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DOoNALD F. PIERCE

Honorable Alice Duck
Clerk of the Circuit Court
of Baldwin County, Alabama
Bay Minette, Alabama

Re: Barlow v. Hartford Accident and St. Louis
Terminal Field Warehouse ~ In the Circuit

Court of Baldwin County - Case No. 3951
R

Dear Mrs. Duck:

Enclosed is demurrer on behalf of St. Louils
Terminal Field Warehouse, requesting that our
demurrers previously filed be re~filed to the amend-
ed complaint.

I would appreciate your noting receipt of this ’
demurrer.

Yours very truly,

(LT

é%z“(fi FEITH e
For the Fimﬁ

. WCB.cmb .
Enc.




ROGERS. ROGERS & SCOTT
ATTORNEYS-AT-LAW

GREENVILLE, ALABAMA
HoWELL P. ROGERS

LAMBKIN H. ROGERS

August 22, 1959

FREDERICK A. ScoTr

s, 4lice J. Duck
Circuit Clerk
Courthouse

Bzy Minette, Alabama

Dear Mrs. Duck:

I am enclosing herewith nine copies of Summons and Complaint

in the matier of Thomas A. Barlow Vs. Riemers Company, Inc.<?%‘“dz*
Mr. Barlow, Plaintiff, has the original Swmmons and Complaint

in his possession. He is to sign the Summons and Complaint

and bring it to your office on Tuesday August 26th, It will

be necessary for Judge Hall te sign the order on the last

rage.

I would appreciate it very much if you weuld check the original
Summons and Complaint and be sure that Mfr. Barlow signs on the
3rd page, on the Lth page and the Sth page. His simature on the
Lth page must be notarized.

There are four defendants. Service of this Summons and Complaint
should be had on these four defendants as follows:

1. Riemers Company, Inc., is an Alabama corporation domiciled
at Foley, Alabama. Service can be had on W. H. Riemer, its
president, at the office of Riemers Company, Inc., in Foleye

2. OSt. Louls Terminai Field Warehouse Company is a Missouri

corporaticn authorized to and doing business in the State of
"ilzbama. The agents for service of process for this corporation

are Fred S. Ball, Jr. and Richard A. Ball. Their address is

717 First National Bank Bullding, Montgomery, Alabamae

3« Bartford Accident and Indemmity Company and

L. General Mutual Insurance Company

are insurance companies doing business in the State of Alabamz
and should be served in accordance with Code of Alabama 1540,
Title 28, Sec. 65, by service of the Summons and Complaint on the
Superiniténdent of Inswrance for the State of Alabama, State
Capitol, Montgomery, Alzbamz. Service on the insurance companies




¥rs, Aliece J. Duck, Circuit Clerk
§-22-59
page 2

mist be made in triplicate,

I believe you will find an adequate number of copies of the
complaint for service, The copies must be conformed with the
original Summons and Complaint.

_ ‘Tne writer will perscnally appreciate. yoar seeing that Mr.-Bedswin £ z'-'“/ o/ "
signs the Summons and Complamt Drcper 1y and marking the Summons and
Complaint filed as soon as you receive it im your office., Time is

of the essence in this matter because of the fact that the Statute

of Limitation will expire Lugusi 29, 1959.

_ i
I have written Mr. g’@w{v;n znd instructed him teo come to your
office immediately with the Summons and Complaint properly signed.
T have asked him to call me long distance. collect v, from your
office. As scon as he comes in T will appreciate your having him
call me and be sure that everything is in order..

It was a real pleasure meet:'wg you at your office a few days zgc.
I spoke to Tommy and told him I had met you. I look forward to
seeing you again in the near fubture,

Very itruly yours,

ROGERS, ROGERS &,-807’1

\_,F. 2, Scot't-
FAS/n

PueSe The original Summons and Complaint must be signed by Judge
Hall. An order for his signature is on the last page of the Summons
and Complaint. I will appreciate your submitting this to him

for signature. I have already @iscussed the signing of the order
with Judge Hall and he advised me that he would sign it when
presented to him.




THOMAS A. BARLOW,
Plaintiff,
Vs.

RIEMERS COMPANY, INC.,
2 corporation

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF

BALDWIN COUNTY,
ST. LOUIS TERMINAL FIELD WARE-

HOUSE COMPANY, A corporation, ALARAMA .
GENERAL MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY,
A corporation, and
CASE NO.

HARTFORD ACCIDENT & INDEMNITY
COMPANY, A corporation,

Defendants.

N N N M N S St N Nt Nt S S St N S S N N N

DEMURRER

Comes now defendant, St. Louls Terminal Field Warehouse
Company, a corporation, in the above styled cause, and demurs
to the plaintiff’s complaint and each count thereof, separately
and severally, and for separate and several grounds of demurrer

assigns the following, separately and severally:

1. The residence of this defendant is not set forth with

sufficient certainty.

2. The allegation that the relation of employer and employee
existed between this defendant and the plaintiff, on or about
August 29, 1958, is merely the conclusion of the plaintiff, with

insufficient facts alleged in support thereof.

3. The allegation that plaintiff and this defendant were
subject to the Workmen's Compensation Laws of Alabama is merely
the conclusion of the plaintiff, with insufficient facts alleged

in support thereof.

&. It is not alleged where the place of business of this

73




-2 -
defendant was at the time of said alleged accident.

5. For aught appearing, plaintiff may have been hired by
& contract of employment, if any, executed without the State of

Alzbama.

6. It is not &dlleged with sufficient certainty where with-
in Baldwin County, Alabama the alleged injury to plaintiff occur-

red.

7. TFor aught appearing, the alleged injury to plaintiff

occurred on premises owned by someone other than this defendant.

8. For aught appearing, the alleged injury to plaintiff
occurred on premises which were in no manner under the control

or managenment of this defendant.

9. For'éught”appéaring, the alleged injury to plaintiff
occurred wnile plaintiff was doing work other than that connect-

ed with his employment.

10. For aught appearing, the alleged injury to plaintiff
arose from a voluntary act of the plaintiff, not accepted by or
known to this defendant in that it is not alleged that the actual
or lawfully imputed negligence of this defendant, if any, was the

proximate and natural cause of plaintifffs injury.

1l1. The averments of notice to the defendants are merely the

conclusions of the plaintiff and no facts are alleged in support

thereof.

12. The averments that this defendant had prompt and immediate

notice of said accident are merely conclusions of the plaintiff




with insufficient facts alleged in support thereof.
13. For that the complaint is multifarious.

14, The mammer and time of the alleged notice to this de-~

fendant are not set out.

15. There is no allegation as to the amount of the average
weekly earnings received by plaintiff for one year prior to the

alleged injury.

16. The allegation in the complaint concerning the average

weekly wages of the plaintiff is insufficient.

17. The complaint fails tc allege the number of dependents,

if any, which the plaintiff has.
18. There is an improper joinder of parties defendant.
19. For that there is & misjoinder of parties defendant.

20. TFor that there is a misjoinder of parties defendant, in
that it affirmatively appears from the complaint that plaintiff
has no direct cause of action against defendant, General Mutual

Insurance Company.

21. For that there is a misjoinder of parties defendant, in
that it affirmatively appears from the complaint that plaintiff
has no direct cause of action against defendant, Hartford Accident

and Indemnity Company.

22. For that there is a misjoinder of parties defendant, in
that there is no provision under Alabama law for a direct action

against an insurance carrier in a suit of this type and it

N
¢n
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affirmatively appears from the complaint that the plaintiff has

joined as defendants the insurance carriers of the other two

defendants.

23. TFor that the complaint is duplicitous.

Attorney for St. Lgdis Terminal
Field Warehouse Company, a
corporation.

OF COUNSEL:

HAND, ARENDALL, BEDSOLE, GREAVES & JOHNSTON.

~ipy  CLERK
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SAMUEL M. JOHNSTGN
DAN T. MCCALL, JR.
WiLLIAM E. JOANSTON

JOHNSTON, McCALL X JOHNSTON
LAWYERS
EIGHTH FLOCR FIRST NATIONAL BANK ANNEX

MOBILE, ALABAMA MAILING ADDRESS:

R Q. BOX 550

Sep’tember 25 ’ 1858 MOBILE 4, ALABAMA
SAMUEL M, JOHNSTON, JR.

PIERRE PELMAM

Mrs. Alice Duck
Clerk, Circuit Court

~Baldwin-County R

Bay Minette, Alabama
Dear Mrs. Duck:

I am enclosing herewith some demurrers in
the case of Thomas A. Barlow vs. Riemers Comparny,

Inc., a corporation, et al, No. 3951, which I
would thank you to file.

Yours very truly,

o7
7

7

¥illiam E. Johaston

WEJ:hb
Enclosure

Would you kindly acknowledge?




o i Y R T+ R T G I
P I ] & & & - ok BN G d L 0H &

2% 3 N g
A o

Hae

ey e L
L L s

R M Ry

doaw e TR SR e g s atgn
EAC S W L as MR Ad e ':i%lv

{ow are bereby commmuded to mummn

TGy & Uers

gy
»reY

s it ok af.sﬁ

A, o Goroorsbion

T Hg,,; it
5-»’;;-

el

Ty a. vww’%&m

'wa Sialn Shieky

v days Leom the sereize of Lhis weld in m@; Girould
Gty bo bo held for msid Sounty at the o place of helding vhe sams, bhen

and thore to anewmyr bhe owolaind of

THIHS 4

- . L
WUIRRSD my banmd thie the 26 o

- /LI—‘{:/ f/(: C’/,{ﬁ {_

/ lawk




THOMAS 4. BARLOW, ' ) N THE

Plainsiff ' CTHCYIT COUHT
. )
| eYS-
B o oF
RIEMERS OOMPATY, INC., ' _ )

L Corporaticn

BALDWIN COWRTY,

FKEHOUSE COMPANT, }

i Corperation
GENERAT, MUTUAL INSUBANCE COMPAVY, : J
A4 Corporation, and

CALaEAMA

St

BARTFORD ACCIDENT AND INTHMNITY COWPINY,
A Cerporation,

Pefendants.

| Plaintiff claims of the defendamts benefits wider the *iszérmms_ .
Compensation Laws of ilabama due and owing under the following statement
of Tacte: On or aboub August 29, 1958, the relabien of empleyers and _.
ennlioyes exis%a@-b@twean the defendants, Rilemers Company, Inc., and Zte
Louis Terminal Field ¥Warehouse Company, and plaintiff, Thomas &,.Earlegg
‘and plainbiff and said defendenss were subject bo Workments Gmm?enSaﬁien i
Laws of &laﬁama, and while so employed and engaged in ﬁhe bﬁﬁiﬁ@ss of the .
éefendantg Riemers Campany, Inc., a Corporation, and St. Leais'?@?minal
‘Fleld ¥arehouse Compamy, & Corporabion, and while acting in the llne or
gcope of his enployment with said defendants, plaintlff suffered en acchdent
which arose out of and in the course of sald employment. is 2 proximate
resolt of sald accldent plalntiff suffered a severe injury teo his right hand
requiring and reswiting in the suputabion of plaintiffts righﬁuhaad, &
controversy has arisem as to the benefits %o'%e’p&id umder‘workmén’s Compen -

2abioT.

At the Time of sald accident, def@ndant-séﬁara1 ﬁm$ua3 Ipsurance
Conpanys o ﬁameﬁtia Uorporation, was the HWorkuen's Gompensataam'lnéuramc@
carrier for defendant, Riemers Company, Inc., and at that time there was
in full force and effsct, by payment of premiume eé-atﬂarwisa, an ingurance
policy issued by defendant Gemeral Hutual Insuranée~$ompaay$5in favor of
delendant Riémars Company, Inec., affording Werksen's Compensabion Insurance

coverage for the employses of defendant Riemers Coupany, Inc.
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SPAEE OF ALARANA,

BALITR OMTL. |
| | 2R Cloh
. . . N A L Se
Befmee by é//ef‘/{.x’ VY oo ey B

o oamd S sald Cowmdy iz j}éﬁ State, persenally appeared Thomss Je Harlow,

e Sl
w

£

wie g koown o se and who belng duly sworm, deposes and says o cath
bt he koo read the foresedmy pebiblon and the stetorsnts made thereln
are tree sl corrocd and thab he koows of iis own kmowledge thab they

are corroth,

o S = P i
Yoo T Lo Jored

Thomsn Ae Sorlow

Sworn to and ouwbseribad before me on this the 2 ¢ day of

Sumawt, 1955,

Rosary Publis

Coean 2l
e %%3.:%.@
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ROGERS. ROGERS & SCOTT
ATTORNEYS-AT-LAW

GREENVILLE, ALABAMA
HowEeLL P. ROGERS

LAMBXIN H. ROGERS
FREDERICK A. SCOTT

Januvary 8, 1960

Mrs. Alice J. Duck
Clerk of Court
Courthouse
Bay Minetite, Alzbama

Re: Thomas A. Bariow
vs. Riemers Company, Ince.
Noe 3951
Circuit Court, Baldwin County

Dear Mrs,., Duck:

Please file the enclosed amendmen®t in the captioned
matter.

Very truly yours,
ROGERS, ROGERS & SCOTT
By:

A e___A.c Scott )

FaS/n




HAND, ARENDALL BEDSOLE.GREAVES & JOHNSTON
LAWYERS

SUITE G22 FIRST NATIONAL BANK SUILDING
CHAS.C. HAND
. 0. ARENDALL. JR. MQOBILE, ALABAMA
T.MAGSECY DEOSOLE
THOMAS &, GREAVES, JR,
W, BREVARD MAND ~
VIVIAN G. JOHNSTON, JR, September 23 s 1959
PAUL W. BROCHK
ALEX F.LANKFORD, I
EDMUND R.CANNON, JR.
WMAN P HOLLAND, SR,
J, THOMAS HINES, R,
W. &, BOONE, JR.
DONALD F, PIERCE

‘Miss Alice J. Duck, Clerk
Circuit Court of

Baldwin County

Bay Minette, Alabama

MAILING ADRRESS:

2.0 R2OX 123

CABLE ADDRESS:
. HAD

TELEPHONEZ!
HEMLOCK 2-551s

Re: Thomas 4. Barlow v. Riemers Company,

Iinc., et al.

Dear Miss Duck:

Enclosed are demurrers on behalf of St.
Louis Terminal Field Warehouse Company and.

Hartford Accident and Indemnity Company, de-

fendants in the above cause.

If you will be so kind as to acknowledge

receipt of these on the copy of this letter
which is enclosed, I would appreciate it.

Yours very truly,

(W J e, o

For the Fimm

WCB:cmb
.- Enecls.

T




= AT FOT 3 % oo
THOMAS A, BARLGY, J IN TEE CIRCUILT COURT COF
3 R y T TR -
Plaintiff 3 BALDWIN CCUNTY, ALLBAMA

- N,
Vs, ;  NC.
Fi it WA —T hY
REIMERS {0MPANY, INC., 3
a Corporation, et al, :

!

rs

Defendants
!
/

=

i o —~ oy ey R * % o e [T JE o |
Thls cause Ccoming on Lo be aeard on petiiion o rae
h (- i

parties hereto for approval of the settlement of the clalim of

.

Thomas L. Barlow, upon the terms stated in said petition,

he settle and compromise his cleim as set out in the agreement,

~and-that such settlement is substantiaily the emount he is

entitled to under the compensation laws cof the State of Alsbema,
the Court does hereby £ind and determine that it is to the

best interest of the employee that saild em;

sum of $2,0060.00, in addition to the medicel, doctors and

hospital bills w

; el

ich have already been paid as a full compromise

;,J:

4

settlement and satisfaction of 21l claims which might other-

4
s

se be asserted on account of said matter as stated in

n
o)
s
o
)
©
o
o
r
]
[&]
H
*

the same are hereby approved and the parties hereto are

in all respects ordered to conform thereto and when the saild
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THOMAS A. BARLOW, Iv THE

Plaintiff CIRCUIT COURT OF

Vs
S BALDWIN COUNTY,

RIEMERS COMPANY, INC., ATABAMA

a corporation, et al.,
Case No. 3951

oot o et P yeme

o befendants.

DECRES OV TEMURRERS

This matter coming on to be heard on demurrers filgd
by defendant, Riemers Gox;lpany, Inc., and defendant, St.'imis
Terminal Field Warehouse Company to the original complaint as
amended; and upon cons‘ideration, the Court is of the opinion

that the demurrers are not good in law,

Tt is therefore cordered, adjudged and decreed that the
demurrers of Riemers Company, Inc., Numbers One through Nine,
and of St. Louis Terminal Field Warehouse Company, Numbers One
through Twenty-Three, be and the same are hereby overruled;
and furiher the deferndants may have twenty days from this date

in which to answer, if they be so advised.

Dae this 21st day of June, 1960.

CIRCUIT JUDGE




THOMAS 4. BARLCW,
Plaintiff,
Vs.

RIEMERS COMPANY, INC., IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
A corporation,
BALDWIN COUNTY,

ST. LOUIS TERMINAL FIELD WARE-

HOUSE COMPANY, A corporation, ALABAMA,
GENERAL MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY,
A corporation, and CASE NO.

HARTFORD ACCIDENT & INDEMNITY
COMPANY, A corporation,

Defendants.

LA W L A S A A N A AL W A YA A T A

DEMURRER

Comes now defendant, Hartford Accident & Indemnity Company,
a corporation, in the above styled cause, and demurs to the
plaintiff's complaint and each count thereof, separately and
;éveraliy, én& fof ée?aiéfé.éﬁé.Sevérél'grouﬁdé of demurrer

assigns the following,separately and severally:

1. The residence of this defendant is not set forth with

sufficient certainty.

2. The allegation that the relation of employer and employee
existed between the defendants, Riemers Company, Inc., St. Louils
Terminal Field Warehouse Company, and the plaintiff, on or about
August 29, 1958, is merely the conclusion of the plaintiff, with in-

sufficient facts alleged in support thereof.

3. The allegation that plaintiff and said defendants were
subject to Workmen's Compensation Laws of Alabama is merely a
conclusion of the plaintiff, with insufficient facts alleged in

support thereof.

4. It is not alleged where the place of business of this

7Y
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defendant was at the time of said alleged accident.

5. For aught appearing, plaintiff may have been hired by
a contract of employment, if any, executed without the State of

Alabama.

6. It is not alleged with sufficient certainty where within

Baldwin County, Alabama the alleged injury te plaintiff occurred.

7. For aught appearing, the alleged injury to plaintiff
occurred on premises owned by someone other than any of the

defendants.

8. For aught appearing, the alleged injury to plaintiff
occurred on premises which were in no manner under the control

or management of any of the defendants.

.9. For aﬁgﬂﬁlaépearing; the éllégeé injﬁry to”piaintiff

occurred while plaintiff was deing work other than that connected

‘with his employment.

10. It is not alleged by whom plaintiff was emploved at the

time of the alleged injury.

11. For aught appearing, the alleged injury to plaintiff
arose from a voluntary act of the plaintiff, not accepted by or
known to any of the defendants, in that it is not alleged that
the actual or lawfully imputed negligence of the defendants, if

any, was the proximate and natural cause of plaintifffs injury.

12. The averments of notice to each defendant are merely
the conclusions of the plaintiff and no facts are zlleged in

support thereof.

78
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13. The averment that this defendant had prompt and immediate
notice of saild accident 1s merely a conclusion of the plaintiff

with insufficient facts alleged in support thereof.

14, The manner and time of the zlleged notice to each de~

fendant are not set forth.

15. There is no allegation as to the amount of the average
weekly earnings received by plaintiff for one year prior to the

alieged injury.

16. The allegation in the complaint concerning the average

weekly wages of the plaintiff is insufficient.

17. The complaint fails to aliege the number of dependents,

if any, which the plaintiff has.

' 18. There is an improper joinder of parties defendant.
1. T¥For that there is 2 misjoinder of parties defendant.

20. For that there is a misjoinder of parties defendant, in
that it affirmatively appears from the complaint that plaintiff

has no direct cause of action against this defendant.

21. TFor that there is a misjoinder of parties defencant, in
that it affirmatively appears from the complaint that plaintiff
has no direct cause of action against defendant, General Mutual

Insurance Company.

22. For that there is a misjoinder of parties defendant, in
that there is mo provision under Alazbama law for a direct action

against an insurance carrier in a suit of this type and it

78
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affirmatively appears from the complaint that the plaintiff has
joined as defendants the insurance carriers of St. Louis Terminal

Field Warehouse Company and Riemers Company, Inc.
23. For that the complaint is multifarious.

24. For that the complaint is duplicitous.

By%v/féﬁm%

Attorney for Hartfo%//'cc1dent
& Indemnity Company.fa corporation,

OF COUNSEL:

HAND, ARENDALL, BEDSOLE, GREAVES & JOHNSTON.

80




THOMAS A. BARL@V X IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
Pilaintiff, X BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA

¥s. ¥

RIEMERS COMPANY, INC., X

a corporation, et al., CASE NO. 3951
Defendants. i

C&meé the Defendant, Riemers Company Corporation, Inc.
and refiles to the Plaintiff's amended complaint the demurrer
filed to the original complaint and adds thereto the following
Additiénal grounds:

,§8) The complaint does not show that the Defendant had
éctval knowledge of the Plaintiff’'s injury, nor does it show

that he received written notice of the Plaintifi's injury.

Johnston McCall Johnston
Aﬁxorney for the Defendant

Riemers Company, Inc. a corporation
P. 0. Box 5530

T T b v

CERTIFICATE

I hereby certify that I have served a2 copy of the fore-~
going demurrer on F. A. Scott, attorney for the Plaintiff,
Greenville, Alabama, and on W. C. Boone, Jr., attorney for the
Defendant, St. Louis Terminal Warehouse Company, a corporation,
622 First National Bank Building, Mobile, Alabama by depositing
a copy of the same addressed to them in the United States mail,

postage prepaid, this 13th day of January, 1960,
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CaXTLIEys Jdo ToT and jave NoT ag8gur

of any kind to said employee except payment of said lump sum

Barlow alleges thai it was necessary for him to employ an
attorney for the purpose of representing him in proseculting

rthis czse znd obtaining the compromise contzined herein and.

&

*

loved Frederick A. Scoitt of Greenville, Alabama, to so

represent him and prays for the Court to allow and authorize

hands on this ,’{§~day of  Jhly

i Sondle ¥y k) s, T Ty ==
ETVERS COMPANY, INC., a Corporalion

//fé@[/ 7 r

A E'%:O‘*"é. j‘

.l

™ Ty TTRITIIAT TTET T ITADEMNOTIOR
ST. LOUIS TERMINAL FIELD WARELOUSE

CCMPANY, a Corporation

ﬁ}fz e 2 /ﬁm.%¢

its Attcrney
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STATE OF ALABAMA )
ACENCWLEDCGVMENT
CCUNTY OF BUTIER 7 3
O this 12th day of July , 1860, before me, the

| ]
n
o
rw-'ln
rt
}.,,.l
1]
!

1 T o o m 3t Tmpmemo 11 . _ . B,
znd thinss contained therein, and 1IN ITuLl anc find
(o] E

ment and satisfazction of any and all cleims, on account of

-

- -

way connected with the imjury referred to zbove.

Q
H
s
]
)]
o
et
et

ven under my hand this 128h day of July , 1950C.
/’i
‘ [ 4 f‘i"” I
KOTARY *UBAE,Q,; Bubtler' - County,
Alabamea L/
w
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THOMAS 4. BARLOW, : IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
Plaintifz, : BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA

Vs.
CASE NO. 3951
RIEMERS COMPANY, INC., :
a corporation, et al.,

Defendants.

 Comes now the defendant, St. Louis Terminal Field
Warehouse Company, & corporation, in the above styled
cause, and re-files to the plaintifffs last amended
complaint, separately and severally, each and every
demurrer heretofore filed by said defendant to the plain-

tiff’s original complaint, separately and severally.

' < f
J,{L;’/, {,//i /4,’?5(’2"”}-{,4/'2 .

622 First National Baiik Building

Mobile, Alzbama

Attorney for defendant St. Louils

Terminal Field Warehouse Company,

a corporation.

Cf Counsel:

HAND, ARENDALL, BEDSOLE, GREAVES & JOHNSTON

CERTIFICATE

I hereby certify that I have served copies of the
foregoing demurrers on F. A. Scott, Esq., attorney for
the plaintiff, Greenville, Alabama, and on Messrs. John-
ston, McCall & Johnston, attorneys for defendant Riemers
Company, Inc., 804 First National Bank ANNEX, Mobile, Ala-
bama, by depositing same in the United States mail, éostage

Ly ;
prepaid, this fé day of Jhwccs ety , 1960.
1/ /

7 ,
s J‘/Q \-
iR /mci//

N i3 90
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THOMAS A. BARLOW, IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
Plaintiff,
VS OF BALDWIN COUNTY,

X

X

%

RIEMERS COMPANY, INC., 1 _ ’

a corporation Y ALABLIA :?3&:?§a§i/

ST. LOUIS TERMINAL FIELD WAREHOUSE

COMPANY, a corporation 4
X
11
X
{

GENERAL MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY,
a corporation, and

HARTFORD ACCIDENT AND INDEMNITY
COMPANY, a corporatiocn

Defendants.

Comes the defendants, Riemers Company, Inc., a cor-
poration, and General Mutual Insurance Company, a corporation,
and demurs to the Plaintifi's petition on the following
separate and several grounds:

1. The petiticon does not state thétcause of action
upon which relief could be granted.

2. The petition shows on iis face that the General Mutual
Insurance Company, a corporation, did not employ the Plaintiff,

3. "THe petition shows on its face the Plaintiff was not
an emﬁloyee of the General Yutual Insurance Company.

4, The allegations of the petition show that the Plaintiff
was engaged in agricultural employment at the time he received
the injury, which type of employment is excluded by the Workmen's
Compensation Act of Alabama.

5. It does mot appear from the petition whether the
Plaintifi had dependants or not or what per cent of his average
weekly earnings he is claiming in this petition.

6. Tor aught appearing from the petition the Plaintiff
was engaged in farm or agricultural work, which is specificaljly
.excluded by the Vorkmen's Compenszation Law of Alabama.

7. It affirmatively appears that the Plaintiff was not

employed by the Riemer Company, Inc., and did not receive the




injury complained of in the course of his employment with

said company.

’ 2 P (ﬁ\ g
N !;’Vu(.algm/“? M f‘)é}/r/q@/;f

Kttorneys Ior the Defen¢22§s,
Riémers Company, Inc., a rporation,
4%d General Mutual Insurince Company,
a2 corporation. '
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STATE GF ALABANS,

BALDWIN GOWNTI. -
_ /T o e Bt £ ST
Before me, . é}'ﬂ, > NI ai‘é' *mﬂh:f..&;%” &y

in and ﬁ‘oz-'. gaid Coumby inm i State, perscnally appsared Thomas A, E":aaz'_laws |

whoe is known to me and who being duly sworn,; deposes and says on oath

that he has read the foregoing pebition and the statemsnss made therein

are true and correct and that he knows of his own knowledge %hat they

are correct.
T\

\ ;‘j’
Sreveey 1 5@2«&@%’\/

Thomas A. Barlow

Sworn to and subscribed befare me on this the 2 4 day of
August, 1959,

/KCﬂ/,,,/’L/’J/Zc’ /EZ,__ L
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dmemet Prmegs wowd mange v . gy S T Viperiren® g £t
gimbeavorsy his svissn @ Yo bhe benelits fo b pald wndsy Voriown's Donmone

Lo,

A% the Tims of sald accldend, defendnnt Deneral tesl Tneuranes

Dompulye & Domsstlie Cerporation, war the Yorkeen®e Coopensoiion newronce

careier Ior defondent, Zlombrs Comps

Sy AnSes wRd g% thebt time thove wog
n fwll Torde sod offseb, by peymemt of prestums or oiberrine, om incuronce

pelley isgued by defendand Geveral dutmel Inevrence Compaays i favor of

defendant Rlowere Cowpe

Ty sy lordine Yorkrente Componsation Inpuranes

sovorage Sor the espioyses of doefondand Bleosre Compomys D0




&% the tzma of s2id accident defendarnt Hariford Accident and
Indemaity Company, & Forelgn Corporabion, aubhorized to and doiny business in
the State of Alabams, was ﬁhs.%orkm@n*s Compensatlon Inmswrance Carrier for
defendant, 5%, Louiz Terminal Fisld Uarehouse Company, and at that time there
was in full farce and effect, by pajmaat of premiums or obherwise, an
insurance pozmay issved by dexema&nt Hartford Aecident and inéﬁmnltv Cem@wmy'
in favor el d@¢anahntg 3%, Touis Terminal ﬂﬁeld darehcuse uompanyg alfording
Horiamen'®s Ccm@an@&%aan Xﬁsurance coverage for the enployess of defendant

.....

S%e Louls Terninal Field %

At the time of sald accident on or about August 29, 1958, plaintifs
: was attenpting or preparing S0 make an adjusiment on a mechanical corn picker
.'ana bls right hand was caught in the husking rollers or other part of said
maching as a proximate rssult of whieh, plaintiff suffered the loss by
émputaﬁien of hils right hand. The sald accident occurred in Baldwin So&ntyg

State of Llabams.

Pleintiff avere that each of the é@f@ﬁéanﬁs_haﬁ.prnmpt and
" immsdiate novice of sﬁd accident, and thab the .-deféndm-ts have failed,
neglocted or refused do pay any Workmen's Compensation benef ts by way of
weekly zsmpens&tior paymaaﬁs, hogpibal bills, drug %1113, x-@ay bills,

doctors’ blllsﬁ_er obherwise.

Pla_ntiff ailsees that at ths time af uha 1n3ury his average

weekly wages was the sum ofy bomuits Sixﬁv*ﬁollams (460,00},

W%&%E“”HEg-plaintiff'clai&s'of the defandaﬁﬁﬁ sueh bensfits as he
is entitled to r@c@ive under the Werkmen's Compensation Laws of Alabama. He
_pray% that notice be gmvaﬁ to each of the aa¢@méaaus and that a heurznﬁ be

'aﬁaaﬁ Al dm acaomdance thh the laws and rules of -his Honorgble Ceurt.

R
SR | SNl Oy, ol e

i : o ";_ | - Thomas A. Barlow




STATE OF ALABAMA,

BALDETH SO,

R ﬂsﬂﬁﬁnlcm‘f Lo
: E@f@r@ i, /K[afac/i bl g a.—~/a e & Fodmpyr=fidic

in and for said County in ﬁﬁé State, perscnally appoarsd Thomas Ao
Barlow, whe i3 knows 1o me and who beling duly swern, deposes and

Gays on oabl that he has resd the foregoing retition and 4he %"t@mma

made therein are true and carrect ond that he imows of hin own kmw}.ac%ga '

that they ave carrects

'%Q”W £ %ML@’(\Q/

Thonas e Berlow

Bworn o and subsoribed before me on this B Q_-_@ day of

 Gugust, 1955,

K/z 4,@—1_ _/Wf A

e ﬁ&&/vﬂ*rﬁ([;hg_tr,zr’rur—“f
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P0 Ui EGHORABLE JULGE OF THE CIRCUIT COT OF BALIWTE COUNTT:
Hew comos Thomas Ao Barlow and shows wmbo your Homor that he

ig an amnmwﬁ* &8 deflned by the “’ori:mn" Oompensabion Laws of Alsbamsg

$i10)

%ﬁ?zzﬁ his em;m* rds ; wp € em*rg z;g_mmmm:m;i,,____a x::azmczr::u;m ﬁamagle&
in thg witis home qf*‘me W Foley, Llabana, and 5t Louls
formi angany, Mﬁmm.'rz:} corporation demfciled in the
Stateed s wriged to 2 ~:a<§ a:iip"ﬂ:w :jjm:simss in the State of

::::: WD e e = '

o i R b -

Alabaging Qo agsmﬁgﬁ an mggzgy W w.le acting in the line or map@

”: E’-:; !"_..; e “:’ n ¢ i_,d g

3 Ea@m *ag,aula e ma“h 2 settlement m;..

of ik czﬂploym&réé 3

bngat

@mplmm

b w’m?ﬁ to mm

,z....

{_; ,w
zecure the 3 ;

Ly =t b&&aﬁ Jor '%;g =

T SN S AVN
. ' : AN e b
= Sy 0l S ST
- - - -y -
OBDER

The .famw@“‘;‘mg having b@m aubm%md and the Courd being ef the
opinion that @ m.c‘f permission st @ulc;z ”@e -grazyt@% the sgid Thomas Ae Ea.rlaw
is h@az‘ﬁab} p@*ﬁi thed and &&‘h wrised a,,@ @mm}.w the firm e:af Hogers, mafv@m és..
&a@tﬁ_’r &z}rn@yﬁa %23, Law, ur%mﬁl% m’ks&&aﬁ 50 ”@pma@m Tim fm a clalm

Ton m,}dx‘mﬁ arising out of an &cemm bogustalned in the line and course

of hiz m@i@;&%&ﬁ%ﬁ&@l@ gslpmﬁ ?}y.. fﬁéﬁmm Company, Incorporaied, and

Sbe boule Terminal Field Yarehouse uazsggz&zzy»

DONE thi. é / ﬁa’ff of :mms% 19%*‘:

.Fr/f /‘7 T }"‘;{" /i/jf /‘-'/@‘ f/
cireuit Judge
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STATE OF ILABAMA,

o gy g G AT
BALININ SOWITL.
L iy ! o, - o T Ox] . L
;a-i‘i T CRANTE JUDGE OF TEE CIRCUIT ﬁ’ﬁ AT i S Y

y

How comes Thomee d. Darlow and ghows wbe your Sopor thed he

LI

-

e mwm@@ By The Nortments O cblon Lawe of Alavanes

¥

-

i his smployer is mmﬂfw

m“&w s B ‘:;s::mmmt Lo,

E,Lij?wt:ﬁf

;ﬁ%ﬁmﬁ-ﬁm{ in the ninag with 2’;:@35@ ’r{: i ¥ m‘im

& Toralgn corporation

Bl 5:'}3;1.*

L o . ooy
R )
: GRLER

P
y,

”m %Z“@ polmg baving been subwitied and She Court holag of the
m.s.uim u%im ;mm::i mmmmm should be grasted, the saild Thomes je Barlow
is wﬁl"@?‘"* ?’3@% Pl *w.:’. %ammszi:%@ié to-empoy the firm of Rogers; logars &
S mts &% “@ﬁg”mﬁﬁ ab. L@a‘% fweenville, Alabems; t¢ represent bim in a clain
Doz mg,m*i.f: Erky mi Hg out o o mmﬁmﬁ sustained in the line and cowrse of

his mmﬁ.@mm while enploved by Riswere Compeny, Ineorporated, and Ste

Louls iaw*wm "‘:L,m Harchouae UoUWpEnys . o o e e e T
LONE tais L L day el sumeb, 1989
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THOMAS A. BARLOW,

Fa ]

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT CF

Plaintiff
VS i BALTWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA
RIEWERS COMPANY, ING.,
a Corporation, ] CASE NO. 3951
ET AL,
Defendants. i

AMENDMENT
Now into Court through undersigned counsel comes the plaintiff
and with leave of the Court first obtained, amends his summons and

complaints in the following mammer, viz:

L. By sitriking, by way of non-suit, General Mutual Insurance Company

and Hartford Accident and Insurance Company as parties Defendants, and

2. By adding the following allegation, to-wit:
Plaintiff alleges that at the time of the accident complained,
ancé at the present time, he had 2 wife and five minor children,

all of whom were and are his dependents.

ROGERS, ROGERS & SCOTT

By

Attorneys for Thomas Le
Barlow, Plaintiff

CERTIFICATE

I hereby certify that copies of the above and foregoing amendment
have been served on Defendants Hartford Accident & Indermity Company and
St. Louis Terminal Field‘ﬁafehouse Company by mailing two coples thereof,
" postage prepaid, to their counsel of récordg dessrs. Hand, Arendall,
Bedsole, CGreaves & Johnston, directed to their offices in Mobile; ﬂlebéma,
and on Defendants Riemers Company, Inc., and General Mutual Insurance
Company, by mailing two copies thereof, postage prepaid, to their counsel
of record, Messrs, Johnston, McCall & Jobmston, directed to their offices

in Mobile, Alabama, this 8th day of Jamuary, 1960.

RGGERS, ROGERS & SCOIT

253 By %%%




SUTEMONS AND COMPLATIXNT

THE STATE COF ALADAMA, No. CIRCUIZ COURT

BALDWIN COUNTY.

W N

TO ANY SEERIFF OF THE STATE OF ATABAMA:

You are hereby commanded t¢ summon
RIEMERS COMPANY, TNC., a Corporation
ST. LOUIS TERMINAL FIELD WAREHOUSE COMPANY, a Corporation
GENERAL MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY, a Corporation, and

HARTFORD ACCIDENT AND INDEMNITY COMPANY, a Corporatbion

to appear within thirty days from the service of this writ in the Circuits

- _Court, to be held for said County at-the place of holding the same, thén

and there to answer the complaint of
THCMAS A. BARLOW

WITNESS my hand this the .2 & day of August, 1959,

/ Lec Ll /ﬁg__

// Cleri

g

I
e




THOMAS A. BART.OW, ) N T
Plaintiff
) CIRCUIT COURT
TS
oF
RIEMERS COMPANY, INC., )

A Corporation

- BATDWIN COUNTY,
ST. LOUIS TERMINAL FIELD WAREHOUSE GOMPANY,

A Corpoeration

Mz

ALABAWA
GENEEAL MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY, 3

& Corporztion, and

ESRTFCRD ACCITENT AND INDEMNITY COMPANY,
£ Corporation,

Memt

St

Defendants

Plaintiff claims of the defendants benefits under the Workments
Compensation Laws of Alabama due and owing under the following statement
of facts: On or about August 29, 1958, the relation of employers and
employee existed between the defendants, Riemers Company, Inc., and St.
Louis Terminal Field Warehcuse Company, and plaintiff, Thomes A. Barlow,
and plaintiff and said defendants were subject Lo Workmen's Compensatiom
__Taws of-Alabama, and-while so employed znd éngaged in the business of the -
defendants Riemers Company, Inc., a Corporation, and St. Louis Terﬁiﬁal
Field Warehouse Company, a Corporaticn, and while acting in the line or
scope of his employment with said defendants, plaintiff suffered an accident
which arcse cut of and in the course of szaid employment., As z proximate
result of sald accidernt plaintiff suffered z severe injury to his right hand
requiring and resulting in the amputation of plaintiffts right hend. A4
controversy has arisen as to the benefits to be pald under Workmen's Compen—

sztion.

+t the time of said accident, defendant General Mutual Insurance
Company, a Domestic Corporation, was the Workmen's Compensation insurance
carr:.er fcr dé.fendant,” Riemers Compaziy, Inc., and at that time there was
in full force and effect, by payment ¢f premiums or otherwise, an insurance
policy issued by defendant CGeneral Mytual Insurance Company, in favor of
defendant Riemers Company, Inc., affording Workmen's Compensation Insurance

coverage for the employees of defendant Riemers Company, Ince




At the time of sald accident defendant Hartford Accident and
Indemmity Company, a Foreign Corporation, authorized to and doing business in
the State of Alabama, was the Workmen'!s Compensation Insurance Carrier for
éefendant, St. Louls Terminal Field Warehouse Company, and at that time there
was in full farce and effect, by payment of premiums or otherwise, an
“insurance policy issued by defendant Hartford Accident and Indemmity Company
in favor of defendant, St. Louils Terminal Field Warehouse Company, affording
Workmen'!s Compensation Insurance coverage for the employees of defendant

St. TLouls Termwinal Field Warehouse Conmpany.

At the time of said accident on or about August 29, 1958, plaintiff
was attempting or preparing to make an adjustment on a mechanical corn picker
and his right hand was caught in the husking rollers or other part of said
machine, as 2 proximate result of which, plaintiff suffered the less by
amputation of his right hand., The said accident occurred in Ealdwin County,

State of flabama.

Plaintiff avers that each of the defendants had prompf and
immediate notice of said accident, and_phat the defendants have failed, .
”.ﬁégiéétédlbflfééﬁééé ﬁé pay any Workmen's Compensatiocn benefits by way of
weekly compensztion payments, hospital biils, drug billé, x~ray bills,

doctors® bills, or otherwise,

Plaindiff alleges that at the time of the injury his average

weekly wages was the sum of, to~wit: Sixty Dollars ($60.00).

WHEEREFORE, plaintiff claims of the defendants such beneflits as he
is entitied to receive under the Workmen's Compensation Laws of Alabama. He
prays that notice be given to each of the cdefendants and that a hearing be

had, all in accordance with the laws and rules of this Honorable Court.

o, TR A~ 0
Y j\m\mﬂ@:\ﬁm e

Thomas A. Barlow

70




STATE OF ALABAMA,

DATDWIN COWNTI.

£ _ e Livy i, Borfis "5"&4" v b
Before me, /2’/,&%{[ ALt e S » a NotaryPabiic

in and for said Cownty in sa2id State, personally appeared Thomas A.

Bariow, who is knom to me and who being duly sworn, deposes and
says on oath that he has read the foregoing petition and the statements
made therein are itrue and correct and that he knows of his om knowledge

that they are carects.
el

@*y”\%”m&@ Q- :B W\_\i%’\ V;l

Thomas A. Barlow

Sworn to and subscribed before me on this the 72 (. day of

Aagust, 1959.

/,{,/,,,« LT /ﬂz@//ﬁ | Z
Nobary—Pybiic 1Lt Wileiil) AL A

rgs




STATE OF ATABAMA,

BALTWIN COUNTY.
TO THE HNORABLE JUDGE OF THE CIRCULT COURT OF BALDWIN COWMITY:
Now comes Thomzs L. Barlow and shows mbio your Honor that he

is an employee as defined by the Workmen's Compensation Laws of Alabamaj;

that his employer is Riemers Company, Incorporated, a corporation domiciled

in the State of Alabama, with home office in Foley, Alabama, and St. Louls
Terminal Field Warechouse Company, a feoreign corporation domiciled in the
State of Missowri, authorized to and doing business in the State of
Alabama; that he has suffered an Injury while acting in the 1line or scope
of his employments; that he has been unable to reach a settlement with his
employer and that he prays for permission t0 secure the services of
attorneys to represent hlm in this matter. He requests permission to
secure the services of Rogers, Rogers & Scott, Attorneys at Lew, Greenville,
Alabama, for this purpose.

{7;2 jx%mwgam,;@ @v&; Ay

Thomas L. Barlow

The foregoing having been submitied and the Courit being of the
opinion that said permission should be granted, the said Thomas A. Barlow
is hereby permitted and authorized to employ the firm of Rogers, Rogers &
Scoth, Attorneys at Law, Greenville, Alabama, to represeni him in a cleain
for injuries arising out of an accident sustained in the line and course
of his employment while employed by Riemers Company, Incorporated, and

Ste Louis Terminal Field Warchouse Company.

DONE this %9 dey of August, 1959

QWW‘/MM

Circuit Judge

g
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This the _./jw_ day Of—’zﬁ’%"}f95ﬁq

M. § BUTLER
Sheriff Mcmtgomciy County

A
j.._,, ..éf?:’-.- --n-ognto‘

eputy Sheriff )

e

- [COMPANY, a Corporation,

T, %95
THE_STATE OF ALABAMA \
 BALIWIN COUNTY -

CIRCUIT: coU_R«T

THOMAS A. BARLGW,

~Vg= o
RIEMERS COMPANY, INC., a Corp:y.
ST. LOULS TERMINAL FIELD WAREHOUSE

Plaintiff

GENERAL MUTUATL: INSURANCE COMPANY s
a Corporation, and
HARTFORD ACCIDENT AND INDEMNITY

COMPANY, a Corporation,
' Defendants

SUMMONS AND COMPTAINT

PLAINTIB‘F!
ROGERS, ROGERS & scorr'

ATTCORNEYS

ATTORNEYS-AT-LAW

o || GREENVILLE, ALABAMA || L

o - »




THOMAS A. BARLOW,

Plaintiff
Va,

RIEMERS COMPANY, INGC,
a Corporation,

ET AL,

Defendants

AMENDMENT

i
b

LERE
%g(‘) gTER

ROGERS, ROGERS & SCOTT
ATTORNEYS:AT-LAW

{i GREENVILLE, ALABAMA




