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MARGARET N. GASTOK and i THE CIRCUIT COURT CF

COUNTY, ALABAMA

.'xf'"1 & fad
AT LAWY

UAMES A.

KEITH,

.

Defendant
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Piaintiffs claim of the Defendan

hope Avenue, in the city of Fairhope, ilsbama, =
win County, Alsbama, at a point where Mershon Str

Fairhope, Alabame intersects with Fairhope Avenue

and there the fendant so

nis automobile which !
thereof and as a proximate result znd comsegtence

two vehlicles collided, causing great damages and

¢t

iffs! zu

ind twisted, the bumper gusrds were broken, the

5

pbent, the frame was badly bent; the m

to-wit: October 10, 1959

the Plaintiffs were driving their 1949 Studebaker auto

he was then and there driving,

tomobile; the body was damaged and broken, the
Teders were broken an

uffler and exhaust pipe were

trhe sum of Six Hundred Ioliklrs

upon Felr-

public rcad in Bald-

eet in the city of

-

, Where they had a

negiligently operated

£y

that by reascn

1

thereof, the said

frame was benlt
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ruined, 211 toc the damage of the Plaintiffs zs zforeszaid.
And Plzintiffs aver that all thelr damages aforeszid were

proximately caused by the negligence of the Defendant, in that he

negligently caused, allowed or permitied his said =zutomobile to run
upon, over or against the cutomobile of the Plaintiffs; wherefcore the
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Lttorney for Pleintiffs \\




TAYLOR WEL%’iNS Sherif

Dbl
KSQJLWAJM @.

e
—

- Sher:FF c!mmq Wm_ﬂ/f’/) m:k*s at o
. jd_j_,,.‘.
Ter: Cents der nl*"_!mai o/d_fw

CAYLOR WILKINS, Sheriff
ir ?i ./_./f“/ / .

S .{';././*//W s

DLHUIY SHERIF p

BY .

a&ﬂ.@lq -

“Cose Now

L GUMMONS AND

BILL OF COMPLAINT

f. GASTON a"i‘} d

_J&méa;hjiz, i
Def e;ldo nt.

N
DAL DY

} CIRCUTT COURT OF
iN COURTY, &LABAMA
AP OTLAW

lentn f.LS A




MARGARET N. GASTON ang )
C. A. GASTCH )
} IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
Plaintiffs )
) BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
Vs. )
) AT LAwW
JAMES 4. KBITH, )
J NG. 3763
Defendant )

Comes the Defendant in the above styled cause and demurs

to the Bill of Complaint heretofore filed therein, and as grounds
for demurrer sets out separately and severally the following:

i. That the Complaint is vague and indeéinite.'

2. That the Complaint does not staté thé cause of 'action.
3. The Complaint does not show actionable négligeﬁqegby
the Defendant. |

4. The Complaint does not set out the dﬁiver of the auto-
mobile of the Plaintiff. |

5. The Complaint does not sufficiently set oubs the owner-.

lship of the automobile.

r2LA
TR ET—Fer” Defendant

Defendant demands a trial by Jury.




MARGARET N, GASTON, |
Plaintiff,

Defendant,

)
ﬁ_ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
—vSe ; BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
JAMES k. KEITH, ) AT LAW
- g Qasé No. 3763
)

-----------

Comes the Defendant in the above styled cause and moves

that the amended Complaint filed therein be stricken and as

grounds for said motion to strike shows unto the Court, separae

tely and severally, the following:-
l. That said amended Complaint is irrelevant.

2o That said amended Complaint is frivolous.

3o That said amended (omplaint is umnecessairly prolix.

ke That the irrelevant material contained in said Complaint
would tend to prejudice the cause of the Defendant in that it
~.could be.considered te indicate that the Court approved the form
and contents of the amended Complaint,. e

5 That the amended Complaint is irrelevant in that no
leave of the Court to amend was necessary and none therefor

granted.

6o That the amended Complaint is irrelevant in tha t it
contains the style of the cause as originally filed before
amendment,

7. That the amended Complaint is prolix in that it contains

the style of the cause as originally filed before amendment.

: 18 -Attorney -feR-Befendant - ----- -~ - - -
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MARGARET N, GASTON,

)
)
Plaintiff, i IN THE GIRCUIT COURT OF
-VS= ) BALDWIN GOUNTY, ALABAMA
JAMES &, KBITH, 5 AT L&W
: )
Defendant., g Case No, 3763
URR

8

ER

Comes the Defendant in the above styled cause and demurs to

the amended Complaint heretofore filed therein, and for grounds

of demurrer assigns, separately and severally, the following:e
le Insufficient faets are alleged to show that Plaintiff
sustained anyrdamage or injury as a proximate result of any
negligence or breach of duty on the part of the Defendant, )
2¢ That the Complaint does not state a2 cause of action, i
3. That the Complaint is prolix.
4o That the Complaint on its face contains irrelevant
material,
5« That the statement on the face of the Complaint showing

authorization of the Court to make amendment is errelevent and

could prejudice the cause of the Defendant before a JUurye
il ;_m\\

Kg f e

-Attorney -for-Defendant - - - - - -
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MARGARET N. GASTON,

Plaintiff IK THE GIRCUIT COURT OF
75— BaALDWIN COG&_ﬁ, ALABAMA
AT LW o

JAMBES A. KEITH,

)
)
}
)
)
)
J
% Case Noe. 3763

Defendant.

Comes the Defendant and in answer to the Amended Bili of
Complaint neretofore filed in said cause, shows as follows: -

1. Not guiltye.

2, TFor further answer to said Complaint, defendant says
that Plaintiff ought not to recover in this case for that on
the occasion complained of Plaintiff was herself guilty of

egligence, proximately contributing tco her alleged damages
in this, that the Plaintiff was operating her said automobile

along Mershon Street, and drove and operated said automobile

into the intersection of Fairhope Avenue, and immediate v 1n

front of the automobile being Griven by the Defendant, at which
time and place the Defendant had the right—of—way, thereby
proximately contributing to her damages, hence Plaintiff ought

nct to recover.

S i
vnttOanY bthﬁ@rﬁeiendant




CeECIL G. CHASON
ATTORNEY AT LAW
FOLEY, ALABAMA

L May, 1956

Mrs. Alice J. Duck
-Clerk of Court
‘Bay Minettej;-A4labama

 Dear Mrs. Duck:

Enclosed herewith is a demurrer in the case of
Gaston vs Keith, Case No. 3763, & copy of which
is this day being mailed to Ernest Bailey, Attor-
ney for the Plaintiff.

Yours vy trgly,

Co e .‘Sl" &-\




CecCIL G. CHASON
ATTORNEY AT LAW
FOLEY. ALABAMA

September L, 1956

Mrs. Alice J. Duck, Clerk
Bay Minette, Alabama

Dear Mrs. Duck:

Enclosed herewith is Answer in the case of Gaston -vs-
Keith, a copy of which has been mailed to Mr. Bailey.

CGC:fm

éncls. 1




