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STATE OF ALABAWMA ) _
) TC ANY SHERIFF CF' THE STATE (F ALABAMA:
BALDWIN COUNTY )

You are hereby comanded to summon SIDNEY MeGREW, JR. to

ES)
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fleppear witnin thirty dsys from the service of this writ in

Circuit Court, to be held for said County, at the place of holding

the same, then and there To answer the Complaint of JOEN PETURIS,

Witness my hand this 2.7, day oi‘zz%é&,}.lcﬁi

JOUHN PETURIS,
Pleintif?

SIDNEY MeGREW,” JR.,
Defendant
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Plaintiff claims of the Defendant the sum of FIVE HUNDEED
DCLLARS ($500,00) as damages for that heretofore o, to-wit: June
T L)

13, 1954, the Plaintiff was driving his 1951 Chevrolet automobile

e

upon U. 3. Highway No. 90, a public alghway in Baldwin County,
Alabame, at a point about two and one-helf miles West of 014
Spanish Fort where said highway crosses the Apalachee River, where
he had a right to be, and then and there the Defendant so negli-
gently operated his auéomobile which he was then and there driving,
ftthet by-reason-thersofend as a-proximate resuli and cohse="
quence therecl, the sald two vehicles collided, causing great
damages and injuries to the Plaintiff's autcmobile; trunk 1id was
damaged and broken, the grille was broken and bent, the lights were
broken, the bumper guards were broken, the fenders were broken and
bent, the frame was badly bent, the muffler and exhsust pipe were

ruined, the rear lower body panel was ruined, 2ll to the damage of

the Plaintiff as aforesaid,




And Plaintiff avers that 211 his damages aforeszid were
proximately caused by the negligence of the Defendant, in that
he negligently caused, allowed or permitited his said automobile
to run upon, over or against the autcomebile of the Plaintifl;

gwherelore he sues,

Plaintiff respectiully requests that Tthils cause be tried by

a jury.




JOHN PETURIS, 2 IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
Plaintifif
g BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAY
VS
i T LAY
SIINEY Mc@REW, JH., & Case No
Defendant
ANSKER TC BILL OF COMPLATNT
Cones now the Defendant in the above entitled ¢ and for znswer o

the complaint, and separately and severzlly each count therecof says:

1. That the Defendant is not zulliy as "barged in the complaint,

2. For further znswer to the comglaint, znd separaiely and severally

-

gach COLnﬁ thereof, Defendant says that at the time of the allered collision and
3 <

at the place set oubt in the complaint, and immediaztely prior to the alle ged collisd
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lon by the Plaintiif and the Defendani and while they we ere uraveling along 2 publig
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highway 2t a point mentioned in the ¢

o

mplainy, the Plaintiff was zuiliy of negli-

£

gence which directly or proximately contriduted to the collision and ‘o the damages

complained of,
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‘?L’f' Atiorney for the Befendant




