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SUMNONS AND CCMPLAINT

STATE OF ATARAMA
BALDWIN COUNTY
TC ANY SHERIFF OF THE STATE OF ALAANA:
You are hereby commanded to summons SITE OIL CCMFANY, a corporation,
to appear within thirty days from the service of this writ in the Circuit Court,
4o be held for said County at the placé of holding the same, then.and there to

anser the complaint of RAYIMOND GATES, a minor, suing by next friend, Mrs. Ages

Gates. N .
e N e & éf‘_/_ﬁ A Ay g
Witness my hand, this L day of W 7F A~ , 1952
N ey - i:}j(
;. ~ o -
/ ";"Jf ;A i . . . i v
L A e R

7 9}ERK. :
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RAYMOND GATES, a minor, IN THe CIRCULIT CCURT OF
Suing by next friend,

MRS. AGNES CGATES. BAIDWIN COUNTY, ALARAIA
PLAINTIFTF AT 1aW
V8

L CASE ¥O. . e s

SITE OIL CONPANY, a
corporstion.

Y - o "I e U e

DEFENDANT

The Plaintiff claims of the Defendent the sum of ONE THOUSAND ONE
KUFDRED SIXTY FOUR 4ND HO/100 ($116L.00) DOLLARS wnpaid minimum wages, wipaid
overtime comﬁensation, liguidated damages and reasonatle attorney's fee for
Iegal services of ditorney Sor the Plaintiff in the prosecution of this cause
pursuant to the Fair Labor Standars fct of 1938 {as amended) 29 USCi paragraph
216 B (as amended) and hereinafter referred to és ihe ActM. The Plaintiff
avers that jurisdiction is conferred on this Court by the provision of Section

1B (D) of the Let.

The Plaintiff slleges that the Defendant is a Corporation deing business

in the State of Alalame, being a foreign corporaticn, and at all times herein-
ter mentioned was engaged on the Mobile Bay Causeway, on U. S. Highway 31, near

the Mobile County line in Baldwin County, 4labama, in the buying and selling of
o0il andoil products and said Defendant employed and is now employing more than
twelve employees in and about sald business.

The Plaintiff further alleges that a large part of the oil and oil pro-
ducts sold by the Defendant ﬁere and are sold by it to be used in States other

+than the State of Alabama and were and are sold in inderstete commerce other than




D

in the Stalte of Alabama and the Defendant is therefore engaged in interstate
commerce. Plaintiff also alleges that while he worked for said Defendant he
was engaged as a filling station atiendant and as such he sold oil and oil pro-
ducts, and he performed various other duties as z filling station atiendant in
and about the Defendant’s business. The Plaintiff further alleges that the pro-
ducts sold by the Defendant from its place of business competes with the producis
of similiar corperations and sellers of oil and oll products iz cther states.
| The PIaintiff avers that under the provisions of the Act the Defendant

was engaged in Interstate Commerce as provided for by the Fair Labor Standards
Act of 1930 (as amended) and was bound to pay

"each of the employees who is engaged in Commerce or in the produciion

of goods for Commerce wageé et the fcllowing rates:

(a)

(1) not less than 75 cents an hour®; Title 29 paragraph 206 (a) (1)
USCA (as amended),
and pay such employees at the rate of not less than one and ore-half times ithe

‘regular rate for all hours over LO hours each workweek, Title 29 parggraph 207

The Defendant violated the provisions of said 4ct in that the Plaintiff
was so employed by the Defendant in its place of businesé on the Mobile Eay
Causeway, on U. 8. Highway 31, neer the liobile County in Haldwin County, 4letema,
during the ments of February, 1952, down +o and including June, 1952, and wus
not paid in accordance with the &ct to wiich he and the Defendant were subject.

Flaintiff avers that during the period from Februsry 19, 1952, to Mey
31, 1952, Defendant employed Plaintiff in its said place of business as afore-—
saild, for 72 hours during each wesk and pzid wages 5o the Plaintiff at the rate
of FIFTY ($50.0C) DOLLARS per week. During that period from February 19, 1952,
%o May 31, 1952, Plaintiff should have been paid wages at a rate of not less
than ?S.éénts per hour for the first forty hours in each such workweek as re—
quired by Section & of said Acts.and should nave teen paid overtime compensation
for each howr in excess of forty in such workweek at a rete not less *han OﬁE
DCLLAR AND THELVE AND ONZ-HALF CENTS (%1.12%) per hour as required by Section 7
of said Act. Plaintiff was accordingly unpaid a sum of SIXTEEN ($16.00) DOLLARS
during eech such workweek or TWC HUNDRED AND FORTY {$21:0.00) DOLLARS for the said
pericd.

Plaintiff avers that during the period Irom June 2, 1952, to June 2e,

oo

1952, Defendant employed Plaintiff ip its said place of business as saforesaid, for
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72 hours during each week and paid wages to the Plainti y

NIE ($29.00) DOLLARS per wieek, During that merieg from June 2, 1952, %0 June
28, _1952 » Plaintiff shoylg h;.ve been paig WEESS 2t a rate of not legs than 75
cents per hour fer the first forty hours in each such woriresk &8 required by
Sectj_on 6 of saig Act; énd_ should have been paid overtime compensation for each
hour in excess of forty in such workweek 4% a rate not less than ONE DOLLAR AND

- TWELVE AWD ONE-I-LA.LF(H. 12?_, per- nour as requ:r.red by Section 7 of said Act.
.Pla.mblff was accordmg",; unpaﬂa a sum of ”HIR"‘V S VEN (#37.00) DOILaRS during
each such workweek or OI\JU HUNDRED AND FoRTy EIGHT ($248.00) DOLLLI?,S for the saig
f.nerlod. ]

- Plaintiff gag accordingly unpaid the sum of THREE ’%UID D p.LLHTY EIGHT

'3.( 388 OO) DOLIARS. Dlalnm.ff claims of the Dei‘e‘ndan{, the sum of ’?‘F}RE_, {U\IDR..,D

. ICnTV LIC‘HT ($388400) DCLLARS for unpald mmimm wage and unpaid cverulme wage.
due him under said e, Plaintifs further claims an additicnal THREE HUNDRED
EIGHTY EIGHT ($388. 00) DOLIARS as liquidated damages for said unpaid wage and
Plaintiff avers that he has employed an attorney to Prosecute this suit angd
& sum of THRER HUNDRED EIGHTY ETamm (55388.00) DOLIARS is a reasonable fee for

such~-~~."1:e‘3’aﬂ:”*"‘“se’rﬁc‘é"s"’”"ﬁﬁ”d‘"’%‘ﬂ“é"“Pfé'iﬁﬁifi‘ u refore’ clains the sum of Trﬂir..]z. hU‘ID'LD
BICHTY EIGHT ( 388.00) DOLLARS as provided by the fck.

*u’u"nerewre, the Plaintiff prays judgment in the St of GNE THOUSLND
ONE HUNDRED SIXTY FOUR ($116k.00) DOLLARS, together ws ith interest therson and

the cost of this suit,

G TN Thomnes an

Tolhart M. R antley
Aty komeys I.OI/Plalntlii.:.

7

Plaintiff demands trial by Jury.

- L e i _T,p';\]‘o-?*n '?’Hom-qqor] .

Tolhert M. Rrant] ey
“Llorneys for Pm:mt:zi‘i;/
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TAYIOR W LRINS,

f/u '"f/
RLCORDED 2

o RAMGND GATES, a minor,
- Buing by next frlend,--
- ILRS. !chm,b GATEu

| PLAINTIFF'
Vs
- STTE OIL COMPATY, A"
- corporatior.
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" Summons and Comp&gint_ﬁ

- From the LaW‘OiflCeS of
1 G, LeNoir. Thompson
. qubor H. Brdntley
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