20 27 Pine StYeetle = m = = = = = = w

Value received with interest at the rate of 6% per cent
per annum |
Noe 18 Due July 23rd,; 1923

N. Roerich"

SIXTY-SEVENTH: Repeats, reiterates and re-
alleges each and every allegatlion contained in the paragrephs
of the Amended Answer marked "TWENTY~FOURTH" gng "TWENTY-
FIFTH", with the same force and effect as though the game
were fully set forth herein.

SIXTY-EIGHTH: That no part of the sald note
hes been pald and that there 1s now due thereon to the de-
fendant Louls L. Horeh from the plaintiff Nicholas Roerich
the sum of $6,000. with interest from the 23rd day of April,

1923, which the plaintiff claims.




AS AND FOR A SIXTEENTH COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST THE
PLAINTIFF NICHOLAS ROERICH, THE DEFENDANT LOUIS
L. HORCH ALLEGES:

SIXTY-NINTH: That on or about the 20th day
of April, 1923, in the (City of New York, the plaintiff
Nigholas Roerich mede and delivered to the defendant Louls
Le Horch his promisgsory note in writing, of which the fol-

lowing is a copyt
"7 ,000# April 29th 1923
Three monthsg after date I promise to pay
to the order of louis L. Horch
Seven thousand . # Dollars

00
at 27 Pine Street, Ne¥. City

Value received with interest at the rate of 6% per cent
per annum
Nos 10 Due July 20th, 1023
N+ Roerich"

. SEVENTIETH: Repeats, reiterates and re-

f R i QL TR, Ve, il PU SRPRGY IR SR | o nea
| allieges each and every fi,lJ_EZ,g,a,th_):l gonvaineda 1in wne para

of the Amended Answer marked "TWENTY-FOURTH" ang "TWENTY-
FIFTH', with the same force and effect as though the same
were fully set forth herein.

SEVENTYSFIRST: That no part of the said note

has been pald and that there is now due thereon to the de-
fendant Louis L. Horch from the plalntiff Nicholas Roerich
the sum of $7,000 with intercet from the 20th day of April,
1923, which the plalntiff clainms.

AS AND FOR A SEVENTEENTH COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST THE

PLAINTIFF NICHOLAS ROERICH, THE DEFENDANT LOUIS
L. HORCH ALLEGES$

SEVENTY-SECOND: That on or about the 5th day
of September, 19023, in the City of Paris, France, the plain-
tiff Nicholas Roerich made and delivered by mail to the
defendant Louls L. Horch, who was then in the City of New
York, his promlssory note in writing, of which the followlng

is a copys




"10) 000# Paris, September 5th, 1923
8ix moths after date I promige to'pay

to the order of louis L. Horch

Ton Tacusgand ? - - o e o= o= e om =Dollars

at

Value recelived with interest at the rate of - per cent

| per annum

Nicholas Roerich
Noe 20 Due Mareh 5, 1924th"

SEVENTY.THIRD: ~Repeats, reiterates and re-
alleges each and every allegation contasined in the pars-
graphs of the Amended Answer marked "TWENIY-FOURTH" ang
"TWENTY~FIFTH", with the same force and sffect as though
the same were fully set forth herein.

BEVENTY-FOURTH: That no pert of the said
note has been pald and that there is now due thereon to
the defendsnt Louls L. Horch from the plaintiff Mcholas
| Roerich the sum of §10,000 with interest from the S5th day
of March, 1924, which the plaintiff clalmse.

AS AND FOR AN EIGHTEENTH COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST THE
PLAINTIFF NICHOLAS ROERICH, THE DEFENDANT LOUIS
L+ HORCH ALLEGES:

SEVENTY-FIFTH! That on or sbout the 7th
day of March, 19823; in the City of New York, the plaintiff
Nicholew Roerich made and delivered to the defendant louis L.
Horch his promigsgory note in writing, of which the following
is a copys
" $2600# Mafich 7th, 1623

Three months after date I promise to pay
to the ordser of Louis L. Horeh
Twenty=£f1lve hundred Igﬁ e e e e om womow o= o= =DOllars
at

Value recelved with interest at the rate of __ per cent
per annumn
No. 2 Exe 2 Due June 4th, 1923

Roerich".




SEVENTY-.SIXTH: Repeats, relterates and re-
alleges ecach and every allegation contalned in the parasgraphs
of the Amended Answer marked "TWENTY-FOURTH" and "TWENTY-
FIFTHY with the same forie and effect as though the same

were fully set forth herein.

SEVENTY-SEVENTH: . That no part of the said
note has been paid and thst there is now due thereon to the
defendant Louls L. Horch from the plaintiff Nicholas Roerich |
the sum of Two thousand, five hundred ($2,500) dollars with
interest from the 4th day of June, 1925, which the plain-
tiff clalmse

AS AND FOR A NINETEENTH COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST THE
PLAINTIFF NICHOLAS ROERICH, THE DEFENDANT LOUIS
Le HORCH ALLEGES:
SEVENTY.EIGHTH: That on or about the 2nd

day of March, 1923, in bhe City of New York, the plaintiff

Nicholas Roerich made and delivered to the defendant Louls
L. Horch his promissory note in writing, of which the foi—
;;lowixg is 2 copy:
5$asoo# _ March 2nd, 1923

Three months after date I promise to pay
to the order of Louis L. Horch
Two thousend, five hundred Téﬁ - -
at

Value received with interest at the rate of 6% per cent
per annum '
No. 5 Ex. 1 Due June 2, 1923

N. Roerich",

SEVENTY.NINTH: Repeats, reiterates and re-
alleges each and every allegation contained in the paragraphs
of the Amended Answer marked "TWENTY.FOURTH' and *TVENTY-
FIFTH', with the same force and effect =& though the same

were fully set forth hersin.

.,




EIGHTIETH: That no part of the ssid note has
been paid and thst there is now due thereon to the defendant
Louls L+ Horch from the plaintiff Nicholas Rosrich the sum
of $2,500. with interest from the 2nd day of March, 1923,
which the plaintiff claimse

AS AND POR A TWENTIETH COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST THE
PLAINTIFF WICHOLAS ROERICH, THE DEFENDANT LOUIS
L+ HORCH ALLEGES:

EIGHTY.FIR8T: That on or about the 2th day of
April, 1923,vin the City of New York, the plaintiff Nicholas
Roerich made and delivered to the defendant Louis L. Horch

hies promigsory note in writing, of which the following is a

copYys

" $5000# April Pth, 1023
T

hree months after date I promise Lo pay
to the order of Louis L. Horch

Five thousand % - e e ommm ow e e o= o o= =DOllars

per annum
Nos 8, Exs Due July 9th, 19223
Ne Roerich®.

EIGHTY..SECOND: Repeats, reiterates and re-
alleges each and every sllegation contained in the parsgraphs
of the Amended Answer marked "TWENTY-FOURTH® ang "TWENTY.-
FIFTH", with the same force and effect as though the same
were fully set forth herein.

EIGHTY-THIRD:_,?ha§~no part of the said note
has been pald and thét there is now due thereon to the de-
fendant Louls Ls Horeh from the plaintiff Nicholas Roerich
the sum of $5,000. with interest from the 9th day of July,
1923, which the plaintiff claimss

WHEREFORE the defendants demand judgment

herein dismissing the complaint, together with costs, and the

=22




defendant Louls L. Horch demands Judgment against the plain-
t1iff Nicholss Roerich, in the amount of $113,388.20, with

interest ags sforesalde

GREENBAUM, WQMF & ERNST
Attorneys for Defendants
Office & P, Os Address
285 Madison Avenue

Borough of Manhattan

Ci'(:f)" of New YQ rK

STATE OF NEW YORK )
COUNI'Y OF NEW YORK ) 583
CITY OF HEW YORK )
LOUIS L. HORCH, being duly sworn, deposes and|
gaye that he 1g one of the defendante in the above entitled
action; that he has read the foregoing Amended Answer and the

same 1s true of his own knowledge, except as to the matteérs

therein stated to be alleged upon informstion and belief,

and gg to those matiers he believeé it to be trus.

Sworn to befors me this

7th day of August, 1956. ; LOULS L HORCH

PAULA GROS
Notary Public




