


marriage, but upon plaintiff's return to the eity of Laredo, on or about
the lst day of. dngust, 1917, defendant immediately called upon her and in-
formed her that he did not mean what he had written in said letter and that
he loved hor more than he ever did and thaet he still wanted to marry her, and
the contract to ma.r:r;s; each ofther was again renocwed and entered intd between
them and they again mutually sgreed to marry each other and defendant eontinued
‘his attentions to her.

(3)

Plaintiff sgys that she both loved and trusted the defendant and
relied fully upon his promises to marry her, but that during the middle of the
‘year 1918 she began to hear rumors of the defendant's engagement to another woman,
but that when she questioned the defendant in regard to this that he demied it
and insisted that he was going' to carry out his contract and marry plaintiff,
until on or sbout the;__ day of August, 1918, he told her he was going %o
marry another and in the month of December, 1918, the defendant without csuse
and to the great humiliation of this plaintiff breached his cmtract of mar-
riage with her and married amother.

(4)

Plaintiff says that thev defendant is a man of large wealth and
-high social position and that a marriage with him would have been advantageous
to this plaintiff and that had he carried out his contract amd married her, she
would have been in g pesition to enjoy the wealth and social position of the de-
fendant and its asttendant edvantages the rest of her 1ife and that by reason of
the breach and repudiation by the defemdant of the marrisge contract existing
between plaintiff amg defmdant, she has been deprived of the support, social
bosition and wealth she would have acquired and enjoyed had the defendant carried
the marrisge contract into effect amd that her affections have been disregarded
and blighted and she has been deeply mumiliated and her feelings lacerated and
her spirits wounded, resulting in mental distress and humiliation, and she has
suffered loss of social prestige by reason of the wnwarranted scts of the de-

- femdant and his breach of said marriage contract, and she has beem demaged in
the sum of One Hundred Thousand Dollsrs by reason of the breach by the defendsnt

of said m‘arriage contract,




(5)

Premises considered, tie defendent having already been cited
to sppear and answer herein, and having mswered, prays that upon a hear—
ing hereof she have judgment against the defendant for her dameges in the
sum of One Hunired Thousand Dollars, for all ecsts and general and speeial

relief,

Ak Tt e Mo,

Attomeys for Fldintiff, Theodora Sanders,
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B. M. ALEXANDER.

Tuesday, April 8, A.D. 1919, the above cause having
been regularly reached and called for trial, the plaintiff and
the defendant appeared in person and by their respective attornevs,
and announced ready for trial, and thereupon came a jury of good

and lawful men,?to~wit: éé?égigl;aﬁﬁabzgi:/, Foreman, and eleven

others, who after having been duly selected, empaneled and sworm,

and on this 17th day:of April, A.D. 1919,” this cause having been
continued from day to day, and who after hearing the pleadings and

the evidence and charge of the Court, returned into Court the folw

s
{

lowing verdict, to-wit:

"We the jury in the sbove stvled and numbered cause
find our verdict for the defendant."

Which verdict Wés duly received, approved and ﬁrdered
filed by the Court: ‘

It is therefore considered, ordered, adjudged and de~
creed by the Court that ih accordsnce with the above verdjct of
the jury that the plaintlff take nothing by her said suit, and
that the defendént g0 hence without day, and that defendant ra-
cover from and of plaintiff all the costs of thie suit, for which

let execution issus.
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NO. 4933,
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B. M. ALEXANDER.

We the jury in the above estyled and numbsered cause

find our verdict for the defendant.

e’ F,

Foreman.
a o - v




NO. 4933. 2.

IN DISTRICT COURT OF WEBB COUNTY,

THEODORA SANDERS, |
) g 49TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TEXAS,

Ve
( MARCH TERM, A.D. 191¢.
B. M. ALEXANDER. )

1
Gentlemen of the Jury:
: You are instructed to return your verdict for

ths defendantQ
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‘Judge 49th Judicial District .

of Texas.




o, 4933.

Theodora Sanders,
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; In the District Court of Webb County, Texas
)' ‘Karch Term, A.D, 1919.

Be. M, Alexander.

Now comes B. M. Alexander, the defendant in the above
entitled and numbered cause and excepts plalntiff's original pet1tion
filed herein and says, that the same is wholly insufficient in,law and

ta

shows no cause of aqtion against this defemdant, and of this he prays

?%M ]
e

s

Attorneys for defendant.

judgment of the Court.

Again comes the defendant and specially excepts "to the firét
paragraph of said petition and says; that the same is wholly insufficien
in law for this; thatAit i$ no where alléged in sgid petagiraph when the
alleged contract of marriage was entered into hetween the parties, nor
when the same was t0 be consummated, and of thim he prays judgment of the

Courte.

SsAttorneys for the defendan

» 5

Again comes the defendant and for answer herein says, &hat he
denles all and singular and each and every allegation in plaintiff's

f o
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A. WINSLOW, ATTORNEY AND COUNSELLOR AT LAW, LAREDO, TEXAS /
THE DORSEY CO., DALLAS—-102668 FOLD THIS FLAP OVER
No. 49353.

T heodora Sanders
In the District Court,
vo.
Webb County, Texas,

March Texm, A.D.191Q,

B, ¥, Alsxander:.

Now comse B, M., Alexander, defendant in the sbove entitled
and numbered cause, and leave of the Court first having been had,
amends his original answer heretefore filed in this cause on the
7th day of Merch, A,D,1919, and in ldéu therecf says:

That the allegations in plaintiffte first amended origimel
petition contained are wholly insufficlent in law, and show no cause
of action against this defendant, and of this he prays judgment of
the Court.

And should the above general demurrer be overruled, this
aefendant, for further amswer to plaintiff's sald first amended
original petition aforessld, says thet he denles each and all of

the allegaticns in said petiticon contained, and of this he puts
himself upon the country. K, 4¢Zt2¢27/1A5£«

L/// §%§2w¢4aﬁLé§Z?

é:jéttornays £ Defenuant. -
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Plalntiff says that she botk

defendant and relied fully upon his promises 0 marry her, but
that during the latter part of the year 1918 she began to hear
rumors of the defendant's engagement to another woman, but thatb
when she questioned the defendant in regard to this that he
denied it and insisted that he was going to earry out his con-
tract and marry plaintiff; that however, in the month of Decem-
ber, 1918, the defendant without cause and to the great humilia-
tion of this plaintiff breached his contract of marriage with

i her and married another.

4.

Plaintiff says that the defendant is a men of wealth
and social position and that a marriage with him would have been
asdvantageous to this plaintiff and bthat had he carried out his
contract and married her, she would have been in a position
to enjoy the wealth and social position of the defendant and
its attendant advantages the rest of her life and that by reason
of the breach and repudiation by the defendant of the marriage
contract existing between plaintiff and defendant she has been
deprived of the support, social position and wealth she would
have acquired and enjoyed had the defendant carried the marriage
contract into effect and that she has been deeply humiliated
and suffered loss of social prestige by reason of the unwarranted
acts of the defendant and has been damaged in the sum of One
hundred thousand dollars by reason of the breach by the defendant
of the said marriage contract.

5.
| Premises congidered, plaintiff prays that the defendant
f? be cited to appear and answer this petition and that upon s
hearing hereof she have judgment against the defendant for her
damages in.the sum of One hundred thousand dollars, for all costs

and géneral and special relief,

pec e DL s Dot Gttt

Atuorneys for plalntlfz, Theodora
Sanders,
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IN THE

District Court Webb County,
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VS.

PLAINTIFE'S LIST.
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FILED-THE
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_,/ 01@7’7{; PDistrict C’o"m-t Webb Co., Texas.

- Deputy.
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File No.

IN THE

District Court Webb County,

TERM 190- 1

VS.

DEFENDANTS LIST.

FILED THE

————-—-— day of PR AR 190

Clerk pz‘;strict»Uéur;t Webd Co., Texas.

By Deputy.

LARRBEDO TIMES PRINT.
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