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IN AND TOR UTAH COUNTY.
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Plaintiff, | ;00 SERPARADE
= { JOLPLATNT oF
VS ) o
{ LASD VILL AND £3-
TROVO GITY, a municipal ! i OF ABRAL: BATCH, DRODASED.
corporation, et al, g
Defendants. |

How comes the plaintiff in the above entitled action and replies
to the geparate answer and cross complaint of the defendants Ruth Hateh
and Abram O. Hatch as exeocutors of the last will and estate of Abram
Hatel, deceased, as follows: -

1.

Plaintdiff admits all of the affirmetive allegations of the answar
and cross comploint, except as to the duty of water mentioned therein,
being a second foot of water for forty acres, and in answer to that
portion thereof,.as to the duty of water wpon the pasture lands of

said defendants, plaintiff has no information with regard thereto, e
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Attorneys for Pluiutz’?

STANE OF ULAH, ;
i g8,
Sounty of AP )

%Ww ., begng finst duly
/ AN
sworn, gays that he i1s an offiocer of the plaintiff corporation, to-wit
the /é;gf€7£/£237 . thereof, that he has read the forogoiﬁg'ieply and
V4

know the contents thereof and that the same is true of hig own know-
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2«& day of Apesd 1914,
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