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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR

JULIA LACHO, as General Admin-
istratrix of the Estate of John
Lacho, and as Administratrix ad
Prosequendum of the Estate of
John Lacho, deceased,

Plaintiff,
Ve
JOHNS-MANVILLE CORPORATION,

Defendant.

k-

THE DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY,

ACTION AT LAW.

DISCONTINUANCE,

The ebove entitled matter having béen ;

settled by and between the parties hereto, it is hereby '

discontinued without costs to either part

other.

ATTORNEYS"FOR PLAINTIFF

as against the

ATTORNEYS FOR DZFENDANT,
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FOR. THE. DISTRICT OF .NEW JERSEY.
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JULIA LACHO, as General Ad-
ministratrix of the Estate of

John Lacho, and as Administra-
trix ad Prosequendum of the

Estate of John Lacho, deceased,

Plaintirr,
v. )

JOHNS -MANVILLE CORPORATION,

Defendant,

ACTION AT LAW,
DISCONTINUANCE.

COX & WALBURG, ESQS.,
Attorneys for Plaintiff,
60 Park Place,.
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=R GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
- National Archives and Records Service

Ts all to fhom these presents shall come, Greeting:

(’ ’ By virtue of the authority vested in me by the Administrator of General Services, 1
: certify on his behalf, under the seal of the National Archives of the United States, that

the artached reproduction(s) is a true and correct copy of documents in his custody.

SIGNATURE
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AME AND ADDRESS OF DEPOSITORY

Federal Archives and Retords Ceatey
Building 22 . MOT -~ Bayonne
Bayonne, N, J, 07002
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I UNITED STATES DISTRICT

e Coutrt.
FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY.

<
3

JULIA LACHO, as General Ad-

ministratrix Etc.

(‘" Plaintiff, Action_at. . 1aW . .
.. T3 .

‘JOHNS-MANVILLE CORPORATION,

‘olice of Triaul.

SIR:—PLEASE TO TAKE NOTICE, that the trial of the issie joined in

this cause will be moved before said Court, in the presence of such Judge or Justice thereof, as shall
then be Twlding said Couwrt, on the third Tuesday of Qctober,

4. D. 19 39, at the Box)OTwxXxK Federal Bldg., Newark, in and for the County of

at ten o’clock in the forenoon, or as soon thereafter as the said Court can attend
to the same. ’

Dated___Septemher R28th, 4. D. 1939

Towur obcdi.cnt;::Z?

‘

Attornej S of Plaintifff .
HOBART,MINARD & COOPER ( { .
To : . Esgé ., . i
Attorney  of Defendant .
C,' 1180 Raymond Blvd.,
Newark, N.J,. ,
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o T . GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
- Tt National Archives and Records Service

Co all to whom these presents shall come, Greeting:

( By virtue of the authority vested in me by the Administrator of General Services, 1
certify on his behalf, under the seal of the National Archives of the United States, that

the amached reproduction(s) is a true and correct copy of documents in his custody.
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1 I UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT.
FOR THE DISTRI T OF NEW JERSEY.

JULIA LACHO, as General Admin- :
k istratrix of the Estate of John
Lacho, and as Administratrix ad
Prosequendum of the Estate of
John Lacho, Deceaseqd,

-

DA LW "

ACTION AT LAW.

Plaintiff, :
! DEIAND FOR JURY.

i V.

.o

JOHNS-KANVILLE CORPORATION,

! Defendant. :

TO: HOBART, LINARD & COOPER, ESQS.,
; Attorneys for Deft.,
3 1180 Raymond Blvd.,
; Newark, New Jersey.
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.

TAKE NOTICE that the plaintiff herein demands a

trial by jury of all issues in the within cause of action.

' Respectfully,

| ﬂ (Cox & Wdlburg)
Attorneys for Plaintiff,.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT.
FOR. THE DISTRIC.T_OF.NEW JERSEY

" e e g w o wm w. = - - - - = = -

(o) . JULIA LACHO, as Generul'
. Administratrix etc,,

Plaintiff,
Ve
JOHNS-UMANVILLE CORPORATION,

} . Defendant.

ACTION AT LAW.

’9‘!{ : DEMAND FOR JURY,

1 cox,gs,'v IR
¥ | DETEN.,
(L~ Newark, gd; 30 1939
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YA . GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
. . National Archives and Records Service -

To all to wlom these preseuts shall come, Greeting:

( By virtue of the authority vested in me by the Administrator of General Services, 1

certify on his behalf, under the scal of the National Archives of the United States, that

the attached reproduction(s) is 32 true and correct copy of documents in his custody.

SIGNATURE

(seal)

deral Archives and Records Ceater
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UNITZD STATES DISTRICT COUNT
DISTRICT OF NIW JIIISEY.

.

oo

Julia Lacho, CGen.Admx,
XXX CIVIL U457

VBe

Johns-Manville Corporation

NOTICZ OF FIXING PLACE FOit TRIAL.

Pursuant to Rule 12 I have fixed the place for the

trial of the above case at Newerk,N.J.

N
Ben jamin F. Havens,
~ Clerl:
by
Charles S, Chevrier,
Chief Deputy.
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3:" . . ) National Archives and Records Service
To all to whom these presents shall come, Greeting:
' By virtue of the authority vested in me by the Administrator of General Services, I

certify on his behalf, under the seal of the National Archives of the United States, that

the amached reproduction(s) is a3 true and correct copy of documents in his custody.

SIGNATURE

. (seal)
. D 7'OF DEPOSITORY
- Wederal Archives and Records Centet
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY

JULIA LACHO, as General Admin-
istratrix of the Estate of John
L2cho, and as Administratrix :
ad Proseguendum of the Estate

of John Lacho, Deceased, H

“, Plaintiff, :
Action at Law

ABSYER

-VS=- :

JOENS-XAHNVILLE CORPORATION,

Lefendant. :

Defendant, JOHNS-MANVILLE CORPORATION, a core-
poration of the State of New York, having its principal

office in Nex Jersey at Manville, Somerset County, says

that:
FIRST DEFENSE TO FIRST COUNT

1. It sdmits Paragraph 1.

2. It admits Paragraph 2.

3. It admits that the matters in issue in the
within case are between citizens of different states of
the United States and are alleged to involve, exclusive
of costs and interest, a sum in excess of $3,000.00.

4. It nas no knowledge or information sufficient
to form a belief as to the allegations of Paragraph 4.

$. It admits Paragraph S.

6. It denies the allegations of Paragraph 6
Q ' but states that John Lacho was employed by the defendant
corporation from July 1, 1914 to kay 15, 198%Z; was
re-employed from August 1, 1825 to September 20, 1925;
ard vas again re-employed from January 8, 1926 to September

20, 1937.

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-003937
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PR 7. 1t denies the allegations of Paragraph 7
but states that John Lacho was employed as a warper
from July 1, 1914 to August 27, 1925, except for the
periods mentioned in Paragraph 6 of this answer within
shich he was not employed by the defendant; and as a
weaver from August 27, 1525 to October 21, 1937, except
(" for said periods in which he was not employed by this
defendant; in which weaving department the defendant,
through the plaintiff's decedent and other employees,
wove various articles composed in part of essbestos.

8. It denies Paragraph 8.

9. It denies Paragraph 9.

10. It denies Paragrapn 10.

] 1l. It denies Paragraph 1ll.
12. It denies Paragraph 12.
13. It denies Paragraph 13.
14. It denies Paragraph 14.
15. It denies Paragraph 15.

SECORD .DEFENSE TO FIRST COUNT
The injury and the disease alleged in the

complaint were due to one of the risks of his employment
assumed by the plaintiff's intestate as part of the teras

of his contract of employment,

THIRL DEFENSE TO FIRST COUNT
The injury and the disease alleged in the

€?,: ’ complaint were due to one of the risks of his employment
assumed by the plaintiff's intestate as part of the terns
of his contract of employment in that the plaintiff's

intestate knew, or by the exercise of reasonable care on

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-003938
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nis employment,

FOURTH DEFENSE TO FIRST COUNT
The injury and the disease alleged in the

couplaint rvere caused by contributory negligence on the

part of the plaintiff's intestate.

FIFTH DEFENSE TO FIRST COUNT
The injury and the disease alleged in the

cocplaint were caused by contributory negligence on the
part of the plaintiff's intestate in that the plaintiff's
intestate filed to exercise reasonable care to protect
hinself against the alleged dangers of his employment
by using the mask and other appliances provided by
tne defendant for that purposse.
SIXTH DEFENSE TO T C

The injury and the disease alleged in the
complaint were due to megligence on ths part of a fellow
servant of the plaintiff's intestate in failing to warn
and instruct the plaintiff's intestate to use the maxk
and other appliances provided by the defendant for the
purpose of protecting the plaintiff's intestate against
the alleged dangers of his employment.

SEVENTE FINSE ¥
The injury and disease alleged in the complaint
rere not due to any acts of negligence of the defendant.

EIGHTE DEFENSE TO PIRST COUNT
1. The alleged injyry, if any, to the plain-

tiff's intestate was a trespass dons to the person of

sajid intestate.

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-003939
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the alleged wrongful act, neglect or default of the
defendant.

3. No action was commenced and 1nstit;tod by
said intestate while he was living to recover for said
alleged injury within two years next after the alleged

cause of action accrued to said intestate.

N EFENSE_TO RST_COU

l. It repeats the sllegations of Paragraph 1
of the Eighth Defense to First Count.

2. It repeats the allegations of Paragraph 2
of the EighthDefense to First Count. )

3. HNo action was commenced and instituted by
the plaintiff to recover for said alleged injury within
two years next after the alleged cause of action accrued

to said intestate.

RST ENSE_TO_SEC! [o]e]

1. It repeats the answers to sach of the
allegations contained in the First Count as though fully
set forth herein. '

2. It denies Paragraph 2.

3. It has no knowledge or information sufficient
to form a belief as to the allegations of Paragraph 8.

4. It denies the allegations of Paragraph 4.

8 ND NSE_TO_SECOND CO

and reiterates
It repeats/the Second Defense to the First Count.

JHIRD DEFENSE TO EECOND COUNT
It repests and reiterates the Tnird Defense to

the First Count.

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-003940
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FOURTE DEFENSE TO SECOND COUNT

It repeats and reiterates the Fourth Defense to

the First Count.

FIFTH DEFENSE TO SECOND COUNT

It repeats and reiterates the Fifth Defense to
the First Count. '

SIXTH DEFENSE TO SECOND COUNT

It repeats and reiterates the Sixth Defense to
the First Count.

SEVENTH DEFENSE TO SECOND COUNT

It repeats and reiterates the Seventh Defense

Hobart, Minard & Cooper, /
By Ralph E. Cooper, , ]
Attorneys for Defendant, - = i

to the First Count.
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( certify on his behalf, under the seal of the National Archives of the United States, that

the artached reproduction(s) is a true and correct copy of documents in his custody.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

_r." (‘ E FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY .
= Civil Action No. 457
X JULIA LACHO, as General Admin- :
e istratrix of the Estate of John
28 Lacho, and as Administratrix :
& ad Proseguendum of the Estate
v of John Lacho, Deceased, :
3 . Action at Law
he: RIACNI ' Plaintiff, : - :
= -vs- : STIPULATION
\‘3’: JOHNS-MANVILLE CORPORATION, :
=®
ﬁg Defendant. :
g: IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by thé
: attorneys for the respective parties hereto that the
Sba
% time within which the defendant shall file its answer
'v.‘ —
.}:‘. or shall take such other steps as it may be advised
, " is hereby extended to September 25, 1939.
. . Attorneys for Pl -
& Hobalt, MlnaTd & Cooper,
By Ralph E. Cooper,
T Attorneys for Defendant.
o
e
2
o
gl(
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—~A " GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
National Archives and Records Service

Co all to hom these presents shall come, Greeting:

By virtue of the authority vested in me by the Administrator of General Services, 1
certify on his behalf, under the scal of the National Archives of the United States, that
the artached reproduction(s) is a true and correct copy of documents in his custody.

SIGNATURE

[7//3/¢
(seal) )

¢ (a
' MM eSeral Archives and Records Center
Building 22 - MOT - Bayonne
. Bayonne, N.J. 07002
—~ 2NCN

GSA arnés 6791
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s District Court of the Mnited States

4 FOR THE

Division

CiviL Acnon Fux No. 487 ____ _

Julia Lacho, as General Administratrixz
of the Lstatc of John lLacho and as
Administratrix ad prosequendum of the
Zstate of John Lacho deceased

Plaiotif SUMMONS

v.

Johns lanville Corporation

Delendant

To the above named Defendant :

wera e

You are bereby summoned and required to serve upon Cox & Galburg

phmh!‘uutonny , whose address 60 Park Place, Newark, K.J,

ab answer 1o the cornplsint which is Lerswith served upon you, within 20 days after service of this
summons upon you, exclusive of the day of service. 1f you fail to do 90, judgment by delsult will be taken

ogainst you for the relisf d ded in the complaint

Dete: - MAug 3, 1939,

N
i - - . /
NOTE~This ssmmens is [ssued pursuant to Rule & of (he Fodaral Reles of Civll Procodure. Swems
Ayl ‘..
{
~
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. .. . Betts
' r . ety
7  Served the within Surmons and Complaint on Johns lianville Corporaticiremmpesmie—t
. by delivering to and leaving with J.ZE.Begert,registered agent a copy
thereof at lanville in the district of liew Jersey,on the 4ih day ofAugust
1939,at the same time showing said persén this original with the seal
of the court attached and inforuing said person of its contents,
,Willianm P.lleDenaitt
(' . gnited States liarshal
¥ -
gm/ﬂ.//ﬂa.‘w»()
demuty
L ] > -
..-. 12} o =S - - e e — i
g E g Z , $
« S @ - o R, 3
g 5| 4 ° R IESAY L REREHE
1 £ 2| &2 5 < PhSsw i ] M
N E T g8, 8 B y o AP R I R AR 2 Iy
LT 8] oyg 7 8 BRI CHE SRR I B S S I
]2 a°s B 2 - S Yol i e 2R fi
- )\ - g SR - .25 © (3] :‘;. R « ‘. g 2 oy !
H - E - Q -~ z .a ‘e - . B
- ] ® & shas o o s PRl Lt : slai s
H - o EU [3] ) ~; 5 - : 5 2 P
st 85 | 583 : g - T :.'.:l
R B K T § - SR 4
s =5 S| Eis. . S H
.° - - g‘ = . tE é “ e ® ¢
- k a43 g £ Hitit 8
& "'3& Gl =" 8. e
s 3239 S 0 - ogE |
= [
RETURN ON SERVICE OF WRIT
I bereby certify and return, that on the day of 1 ,
1 received the within summons
&
Manrsiar'’s Frzs
Travel _____ §_ . United States Marshal.
Service . By
Deputy Uniled States Marshal.
Subacribed and sworn to before me, 8 this
day of e 19 .
[szar) = 4
d made ha ha! or his & Al
Nove—~Aldarit required only lf‘e“lll B7 & persen other than & United U'Illn sl or his deputy.
{
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"~ GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
National Archives and Records Service

R

To all to whom these presents shall come, Greeting:

By virtue of the authority vested in me by the Administrator of General Services, 1
certify on his behalf, under the scal of the National Archives of the United States, thar

the artached reproduction(s) is a true and correct copy of documents in his custody.

-~

SIGNATURE

AL, Trsonar 1) /3 M

e Podois! fodloss Borecl

NAME AND ADDRESS OF DEPOS)ITORY

Jisderal Archives and Records Center
Building 22 - ¥0T ~ Bayonne
Bayonne, N.J. 07002

~—=—2NCN—;

GSA «rn ¢s 6791

LX)
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v % - .
L 1
- K )
. | UJITED STATES DISTRICT CCURT
> FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEI JERSEY.

JULIA LACHO, as General Admin-
" {stretrix of the Estate of John
Lacho, and as Administratrix

- . ad Prosequendum of the Estate : .
( . of John Lacho, Deceased,
Plaintifs, : ACTION AT LAW. !
\ COPLAINT, i .

° JOHNS.I'ANVILLE CORPORATION,
Defendant.

The plaintiff, Julia Lacho, residing in the

Town of Somerville, County of Somerset, and State of New

Jersey, for her cause of action, says that:

FIRST OO UNT.

1, She is and was at the time of the matters
set forth in this coaplaint & resident of the State of New
Jersey. ! i

2. The defendant corporation is a corporation
organized and existing under the Laws of the S5tate of New

York and is licensed and authorized to do business in the

S ANEWET Lv. 2 o2c CwRT W eVREY ey

wees | a

State of New Jersey. H
3. The matters in issue in the within case are
between citizens of different States of the United States

and involve, exclusive of costs and interest, a sua in ex-

|
cess of Three Thousand Dollars ($3000.). .

e

i 4, The said Julia Lacho has bdeen sppointed as
Administratrix of the Estate of John lache, deceased, and ui
Adainistratrix 4 Prosgquendum of the Estate of Jobhn Lacho,de-

ceased, by the Surrogate of the County of Somersst, State of

New Jersey, the County of residence of the decedent at the

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-003949
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y time of his death,

spploy of the defexiant corporstion, to September 7, 1937,

§ poration in its weaving depariment, in which departaent the

time of the matters hereinafter complained of and at the

5, The defendant corporation is the owner and
operator of a certain industrial plant in the Borough of
kanville, County of Somerset, and State of Hew Jersey, in
which plant the defendant corporation manufactures and sells

various products composed of asbestos,

6. The plaintiff's decedent, John Lacho, en-

1 tered the employ of the defendant corporation in the year

!
1915, and continued steadily in the employ of the defendant g
corporation from the year 1915 down to the 7th day of Stpteu-!
ber, 1937, with the exception of a period of approximately '
two years between the years of 1522 and 1924.

7. While employed by the defendant corpors-
tion tre plaintiff's decedent occupled various positions of

smployment, and from the year 1924, when he rsturned to the

the plaintiff's decedent was amployed by the defendant cor-

defendant company, through the plaintiff's decedent and other
eamployees, wove various articles of asbastos.

8, The defendant company owed to the plain-

Liff's decedent the duty of exercising reasonable care to ‘
provide the plaintiff's decedent with a safe place to work amd
furnish to the plaintiff's decedent the various proper ap- !
pliances to protect him against hazards which existed in the .
defendant's plant, to warn the plaintiff®’s decedent of the
presence of the said hazards, end to instrwt him in the

method of using sppliances furnished to him in order to se-

cure his safety.

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-003950
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9. In the defendant's plant and in immedis te
proximity to the plaintiff’s decedent large quantities of
asbestos dust and other insidious and harmful uoneiu and

ot
AR

foreign particles that wers dntrucun to 14fe and hnlth
. C Pl eiBdlitx

in the human body were permitted by the dorendnnt to nccnmx-

11
3
S

e

)

it

lete and to remain for long periocds of tise in the u.-ouph-ro

il LRTF AN 3 4

in the said plant, and the plaintiff's decedant, because of

~
1

T A e o T LS ——r— — e oe +

his employment by the defendant, was exposed to und caused to

breathe large quantities of the said asbestos dusat,which said

dust entered and remained in his lungs, causing the lungs i
of the plaintiff's decedent to become affected thersby am }
causing the plainti ff's decedent to become ill and otherwise |
incapacitated so that, as a result thereof, he wvas forced I
to cease working for the defendant company on the 7th day of i
Septenber, 1937, :

10. The defendant corporation also omitted its i
duty te supply to the plaintiff's decedent the necessary or :

the proper instruments and devices to prevent the plainti ff's

decedent from inhaling the aforementionsd asbestos dust into i .
his lungs, failed in fts duty to warn the plaintiff's decedent .

of the presence of the dust in its plant or to instrict his | ! |
; H ) !

TETTR T L MW W WURL WS T rLC W T ST Rwe e taPe oy e -

in the use of ary devices or insirusents for his own safsty, !
11. Tme defendant company knew, or should have |

known, that the opsration of its said plant created e haz-

ard to the workmen employed therein through insidious and
haruful egencies consisting of asbestos dust particles and

other foreign particles that were destructive to life and

health in the human body when they penetrated or entered the -

s, !
12. The defendent company not only knew, but ;

sbould have known, the dangerous nature of the said Astnsu'.nT

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-003951
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dust particles and other foreign particles, but failed to
keep the seme in control, and was negligent in permitting

the said asbestos dust particles ami other foreign particles

to escape and come in close proximity to the plaintff's
decedent and theredy exposed the plaintiff's decedent to
the said asbestos dust particles and other foreign particles
to the extent that his bdbronchial tubes, lungs, internal or-
gans and body became infscted with the same.

13. The pleintiff’s decedent had no knowledge
or warning f{roa the defendant company or otherwise that be
was exposed to the said ssbestos dust particles and other
foreign particles that he was forced to inhak by reason of
the defendant's negligence.

14, The defendant company's negligence coam-
platned of is as follows:

(a) It failed to use reasonable care to
provide the plaintiff with the proper sppliances or safe-
guards for ‘thc said work;

(b) It failed to use reasonable care to
provide the plaintiff's decedent with a reasonadbly safe
place in which to work;

(c¢) It failed to use reasonabdbla care to
provide a proper ventilating system in its plant;

(d) It failed to infom itself of the
dangerous nature of the asbestos dust particles and other
foreign particles present in iis plant;

(e) It failed to give the plaintiff warn-
ing, information and knowledge about the dangerous character

of his work with the said asbestos dust particles and other

foreign particles;

- ————— - "
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(f) It created excessive asbestos dust parueh's
and other foreign particles and failed to use proper and
legal means to control and eliminate the same;

(g) It was negligent in its operation of such
dust collecting and dust eliminating machines as it did in-
stall;

(b) It viclated Section 20 of the Ladbor Laws

of the State of New Jersey, as amended by P. L. 1912, Chap-

ter 5, in that it failed to provide and maintain proper
and sufficient means of ventilation in its saf{d plant and !
failed, so0 far as practicable, to ventilate its said plant |
in such zanner as to render the dust and other impurities
of the plant harmless. '
15. As a result of the negligence of the defcndam.;
as abov ¢ set forth, -the said asbestos dust particles and ’
other foreign particles were introdiced into the plainti ff'l‘
decedent's syste» and dody at thes plu'c aforesaid so that ‘
the plaintiff's decedent was caused to suffer severs and '
permanent pulmcnary conditions which were caused am/or
sggravated, sccellerated and exacerbated through bis in- |
halation of the said asbestos dust and other dust parueles.:
and by reason of the foregoing the power of resistance to i
disease of the plaintiff's decedent was impaired, the span !
and duration of his life shortened, his heart and other in-'
ternal organs and general physical condition suffered as a '
result thereof, csusing the plaintiff's decedent to suffer !
great pain and mental anguish, shortness of breath, and loss

of weight, and causing the plaintiff's decedent to incur

the expenditure of large sums of money for his medical at-

tention and treatment, and .preventing hia from working from

o -
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the date of September 7, 1937, down to the date of his death
October 21, 1932, as a result of which he lost large sums of
money which he otherwise would have earned.

WHEREFORE the plaintiff, Julia Lecho, as Admind
istratrix of the Estate of John Lacho, deceased, demands the
sum of FIFTY THOUSAND DOLLARS ($50,000.) of the defendant.

SECOND COUNT.

The plaintiff, Julia Lacho, as Administratrix

ad Prosequendum of the Estate of John Lacho, deceased, says
that:

l. She repeats each of the allegations con-
tained in tbe First Count.

2. As a result of the negligence of the de-

e e & i o

fendant as above set forth and the illness and disease con-
tracted by the plaintiff's decedent. and/or aggravated, ac-
cellerated and exacerbated as a result thereof, the plain-
tiff*'s decedent died on October 21, 1938,

3. At the time of the death of the plaintiff'
decedent he left hinz surviving the following: Julia Lacho,

his wife, Elizabeth Lacho, daughter, end John Lacho, Jr,,
his son, all of whom have suffered a pecuniary loss by reas-
on of the wrongful death of the plaintiff's decedent, John
lLacho.

4. This action ia brought within twenty-four !
calendar months of the time of the wrongful death of the
plaintiff®s decedent.

WHEREFORE the plaintiff demands the sum of
FIFTY THOUSAND DOLLARS ($50,000,), to er with the costs of

thigs action,

ATTORVEYS FOR PLAINTIFF.

- St et it e+ . 4
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UNITED STAT:S DISTRICT COURT
FOR. THE__DISTRICT"OF,'. NE\!. JERSEY

JULIA LACHO, as General -
Administratrix of the Estate
of John Lacho, and as Admin-
istratrix ad prosequend um

of the Estate of John Lacho,

. Deceesed,

Flaintiff,

Ve
JOHNS-JKANVILLE CORPORATION ’

Defendant,

ACTION AT LAW. :
COMPLAINT,

--—--.—---------—-

COX & .WALBURG, ES3S,,
Attorneys for Plaintirr,
60 Park Place, = - -
Newark, N,J. - -
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