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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF

UTAH, SITTING AT UTAH COUNTY.

Provo Reservoir Company a Corporation, (
Plaintiff %
vs ) Demurrer to the Amended
Provo City, Timpanogas Canal Lo, et al ( Answer and “ounterclaim of
Defendants. ) Timpanogas “anal Yo,
g Caﬁse No_2888.
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Now comes bae—WEEt—¥mion—tenal-Companyy—inetudiny WARE IS KNOWIT @S
the—BMITT PTRSCompanyj—the—defendants known as—theFeusett F1o1d
Uittoir-CompemK; Park and Nuttall Ditch; The East Rjyer Bottoms Water
Company,for themeslves alone and not for any other defendants, and de
mur to the Amended “newer, cross~-complaint and Counterclaim of Timpan
ogas Canal Company, for the reason that the sald #nswer, Cross="of~
plairt w1 Qounterclalm dos not nor does either of them state facts
sufficlent tol constitute a oause of action for the rellef demanded
agalnat these defendants herein demurring, or ngainst either of them;
Wherefors these defendants pray that the said Timpanogas Canal Coe
take nothing against the defendants above baamed as hereby demurring.
ZQ
oi‘n%for said defendants
demurring.
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