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TO
THE

HONORABLE JUDGE OF SLID COURT:

Now comes the d6fendan-L, Marguerite C . Ekdahl, in

the above numbered and entitled cause s and files this s

her original answer to plaintiff's original petition, and

would show to the dourt :

Defendant denies each end every allegation in plain-

tiff's petition contained, and demands strict proof thereof,

and of this she puts herself upon the country.

II .

For further answer herein, if same be necessary,

defendant would respectfully show to the Court that if there

be say misconduct upon the part of defendant, that same was

brought about and caused solely by the acts and misconduct

of plaintiff.

Plaintiff further states that because of the action

of the plaintiff it became necessary and Is necessary to

employ counsel to represent her in this suit, and defendL~nt

has employed the firm of McLean & McLean and has agreed to

pay them a reasonable Ittorneys fee .

WHEREFORE, premises considered, defendant prays that

plaintiff take nothing by reason hereof, and that she go

hence without day with her costs, and that'she recover

from defendant reasonable attorneys , fee .
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