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/ IN THE DISTRICT GOURT OF M FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT STATH O TAH

o

3 / : COUNTY OF UTAH,

/ BROVQ RESERVOIR COMPANY, )
a Qorporation, Rlaintiff,
- Vs, Rraxm ) CIVIL ACTION No,2888,
Provo City, et, al,
Defendants, )
)

‘ o 0 0 6 9 n oy wonononon

Reply to the amended answer of Wilfore Van Wagenen,
Comes now the above named plaindiff, and replying to the amended
answer of the said defendant the plaintiff says:
Not having any knowledge or information thereof sufficient to toym
a belief, the plaintiff denies, that in the year 1897, or at any otherxkx
time or at all, the predecessors dn interest of the said Wilford Van Wag

enen entered upon tue banks of the gald Deer Creek and began the constr e

-~ f"Uotdion of a canal to divert the Water of said Deer Oreek, or that at

the time of commenoing said conmtruction, or at any time the said
predecessons duly on at all filed notice of thedr intention to ApPIOpP =
riate sufficient omn any water from sald Deen Greek to ircigate two-
hundired acres, or any number of acres of land, or that said predecessors
duly or at all posted a copy of sadd, or any notice, at the point of
| diversion, or that they posted a copy of sald notice, or any notice
'at the nearest post offiice, and the plaintiff denies thai sald canal
or any cunal was completed within a rganoﬁable time, or at any time
pursuant to gaid hotioe, or' any notdce, nespecting the appropriation
Vlof water from said Deer Creek, and the plaintiff furthen deniles that
'purﬂuant to gaid notice or any notice, work was dilligently ox at all
Prorecuted to completion, or otherwise, and denies that after the begi-
nning of said or any oonstruotion work, pursuant to said or any notiae
pertaining to the appropriation of water from aaid Deer Creek, WREXE
any water from said oreek was appropriatesg or applied to a beneficial
., Durpose
The plaintiff denies generally each and every other allegation

. contained in panagpaph 1.1/2 of snid defendants aaid amended answer




and coun¢erclaim,

ﬂ\v*w' ?his reply. is intended éé ;epaying Sgly‘to paragraph 1.1/2 of
p/kaid‘defendants answer and countexrclaim, which 821d paragraph was
by thg»court allowed, to be made to\?aidudgfendpnts answer and counterc-
laim by interlinistion, the plainti{f felyiné upon its reply heretofdre
Es filed to the‘ofiginal answer and counterclaim of said defendant as to

the other allegations of Said-dEchdﬂnts anéver.anq counterclaim,

= T Attys for plaintifi.,

4 Staute of Utah,
& 88,

| Geunty of Utah, - ﬁ/f v /
4 ”7?@%m4/(@’& ) being first

duly sworn aays: That he is an of ficer of th plé&ntirf, Provo Reservoir

Company, a Covporation, to-wit tﬂ@ : AL, y thereof,

That he has nead the foregoing reply and knows~fhe contents thereof,

thet the sume 1s true of his own knowledge eXvept as to these matters

therein stated upon informetion and belief and as to suoh matters he

believes them to be true, this verrification is made for and 2p behalf
74

of the plaintiff herein, 5
ﬁ DL b A

Sébscribed and sworn to before me t{his [ﬁémﬂny of' December, A.D.1926,
i MM £’

| Notary Publiec,
My Commission expires Sept #nd, 1917
]

J- Copy of the above and rbregoing reply was this /,K\@uy of December

A,D,1916, mailed postage prepald to Moxgan Hufifaker and Bradfond, Attys

ofr anid defendant, addressed to said attorneys at Salt Lake Gity, Utah
/ N~ ()

/?6b of the Attys for plaintiff




B
“00 HvIa

LAQOQTISIANT -

9161 ST 333

e iticign




