STATE OF AT ABAMA

COUNTY CF BALDWIN

To 4ny Sheriff of The Stute of Alabama:

You are hereby commanded to summon WATRIS PLANTATION, INC.,

a Corporation, %0 apyear within thirty days from the service of

-

he Circuilt Court to be held in szid County &t the

ok

this vrit in.
vlace of holding the same, then and there o snswer the complaing
of MARVIN D. WILSON,

o
Fitness my hand, this 727 day of June, 1938.

O Ses

Tlerk.

IN 7?5 CIRCUIT CJURT OF

BALTDWIN COURTY, £5L.:8 4.

AT LAW

4
7}
I
Watimig B, B o e, Bt

HATBIS PLANTATION, INC.,
B s Corporation, [ ) -
Defendant. §

COMPLATINT

Count Cme: The Plaintiff claims of the Defendant, Iiaibis
Flantation, Inec., a corvoration, the swr of THIITY THOUSAND ‘
DOLLARS {$20,000.00) damages for the breach of an oral contract
entered into by the Defendant by Its agents or servants acting

within the scope of their authoriiy on or sbouid, to-wii: the

middle of QOctober, 1835, by tne te?ns 0f which contract Defendant
agreed with the ﬁl“lntlfe that the Plaint ifT would “be provided
with a place in which to live and that he would be paid from
month to month an amount not less than Seventeen Dollsrs (317.00)

ver nmonth, this agreement running from month to month, znd the
1o 2 i) [ >

payments to be received from month to month end that the Plain-
$1ff was to be employed by the Defendant as long as arnd until

' he was proucunced well nd one hundred per cent physical ability

by doctors and that his physical ability and condition was pro~
nounced one hundred per cent and that he was in the same physical
cond it ion as he was before he received the injuries on the e~

ferdant's premises. Eﬂﬁ"tﬁgf“fHé“DéfeﬁHéﬁf%égfééﬂWéhd'ﬁhé“?léiniwwﬂ”“

tiff gvers that Defendant aggreed that the terms, conditions and
provisions snould be renewed from month to month until he was
completely recovered from the sbove stuted injuried, thet it

was agreed and understood vetween the parties to the said con-
tract that in the event thet the Flaintiff did not regain his
physical ability to a sufficient degree to verform manual labor
that the Defendant would provide from month ftc month an inconme
to the plaintiff not less than Seventeen Dollars per month in
addition to providing a place for him ard his family %o live,
and that on, fto-wit: during the month of June 1936 the Defendant
demanded the Zlaintiff to vacate the premises if ke counld not

do the manual labor that was reguired of him and zt which time
the Plaintiff was compelled to vacate the nremises of the Defen~
dant, hence this suit. Plaintiff avers that he went to work
undier the szid contract and did the work according to the ter
0of the said contract to the best of his ability b"* was prevented
from the further compliance with the termes of the sald contract

i
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'suxfer damages in that he lost &he profit

~Page Two-

by reason ¢f the Defendant's breach of the said contract in
this: That oxn or about the month of Jupé, 1936 the Defendant
%efused to let the Plaintiff proceed with the wo*“ further under
said contract alu“ougn up to sald time Flaintiff hadé complied :
with his part of said contract and slthough at the time of the
said dreach of the confract the FPlaintiff offered %o proceed
thereunder, and was ready and willing fto so procesd Wluh the
work under said contract and that the Defendant asssigned him
duties which he couid =not perform due to his physical condition,
and Wlaintl;; further alleges that by %he reason of the Defen-
dant’'s breach of the conftract as aforesaid he was caused to.

t0 him had pe been permitted

to carry out his part

of

the geid

contract.

to
to
of
oF
of
he

. G pacluubed
injuries recelved while emnloyed by
the breach of
furniskh him with a place

not less
the szgid

4lntﬁ_f further glleges that he
rom doing mgnusl labor or ““bﬁlc

the terms of
t0. live with his
than Seventeen Dollars per month
contract by the Lefendant he has

the Defendant and
the said conitract by the Defendant

tnau would have acovue;

is physically in-
work due to the
that dune

family and a salary
that by the breach
suffered danages

Twenty Thousand Diollars under the texms of sazid contract

had

been allowed

to cont inue workiﬁg unlder sgid contract, 11 of

which he lost by reasecn of the Defendant’s breasch of the con-
tract as aforésaid.

L e P

(Lolicitor for Plaintiff. *
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BARVIH D, WIL3O0W,

Plaintiff,
VS

:buar,-m PLAWWATICN, THC.,
oo%bowWﬁpozh

belendanta

. »P_.m._ Hu._‘._wﬁ ]

SULEIONS AND COMPLALNY
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MARVIK D. WILSON, ) IN THE CIRCUIT CO
Plaintife, )
, ) BALDWIN COUNTY, ALAR
TS, ;
] L ) AT 1AW,
MALBTS PLAWTATION, INC.,)
a corporation, )
Defendant. } .

murs 'CO P ain

apprize defendant of what it is ceslled

of defendant

2.

tiff*'s complaint, and zs grounds
Said complaint is vague and in
upon t

Szid complaint

te employ plai n4ifs

defendant did emplcy him.

-

CTRT 07

n the above g3y

AN
il

ied cause, and de~

therefor, says:

definite and doss not
o defend.

any consideration for

thet the alleged

5. Said complaint does not alliegs
ant of uhe'contra alleged.

B Said complaint does not zllegs
defendant’s alleged promise to employ plaintif?,

”7, Said complaint shows cn its face
agreement is void under tﬂg statutes of frauds.

mately resuliting

Telleged,

note or memorandum thereof, expressing the consideration,

writ

unto

ng and supscribed by the defendant or some person by

within ome year and does not allege

Jawfully

does not alliege

cemplaint deoes not allege

Beild complaint

hoerized in writing.

from defendant's alleged dreach of

alleges & contract

that such

any damages proxi-
the contract

that contrzcet sued on

not tc be perforo-

contract

r Dhef vhdan Ge




N |
MARVIN D WILSON, _
- Complainant,

Vo, ’ . | e _ o ‘ : ; n ] . . . ’ n

 MALBLIS PLANTATION, ING., '« | | .
a corporation, o A ,
Defendént. D B S j

v

IN THL CIRCUIT COURT O | P | B
BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA. I
AT LAW. | : |

DEIURRER , N ! S R

Filed July 19, 1938. : 8
‘N\ﬁﬁh. \Q\ﬁ«\ﬁ\“ﬂ : B -
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