(WILLIE G. TAYLOR,
- " Plaintifh,

VS.

'A. A. CORTE AND SONS. A CO-DARTNER-

| SETP COMPOSED OF ANGELO 4. CORTE
! JOEN ARTEUR CORTE, ERNEST D. . cortE,

IR T AT MDA AR g g et

N THE CIRCUIT CGURT OF

ATTILIOG T. CORTE  ALBERT. CORTE, . | BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA.
FERDINAND A. CORTE, JULIO CORTE AND

ADELE CORTE, snd. ANGELO A. CORTE, AT TAW. NUMBER.
JOEN ARTHUR CORTE, ERNEST D. CORTE, § . o
ATTILLO. I. CORTE, ALBERT.CORTE |
FERDINAND A. CORTE, JULIO CORTE AND
ADELE CORTE, Ind1v1&uelly, and W. M.
STUART,

% Y

s .

Defendantis.

INTERRCCGATORTES TO BE PROPOUNDED TG THE DEFENDANTS, A. A,
CORTE AND SONS, A CO-PARTNERSHIP COMPGSED CF ANGELG A.CORTE’
JORN ARTHUR C@RTE 'ERNEST D. CORTE, ATTILLG I. CORTE, ALBERT
CORTE, FERDINAND A, CORTE, JULIC. CORTE. AND ADELE C@BTE- :
ANGELO 2. CORTE, JCEN ARTHUR CORTE, ERNEST D. CORTE ATTILL@
I. CORTE, ALBERT CORTE, FERDINAND . CORTE, JULLO. CORTE AND
ADELE CORTE Ind1v1dually and W, M. STUART UNDER SECTION.
776A OF THE 192% CODE OF AL ABAMA: _
“ 1. Who owned the Fovd truek bearing 1938 Alabama llcense‘
tag ﬁumber_917232 on, and during all of the day of April 4, 19382
2. Who owned the truck that collided with the automobile
in whick Plaintiff was riding on April 4, 1938, at 2 point epprox-
jmately seven miles south of the Court House in Bay Minette, Ala-
bams, on United States Highway Number 317? |
%. Was the Ford truck bearing 1238 Alebama license tag
number 9172H2 damaged in an sccident or collision sbout seven mile
south of the Court House in Bay Minette, Alabzma, on United States
nghway'mumber 31 on April 4, 1838%
i 4, If your ‘answer to the above question is yes, whe‘was
the driver af the said truck at the time of said collisian and by
whom was the said driver employed at that time? Was there aﬁ#
passenger or passengers in the said truck at the time of the said
accident? If so, give their name or names znd state by whom were
they employed at that time.
5. If the said Ford truck bearing 1938 Alabama license

tag number 9172H2 was involved in an accident or collision at the

-
N e

| time and place mentioned in these interrogatories, state what

N




business the said truck was engaged in or what work it was deing

at the time of the said aceident and state for whom this business

or work was being done.
6. Give a full and correct list of the names of all'§f }”

the partners interested in the firm of A. A. Corte and Sens.

QT2 Tt
fidorney tor Pasavize.

\Ef

STATE OF ALABAMA
 BALDWIN COUNTY |

. Before me, Ora Sirmon, a Notery Public, within and for

said County in salid State, personally appeared J. B. Blackburn, who,
after being by me first duly sworn deposes and says: That he is
the attorney for the Plaintiff in the above entitled cause and that
The enswers to the foregoing interrogatories, if well and truly made,
will be material testimony for the Plaintiff in the said cause.

LTS T et

Sworn to and subseribed before me on
this the 2¥cx day of June, 1938.
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IA. A. CORTE AND SONS, A CO-PARTNER-

WILLIE G. TAYLOR, i

Pleintiff,

'EVS.

SHIP COMPOSED OF ANGELO A. CORTE, IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
JOEN ARTEUR CORTE, ERNSST D. CORTE, . . .
ATTILLO I. CORTE, ALBERT CORTE, | BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA.
FERDINAND 4. CORTE, JULIO CORTE AND | .

ADELE CORTE, and ANGELO A. CORTE AT LAW. NUMBER__ .
JOHN ARTHUR CORTE, ERNEST D. CORTE,
WTTILLO I. CORTE, ALBERT CORTE,
FERDINAND A. CORTE, JULIO CORTE AND
ADELE CORTE, Individually, snd W. M.
STUART,

Defendants.

T MEIISORE PENL VSR BT L

INTERROGATORIES TO BE PROPOUNDED TO THE DEFENDANTS
A. A, CORTE AND SONS, A CO-PARTWERSHIP COMPOSED OF
ANGELO A. CORTE, JOHN ARTHUR CORTE, ERNEST D. CORTE,
ATTILILO T CORTE ALBERT CORTE, FERDINAND 4. CORTE,
JULIO COBWE AND ADELE CORTE; AND W. M. STUART,
..UNDER SECTION 7764 OF THE 1925 CODE OF ALABAMA:

l.- Whoamed the Ford irueck bearing 1938 Alsbema
license tag number 9172HZ2 on, and during all of the day of April

4, 19382

2, Wes the owner of the above deseribed truck

carrying or did he or they have publiec liability and property
damage insurance on the said truck on April 4, 19382 If your
answer to this question is yes, please attach a true and exact copy

of the said insurance policy to your answers hereto.

| /iftorney for Plaintier.
STATE OF ALABAMA | '
S i
1 BALDWIN COUNTY §

Before me, Ora Sirmon, a Notary Public, within and
for said County in said State personally appeared J. B. Blackburn
wno, after being by me first duly sworn deposes and says: That he
is the attorney for the Plaintiff in the above entitled cause and
that the enswers to the foregoing interrogatories, if well and tru
made, will be material testimony for the Plazntlff in the said cam

Q/,73 TR Lo oo binarin

Sworn to ang subécvlbed ‘bef {7
_ ore me on
tnls the QJ’Lﬂ,day of June, 1958. h

Notary Publlc, Baldw1n County, Alebama.
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. | STATE OF ALABAMA
BALDWIN COUNTY
TO ANY SHERIFF OF THE STATE OF ALABAMA:

i
i
i

_ Ybu are hereby commanded to summon A. A. Corte and Sons
.’a CoéPartne*shln camposad of Angelo A. Corte, John Arthur Corte
iE&nest D. Corte, Attillo I. Corte, Albert Corte, Ferdinand A. Cort
Julio Corte snd Adele Corte; Angelo A. Cort e, John Arthur Corte,
Ernest D. Corte, Attillo I. Corte, Albert Corte, Ferdinand A. Cort
Julio Corte and Adele Corte, Individually, and W. H. Stuart, to
appear within thirty gays fram the service of this writ in the
Clrculu Court to be held for saig County at the Place of holding
seme, then and there to answer the Complaint of Willle G. Taylor.

Witness my hang this | 3 Eéi day of \\;Vk;JuLﬁ

1938,

N
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WILLIE G. TAYLOR,
Plaintiff,
vs.

1 A. A. CORTE AND SONS, A CO-PARTNER-
SHIP COMPOSED OF ANGELO A. CORTE,

J OHN ARTHUR CORTE, ERNEST D, CGRTF
ATTILLO I. CORTE, ALBERT CORTE,
FERDINAND A. CORTE JULIO GORTE aND
ADELE CORTE, anmng ARGELG A. CORTE

|| FOHN - ARTHUR CORTE, ERNEST D. CORfE
ATTILLO I. CORTE, " ALBERT CORTE,
FERDINAND A. CORTE JULIO CORTE AND
ADELE CORTE, Ind1v1dually, end W. M.
STUART :

IN THE CIRCULT COURT OF
BALDWIN COUNTY, ATABAMA.
AT LAW. NUMBER .,

Defendants.

S s e mmmmmmmﬂmmtmmmmmmm

1. The Plaintiff claims of the Defendants ?orty—ilve
Thoﬁsand Dollars damages, for that on Yo-wit, Aprii 4, 1938, the
Defendants® agents, servents or employees, or one of them, wﬁose
names Oor name is to the Plaintief unknown, were operating a motor

truck of Defendants upon a public highway in Baldwin County,

—




Alabema, at a point approximately seven miles south of the
Court House in the Town of Bay Minette, Alabamz, on the paved
highway known as Uﬁited States Highway Number Thirty-one, at whict
time and place the servants, agents or employees of the Defendants
or one of them, then and there, while actiﬁg within the line and
scope of'their duty as such, did so negligently operate or control
tﬁe movement of Defendants? or one of Defendants® motor truck that
1t was caused to collide with or run into the front of the auto—
jmobile in whieh Plaintiff was riding, and as a proximete result of
said negligence on the part cof Defendants’ agent, servant or em-
ployee, the Plaintiff was seriously and permanently injured, re-
ceived scars and cuts in and about her face and neck which mutilat
and permanently disfigured her, caused her throat snd neeck to be
cut, crushed, bruised and lacerated, destroyed one voecel cord and
injured the other, thereby causing Plaintiff to practically lose
rher powsr of speech and which permanently injured her, caused her
suffer and she still suffers great physical pein and mentel anguis
and to incur large expense by way of doctors? bills, hospital and
infirmary bills and medicine, and to lose a great deal of time fro
| her WwoTrK, all to her damage as aforesaid, which injuries were the
‘proximate result of the negligence of Defendants'servants, agent
gor employees, or one of them, while acting within the line and j
Lseope of thelr or his authority as such, all of which caused the
Plaintiff to suffer the damage as aforesaid, hence this suit.

2. Plaintiff claims of the Defendent Foriy-five Thous&
Dollars demages for that on to-wit, the 4th day of April, 1938,
‘Plalnt1ff was rldlng in an autamoblle along the public highway kno*
as United States Highway Number Thlrty;ane at a pomnt in Baldwin l
County, Alabama, anproxxmatelv seven miles south of the Court Housk
in the Town of Bay Minette, Alabama, and then and there the servanj
agenis or employeesof the Defendants, or one of them, while acting
| within the line and scope of his employment willfully and wantonly

drove an automobile truck into or against the asutomobile in which

the Plaintiff was riding and by reason thereof and as = proximete




resuly and consequence thereof the Plaintiff was sefiously and

permanently injured and received scars and cuts in and about her
Tace and neck which mutilated and permanently disfigured her, and
| which caused her throat and neck to be cut, crushed, bruised and

lacerated, destroyed one vocal cord and injured the other, thereb;

| causing Plaintiff to practically lose her power of speech which

‘ to suffer
i permanently injured ber, was caused/and she still suffers great

‘physical pain and mental enguish, ineurred large expense by way of
doctors' bills, hospital and infirmary bills sngd medicine, and

lost a large amount of time from her work, 211 %o her damage as

gaforesaid, which injuriés were the proximate result of the neg-—
§ligence of Defendants! servants, agents or employees, or one of
Them, while acting within the line and scope of their or his auth-
ority as such, all of which caused the Plaintiff to suffer the

damage as aforesaid, for all of which Plajntifs claims damages

_las aforesaid, hence this suit.

- Attorney for Plaintife.

1 Plaintiff demands a trial of said

cause by dury.

At6%;ney for Plaintiff.
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3. The Court charges the jury that if you believe

the evidence in this case you must find for the Defendant.

e
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™~ 4. The Court charges the Jury that if you believe

from the evidence in this case that the Defendant's wrecker was
stopped on the highwsy for & necessary purpose and under such con-
3ditions that it weas impossible to avoid leaving it in such position,

you cennot find for the Plaintiff under count thres of the Complaint.

(oﬁﬂ\/\/«d&ﬂ/’; @Mﬁ%’”wvm"\?
/

8. The Court charges the Jury that if you believe

fhe evidence in this ease you cannot find for the Plaintiff under
count one of the Complaint.




7. The Court charges the Jury that if you bheliewe
the evidence in this case you -eesned find for the Plaintiff unéer

ecount: two of the Complaint.

N e o e e e

8. The Court c%i;fzikjhe Jury that if you believe
the evidence in this case you eemrot~ find for the Plaintiff under

count rthree of the Complaint.




9.
the evidence in this case you

count four of the Complaint.

The Court charges the Jury that if you believe

£ind for the Plaintiff under

14.
way of fine against th
dence thet the circums
the imposition of a fine, then

e Defendant, and 1

the Jury could not, under
evidence, impose such a fine.

The impositien of deam

tances surrounding the accl

ages in this case would be by

£ the Jury believe from the evi-
dent do not werrant

the law and

-




oA The Court charges the Jury that if you believe from the
evidence that at the time of the accident alleged a clear view of the
said truck or wrecker of Defendant might have been obtained from =
distance of two hundred feset in each direction upon said Highway, then
you must find a verdict for the Defendant.
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1. The Court charges the Jury thét if you geliéve
from the evidence that the négligence of the driver of the ear in
which Plaintiff's intestate was riding was the sole proximate cause
of the imjury to the Plaintiff*s intestate, you ﬁust‘find‘for the

Defrendant. T : ‘ .

e o g AR e o i bt e e e T Ty e g T

2. The Court charges the jury that before you can
bring any verdict for the Plaintiff you must believe from the evidence
first, that the Defendant was negligent, end second, that the De-
fendant's negligence was the sole proximale csuse of the injury to

the Plaintiff's intestate.

/\}"I/‘J!




- - The Court charges the Jury that 1f you believe from ths
evidence that at the time of the accident alleged, a clsar and unob-
structed width of net less than fifteen feet upon the main traveled
portion of the sald Highway opposite the standing truck or wrecker of
the Defendant was left for free passa%e of other vehlcles thereon,
then you must find a verdiet for the ~efendant.

5. The Court charges the Jury that if you belleve
from the evidence in this case that the Defendant's wrecker was
stopped on the highway for a necessary purpose under such conditions
that it was impossible to avoid leaving it in suech position;thabt at
the time it was stopped fifteen feet of the main traveled portion of

the highwey was left opemn, you esnnot find for the Plaintiff under
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count three of the Complaint.



, 10. The Court charges the Jury that if you believe from
the evidence that any witness has wilfully testified falsely as to any
materiel fact you may disregard the entire testimony of such witness. .

11. The Court charges the Jury that if you'believe from
the evidence that the driver of the Defendant’g ‘fzrecke? did what an
ordinarily prudent msn would have done under similar circumstances you
cannot find for the Plaintiff.
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12. The Court charges the Jury that if you-should be-
lieve from the evidence that the Defendamt's agent or servent was
n§gllgent in or about the operation of the Defendant*®s wrecker at the.
time and Qlace alleged, yet your verdict must be for the Defendant if you
further find from all the evidence that the sole proximate ceause of the .
wreck and.consequent death of Plaintiff's intestate was the negligence |
of the driver of the sutomobile in which Plaintiff's intestate was riding.
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1%, The burden of proof is upon the Plaintiff to show
that the proximate cause of Pleintiff's injury and deatk was the
direct result of the negligence of the driver of the Defendant's
wrecker; if you are not reasonably satisfied from all the evidence
that the Plaintiff has proven such negligence on the part of the
Defendant's driver of its sutomobile, your verdict must be for the

Defendant. ) |
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15. The Court charges the Jury that you are authorized
to teke into consideration the physical facts and eircumstances

surrounding the accident and if the testimony of eny witness is in
confliet with such physical facts, then the Jury may take into con-
sideration such conflict &4 gize other testimony of such.witness.
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