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This day cume the psrvies by their attorneys, and the cause wes swhmiltbad -

on Lhe merits for final dudgmens, and 14 arpearing to the Sourt that the demand

Loy jury trisl has besn withdrawn,-and the cause uay be heard and. et a&mn&m b,;r

&

the Judge withoub 2 jJury, and it further agpearing 0 the Ccm"?t that tZ‘fzﬁex‘e A
a genuine dispule in good falith beiween ithe pariies wilh reference *.o L,EA«L* amount

N

the plainiill and that the mrhes h ipe agreed upon .an

due from
a«:‘gusmcm in compromise betwesn thely views as Lo the = cm*?a due snid have

arther agreed Lhet judgment showld be r@naarew for the plaintill and zgeinst

opimion that judgrent should be rendered in accordance with the eomg ﬂ"wﬁ 38

a@reement of the parties as af oz'esazaﬂ

IT *33, RDERED (NI “SJU?“,T‘SS by the Csu.. Cthat the '-;;lairzﬁ.i A
have and recover of the defendant the sais sum of cne huadred tf cmci m/ 30

3

($150.00} dollars, togetser with & ome~half part of the cests of thi is ause

Tor all of wirich let execution issus

/ S/ Teifair J. ¥ g‘r_r_bmw;}‘} -
. Juc:"e ,

Ig Alice Je Duck, Clerk of Cireuit C@ﬂw of Baldwin uom’fsry Alabume do
hoyely cer u:x.i‘y that the abeveris & true and coprreect copy of the mote iy
the above siyled cause snd sume apposrs in minube b ‘ﬂomg_._g rage 509

b

i

G PRSI E SN P DT D DD ORDEE DD '
G=23-51 The Judgment in this ceuse amounving to {150.C0 havidyg "‘*ew _
paid wacg o »3;"6;‘ t corneys for the slain.z:ﬁ.:f"f iz hersby c%ce_.}.eas re}l@&as&i
14 My am., completely disgharged.
f's_f Je Eo El&ﬂ;‘:ﬁ}““‘"ﬁ

Ty Turther certily that the stove eniry mas made by Tonorable J. Be
Black:mm_.s comasel for the P :
Witness my hand and seak of this couwrt this 1itz dey of Pebruary 1952,

illee J. Duck
Girceit Clerk
Baldwin Cownty, Alabans




VICKERS AND THORNTON

ATTOBNEYS AY LAW
MERCHANTS NATIONAL BANK BUILDING

MoremLE, ALABAMA
MARION R. VICKERS -

J. EDWARD THORNTON August 17 P 1999

drs, flice Duck
Circuit Clerk
-Bay Minette, Algbama

"Dear Mrs, Duck:

Southern Bell Tel. & Tel. Co. v. Hunt
We are enclosing an originel affidavit to be filed
-in the above noted case. We zre alsoc enclosing 2
copy which is to be served on the aittorney for
cplaintiff.

Thanking you for yoweattention to this and with
- kind personal regards, I am







VICKERS AND THORNTON

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
MERCRANTS NATIONAL BANK BUILDING

MoBILE, ALABAMA,

" MARICN R. VICKERS

J. EDWARD THORNTON August 16 2 1950

'MrS;fAlicé-EuCklﬁ':4L““L'5
Circuit Clerk B
Bay Minette, ilabama

Dear Mrs. Duck: _
Southern Bell Tel., & Tel. Co. v. Hunt

‘We are herewith enclosing an original and one copy of
an inswer containing a demand for a jury trizl and an
original and one copy of interrogatories to be pro-
-pounded tc the plaintiff in the zbove noted case. Will
you kindly file the same for us znd enter our appear-
ance ror the defendant. We would zlso appreciate being
notified of any hearings or trials %o be held for this
case.

~With kind personzl regards, I am

Yours very truly

Enels.




PILLANS, REAMS, TAPPAN 5 WOOD
- LAWYERS AND PROCTORS
VAN ANTWERP BUILDING
P O.BOX 935

MOBILE 5, ALABAMA,
PALMER ®ILLANS
W. DEWITT REAMS
JOHN H. TAPPAN
GEORGE F. wOOD

CABLE ADDRESS: PTAM

BONNERRAE . ROBERTS

February 28, 1951,

Miss Alice J. Duck,
Clerk Cirecuilt Court,
Bay HMHinette, Alsbama.

- Dear Miss Duck: ‘
Southern Bell Tel. & Tel. Co., plaihtire, =~

V. Chester Hunt, defendant, at Law No. 1532,
Our File No. 9729.

With Mr. Blackburn'’s assent, we have been asso-
ciated with him as attorneys for the rlaintiff iIn the
above styled cause, If you have not already done so
at Mr. Blackburn's direction, please now enter us as At~
torneys for Plaintiff, with Mr. Blackburn,

Very truly yours,

PILLANS ,REAMS , TAPFAN,WO0D & ROBERTS,

Yoos '

- kY
oo 3 . LY
AU Vv

-

'GC: J. B, Blackburn, Esq.,

Bay. Minette, Alebama.

PP~V




VICEERS AND THORNTON
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
MERCHKHANTS NATIONAL BANK BUILDING
] MOBILE, ATABAMA
MARION R, VICKERS

| J EDWARD THORNTON OCtOber 5 ’ 1951

‘Mrs. Alice Duck .
- . Circuit Clerk
Lourt House ' '
‘Bay Minette, Alabama

;:Déar Mrs. Duck: _ _
Southern Bell Tel. & Tel.'Co;.v.-Ghester'Hunt

We are herewith enclesing demurrer to replications 4, B
and C in the azbove noted cazse. You will note on the
docket sheet that this was argued and ruled on yesterday,

- October 4. Therefore, will yvou please mark it filed as
.of October k.

-~

Yours very truly,

VICKERS AND THCORNION

 JET:mb

CC : Palmer Pillans, Esq.




PILLANS, REAMS, TAPPAN, WOOD & ROBERTS
: LAWYERS AND PROCTORS
VAN ANTWERP BUILDING
P O. 80X 935
MOBILE 5, ALABAMA

PALMER PILLANS By - 3 S
W. DEWITT REAMS Adgus‘t 1¢ 2 1951
JOHN H, TAPPAN

GEORGE F. WOOD

BONNERRAE H, ROBERTS

CABLE ADDRESS IPTAH

Miss Alice J. Duck
..Clerk Circuit Court

UBeY Minette, Ala.

 Dear Miss Duck: SR Southern Bell, ete., Co. Vs.-
- Chester Hunt. At Law No, 1532
(Qur File No. 9729)

_ Herewith vou will find enclosed under registered
‘cover, plaintiff's answers to defendent's interrogatories.
" Filed with the snswers, ere the photostatic copies of
telephone toll slips celled for in the interrogatories.
As vou will note from the answer, they are not suscepti-
‘ble of vhysical attachment, and you will preserve them
in your file, in such fashion as to avoid thelr being
mutilated by folding, filing them in such fashion as :
vou think desirable to tie them up with the interrogatories

- . and the snswers,

_ & copy of the interrogatoriss and the photostats

‘has been handed bo Messrs. Vickers and Thornton, plaintifi’s
attorneys of record, as will eppear Irom the memcrandun
noted on the originsl snswers. This is to save sending

‘everything up to Bay Minette and then havirg plaintiff's
copy mailed back to his counsel in Moblle. B

- Very truly yours,
PILTANS, REAMS, TAPPAN, D OD & ROBERTS
> |

PPt

ce: J. B. Blackburn, Esq.,
Bay Minette, Als.







IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE TWEKTY-SZIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
OF AL4BAMA

SOUTHERN BELL TEILEPHCONE & TELE-
GRAPH CCMriNY, a Corporation,

= R

-

Pilaintif

I"h
}’f,

o

T orzve

Defendant,

-~ DEFENDANT 'S INTERROGATORIES

Comes now CHESTER HUNT, defendant, in the above
entitled cause, and pursuant to the provisions of Article

.‘

&, Title 7 of the Code of Alabams o* 1940, and propounds
to the plaintiff, SCUTHERN BELL TILEPHCHE & TELEGRAPH

COMPANY, the following interrogatories:

1. (a) ¥as there any written contract in force
and effect between plaintiff and defendant concerning

telephone service during the period of time involved in

the complaint in this case?

{b} If so, attach an exact or photostatic copy

O
iy

id contract to your Answers to these Interrogetories.

2. {a) TUWas there any administrative rule or regu-

lation of the Alezbama FPublic Service Commission in effeet

during the periocd of time covered by the complaint which

would impose liabllity om the defendant for the matiers

-and things. set out therein?:

(b) If so, attach an exact or photostatic copy

of such rule to your Answers to these Interrogztories.

3. {a) Weas there any administrative rule or regu-

lation of any other board, body, or entity in effect during

which would inm-

!Ju
('I"

the period of time covered by the complain

pose lizbility on the defendant for the matiers and things

o]

set out theresin?




(b} If so, attach an exact or photostatic copy

of suech rule to your inswers to these Interrogatories.

L. {a) Was a written record made by plaintiff of
each telephone ceall referred te in the complaint at the
time each said telephone call was made from or to defendant’s

telephone?

(b} If so, attach an exact or ph GUOSbatLC cooy

of each such record to your inswers to these Interrogatories.

STLTE OF ALABAMA,
COUNTY OF MOBILE.

Personally appeared before me, the undersigned

zuthority in and for said County, in saild qtave, J. B

Thornuon, who, being known to me and being by me firs
sworn, deposes and says:

dward
T auly

That he is one of the attorneys of record for the
defendant in the zbove styled cause and as such i1s duly
authorized to make this affidavit; that the apsve”s
to the foregoing interrogatories, 1 1y mede, will
material testimony for defendant at The ¥ 1 ai

WM

Subscribed and sworn teo vefore me,
this the & day of August, 1950.

m \-..\O'ﬁ\.‘a_ %ﬂgxﬁi_.._

Notary Huo;ﬁ@ Mobile Younty, Alabama.
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:.;:DEFENDANT INTLRROGATORIh

AUG 17 1950 '
ALIEE! BUCE& Bl&rﬁ

Tt e

XHGKERSMAVD 1HORNTOV
i ATTORVEYS AT LA“Y
o 'M_E__R_C_HANTS NATIGNAL BANK BUILDING
S MoOBILE, ALABAMA '

ame N HO sk 3 o s oMo oz oW o sl e ¥
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IN THE CldCUIT COUHT FOR THE
ffTubNTY EIGHTH JUDIGTAL CIRCUIT
g OF ALABAMA :
'ﬁ‘oUiHuRN BELL TELLPHONL & TELE-
| GRAFH COMPANY,
; Plaintiff,
| vs. |
| GHESTER HUNT,
. Defendeant.
K% .k % 3 | s




STATE OF ALABAMA
BALDWIN COUNTY
TC ANY SHERIFF QF THE STATE OF ALABAMA:

You are hereby commanded to summon CHESTER HUNT to
appear within thirty (30) days from the service of this writ in
Jneld for said County-at-the place ofhold-

ing the same, then and there to answer the complaint of SCUTHERN

BELL TELZPHONE & TELZGRAPE CCOMPANY, a Corporation,
A

nis 2%

day of July, 1950.

. 7
[/ ) .
ALt b e f gy /,4ﬂgl
AR

£

Clerk of the Circuit Court.

fendant resides at

The Def
Fairhope and is employved atbt . .
the Grand Lotel.

A\ wha dw e ata s wtr b wla by b e wle i e wie

SCUTHERN BELL TELEPHCONE & TELE=~
H —ir AT AT el
GRAFPH COMPANY, a Corporation,
= P by morm T AT ~
Flaintiff, IN THEZ CIRCUIT COURT CF
BALDWIN CCOUNTY, ALABAMA.

AT QYD TITIN
Wil a5 :\!T,

o
A
LS L L S S A R S S S

laims of the Defendant the sum of One

&

c
Thousand Twenty-nine and 4L/1CC Dollars ($1029.64) due from him by

account on the 16th day of May, 1950, which sum of money, with the
=

housand

ha Def

the Defendant Cne

Tw

Twenty-nine and 64/100 Dollars {(%1029.56L) on sccount stated between]

Twenty-nine and AL4/100 Dollars (31029.8L) for money during the per-

iod of time between April @, 1950 and May 15, 1950 received by the
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DATE

4~9-50
4~10-50
4~11-50
b 20=50
4=21-50
42150
42450
4=25-50
4=26-50
{2650
5-3-50

5-4~5C

- 5.9-50

4~6-50
4~2~50
4-9-50
4~9=50
- 4=11-50
4~-11-50
4~11~50
4=12-50
© 4~12-50
4=13-50
4~13~50
4+~13-50
4-14~50
. 4=14~50
- 4=14-50
4=14~50
4~15-50
4=15-50
4-15-50

4=15-50.

4~16-50
4~18-50
4—18-50C
4~19-50
4~19-50
4~20-50
4~20+50
4~20-50
4~20-50
4=20-50
4~20~50
4~21-50
4~21~50
4=~21=50
4~22-50
4=22-50
£~22-50
4~22-50

PLACE

Fobile
Mobile
Mobile
Mobile
Mobile
Mobile
Hobile
Hobile
Mobile
Mobile
Mobile

. Mobile

Mobile

Jackson Miss (C)
Mobile

. Louis,Wash
Jacksen Miss
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
¥Mobile

Los Angeles (C)
Ios Angeles
Los Angeles (C)
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Tos Angeles (C)
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles

" Los Angeles

los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Iingeles {C)
Los Angeles {C)
Los Angeles-
Les Angeles
Los Angeles
Los fngeles
Los Angeles
New Orleans
Los Angeles (C)
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los ingeles )C)
Los Angeles
Los Angeles (C)
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Los Angeles

Los Angeles

Frank Hunt

Sgt Cecil Hunt .

A berta Emnt
Alberts Hunt

Frank HBmt
Alberta Funt

Chester Hunt
Frapk Humt
Alberia Hunt

A bverts HBmib
Hunt

Frank Hunt
Margaret French

Chester Humt

- Alberta Hunt

Albertz Bumt
Frank Bunt

Frank Hunt
¥rs, Funt

B

- Chester Hunt

Jessie Perkins

“Pvt Katie Hill

Memie Morris
Kargaret French
FElberta Hunt
Mattie

Alberta Humnt
Frank Eunt
Alberta Hunt
Alberta Hunt
Frank Hunt
Alberta Hunt
Alberta Hunt
Alberta Hunt
Mrs A. Jefferson
Alberta Hunt
Ers Alberta Hunt

Frark Humt
Frank Hunt

Mrs A. Jefferson
Alberte HJunt
Alberta Hunt
Alberta Hmt
Alberta Hunt

Frank Hunt

Mrs., A. Jeffersen
A berta Funt
Frani Funt

Frank Hunt
AlberizHunt

Frank Hung

CLASS

CHARGE

A B b B g D B e b E_‘_

M b 3
HORHEBSNGRERp om0 58 o

g : EZE%WiEiE;E'ﬂ W’m’ﬁ'ﬁ'ﬁ;g*v;g’q*dhdgéﬁigig'ﬁ*u;%'ﬁ'ﬁ ;g‘ﬁ'ﬁ'ﬂ'ﬂ'ﬁ'ﬁ

ITENK

= =

915
.15
.15
.15
029'
W15
J15
.15
.15
.15
.15
.15
L5
5
3ef
1.85
.30
3.90
1.7
11.5C
6.00
40
203@
3.80
6.00
2.75
3.25
12.7
7»?@
3.20
8.75
.75
7.10
3.80

ey

3.25

18.5C
12.0%
R.75
7.65
10.95
9.2C
3.25
4050
14.25
3.2%
7.25
18.05"
13.98
15.35
9.95
1.80

-

00 Ly

O
O

1

[



(c)
(C)
(c)
(C)

(¢)

(€}
()

(¢)

(c)

DATE _PLACE
4=22-5C Los Angeles
£-23-50 Los Angeles
[~23-5C Ios Angeles
£=23-50 los Engeles
4=24-50 ILos Angeles
4=24~50 Los Angeles
4=25-50  Los Angeles
4-25-50 Los Angeles
4=25-50 Los Angeles
4=25-50 Los Angeles
4~25-50 Los Angeles
4~25~50 Los Angeles
4-26~50 Los Angeles
4L-26-50  Mobile (C)
4~26~5C Los Angeles
4~26-50 Los Angeles
4=26~50 Los Angeles
,~27-50  Los Angeles
4=27-50 Los Angeles
4=27-50 Los Angeles
4=27-50 Los Angeles
4=27-50 Los Angeles
4=27-50  Tos Angeles
4=27-50 Los Angeles
4=27-50 Los Angeles
4=27-50 Los Ingeles
4=28-50 Los Angeles
4~29~50 Los Angeles
4~29-50  Los ingeles
4=29-50 Los Angeles
4~29-50 Los Angeles
4~29-50  Los Angeles
4=3C=50 Los Angeles
4=30-5C Los Angeles
4~30-50 Los Angeles
4=30-50 Los Angeles
4=30-5C Los Angeles
4~30-50  Jackson Miss
4-30-50 Hobile
5-1-30 Los Angeles
S5«1-50 Los Angeles
5~1-50 Los Angeles
5-1-50 Los Angeles
5-1~50 Jackson Miss
5-2-50 Ios fngeies
5-2450 Los Angeles
5-2-50 Los Angeles
5-2-50  Los Angeles
5-2~ Los Angeles
5-3~50 Los Angeles
5-3-50 Jackson Mise (C)
5-3-50 Los Angeles (C)

FROM

Alberta Hunt
A berta Himt
Abertz Hunt

Alberta Humt

Al berta Hunt
Chester Hunt

Frank Humt

Frank Hunt
Frank Eunt

Frank Hunt
Alberte Hunt

Adberts Hunt

Benny Hunt
Benny Hunt
Benry Hunt

Benny Hunt

Alberta Hunt
Alberts Humt
Alberts Hunt
Alberta Hmi
Llberta Hunt

Alberta Hunt

Alberta Hant

Frank Funt
Alberta Bunt

Page Q_éw-
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 m———

Frank Hmt
Frark Hunt

Alberta Eunt
Frank Hunt

Alberta Hunt
Alberts Hunt
Chester Bunt
Albertz Bunt
Albertz Hunt

Alberts Hunt.
Alberta Funt
Alberta Hunt

Alberta Hent
Alberts Hunt

Bemnny Hunt
Alberia Hunt
Benny Humt

Alberta Hunt
Alberta Mt
Alberts Humt
Alberta Huni
Alberta Hunt

Albertz Hunt
Frank Huat
Benny Hunt
Benny Hunt
Benny Hunt
Bemny Hunt
Liberts Hui

Alberta Hunt ..

Alberta Hunt

Hosie Lee Jacobs

Albertz HEunt
Memie Morris
Sgt.. Bishop
Frank Hunt

Al berte Eunt

largaret French

Alberts Hunt
Charlie Hunt
Alberte Himt
Frank Homit

Alberts Hunt
Alberte Hunt
Alberta Hwmt
Aberta Eumit
Chester Funt
Frank Hunt

MTH
T —————

NN
WHWINHHDD

[l SN Sl ]

wgg*ﬂggmt—dgzgm

jit]
-

CLASS

CEARGE

PN

Y g by

e

"U"ﬂ’"d"ﬂ"drurdrqudgm

oy
b2

17.55
3.20
1035
3.65
40.10
32.95
19.40
11.3¢-
8.20
2.75
2,75

3.25

+25
10.85
5.90
74 65
14,45
32,90
10.40
2- ?5
4e55
6.55
4,90
14.80
4.05
4090
13 010
28.0C-
25- 70
8,75
2.75
2.75

2475

2.7%
2.75
13.55
1.75
.20
14.25
2.75
2.25
3.20
1.05
18.10
38.45
8.20
3.25
3.25
6.55
.85
8.7
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DATE PLACE FROM T MIN CLASS CHAR
5-4-50  Mobile - - 8 N 2!
Bed=50 Ios Angeles (C) Alberta Eunt Frank Hunt 5 P 43
5-4-50 Los ingeles {{) Alberta Hunt Frank Huni 13 B o7
5—4~50 Mobile - - 2 P o
5-5-506  Mobile - - 18 N .5
5550 Jackson Miss - Lecn Humt 3 P o7
5680 Los Angeles (C) Frank Sumt Benny Hunt 9 P 6.5¢
5-9-50 Mobile - Sgt. Benson 1 P «3
5=9-50 Los Angeles - Alberta Hunt 4 P 3.8
5~10-5C Los Angeles (C) Frank Hunt Chester Fmt 5 P 43¢
5-11-5C Los Angeles )C) Frank Humt Chester Humt 9 Py S IVA;
. 5~11-50 - Montgomery Ala (C) Benny Hunt - -2 &
5-15-5G - Los Angeles ~ Chester Hunt Frark Funt, Jr. 6 PX  4l.1C
4.5 7ax 2053

JOre &

»> 22



STATE OF ALABAMA )
MOBILE COUNTY )

Before me, the undersigned authority, within and for
said County in said State, pbersonally appeared J. 3. King, who,
after being by me first duly and legally sworn, depcses and says:

That he is Manager of the SouthernﬁBell~Telephone and

Telegraph Company, a Corporation, the Plaintiff in this suity that
he has personal knowledge of the attached and foregoing account
against Chester Hunt and that the same is true, correct, Justly

due and unpaid.

Sworn to zng subgcribed before me

on this the 3o day of June, 1950.




Erecuind

Complaing oa

U S S SO

P

v

/Hvﬁi/;?‘{%/‘xﬁ?/ﬁ\f/ihuun ‘-;rl[’

71520

SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT

© . SOUTHERM BELL TELEPHONE & TELN-
-+ GRAPH COMPANY, a Corporation,

;Ziméﬁ;,zﬁ? e
Ly serving oouf of withia Bummous and o

CCHESTER HUNT,

| Plaintife,
VS, S

Defondant .

TH THE CTRCUTT COURT OF
BALDYIN COUNTY, ALABAMA,
| AT TAW.

piLed
su 21 10
g ek, €0

" J.B.BLACKBURN
ATTORNEY AT LAW

BAY MINETTE,ALABAMA

G
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. CHESTEZR HUNT,

SOUTHERN BELL TELEPHONE & TELE- |
GRAPH CCMPANY, a Corporation,
H
i
Plaintiff,
§
ve. AT LiW NO. 1532
b
i

STATEZ COF ALABAMA,

COUNTY OF MOBILE.

Personally appeared before me the undersigned Notary

in and for said County in said State, CHESTER HUNT,

HHy

who is known to me, and being by me first duly sworn, deposes

u
and says thet on information and belief he denies the correcs-

ness of the account. attached to the complaint in the above
styled cause, and disputes +he whole account and all parts

and items thereof except the calls from XNobile,

e
A
A
Q

; 5
=9 =51
-11250
f-15-50
f4=30~50
4=30-50
5-1-50
5-3=50
5-5=50..
5-9-50
5-11~-50

PLLCE FROM 70 MIN. CHARGE
Jackson, Miss.{C) Frank Hunt Chester Hunt 7 1.85
Ft.Louls,%Wash. Szt.Cecil Hunt Fvt. Ketle Hill 5 3.90
Jackson,Miss. Sgt.Cecil Hunt iamie Morris 13 1.75
Los ingeles Eibertz Hunt 8 6.00
Los ingeles Chester Hunt  lrs.Eloerta Hunb I3 3.30
Jackson, Miss. Chester Hunc Mamie Yorris 13 1.75
Mobile Chester Hunt  Sgt. Bishop iR .30
Jackgon, Miss. : Chester Hunt Charlie Hunb 1 1.C5
Jackson, Miss.(C) Frank Hunt Chester Hunt L .85
_dackson, Miss. Trank Hunt Leon Hunt 3 .75
Mobile e .. Frack Hunt . Bgt. Benson 1 .30 .
Vontgomery, £la.(C] Benny Hunt Sgt. Benson Ry e80T
Affiant further savs thet he zuthorized two addi-
tional calls to Los ingeles, California, but the dates,

A= ¥

time and amounts therefor cannot now be positively identified
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from the account zttached

Sworn to and subscribed before
me, inwitness whereof I have
hereuntec set my hand and sezal
_on this the a™r day of hugust, 1950.

\—\'\“\r_\g_g.a\oﬂ SN “—bogq,&)
Notary ?ubigg Mobile Founty, Alabama
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. FILED.

. UG 18 1950

ALIGE 1. DUCK, clerk | |
Viokers AND THORNTON
ATTORNEYS AT LAW :
u MERCHANTS NATIONAL BANK BU|E..D|.NG' :
MoBILE, ATABAMA 5

? ;

I:

1T 1E i
AT LAW NO, 1532 N
M3k e e e vk okt Woose ko oSkok R EE L % :

TN THE CIRCULT COURT FOR THE TWONTYy
EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCULT OF ALABAMA |
e ::c' de ik 5:< G >.i<_. SR O% .2’5' *. Wk Ee v st GRS
SOUTHERN BELI TELEPHONE & TELEGRAPH
COME ANY, - o T
CPlainbiff,

VS

CHESTER HUNT , _ :
| Defendant .

{J 4 ¥, wts ale "l< ]
1 st 3% Ve ¥ ¥r e o g 3 RO b
PV S I A R R G ¥ G ¥

HLCORDED




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE TWENTY-EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
.OF ALABAMA

TELEPHCNE & TELE-~ |
Co

orporation,
Plaintif?l, E
VS. é AT LawW NO. 1532
| CHESTER HUNT, )
ANSWER

Comes now CHESTER HUNT, defendant in the above entitled
cause, and for answer to the complaint heretofore filed herein and
to each Count thereof, separately and severally, alleges, separately

and severally, the following:
1. The allegations of the complaint are untrue.

2. Not guildy.

-

3. The'defendant, for answer to the complaint, says that
the account upon which this action was founded was not incurred by

'defendanu, or by anyone authorized to bind him in the premises.

4. The defendant, for answer to the complaint, seys that the
telephone calls. for which this action was founded were not made by

defendant or by anyone authorized to bind him in the premises.

Comes now CHESTER HUNT, defendant in the zbove entitled

cause, and for further answer to the complaint heretofore filed

herein, and. to each Count thereof, separately and severzlly, alleges,

"'sepa* uely and seve*aliy, the ¢011ov1ng:

5. The defendant denies that he owes plaintiff NINE HUNDRED -

INETY-EIGHT AND 317100 ($998.31) DOLLARS of the amount here sued for.

The defendant heretofore and prior to the b6th dav of Lpril
1950 subscribed for telephone service from plaintiff. A4ifter the
telephone was installed for defendant on, to~wit, the 11lth day of

Lpril, 1950, defendant's brother, FRANK HUNT, requested permission

¥




of defendant %o meke & long distance telephone call on defendant's
telephons to said FRANZ HUNT'S wife in Los ingeles, California.
Defendant granted said FRANX HUNT permission to make such a call
to FRANK HUNT'S wife and authorized said FRANK HUNT to charge said
call to defendant's telephone. Said FRaANK EUNT made said call and

charged said call to defendant’s telephone. Thereaf

C”P'
©
+
“

on, Lo-wit,

the 15%th day of April, 1950, defendant called said FRANK HUNT'S

fendant's said telephone. Defendant did not authorize said FRATK

HUNT or anyone else %o make any other long distance telephone calls

his authorization, knowledge or consent, many long distance telephone

Y

calls to Los ingeles, California, to-wit, eighty-three (83), were

x

charged to defendant's sald telephone.

by = -

Defendant denies that he owes plaintif:

. b » 2 - =

~distance telephone calls-except those authorized by defencant.

5. Defendan®t incorporates by reference the first and second

paragraphs set out in Flea No. 5 hereinzbove set out as and for the

The plzintiff, by its agents, servants or emplovees acting
within the line and scope of their employment, knew that defendant
was of the colored race and was not well educsated, tralned or experi-
enced in business affairs, and that defendant did not have property

or funds to pay a ierge sum of money for telephone service. The

3
}..J
" }-J'
I-Jv
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by its aveﬁus, servants or employees acting within the

iine and scope of their emplovmenu, learned that the number and the

¢charges for leng distance telephone calls being charged to defendant's
telephone during the months of, to-wit, April and May, 1950 were
enormous and unreascnable for a non-commercial telephone of the type
 service subscribed for by defendant. Notwithstanding such knowledge

acquired by plaintiff through its said agents as aforesa .id, nelther

o f

laintiff nor any of its said agents, servants or employees made

g




-eny effort to ascertain whether such unreasonzble number of long
distance telephone calls were authorized by defendant or to verify
wnether or not such calls had been or were authorized. Cn the con-
trary, plaintiff continued to cherge such ezlls to defendant's tele-
phone well knowing that such calls were unreasonable in number and
amount, and without meking any effort whatscever to notify defendant
of such unreasonable charges or ascertain whether or not such charges

~.Were authorized.

Defendant avers that such unrezsonable number of calls
and the charges therefor proximately resulted from the plaintiff's
negligence in failing to notify defendant thereof and ascertain

whether or not such calls were zuthorized by defendant, wherefore,

~defendant denies liability therefor.

case.

attorneys for Defenda

,.
ct

-
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT F(}zl THE
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-ff?ﬁfSOUTHERN BELL" TULEPHOVE & TELEn. ok
' GRAPH COMPANY, -

Plaintiff, -
. GHESTER HUNT,

' Defeﬁdant._
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%MYHGKERS.AND THORNTON
ATTORNEYS AT LAW -

MERGHANTS NATIONAL BANK BUILDING 1
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RECORDED |

ook vy




iE TIE GIRCUIT COURT FOR TEE TWENTY-EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
F ALABAMA.

SOUTEEAN BELl TRILETHCNE & TELEGRAFE )i
- hY
COMPANY, a Corporatlion, §
Plaintill, ) .
) AT LAW, NO. 1532
3
V3. )
)
CHESTHER HUNT, .
DefendanTe

U comes the plaintiff and joins issue,. separately and several-

1y, on defendant's pleas numbered, respectively, 1 and 2.

And for snswer to defendentfs Plea numbered 3, plaintiifl

says as follows:

[
0
3
»

Plaintiff joins issue on said plea.

|

ond. And for replication to said plea, plalntifl says

|

that, purstant to the statutes and laws of Alabama

N
in such case made and provided, pilalntifl;

the time of the Installsastiocn of de

jon

vhone and the rendering of telephone service 0¥

1s

ntiff tc defendan

e

» and before the incurring

g}

-

- of the obligation for longdistance telephone calls

A =
scught te be collected in this sulit; had Liled

with the Alabama Public Service Commission a General

-

Bxehange Tapriff for the State of Alabama, which
contained the pertinent provision hereinafter quot-
gd~~~that 1s {to say:

"10e. The subscriber shall pay monthly in advance
or on demand all charges for exchange ser-
vice and eguipment and shall pay on demand
21l charges for toll service. The subscrib-
er assumes respensibllity for all charges for
exchange service and toll messages originat-
ing at the subscriberis station, and for toll
messages recelved at the subsecriber'fs gtaltion
on wnlich the charges have been reversed with

..bhe consent of the person calledf.

2rd. And for further replication to defendant's Plea No. 3

o Cde plaintif? adopts its revlication numbered 2 to
'Plea No., 3 as fully as if herein set out afresh, and

adds thereto the follewing averment:




Plaintiff avers that, at the time plaintiflf
and defendant conbracied btogether for the render-
ing of telephome service b plaintiff te defenda;t,

he installation of the telephone instrument

in defendan®t's residence, the plaintiff lodged
with the defendant a %telephone directory for the
defendant’s use, in which telephone directory
Téppééféd, uﬁ&er“the_heading*“General Information®,
the matter set out below. |
NOARIFFS. Tariffs which show rates, rules and

regulations for telephone service and facili-

tieg are on file with the Regulatory Commise

gion having jurisdiction over such mailers,

and sre available for public inspection at
our business office.’

4nd for replications to Defendant's Flea No. L, plainiiff

repeats, separately and severally. as fully as if herein set

[
[

ul ts replications pleaded to defendant’s Flea

Hy

}-tl

out in

manbered 3o

reveats, separately and severally, as fully as 1T here re-copied

3.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COUR' POR THE TWENTY-ZIGHTH JUDICIAT CIRCUIT

SOUTEERY BELL TELEPHONE & TELEGRAPH)
COMPANY , 2 Corporation, )
Plaintiff, %

_ AT TAW, NO. 1532.
TS, %
HESTIZR HUNT, )
Defendant, )

“J.U.'?_. ....:R

Comes the plaintiff and demurs to defendant's Plea Ho. 6,

upon the following grounds:

le The plea is no answer te the complaint, for that the
lew does not recognize any difference in the obligation of a vpublic
utili%y to 1ts customers or subscribers because of race or color

or financial means.

2e The law does not recognize any difference in the obligation

of a public utility to its customers or subscribers because of dif-
ference in the degree of education, training and experience amon
its customers or subscribers.

3o The averment that the plaintiff knew that the defendant

did not have enough money o pay a heavy telephone bill, is a con-
clusion of the pleader, unsupporited by an adequate statement of
facts.

Lo The charge that plaintiff's servants or agents knew thab
defendant did not have enough money to vay a large longdistancs
telephone bill, is no answer to an action fo recover fer such b»ill

wnen it has been incurred.

S5e The plea is no answer to the complaint, Tor that the wverif

ccount sued on shows that a large number of +the charges originated

in Los Angeles and 1% is not averred that the telepnone exchange in

Los Angeles is ope ated by tac servants or agents of the plaintiff..

-

6, For aughﬁ that appears in the said plea, the different
iongdistance calls were handled by a large number of different em~
ployees of the plaintiff, none of whom hed mowledge of the fact

and number of other calls.

ied




-

7 The plea furnishes no answer to the action of the plain-
$iff, for that it does not appear from the said »nlea that there 1s

any restriction placed on the number or amount of longdistance calls

G»

because the defendant's telephone was what the plea styles 2 fnon-
cormercial’ telephone.

8. There is nothing in the said plea from which it appears
that there was any dubty whatever on plaintiff to ascertaln whose

£ wes theb made the longdistance calls that originated a¥

e

voice
Chester Hunt's telephone; or that answered, on Chester Iunt's tel-
ephone, the calls that originated clsewhere and that are charged
to Chester Hunt's telephone.

9. The said plea 1s no answer to the compleaint, for that it
plaintif? with & tort in failing to notlly defendant of the indebi-
edness incurrsd by the use of hils telepione.

10. The plea is bad, as based on a conclusion of law without

istance telephnone calls tc the Telephone,

 Myell knowing that such calls were unreasonable in number and amountt,.

[

1. The plez is bad, for that it
the duby was on the plainbtill to police the use of defendant’s ftel-
ephone .

12, The plea is bad, for that it seeks to shift from the de-

[

.fendant?s shoulders to the plaintifffs, the duty to police the use
of defendant's ITelephone.

13s The plea is bad, for that 1T relies upon the notion
thet the burden is on a telephone company, at its peril, to ascer-

4ain that every longdistance call made from or received by the

s

a subseriber, is made or recelved with the subscriberts

telephene ©

sancition, before the call will be put throug ho

s bazsed on the notion that
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IN 9% CIRCUIT COURT FCR THE TWENTYEIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
OF ALABAMA

SOUTEERN BELLI TELETPEONE & TELEGRAPH
COMPANY , & Corporablion,

Plaintiff,

VS¢ AT LA&T’ I‘IQQ 15320

CEESTER HUNT,
Defendant,

e R T L WL L L e L

PLAINTIFF!S ANSWERS TO DEFENDANTIS
INTERROGATORIES .

Comes the plaintiff In the above atyled cause and, for
enswer to the Interrogatories propounded to it by the defendant
N

under the statubes in such case made and provided, says as is

set out hereinafter.

" Answering Interrogatory No. 1, plaintiff says:

{a) There was no written aprliestion for szervice, made oy

the defendant to the plaintiff, The application was oral, and pursuan®

thereto, the telephone was Installed in the defendent'!s house znd
thereafter service rendered over the instirument in the same fashion

as with telephones installed on written application. The instale

lation took place aboubt a year before the imcurring of the longdistance

tolls that form the subject metter of the action brought by the
plaintifif in the instent litigation. The telephone had been in
the defendant's house and in use conitinuously from the time of
its installation up to and including the periocd during which were

made and recelved the longdistance calls, the tolls for which

are sought to be reccvered in this suite

(b} Answered by the answer to (a).

Answering Interrogatory No., 2, plaintiff says:

(&) and (b} The Alabama Public Service Commission promulgat-
ed anc published in 1930 & bocklet contalning the Generai\ﬁules
governing Electric, Gas, Weter, Telephone and Telegraph Utiliities,
effective April 15, 1930, Among the Rules goverking telephone util-

ities, are Rules 3 and 15, which ars sebt oub below:
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GENERAL ORDER T-3
{Adopted ApPr.15,1930)

CGeneral Rules Applying to Telephone Compsanies Operating
Under the Jurisdiction of the Alsbsma
Publie Service Commissiorn

RTULE

Requirements for Service.= Any telephone company may
decline tc serve a2 subscriber or prospective subscriber un-
til he has complied wilth the State and municipel regulations
governing such service, and the rules and regulations of the
company furnishing the service, provided such rules and regu-
latlions have been approved by the Commissions

SLOTIE AL L A e et B8 S A A
P e e At A e

-
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RULE 15

Filing of Rate Schedules, Rules snd Reguletions,-

{a) Copies of all schedules of rates for telephone
service, forms of standard contracts, and charges for ser~
vice connections and extensions shall be filed by each com=-
pany in the office of the Commission within thirty days
from the effectlive dste of this order. Complete scredules,
standard contract forms, rules and regulstions, ebtce, as filed
with the Commission, shall aslso be on file in the loesl of -
fice of the company, and shall be cpen to the inspecticn of
the public,

(b} It is reguired that a copy of the rules and
egulations for telephone service, ag published and furnish-
d by Alabama Public Service Cormmission, be on file and open
o the inspection of the public,

IS KUY

{c) It is recommended that the attention of the oubli
be called to these files of schedules, rules angd regulations
by placing a suitable placard in the cffice of the telephone
company. B




In 1935, the Alabame Public Service Cormmissl on
promulgated and published a booklet revising its General
Rules gs to utilities, in scome rerticulars, This Revision

was effective January 1st, 1934,

The General Rules were aderted by General Orders or the
Commission, The General Order covering televhone utilities,
was General Order U~3,

In the 193% Revision; General Rule 35 hereinbefore sot
out, remains unchanged, Paragraph (2) orf General Rule 15

remsins unchanged, Paragraphs (b) and (e} of General Rule is5.

are amended sc as to read as set out below:

{b) It is reguired that & copy of the rules end regulg~
tions for telephone service, as published snd furnished by Alabama
Public Service Commission, be on file in each business office
and that suech Copy be open to the inspection of the public,

(¢} It is recommended that the attention of the yublic
be called to these files ¢f schedules, rules snd regulstions

by placing a suitable placard in the business offices of tele~
phione ccmpanies, ‘ ‘

The cherge made in Paragraph (b) is %o Specify the place
where the stated information shall be xept on flle ("in each
business office"),

The change made in Paragraph (¢} is the insertion of the
word "business" before the word "offices® of the telephone come

vanys

The s2id revision of 1936 was made bursuant to Report angd

Crder of the Alabama Public Service Commission made on J anuary

8, 1936, = cepy of which 1s set out below,
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STATZ OF ATABAMA
ATABAMA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
Montgomery

ATABAMA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSICON
CITATTI O¥N
Vs.

In re: General Rules and
Regulations applying to the elec-
tric, gas, water and street rail-
way utilitiss, and telepnone and
telegraph companies doing intra-
state business within the State
of Alabams,

DOCKET 5789,

ALL FEIBCTRIC, GAS, WATER, STREET-
RATTWAY UTILITIES and TELEPHONE
and TELEGRAPE COMPANIES, Doing
Intresitate Dusiness within the
State of Alabamse

Ml % i Nl St Mrae Mgt S Nepccrt NacretP Mgt N

REFORT AND ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

On October 22, 1935, the Commission issued ibs citation
in this proceeding %o all electric, gas, waber znd sireet rail-
wey utilities, telephone and telsgraph companies doing business
intrastate within the State of Alabama to aprear before the Com-
mission at its office in Montgomery, Alsbama, con December 3rd,
1935, to show cause why the Commission should not prescribe such
general rules and regulastions toc govern the operaticns of said
utilities, telephome and telegraph companies as might be found to
be just, reasonable and necessaryes

In its notice issued on said date dabde of October 22, 1935,
to such utilities, telephone and telegraph companies, hereinafter
styled "respondents®, the Commission gave notice that its purpose
in thisproceeding was to make such revisions of its existing gereral
rules and regulations applying to such resvondents, heretofore adopt
ed and in effect; as might be found t¢ be reasonable and necessary
and to establish such additional general rules to govern such re-
spondents as might also be found to be reasonable and necessarve.

A& public hearing was had of said proceedings at the Commission
office on December 3, 1935, pursuant to such notice, at which time
a large number of such utilities, telephone and telegraph companies
appeared and offered thelr suggestions touching such general rules
end regulations now in effect, the revision thereof and the addi-
tion ¢of cother gemeral »ulss %o govern such respondentsa,

Av said hearing, the Commission and its Chlef Engineer dis-
cussed all such proposels, as well as the revisions and additional
rules recomrmended for adoption by the Commission's Chief Fngineer,

At the conclusion of said hearing, the Commission snnounced
that there would be a tentative report by its Chlef Engineer recom-
mencing revisions of such existing general rules and additional rule
to be adopted and that respondents would be served with copy of such
tentative report and be given until December 30, 1935, within which

o

to file exceptions to such tentative report, or any part thereofs

Subsequently the time for filing such exceptions was extended
January 7, 1936. Suckh exceptions were filed by a number of respond

The Commission has given consideration to its order of cita-
ion, to all its existing general rules snd regulations coming withi:
the scope of this proceeding, to all the evidence in this cause and
to all the exceptions Tiled by respondents and to the suggestions
3ffered by Hon. Wo. M. Brunson, Peoples Attorney, and finds as
foliows:
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That 21l the Commission's General Rules and Regulstions, within &
the scope of this proceeding, applying to electric, gas, water and
gtreet railwsy utilities, telepvhone and telegraph companies, &s
hereito:fore published by authority of the Commission in printed
pamphlet form to be effective April 15, 1930, as heretofore emended by
formal orders of the Gommission, should continue in effect for the
future, subject to those changes of some and cancellation ef others
of such existing rules, and addition of other rules, as set cub in
Txhibit I attached heretc, which should be approved.

Wotice is hereby given that the Commission will have printed
in pamphlet form all of its Ceneral Rules and Regulations, within the
scope of %this proceeding, applying to the respondent  and made ef-
fective for futurs application by this order, including gll such geners
al rules and regulstions now in effect and continued in effect by this
arder, as well as the rules and regulations which are revissd andé
those which asre added by this order, so that the respondents, their
custemers snd the public may have in complete form all such general
ruies end reguletions to be effective for the future, coning within
the scope of this proceeding. The printed pamphlet s0 issued will
show that the rules therein are published by authority cf the Com=-
micssion and made effective under and by virtue of the order in this
proceeding.

In the printing of such pamphlet, 1t may be necsssary To
change the numerical designation of rules, sections and paragraphs

as now set forth in the present printed pamphlet and in Exhibit 1 herei
to, but the rules as hereafter printed will otherwise be as they

zre sdepted by this orders

The premlses ccnsidered,
IT IS ORDERED BY THE COMMISSION, as fellows:

 Thatall the Commission's General Rules and Regulations within
the scope of this proceeding applying to electric, gas, water and
street railway utilities, telephone and telegraph companies as
heretofore published by authority ¢f the Commission in nrinted
pamphlet form to be effective April 15, 1930, a2s heretofore amended
by formal orders of the Commission, are hereby continued in effect
for ithe fubture, subject to those changes of some and canceliation
of others of such existing rules, and addition of other rules, as
set out in Exhibit 1 eiteched heretc and made a part hereol, which
are hereby approved.

The Genersl Rules and Regulations of the Cormission herein ap-

proved and applying to said respondents shall be effective on and
efter Januery 1, 1936, and until otherwise ordered by the Commissions

Done at office in Montgomery, Alabame, on this Jeruary 8, 1936.

ALABAMA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSICN

/s/ Hugh White
Hugh White, Presidente

/s/ H. F. Lee
H.F.Lee, Associate Commissicners

/s/ Frank P, Morgan - e
Frank P, Morgan,Asscoclste Swmmedmx
ATTEST: Cormissionere
A true cop¥e
/s/ Lemar Wilsy
Lamay Wiley, Secretarye




The plaintiff, pursuant to the said Rules and Regulaticms
of the Alsbema Public Service Commission, filsd with that Commiszsion
certain "General Exchange Tariffs¥, These provisions were from time
to time amended, the last amendment being effective from end alter
September 23, 1842, Included in these General Exchange Tariffs are
sundry rules and regulstions which are declered to apply o all sub-
geribvers! contracts. Set cut below is a verbatim copy of the sald

riles and regulations, so epplying to all subscribers! contracts:

ega

"SOUTHERN BELL TELEPHONE GENERAL EXCHANGE TARIFF Sec, 28

AND TELEGRAPE COMPANY Thi¥g Revised Sheet 2
Cancelling Second Revised Sheet 2

RULES AND REGULATIONS APPIVING TC ALL SUBSCRIBERS' CCNTRACTS.

7o When party line service is furnished, the Telephone Com=
cony may in consideration of the rate at which service is furnish-
ed, establish and furnish service to one other subscriber in the
case of two -pax*y line serviece, and obther subscribers in the case
of multi-party {(more than two-party; line services The Telephone
Company reserves the right to cancel any two-party line or multi-
party line contract, upon thirty days' notice, whenever in the judg-
ment of the Compsny, the use of the subscriber holding such conm-
tract is such, from 1arge use or otker causes, as to interfere with

the reascnable use of others connected with the same lines

8. 411l ordinary expense of maintenance and repairs, unless
ctherwise specified in the Genersl Hxchange Tariff or the Local Ex~
chenge Tariffs, is borne by the Telephone Company. The subscriber is
billed the actual cost of each telephone Ingtrument or pisce of ap-—
paratus injured or destroyed otherwise than by unevcideble sccidents

¢ The Teleprhone Companyfs obligation to furnish telephone
service 1s dependent upon its sgbility t¢ preeure and reitzin suita-
ble fzcilities and rights for the construction and meintenance of
he necegsary circults.

10, The subscriber shall pzy monthly in advance or on demand
all charges for excrhange service and equiprment and shell pay on de=
mend all charges feor toll service, The subscriber assumes respon=
sipility for all charges for exchange service and toll messages
originating st The subscriber's station, and for Holl messages re-
celved at the subscriber's station on which the cherges have been
reversad with the consent of the person calleds

11, A1l charges due by the subscriber are psyable by the sub-
scriber at the Telephone Compsnytls Commercial 0ffice or at any other
agency duly authorized to recelve such payments., If objection in
writing is not received by the Telephone Company within thir days
after the bill is rendered the zccount shall be deemed correct, and

hinding upon the subscriber.

124 In the event of sbandcnment of the station,; the non-pay-
ment of any sum due for excbange, toll or other services or any
other violaticn by the subscriber of the Televhone Company's rules and
regulations applying tc subscribers conbracts or to the furnishing
cf service, the Company mey withoul notice, elither {2} suspend ser-
vice until all violatlons have ceased, or (b) terminabte the subscrib-
er's contract without suspension of service or {¢} following s sus=
rension of service, sever the conhection and rsmove any of its
equipment from the subsecriberis premisess

13 Should service be suspended for non=payment of charges; resé&c
toration of service will be made only ss prescribed under "Restoration
of Service®

Issuecd October 1, 19L1- Effective October 1, 19L1.
By ¥. J. Turner, General Commerciasl Manesger, Atlanta, Gas"
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Rule No. 10 imposes 1iaozli ty on the defendent for

-

the matters and facts set out in plaintiff's complaint,

(b} Answered by the answer to (a)s

newering Interrcgatery No. 3, piaintiff =sys:

There was no other administrative Rule or Rezulation

affecting the rights of the parties to this litigation, 30 fag as

ol
ES

is known to plaintif

o

Answering Interrogatory No. L, plaintiff says:

(2) and {b). Filed with these snswsrsg are photostatie
copies of all the longdlistance telephone toll sliips that cover
the toll charges tha’t are controverted in this litigation. It
is not practicable to attach physically to these snswers, the

said photostats.

SOUTEERN BELL TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY,

STATE OF ALABAMA, )
MOBILE COUNTY. )

' Before me; the undersigned authority, this day personally appesred
Jd« Bo King, who, being by me first duly sworn, .doth on oath dee
pose gnd say as 13 set out below:

I am Manager gt Mobile for the Southern Bell Telephone &
Telegraph Company, the plaintiff named in the foregoing Answers
to Defendant?s Interrogatories, I was such Manager during all
the times pertinent to this litigation and to the matters and
facts inguired ebout in deferdant's interrogatories.to plaintiffe

I am authorized to mske this ceth on behalf of the plaintiff,
and 1 do make oath to the truth of the matbers facts gtated in

the foregoing answerss _j¢fijf7

Subscribed and sworn to by a/ B. King: beféie/ me thi/é. 7::4

dey of August, 1951, AT
?7:’/?\ :\ 7 ;
zﬁﬁf ,42%55//’”




PILLANS, COWLEY & GRESHAM .
" LAWYERS AND FROCTORS .
VAN ANTWERP BUILDING "~
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it a replication to the pleas, or either of them, To whic
it 1s addressed.

5. Tor zught arpearing to the contrary thereirom,
szid General Exchenge Tariff is not authorized by the statutes

and laws of the State of Alabama.

6. Said General Exchange Teriff is unjust, uarsasonavlie,

excessive, discriminztory and otherwise contrary to the statutes




8. Said Generzl Exchange _ariff is hnthu, Unreascon-

e

‘zble, excessive, discrimin atory and otherwise contrary o

+he Constitubtion of the State of Alabema.

the televhone calls here involved since they invelve interstate

-

-

“commerce over which Congress has now téken exclusive regulation.

.

Comes now the defendant and demurs to the replication
designated "3rd" and as grounds for such demurrer assigns,

separately and severally, the grounds numbered 1-12 inclusive,

m
.

hereinzbove set out and in addition thereto, separately zan

severally,.the following:

13. For that defendant is not bound in contract or

i £ because of any printed matter

!"

otherwise to the plaint

-

set out in any telephone directory printed by the plaintiff.

14, Sufficient facts are not alleged therein to show

that defendent is bound in contract or otherwise to the plein-
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tiff from any drinted matter set out in any telephone

.f‘

ory printed by plaintiff

.
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ct
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15. For that said replication seeks to bind the
defendant in contract by silience.

-

16. For aught appearing to the contrary therefrom,

“'tHe defendant was not aware of the fact thet eny such h

printed matter was set out in any telephone directory

"prlntea by plaintiff.

the defendant agreed to be bound by any of ©

time the telephone calls were made as set out in the compla

17. Sufficient facts are not alleged therein %o show
that the defendant accepted telephone service on any such

condition &s is scught to be set cout in sa
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18. Sufficient facts are not alleged therein to show

any meeting of the minds of the parties cor

3

cerning said

printed matter set out in .any telephone directory printed

*"S
+h
s
ck
(]
n
Est
=
2
ct
B
C!..

19. Sufficient facts are not alleged th
he

things set out in said replication.

herein to show

ct

20. Sufficient facts are not alleged

Fh

that the defendant obligated himself to all of the provisicns

set out in any telephone directory printed by plaintiff.

21. For aught appearing to the contrary therefrom,

the defendant did not have & telephone directory at the

(‘?‘

22. Sufficient facts are not alleged therein to show
that the acceptance of telephone service by defendnat was
conditicned on any of the matters and things set out in said

replication.

Comes now the defendant and demurs to the replication




to defendant’s plea number 4 and as grounds for such

demurrer assigns, separately and severally, the grounds

£

e, hereins

-

numpered 1-22 inclusi bove set out.

<

=l

epiigat

Comes now the defendant and demurs 4o the

H

ocn

to defendant's plea number 5 and as grounds for such demurrer

| assigns, separately and severally, the grounds numbered 1-22,

Ky

inclusive, hereinabove set out.
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IN.THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE TWENTY-EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

OF ALABAMA
_SOUTHERN BELL ' TELEPHONE & TELE- |
GRAPH COMPANY, a Corporation,
Plaintiff,
- Vs, | E AT LAW NO. 1532
~hwcgEéEER-ﬁ%ﬁf:,ﬁ¢MWﬁ, %qu@Mﬁ.uwﬁf_MW S S
Defendant. i

DEVURRER TC REPLICATIONS &4, B AND C.

._Comés now the defendant in the above entitled cause
and demurs to the replication designated "A" and as grounds
for such demurrer assigns, separately and severally, the
~ grounds numbered 1 - 22 inclusive set out in the demurrer
:to the replication heretofore filed herein, and in addition

”thereto, separately and severally, the following:

23. Sufficient facts are not set out to show that

defendanﬁ assumed responsibility for said calls,

2L, The allegation that defendant assumed responsi-

bility for said calls is 2 mere conclusion of the pleader.

25. Sufficient facts are not alleged to identify the

avprovriate Regulatory Commission, if any.

26. Sufficient facts are not alleged therein to show

‘that the defendant zgreed to assume any such liability.

'5*27;*-For“that it affirmatively appears therefrom that

- defendant was not made aware of any rules and regulations

‘concerning said cails.

28. TFor aught appearing to the contrary therefrom,

defendant was unaware of the provisions of any such rules

. or regulations.




29. For that it affirmatively avpears therefrom that
there was no meeting of the minds of the parties concerning

the contents of any such rules or regulations.

30. TFor aught appearing to the contrary therefronm,

there was no meeting of the minds of the parties concerning

- thewcontents. ofany. sSueh . rules. . .or. regulatlonSe . wmwm o

31. For that said revlication seeks to bind_defendant

in a contract by defendant's silence.

Comes now the defendant and demurs to the replication
designated WB" and as grounds for such demurrer assigns,
'separately-and.severally, the grounds numbered 1-31 inclusive,
and in addition thereto, assigns, separately and severally,

the following:

32. Sufficient facts are not alleged to show that any

..such regulation.was approved by the Federal Communications.

Commission or any other agency.

33. For aught appearing to the contrary therefrom,
sald regulaulon was not approved by the Federal Communications

Commission.

3L, Sufficient facts are not alleged therein to show

that said regulation applies to defendant in this suit.

35. Sufficient facts are not 2lleged therein to show
the said regulation is authorized by the appropriate statubes

. or laws. .

-36 Sufflclent facts are not alleged thereln to show- that
the sald regulation is authorized by the statutes or laws of

the United States.

37. Sufficient facts are not alleged therein to show




that said regulation is reasonable and just as required

by the appropaiate statutes.

Comes now the defendant in the above entitled cause
and demurs to the replication designated C" and as grounds

for such demurrer assigns, separately and severally, the

..grounds numbered 1-37 inclusive heretofore set out.

Attorneys for Defendant
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ind for further replication to defendant®s Plea number 5,
plaintiff repeats, separately and severally, as fully as if set out
again in full, replications ™A™, "B"™ and "C"™ pleaded to defendant's

Ples number 3.
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time of the installation of defendant¥s telephone and the render-
ing of telephone service by plaintiff to defendant, and before the
incurring of the obligation for longdistance telephone calls sought
to be collected in this suit; had filed with the Federal Communi-
cations Commission, and had printed and kept open for public in~
spection, schedules showing, among other things, the practices

and regulations of the plaintiff affecting the carrizge of communi+
cations in interstate commerce over its wires. And plaintiff avers
that included in the said schedules was the provision set out bew

low:

*8. Payment for Service

The customer is responsible for payment of all
charges for facilities and services furnished
the customer, including charges for services
originated, or charges accepted, at such facili-
ities.™
C. And for further replication to defendant?s said plea,
the plaintiff adopts its replication lettered "BY as fully as if
herein set out afresh, and adds thereto the following averment:
Plaintiff avers that, at the time plaintiff znd de-
fendant contracted together for the rendering of tele-
phone service by plaintiff to defendant, and the in-
stallation of the telephone instrument in defendant’s
residence, the plaintiff lodged with the defendant a
telephone directory for the defendant's use, in which
telephone directory appeared, under the heading "Gen-
eral Information™, the matter set out below.
"TARIFFS. Tariffs which show rates, rules and regu-
lations for telephone service and facilities are on
- file-with the Regulatory Commission having juris--

diction over such matters, and are available for pub~
lic inspection at our business office.™

And for further replication to defendant?®s Plea number 4,
plaintiff repeats, separately and severally, as fully as if set
out again in full, replications "AY™, "B" and "C" pleaded to de=-

fendant's Plea number 3.




IN TEE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE TWENTY-EIGHTH JUBICIAL CIRCUIT OF

_ ALABAMA

SOUTHERN BELL TELEPHONE & TELE- )
GRAPH COMPANY, a Corporation, %
Plaintiff, )

VsS. ) AT LAW NO. 1532.
|
CHESTER HUNT, %
)

Defendant.

Comes the plaintiff and, demurrers having been sustained
to plaintiff's replications to defendant?s Pleas numbered 3, 4 and
5, amendsrité pleading by adding the foliowing replications:

A. And for further replication to defendant’s Plea num-
bered 3, plaintiff says that at the time that plaintiff and de-
fendant contracted together for the rendering of telephone service
by plaintiff to defendant and the instzllation of the telephone
instrument in defendant's residence, the plaintiff 1odged with the
defendant a telephone directory for defendant®s use, in which tele=
phone directory appeared, under the heading‘“General Information®™,
the matter set out below:

"TARIFFS. Tariffs which show rates, rules and

regulations for telephone service and facili-

ties are on file with the Regulatory Commission

having jurisdiction over such matters, and are

available for public inspection at our business

office.”

And plaintiff_avers that the said tariffs showing rates, rules and
regulations for telephone service were in fact available for public
inspection at plaintiff?s business office.

i w~w-wAndwplaintiff~aﬁersuthat.such inspection. would have. dis- .
closed a provision that the subscriber for telephone service as~
sumed responsibility for all charges for toll messages originating
at the subscriber’s station, and for toll messages received at the
subscriber's station on which the charges had been reversed with
the consenﬁ of the person called.

B. And for further replication to the said Plea, plaintiff

says that, pursuant to the statutes and laws of the United States

of America in such case made and provided, plaintiff; before the
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT ¥OR THE TWENTY-EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
OF ALABAMA

SOUTHERN BELL TELEPHONE & Y
TELEGRAPH COMPANY, a Corpo-
ration, I
Plaintif?f, !
vSs. { AT LAW NO. 1532
| Defendant. ¥

WITHDRAWAL OF JURY DEMAND

Comes now CHESTER HUNT, defendant in the above

‘entitled cause and withdraws his demand for a Jury trial.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE TWENTYEIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF

ALABAMA
SOUTHERN BELL TELEPHONE & TELE- )
GRAPH COMPANY, a Corporation, )
Plaintif?, % |
V3o % AT LAW Woe 1532
CHESTER HUNT, } Octeber 23, 1951.
Defendant., }

This day came the parties by their attorneys, and the
cause was submitted on the merits for final Judgment, and it
appeering %o the Court that the demand for jury trizl has
beon withdrawn, and that the cause may be hezrd and determined
by the Judge without & juryy; and it further appearing to the
_ Court thet there was a genuine dispute in good faith between

f_the parties with reference teo the amount due from the defends

" ant to the plaintiff and that the parties have agreed upon

an adjustment in compromise betwsen their views as to the amount

das and have further agreed that judgment should be rendered

“for the-plaintiff and against the defendant for the sum so

agreed upon, and that the costﬁ should be divided egually be;”w“
tuween the parties, end it further appearing that the sum so
agreed upon is one hundred f£ifty and No/100 (§150,00) dollars:
end the Court being of opinion that judgnment éhoul& be rendered
in accordance with the compromise agreement of the parties as
aforesald;

IT IS CONSIDERED, ORDERED AND ADJUDGED by the Court
that the piaﬁntiff'do heve and recover of the defendant the
szld sum of ome hundred fifty and No/100 {($150.00) dollars,
_?ogether with a one=halfl part of the costs of thié cause s

for all of which let execution issuee




i
[

L]

i .
. e :

i
: %3




——

Form 5099
{Nov. "87)

To SOUTHERN BELL TELEPHONE AND TELEGRArFH COMPANY. DR

INCORPORATED

May 31 1950

Chester Hunt 3267

4 Gen. Del.

Fairhope, 4ls.

: DR. CR.
Local Service 5-6 to 5-16 il
Long Distance 4~6 to 5-16 11028 93
JI0TAL 029 64




