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MARGARET KROZER,

SO Plaintiff,

an A g e o

ALMA LOUISE

,1:.

Defendants.
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TN THL CIRCUIT COURT OF
BALDVIN COUNTY ALABAMA
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SEERIFE OF THE STATE OF ALARLNA:

A
ATy

L

- Tou are hereby commanced to summon T. L. 10SS and ALuA LCUISE
0S8, to appear within tn_rzy'aavs from the service of this writ in the
Circuit Court to be held for said vO“Utf at the place cof holding the same,
then

nd there Lo answer the complaint of Ilargare? Irozer.

JTTESS my hand Shis 240 cay of June, 1919,
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MARGARTT KROZER, 0 T THE CIRCUIT GOURT OF
PLATHTIFF i SAIDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA

YS. i AT TAT

T, N0SS and ATHA )

LCULSE 1GSS.

P

et
3

n Ty

The Plaintiff claims of the Defendants THC THEOUSAVD (52000.00)

- 1.0

DOILARS, as damages for that heretofore, on to-wii, August 13th, 1940,

the Plaintiff was riding as a2 guest in an automobile being driven aleng

fe-

the highway leading from Foley to Point CWear, a2 public highway in Bgla—

: N . O%MMMVM“’M —e 7 T
win County, Alabamz, al 2 place nexrlasmedsezeeinss; that 2t daid ti

and place, the Uefendant T. L. ¥oss, acting by and through the Zefendant

3

LIms Louise Hoss, who was then and there acting within the iine and scope
of her employment, negligently drove an automobile inte or against the

avutomoblle in which the Plaintiff was riding as 2 guest, and as 2 proxi-
mate result of said negligence the Plaintiff was injured ané damaged as

follows:

She suffered bruises about the face; she suffered bruises

and laceraticns cn her body; she was permanently injured;

she was caused to suffer hospital tills; she was caused
rr

[
e
it ce

to suffer medical bills; she loss L:me froem work; she
suffered severe, ohysical and mentel anquish.
2.

.

he Plaintiff daims of the Iefendants TWH0 THCUSAND (62000.00)

. DOLLARS, as camages for thal heretofore on to-wit, August 13th, 1548,

LW

the Plaintiff was riding as a guest in an aulomobile alonz the highway

A 39
Leadl
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he Defendant T. k. lioss, acting bry and through his zgen, servant or
employee, Alma Loulse lioss, whe was then and there acting within the

line and scope of her employment, negligently drove an aulbomcobile

=

-,

immediately in front of the automobile in which the Plaintiff was

riding as & guest, and as a result of the negligence of the said

ST

Alra Louise Loss, av the said time and place the autemcbile in which

the Plaintiff was riding as a guest was forced off the. hichway, and

as a oroximate result of $2id negliz

noe; 2t the saic iime and place,

(D

o

Cthe Pilaintiff was injured as follows:

She suffered bruises azbout the face; she suffered hruise
and lacerations on her body; she was permanently injured;
she was caused to suffer hospital bills; she was caused
tc suffer medical bills; she loss time from her work; she
suffered severe, UQVE&C&l and mental anguish.

0]

That the camages and injuries suffered by the Plaintiff were

the proximate result of the negligence on the part of the said 4ima

Louise lioss, the servant, agentor employee of the Defendant T. L. lioss,
who was then and there acting within the line and scope of her employ-

ment.

%

The Plaintiff demands a trial by jurr.

atterney for Plaintif?
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In the Taw office of M. M, Hall.
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Filed this the _day of June, _191J,9,[i;( -
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to the comnlalnt and senarately and severally to each count’ there— 

MARGARET KROZER,

Plaintiff,

T. M. G35, and ALMA

LOUISE 1033,

1
<
42}

|

OOOOOOOO0O
o

(L 2
.
fww
I
13
P
L
O
[om]
F
-
k<
=
i
b
0

o

=3

s ]

Defendants.

7{A§JW055 . . . . )
Comes t“e aefendant in the above styled cause and demurs

of, and Tor grounds of demurrer assign separately and severally the
following:

1. That said complaint does not state & cause of action.

2. That said Count 1 shows no duty owed by the defendant,
T. M. lioss, to the plaintiff.

3. That said Count 2 shows no duty by the defendant, T. i
Moss, to the plaintiff.

L. That said Count 1 alleges that the act rather than the
injury was negligence.

S 5; s

on the part of the defendant.

=]
3

hat-said Count—2dogs not allege any ‘act of negligenc

6. That for ought that appears in Count 2 there was no

negligence on the part of the defendant.

[a=3

fad

7. That the act set out in Count 2 as follows: "....drove

LR

the automobile she was then and there driving immediately in front
of plaintiff.....™ does not set out an act of negligence.

8. That no facts are alleged to show the plaintiff sus-
tained any damage or injury as 2 proximatelf result of any negligenc

or breach of duty on the part of the defendant.

¢. That it

-

N o S nqpual_mged witp suff101ent certalnty wnerer
said accideﬁﬁsoccufed; o

10. Neo facts are alleged to show that the defendants or
either of them owed plaintiff any duty at the time and place of said
accident and breached the same, thereby proximately causing her
damage or injury. -

11. That said Count 1 is vague and indefinite.

12. That said Count 2 is wvague and indefinite.
13. That the averments cf negligence are merely the con-

clusion of the plaintiff with no facts in support thereof.

-1-




C.G C

1L. That no facts are alleged which show or create 2a
duty on the part of the defendant to use & high degree of care as
must bp alleged in z count setting out only simple negligence.

15. That the complaint is toc general in its averments
as to the nature, character or extent of the injury to the plaintiff

16, That Count 2 of the complaint contains alternative
averments.

17. There is a misjoinder of actions.

18. The complaint alleges no actions which would maXe a.
master lizble in a claim arising from acts of an agent, servant or
employee when acting in the line and scope of servants employment.

19. There is z misjoinder of parties.

20. That the complaint affirmatively shows through the
statements that plaintiff's injuries were bruises and lacerations;
that the injuries were of a minor nature.

L

22. That a complaint setting out that injuries were of a

p3

permanent nature must state the nature of the permanent injury.

pou TTER r_DeTendant
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* RECORDED

L reem e .

CDEMURRERS

MARGARET KROZER,

T, . HMO33 and ALMA
- LOUISE HOS3, '

Defendants.

TN THE CIRCULT COURT OF
 BALDWIN COUNYY, ALABAMA
S AT TAW

P o

CECIL G. CHASON

ATTORNEY AT LAY

FOLEY, ALABAMA

Sy




Ay

MARGARET KROZZR,

L

Plaintiff, JIT COURT OF

-VS- LABAMA

T. M. MMOSS and ALsA
LOUISE MOS5,

OQOOCOOCOoOCO

Defendants.
ALMb LOLISE M55

Comes Tthe defendant in the above styled cause and denurs

1"to the complaint, and separately and severally to

of, and for grounds of demurrer assign separately

following:
1. That said compliaint does not state a
2. That said Count 1 shows no duty owed

each count there—

and severally t“

cause of zaction.

by the defendant,

Alma Loulse Hoss,

to the plaintiff.

sald acc1aept OCCUTed'MWMU_ywqm

3. That said Count 2 shows no duty by the defendart, Alma
Louise lMoss, to the plaintiff.

L. That said Count 1 alleges that the act rather than the
injury was negligence.

5. That said Count 2 does not allege any act of negligence
on the-péfﬁ'éf the defendant. S

6. That for ought that appears in Count 2 there

was no

negligence on the part of the defendant.

7, That the act set ocut in Count 2 as follows: "....drove

the automobile she was then and there driving immediately in front
of plaintiff...." does not set out an act of negligence.
8. That no facts are alleged to show the plaintiff sus-

tained any damage or Injury as a proximate result of any negligence
or breach of duty

9.

on the part of the defendant.

That it is not alleged with sufficient certainty where

the defendants or

10. Ro ;acts are alTeved to show that
either of them owed plaintiff any duty at the time and place of said

accident and breached the same, thereby proximately camaing her

damage or injury.

11. That said Count 1 is vague and indefinite.-
12. That said Count 2 is vague and indefinite.
13. That the averments of negligence are merely the con-

clusions of the plaintiff with nc facts in support thereof-.

.




C, G. .

l—permanent nature must state the nature of the permenent. lnjury.-

1L. That no facts are alleged which show or create a
duty on the part of the defendant to use a high degree of care as
must be alleged in a count setting out only simple negligence.

15. That the complaint is too general in its avernments

}

ct

as to the nature, character or extent of the injury to the plaintifi

16. Thnat Count 2 of the complaint contains alternative
averments..’ |

17. There is a misjoinder of actions.

18. The complaint alleges no actions which wouid make a
master liable in a claim arising from acts of an agent, servant or
emvloyee when acting in the line and scope of servants employment.

16. There is a misjoinder of parties.

20. That the complaint affirmatively shows through the
statements that plaintiff's injuries were bruises and lacerations;

that the injuries were of a minor nature.

21, That a complaint setting out that injuries were of a

Fa t Zendant,
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- MARGARLT KROZER,
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Plaintiff,

.....

Te H. MO53 and ALidA
LOUVISE HOSaG,

Defendants.

ALIGE 1 DUCK, Clerk

CECIL G. CHASON - |
ATTORNEY AT LAW :

FOLEY, ALARAMA
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T PHE GTRCUIT COURT OF "
BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
AT LAY
EE—— = i
o - JUL 27 1949 -
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MARGARET XROZIR,

)
Plaintiff, )
| e CIRCUIT COURT OF

-vsS- o S
 BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
T. M. MOSS and ALMA LOUISE ) S -
_.NOSD ) | - AT LAW

S— ey _ S

Defendants.

Now comes the defendant, Alma Louise Moss, and for an-
swer to the plaintiff's complaint and each count thereof separately
and severally says:-

I. That she is not guilty.




RECORDED
ANSWER

MARGARET KROZER,
| Plaintiff,
-5 =

T, M. MOSS and ALMA LOUISE
0SS, ST

i Defendants.

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
- BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
AT LAW




MARGARET KROZER,

Plaintiff,

| T. M. MOSS and ALMA LOUISE
0SS, S

" Defendants.

)

)

‘—‘J'S-* )
)

)

)

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
AT TAW

Now comes the defendant, T. M. Moss, and for answer to

the plaintiff's complaint and each count thereof separately and

severally says:-

I. That he is not guilty..

/G (T30 S

Atsorney/ fer-Defendant
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ANSWER
MARGARET KROZER,

" Plaintiff,

.

~T. M., MOSS and ALMA LOUISE

HOSS, |

- Defendants.

IN THE GIRCUIT COURT OF
BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
AT LAW o
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NOY 15 1948
: ALUGE- byt msm
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