CLAUDE T. CREIGHTON, " i

Plaintiff, i IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
vS. - -
" BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
BORDEN'S DAIRY, A Division //;::3#
of the BORDEN.COMPANY, ¥ - AT LAW NO0./5785
" Defendant. ]
NOTICE

T0: CLAUDE T. CREIGHTON, ELBERTA, ALABAMA: C. LENOIR THOMPSON,
BAY MINETTE, ALARAMA, AND TOLBERT BRANTLEY, BAY MINETTE,
ALABAMA:

| éLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Defendant Borden's Company, a
division of the Borden Company, pursuant to the provisions of

Title 7, Section 474 (1-18) of the Code of Alabama of 1340 as

amended, will take_thg_testimony“by deposition upon oral examina-

tion of the Plaintiff, Claude T. Creighton, whose address is LEli-
perta, Alabama, at 9:30 A. M. on August 5, 1864, in the Court

House in Bay Minette, Alabama, before Louise Dusenbury, Court

Reporter, at which time and place you are notified to appear and

take such part in the proceeding as you deem meet and proper.

CHASON, STONE & CHASON

By: <E%@£%i§:igﬁiéggé§2}.h‘

Attdrneyg”ﬁg? Defendant
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. CLAUDE T. CREIGHTON,

Plaintiff,

- BORDEN'S DAIRY; A Division
S of the BORDEN COMPANY,
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA

AT LAW NO. 57835
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CLAUDE T. CREIGHTON,

Plaintiff, . IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
vs. . BATDWIN COUNTY, ATLABAMA
BORDEN'S DAIRY, a divi- : LAW SIDE
sion of the Borden Co., ¥ P gy
X

Defendant.

Comes John Chason as one of the attorneys for the Defen-
dant in the above styled cause and requests that Alice J. Duck
as Clerk of said Court shall issue a Subpoena Duces Tecum to
James G. McLean as Executive Secretary of the Alabama Milk Con-
trol Board at 558 State Office Building, Montgomery, Alabama,
and that the said James G. McLean be required to bring with him
and produce at 10 o'clock A. M. on Tuesday, April 20, 1965, at
the office of the Milk Control Board at the address above stated
before Louise Dusenbury, Official Court Reporter, the following
instruments, viz: All minute books, orders, notices to the in-
dustry, copies of all letters to licensees of the Milk Control
Board and all other official re;ords of the Alabama Milk Control
Board since January 1, 1960, which in any way affect or pertain
to the following named dairymen who were previously licensed as
milk producers by the State of Alabama, viz: Claude T. Creightont
R. A. Flowers; W. J. Campbell; John Dubrock; A. V. Campbell; all

of whom are resident citizens of Baldwin County, Alabama.

et PP D Fo oo
Attorney £ ndant




CLAUDE T. CREIGHTON, ¥

Plaintiff, ] IN THE CIRCUIT COURT QOF
VS, I
BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
I
BORDEN'S DAIRY, a division
of THE BORDEN COMPANY , § AT LAW
Defendant. ¥
DEMURRER

Comes the Defendant in the above styled cause and demurs to
the complaint filed in said cause and each and every count there-
of, separately and severally, and assigns the following separate
and several grounds, viz:

1. That said complaint does nct state a cause of action,

2, That said complaint does not allege any duty owing by
the Defendant to the Plaintiff,

3+ The allegation in each count of the complaint claims da-
mages for the conversion of a milk base without alleging sufficie
facts to show that such base is personal property.

Y That each of said counts are vague .and indefinite.

5. The allegations of the complaint are not sufficient to
show any ownership of a milk bzse on the part of the Plaintiff,

7. For aught that appears from each count of the complaint

the milk base referred to was simply a working arrangement between

the parties and was not a property right in the Plaintiff.

7. No specific clain of ownership on the part of the Plain-
tiff to such milk base is sufficlently set out.

8 Said complaint claims damages for a tort and not for a
breach of contract,

€. Count "-2-" of the complaint seeks to set out the gquec mo

do of the negligence on the part of the Defendant without setting

nt




cut sufficient facts to establish such negligence.

10. That count "-2-" of said complaint refers to a letter
but the contents of such letter are not set out therein.

11, That the allegations as to damages are but conclusions

of the pleader.

. O __%

%}to}neys for Defendant

Defendant demands a trial of this

cause by a jury.

%@w@w}«u S A.

At¥orneys for Defendant
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CLAUDE T, CREIGHTION, §
Plaintiff, g IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF

VS, ]
BALDWIN CCUNTY, ALABAMA

BORDEN'S DAIRY, A Division

of the Borden Company, 0 AT LAW NO. 5785
Defendant., )]
DEMURRER:

Comes the Defendant in the above styled cause and files these
its additional grounds of demurrer to the complaint filed in said
cause and assigns such grounds to each and every count of the com-
plaint, separately and severally, viz:

12, That said complaint fails to allege that the Plaintiff
has complied with the Cfficial Rules of Fair Trade Practices pro-
mulgated by the Alabama State Milk Contrel Beard in regard to self
ling or attempting to sell and ¢onvey a2 gucta or milk base,

13, That said complaint fails to allege that the Plalintiff
had secured the approval of the Alabamez State Milk Centrol Board
for the sale of his milk base or quota as required by RULE XV, E
Subdivision II-B~2,

1%, That said complaint does not allege that the person to
whom the sale of the quota or milk base was to be made was cur-
rently holding a quota at the plant of the Defendant or that the
Defendant had consented to the sale cof the gquota or milk base as
required by RULE XV, Subdivision II-B-3.

15, That said complaint does not allege that the Defendant,
who had been purchasing the milk from the Plaintiff and who would
be involved in a transfer of quota or milk base, had been advised
in writing by both the Seller of the herd and the purchaser of
the herd and quota in relation to the purported transfer as re-

gquired by RULE XV, Subdivisicn IV-A.

s
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CLAUDE T, CREIGHTON,
Plaintiff,

vs

BORDEN'S DAIRY, a division of
THE DBORDEN COMPANY,

Defendant
PO VI I I B R ] g% %

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF

BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA

AT LAV
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18. That said complaint does not allege that the transac-

tion in regard to the sale of the milk base referred to in szid

¥

complaint had been authorized by the Plaintiff, the person purchas
ing the milk base and the Defendant and that such authorization had
been cleared with the O0ffice of the Alabama State Milk Control
Beard and had received the permission of the Board or of the Execu-+
tive Secretary of the Board and had been officially recoraed in the
files of the Milk Control Board as required by RULE XV, Subdivision
IV-B.

17. For aught that appears from the complaint no official
complaint has been made by the Plaintiff against the Defendant be=x
fore the Alabama State Milk Contrel Beoard because the Plaintiff
feels that an injustice has been done him, as allowed by RULE XV,
Subdivision IV-C,

18, TFor aught that appears from the complaint the Plaintiff
is not a licensed producer of the Alabama State Milk Control Board
and therefeore is not governed by or protected by the rules of
fair trade practices of such board,

19, That it does not appear from said complaint that the
Alabama State Milk Control Board has recognized the gucta or milk
base of the Plaintiff,

20, That no gquota has been or can be established which is
binding upon the producer and distributor except as recognized and
under the procedure set up by the Alabama State Milk Control Boand
and such complaint fails to allege that the Plaintiff has such a
milk base,

21, It is not alleged in said complaint how the Plaintiff
acquired a milk base, whether by purchase, gift or otherwise, nor
does such complaint allege a conversion of such base by the Defen-
dant.

22, The allegation in count "2" of the complaint that a
conversion of his milk base arose by the denial of the Defendant

of Plaintiff's right to sell such base is but a conclusion of the

272
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pleader and faills to zllege sufficient facts tc show any convers-

ion of such base.

o
>  Attorneys for Defepdant
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CLAUDE T. CREIGHTON,
Plaintiff,
Ve,

BORDEN'S DAIRY, A Division
of the Borden Company,

Defendant
%% % N & S &% o
IN THEL CIRCUIT COURT OF
BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
AT LAY NO, &§785
S A R EEE R EE
DEMURRER
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SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT ) MOGRE PRINTING COMPANY = DAY MINETTE, ALA.

Circuit Court, Baldwin C
The State of Alabama, rout -9 win County

Baldwin County.
_______________________ TERM, iS...-

TO ANV SHERIFF OF THE STATE OF ALABAMA

ey -1 - R s ormrrT WY TR
DORDEN'S DALIRY, & divizicn of TEE 2ORDEN

You Are Commanded to Summon

COMPARNY

to appear and plead, answer Of demur, within thirty Hays from the service hereof, to the complaint filed in

H H 5 3 = IR et
the Circuit Court of Baldwin County, State of Alabama, at Bay Minette, against BORDEN S DALAL
z division of THE BORDEN COMPANY
_________________________________________________________________________________ , Defendant_. __
by CLAUDE T CREICETON e mcmmmmmemsemmommsmsooesssomsnoooem
Plaintiff_.--




RECEIVED IN CFFICE]

Defgr@ang@ves% i

S'E'M% of MAEM@&

. Baldwm County

ClRCUiT COURT I
h . ' ﬂ’/blcjlgé%

CTLAUDE . CHEIGHTON
. : a \m@w"4 R

- Sheriff.
Plaintiffs .
I have executed this summons
/ _ - . 19em--
SORDEN'S DAIRY, & divVislion oL ,‘ . by leaving a copy with
THE DORDEN COMPANY

Defendants

Summons and Comp‘iaint\

A e NTEILM SHE 20 pCioss

—r - SNTAY gs AZ §:3,¢¢"?,,,3m

Plainti ff Attorney

Sheriff.

.1. ’ P _ $ §°

Defendant’s Attorney :

ﬁ;e;c; e soy eym son oD e sofdepuly Sheriff.

y ; Tz TEETERINS T




CLAUDE T. CREIGHATON, ]

Plaintiff, ] IN THE CIRCUIT COURT QF
VS, ]
BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
]
BORDEN'S DAIRY, A Division
of the BORDEN COMPANY, ] AT LAW NO, 5785
Defendant. g

Comes the Defendant in the above styled cause andé for pled
to count "-1-" of the complaint filed in said cause, says:

L, Not guilty.

2, That the zllegations of the complaint are untrue,

3. The complaint claims damages Hr the conversion of a
milk base on August 21, 1863. The Defendant is a milk distributor
with its plant lccated in Pensacola, Florida, at which plant the

so-called conversion of the milk base occurred. That on October

25, 1962, prior to the date of the alleged conversion, the Florida

H
i

Milk Commission adopted a base fixing order for Borden's Pensa- %
i
cola Plant, which order allocated all bases in Borden's Pensacola

Plant to Florida producers serving such plant and which order re-

quired the Defendant to obey such base order under penalty of hav-

ing its license as a distributor suspended or reveoked. The Plain:
tiff, with other producers, filed a suit in the Circuit Court of
Leon County, Florida, against the Florida Milk Commission chal-

lenging the validity of such base order. The Circuit Court of

said County rendered judgment in favor ¢f the Florida Milk Commis
sion and against the Plaintiff in this case, and others who were |
joint Plaintiffs therein, Such case was appealed to the Supreme
Court of Florida and is now pending before such Court. Such or-
der of the Florida Milk Commissicn still remains in full force
and effect, and, therefore, the Plaintiff Claude T. Creighton had
no milk base with the Defendant which would be the subject of any

conversion on August 21, 1963, hence the Plaintiff should not re-

il

ik
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cover in this suit,

4. The complaint claims damages for the conversion of a
milk base on August 21, 1863. Subseguent to that date, and until
August 30, 1983, the Plaintiff continued to deliver milk to the
Defendant and such deliveries continued until August 30, 1963, at
which time the Plaintiff voluntarily ceased selling milk to the
Defendant and thereby voluntarily abandoned any so-called milk
base which he may have had at any time pricr to that date, with the
Defendant, hence he should not recover in this suit,.

5. The complaint claims damages for the conversion of a
nilk base on August 2L, 1863, On that date the Plaintiff was not
a licensee of the Alazbama State Milk Control Beoard., A milk base
in the State of Alabama becomes personal property, which is the
subject of a conversion, only when a producer is selling to a
distributor, and beoth are licensed by the Alabama State Milk Con-
trol Beoard. The Plaintiff was not the owner, on August 21, 1963,

of personal property which would be the subject of any conversion.

\\46§4bﬁﬁhﬂ,,5%%§§xstva<&a61fﬂ3¢Jma_ﬁ_.

2>Attorney§“for the Defehdant

N
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CLAUDE T, CREIGHTON,
‘Plaintiff,
vs -

BORDEN'S DAIRY, A Division
of the BORDEN COMPANY,

Defendant

) LN R ; J ) ., !, ) , 1, ) EN .
son N N N % o S o o ot % o w

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA

AT LAV NO, 5785

2. , b CR ) LA S . r.
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CLAUDE T. CREIGHTON, ¥

Plaintiff, i IN THE CIRCUIT COQURT oOr

VS, ]
BALDWIN COUNTY, ATLABAMA

]

BORDEN'S DAIRY, A Division

of the BCRDEN COMPANY, ] AT LAW NQO. 5785

Defendant. g

i

Comes the Defendant in the above styled cause and amends
pleas "3" and "4" heretofcore filed in said cause so that the same

shall read as follows:

3. The complaint claims damages for the conversion of a
milk base on August 21, 1963, The Defendant, on that date, and
at the present time, is a milk distributor with one of its plants
located in Pensaccla, Florida, at which plant the so called con-
versicn of milk base occurred, On Cctober 25, 1862, prior to the
date of the alleged conversion, the Florida Milk Commission adopt-
ed a base fixing order for Borden's Pensacola Plant, which order
allocated all bases in Borden's Pensacola Plant to Florida pro-
ducers serving such plant, which said crder the Defendant was re-
quired to obey under penalty of having its license as a distribu-
tor suspended or revcked. Such order had not been modified or
rescinded on August 21, 1963, hence the Plaintiff had no milk base
on that date which was the subject of a conversion and he cannot
recover in.this suit.

4. The complaint claims damages for the conversion of a
milk base on August 21, 18863. Such Plaintiff continued to deliven
milk to the Defendant until August 30, 1963, with no change in
the base arrangements between the parties up to August 30, 1863,
at which time the Plaintiff voluntarily ceased selling milk to

the Defendant and thereby voluntarily abandoned any milk base whid

h




he may have had with the Defendant prior to such date, hence he

should not recover in this suit.

‘ﬁttorneys for Defendént
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CLAUDE T, CREIGHION,
plaintiff,
Vs,
BORDEN'S DAIRY, a Division
of the BORDEN COMPANY,

Defendant,

ook & K sk sk ok ok ok ok ok ox ok ok ok ok ok

IN THE CI{RCULT COURT OF
BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA

AT LAV NO., 35785
Aok ko ok ok k% kR ok ok ok ok ok ok X
AMENDED PLEAS
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BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA

<}
n

BORDEN'S DAIRY, A Division AT LAW
of the BORDEN COMPANY,

CASE NC. 5785

e,

Defendant.

e

Comes now the Plaintiff in the above styled cause and moves

the Court to strike Pleas number 2, 4 and 5 filed by Defendant

H

in this cause and for grounds for said motion shows unto the
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t3 is a plea in zbatement and a plea in bar.
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That Plez #4 is frivolous and irrelevant.
3.
That Plea #5 is frivolous and irrelevant.
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CLAUDE T. CREIGHTON, X

Plaintiff, - X IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
vS. X BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
BORDEN'S DAIRY, a Diwvision X AT LAW
of the BORDEN COMPANY,
X
Defendant.
L
MOTION

Comes the Defendant in the above styled cause and moves
the Court to strike the Replication to Defendant's Pleas 3 and 4
and each paragraph, separately and severally, and as grounds for
its said Motion says:

1. That said Replication presents no defense to De-
fendant's Pleas 3 and 4.

2. That said Replication is frivolous.

'3. That said Replication is vague and indefinite.

4. That the allegation in such Replication that the
agreement, which is attached as Exhibit A, was for the benefit
of the Alabama Producers, of which your Plaintiff was one, is
but a conclusion of the Pleader.

5. That said Replication fails to allege that the
Plaintiff was an Alabama Producer who was licensed by the Alabama
Milk Control Board.

6. The allegation in Exhibit A, which is attached to
the Replication, that such agreement was in force and effect on
August 21, 1963, is contrary to such agreement which states that
it expired August 1, 1963, except upon mutual consent of the
parties, and there is no allegation that such agreement was ex-

tended by mutual consent of the parties.
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7. That the agreement attached as Exhibit A to the

Replication is not properly executed by the proper authorities.

8. It is not shown by such Replication when or where

the Defendant denied the right of the Plaintiff to sell or dispose

of a milk base.

Att-rneys for Delendant
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CLAUDE T, CREIGHTON,
Plaintiff,

Vs

BORDEN'S DAIRY, a Division
of the BORDEN COMPANY ,
Defendant.
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CLAUDE T. CREIGHTON, S

Plaintiff, S | IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
vS. 4 § _ .
' BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
i .
BORDEN'S DAIRY, A Division
of the BORDEN COMPANY, ¥ AT LAW NO. 5785
Defendant. ]

TO: ALICE J. DUCK, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALDWIN COUNTY,
ALABAMA:

The Defegdgnt is filing herewith its notice tc Claude T.
Creilghton as Pléintiff in the above styled cause, and te his at-
torneys of vecord, that it desires to take the testimony of such
Plaintiff as set out in such notice, at 9:30 A. M. on August 5,
1964, at the Court House in Bay Minette, Alabama.

! Will you please issue a subpoena to the said Claude T,

Creighton to appear at said time and place.

CHASCN, STONE & CHASON

By: Y¥£ifi&é%%/

\xﬁstornej§§for Defendant
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CLAUDE T, CREIGHTON,
""'\4\!3{; (1{”{{!{, R Plaintiff N
vs

BORDEN'S DAIRY, A Division
of the BORDEN COMPANY,

Defendant.
A N T N T T A TN I I O

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA

AT LAY NO. 5785
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AGREEMENT

The Committee representing the Florida Milk Commission and the Alabama Milk
Control Board agrees, in light of the emergency situation existing in the Pensacola
milk marketing area that a temporary solution to the plan e adopted by the Alabama

State Milk Control Board and immediately recommended for adoption by the Florids
Milk Committee, said emergency temporary agreement tobe as {ollows:

{1} All sales of Borden Company in Alakama tobe allocated to Alabama producers.
{2} Thirty per cent (30%) of the Florida sales o be zllocated to Alabamae producers.

(3) The remaining Florida sales of Borden Company (706) shall be aliccated to
Plorida base eamed producers.

fi
:

{4} ALl sales of Alabama produced milk by the Borden plant within the State of
Plorida shall be subject to all price restrictions and regulations of the
Fleorida Miilk Commission.

{5) All Alabama sales of Alabama produced milk by Borden Company shall be
subject to price resiTictions and regulations of the Alabama State Milk Centrol
Board.

The Florida Milk Commission agrees that the Alabama State Milk Control Board
shall have all authority necessary to enforce complimnce with this agreement
within the State of Florida.

)
(%3]
e

(7) The Alabama State Milk Control Board agrees that the Florida Milk Commigsion-
shall have all authority necessary to enforce compliance with this agreement
in the State of Alabama.

(8} This agreement shall be in full force and effect from May 1, 1963, o August 1,
1863, and thereafter upon mutual consent of the parties.
(§) It is the intent of the parties by this agreement ¢ golve all problems exisiing
tween the respective states of hlabama and Florids as they relate to the
dairy industry and this agreement contemplates the same or similar prrange-
ment be made in order to protect the Florida producers seilimg thelr mill b

the State of Alabe
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This agreement made and entersd into a
this the 8th day of Mav, A.D., 19863.

/s/ Dr. Wallace Miller

/s/ 1. B, Cone

Chairman, Floride commitiee

Due to the emergency conditions exisgiing, the Alabama State Milk Control RBoard
was present and acquiesced the Chairman's signature o the above agreement, and the

Chairman of the Florida committee polled by telephone & majority of the Florida Milk

y

Commission prior to execution of this agreement. :

3
I hereby certify that this is a rue and correc: copy of the Agreement between
k

g4

the committee of the Florida Milk Commission 3@1 the Alabama Mil]
P
H

Lo &2

. -
Executive Seéretary

f»—
Sworn to and subscribed before me this /2 day of Ociober, 1963.

oS Wy T

Nolary™ Pubiie




CLAUDE T. CREIGHTON,

X
Plaintiff, X IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
X

vSs. BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
BORDEN'S DAIRY, A Division )4 AT LAW NO. 5785
of the BORDEN COMPANY,
X
Defendant.

MOTION TO STRIKE

Comes the Defendant in the above styled cause and moves
to strike the Replication of the Plaintiff and Exhibits "A" and
"B" attached thereto to Defendant's Pleas 3 and 4, as amended,
and as grounds for its said motion says:

1. That Replication 1 neither admits nor denies the
allegation of Defendant's Pleas 3 and 4 as amended.

2. That the Agreement attached as Exhibit "A" to the
Plaintiff's Replication does not show that such Agreement was
ever formally adopted by the Florida Milk Commission and by the
Alabama Milk Control Board.

3. The Agreement attached as Exhibit "A" to Plaintiff's
Replication does not allege that such Agreement was for the bene-
fit of Alabama producers who are not licensed by the Alabama Milk
Control Board at that time.

4. That nothing appears in Exhibit "A", which is
attached to the Replication of the Plaintiff to show that it was
for the specific benefit of the Plaintiff.

5. That Exhibit "B", which is attached to the Replica-
tion of the Plaintiff, is a copy of a list of names and base
percentages without anything listed thereon to show that they are

producers licensed by the State of Alabama and entitled to the




benefit of any agreement.

6. That Exhibit "A", which is attached +o Plaintiff's
Replication, is only an agreement that a plan be adopted by the
Florida Milk Commission and Alabama Milk Control Board without
any formal adoption of either Board appearing thereon.

7. That it affirmatively appears by paragraph (8) of
Exhibit "A" to Plaintiff's Replication that such agreement shall
be in force and effect only from May 1, 1963, to August 1, 1963,
and thereafter upon mutual consent of the parties and no proof
is offered that such agreement was extended beyond August 1, 1963,
by mutual consent of the parties.

8. That the Complaint filed by the Plaintiff claims
damages for a conversion which is supposed to have occurred on
August 21, 1963, and for aught appearing from Plaintiff's Replicad
tion any so-called agreement which was entered into by the Florids
Milk Commission and the Alabama Milk Control Board on May 8, 1963,

had expired by its terms on August 1, 1963,
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CLAUDE T, CREIGHTON,
Plaintiff,
VE.

BORDEN'S DAIRY, A Division
of the BORDEN COMPANY,

Defendant.

MOTION TQ STRIKE
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o  Exhibit A o
AGREEMENT

The Committee representing the Floride Milk Commission and the Alabama Milk
Comizrol Board agrees, in light of the emergency situation existing in the Pensacols
milk marketing area that a temporary solution to the plan be adopted by the Alabama
digte Milk Contrel Board and immediately recommended for adoption by the Florida
Milk Committee, said emergency tempcrary agreement tohe as follows:

{1} All sales of Borden Company in Alalama tobe allocated to Alabama producess.
{2} Thirty per cent (30%) of the Florida sales to be allocated to Alebama producers.

{3) The remaining Florida salez of Borden Gompany {70%; shall be aliccated to
Plorida base earned producers. .

{4} &l sales of Alabama produced milk by the Borden plant within the State of
Floride shall be subject to all price restrictions and regulations of the
Florida Milk Commission.

(S} All Alabama sales of Alabama produced milk by Borden Company shall be
subject to price resirictions and regulations of the Alabama State Milk Control
Board.

{6} The Florida Milk Commission agrees that the Alabama State Milk Control Board
shall have all authority necessary to enforce complizince with this agreement
within the State of Ficrida.

{7) The Rlabama State Milk Control Board agrees that the Florida Milk Commission
shall have all suthority necessary to enforce compliance with thisg agreement
in the State of Alabama.

{8} This agreement shall be in full force and effect from May 1, 1963, to ﬁmgus@ i,
1963, and thereafter upon mutual consent of the parties.

(9} It iz the intent of the parties by this agreement {0 solve all problems exigting
between the regpective states of Alabama and Plorida as m@g@r rmm@ to the
dafry industry and this agreement contem ﬁé@mﬁ @w
the State of Alabams.




This agre- at made and entered into at Tallahassee, Leon County, Florida, on
this the 2th day of May, A.D., 1863.

/s/ Dr. Wallace Miller
Chairman of Alabama Board

/s/ 1. X. Cone

Chairman, Florida committee

Due to the emergency conditions existing, the Alabama State Milk Control Board
wag present and acquiesced the Chairman's signature to the above agreement, and the
Chairman of the Florida committee polled by telephone a majority of the Florida Milk
Commission prior 1o execution of this agreement.

1 hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of the Agreement between

i the Alabama Milk Control Board.

o . . £ A 2
Executive Secretary

r-
Sworn to and subscribed before me this / 2> day of October, 1963.

_. z }f/ e LT
otary Publig
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CLAUDE 1. CREIGETON
Plaintiff
vs

BORDEN'S DAIRY, a division
of the BORDEN COMPANY

Defendant .

X IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
X BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
BT LAwW CASHE NO. 57853

Comes the plaintiff and moves Lo strike Amended Pleas number

3, 4 and 5 as filed oy defendant in this cause and f£or grounds IZIor
said motion shows unio fhe Court azs f£ollows:
1.
That Plea #3 is a plez in abatement and a pilea in bar.
2.
That Plea #4 is frivolous and irrelevant.
3.
That Plea f#5-is  fxrivoious-and drrelevant.-
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