
S
~

 

N 635 
PSRN PEIYT TOT 

4 

STATE ~oF ILLITCIS ) 
; B, ~ 

COvNTY LF LaYE 

IN T=E CLRCUIT C7URT OF. LAKE COURTY 

» 

ESTELLA Ha7:ZIR 

VE. No. }24559 

JOENS-NANVILLE PRODUCTS CORPCEATION, 5 R 
ion 

P & = - the delerlzant, st=4oa: 

Decenlor, 173%, tic cefond nt o.reld, oo rotez, contrellod 

end neneged @ certe. asbe. o6 and oofing werufacturing 

bunin/ g in the City of Wauregan, Cnunty cf Leke, State 

of I)l'iroic, 7rn? in *te pragecution of ite bLzsiness did 

rattAtin and co oTale divers siaanT, 1oulding, cocking 

rrd storping process for the wenuTioiure of verious 

rmould.d, cvomwprecsed, ond perforated wcbestos rings ond 

ers nnd verious cthor and sundiy devices cichl ocnoon s [7
) 

then end tlore in She course of unrnu”rcture by the s&id 
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e s2id timeand place referred 

tn a3 7fecroenid +nd for s leng tire urior thereto, to-wm 

tince 15,22, the pleintaff e-c ewploy~d by the defendent in 

the tcorrto6 preving end washer depert unt, ond while so 

trpln,nd, paintrined ond operated disess serforating and 

g .recee of perferating verious -3
 

santing srogestes for €} 

for e of foaestint weriore, 
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ITI. Thot uIs~iptiff o-5 (rployed in the 

Aafores:i¢ vork 1a virious roemc then onéd there uwnintalned ~ 

Ly the aqofend:int siere o large nu~ter of erployces were 

trployed in the furtherance of tte defondint'o procecses 

of manufrcture, ond 4hat in the e2id (rerntion of the 

efcresnid mochines, divers lerge ourntities of cobectos 

dust onld oth,f finely powdered dustr were coused to be 
thrown into the al: &nd about the room or rooas in which 

the pleiniiff wae recuired to work, snd that as a result 

of the aforeszid, plaintiff war expnsed to the action of 

the efcrecnid Civere forns of dust, 7rd gid i-hale into 

her lunge and Litrohizl treck the fc::caid dusd, ete., 

rrid., fo o pior e
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wory and proccrses referred 

to wvere work #ne paetecses ~hich mil Lt pizduce 1llness end 

3 on i
 

disease vecullior %o tre w37k ind p rorC o O cecTi 

6nd the suid worr 2nd piocercre sl otod tre erployees of 

tho defend nt i3 2rngjer of 17 -03e -3 [lec2se incident to 

Fach wnck rnd pminceas to v hict ergl vren in ollar Yines of 

e-ploymrt arc nof% orii-arily erpor«2, -a:ely, to-wit: that 

3 ecdd work vnd - cooeercr carsicd en rutoctcd the einloyecs - 

of tYe &7 aloat, Incluling the pl-t4if, to the danfer of 

Yllness o} Aizrane {.eident 10 2ch - 2.kt end procecsses to 

“leh eoptaymes in other lires of ~-51c aent @re not 

crtinailly erprted, to-uwit: 1ll-mecs o003 diceace caused by 

tie oagtta o of i 2T Jevang vets, o ootes durte, and oller 

¢ty preocovete, and thet thin direrses iTe knewn €8 slllicosis, 

sloerocin, proov tuesiarly, rrierte o, pulmonery lubterculosts, 

Pt overiora oo pYeaaey o Lrooocnicl complicntlons, 

" 
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oot 

Vo Thet #t 4o noid tiee nrld plice there 

2oc tn full foreo 2nd effect in the State of Illinots 2 . 

( certain stziute 1eading in words ond figures a8 follous: 
N 

"Ze 1t eracied Dy the peorle of the Stste 
of I17i=mvre, represented in the Soneral 
haeseashly, that every erplo,er of labor in 

» thic otate, encepged in croivaing on any 
. $Orh 0Y procegs which ooy orroduce ony 

.. iliness or diecane reculior to KOTR 
wnd process which zooiects the ~isyees 
to the Jdanger of 1lluens rnd divease, 
incident %o such work ¢nd rrocess, to 

. vhich explosess are not oruanarily saposed 
in oither lines of erplovrcernt, siull, for : 
the protection of a1l srplew g8, engozed in 
guch wor: or process, sisnt and prosvide 
recsenadle and epproved duvizes, orons, or 
methnls, for the proevert.on of rach Iafusirial 
or Cccuagetional dinense er &re incident 
to such vark or process.” 

end that it becnsme and was the duty of the defendant to 

ecdopt ond provide roasonedle nnd approved devices, means, 

or ~eithods, for the preoveatisn of such Induniriasl or 

Cccuprtionel d:ucazes ¢ wer2 incidont to the work cor 

' procecses cerried on in the cefendont's factory, to-wit: 

. - silicosis, siderosis, emsbestosic, pncumcconiosis, pulmonary A 
c. » : .oooon ) 

) . ! . . . TR - 

R - bronchial complications, ye!, notwitlrlanding ito duly in Lt 
. £ ¢ * wop . . . 3 PR T 

. . eeid regard the dofendant wrongfully, wilfully, and unlaw- * 
. te A 

fully fciled to ~dopt end pravade and -aintain edeguate 

reurorasble or ~unroved devicer, mernn, or wethods for the 
» 

- re.estion of nogh Industitiil or Cocupationd diccesen RS 

vere incident o ruch vork or procecnes carried on in naid 

faciary, wnd t° ot the defendant wilfully violested and 

wi11fully foiled to coeply with the provisions of tle Steatute 

referrel 1o as aforeerid, naunely, defendent wrongfully, wilfully 

cnd tnoviolrtton o7 e ttotele, fatlced to nlopt and provide 

o1 nepnlrin rry aveaunrte jearonehle end apuroved deviceo, moans, 

or seibadn for fle rewwvineg of the dunt, ete., ovcecinrned 

end grurad by *he noid procenses referred to sforessaid through 

cuction tlocorn, cUade of vontllotieon, reene, or by means 
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L, evertioq of suen Intnrlaanl oAy Lo . tion:l discaues 

tncicdent Yo the ork or processes cerried on in guid - 

factory, to-wit: siderosis, pneuworornicsis, cilicosts, 

artuertesis, sulmusry tuterculcers, ool vaiio:s other 

pulnenary and treonthiel CCTplicationc. 

) VI, Pleiptiff furiter gtotes hant during her 
. - 

crploy=und and tile che was erzrsed in the oupnelity torito- 

fore alleeed, che wos reguised to work in varicus machincs 

<
 

coaraius end there wes prosent in the gaid ranwlaciuring 

corducted by the deoferdont varioss pruer drivan deviceo, 

menns which cnuead the afsronzid ducts to por-sate tho oir 

end atmzsphere and that the said ducts wire w21l calculeied 

to injure the pl-dnta {7t rorpiveiory cyuter, *rd tret the 

defendont ¥mow or in ike exercis2 of :rdinaTry ¢sre and 

cautizn weould “cve hrnoan k3t the sid I process, £0 corried 

on where the p iintiff wes reqoared 2 morx, sa3n chnatsed 

+1th divers ducte, ete., snd thLat the s2id process was not 

conducted tholly ia tre open air, but Uy reason of the 

forzzolnr, did tccorme and wes the duty of the deferdant under 

atatute to furnish the plaintiif vith a scrvice- 

verp dorn the Just, &nd tecp the premisce free 

¢ad elent of 211 poxiong dusis caused o srise from the efcre- 

aid pricesres of menulacture, &nd that in consequence of the - 

eforer -4, the pleintiif did contirnutusly inkale into hie 

roo pirutery uyatea tve aforesatd netestes ductes, end other 

a7 yicta »aterials then and there tmrtewn cat cand into the eir, end 

tret oy rezeon of pitintifftc exporure therclo, plalintiff con- 

tiacted pnd oo lng 4 2 smulvorery covdition Ynown as esbectosls, 

«iV{onuin, s:decontr, pnewroccnicsis, and varioas other 

palzwriry oA woonehiel o plicatior s, 
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vII. Thet #g e direct coneequence of the 

forepcins, plewntiff vecame nice, rsore, pele, digordered 

end will o rerein dirirg Ler 1ife, ind thit ehe has becone 

frrently enzcieted, il1l, and suffers ¢rent pain nd enguish 

ang will in the Tuture eo nufler, tiut she is sivicken with 

an incarzble direace, te~wit: rnebestoele, preuwosconiontis, 

niderosis, sillicosis, pulmonary tuberculesis, and various 

other pulmonzry and bronchisl corplications end will Bo 

rerain duriny her lifetime; trat she hop pold oul and incurred 

o
] 

W
 

divers lerge .35 of =sney in 2nd abouet endeavering ito becore 

cured to seid digzzse and will in the future lose divers large 

o
 ;aing ond profits ~hich she -culd hzve otherdice rede because 

“hereior ylains1ff Cercnds judgrnent z-einst [t < vt 

the Gefcndnnt 1n the sum of £30,02)2.00 and coets of this 

Droke H, Berm 
“K<<orney Is5r Plaintiif, 

Six North Jlerk Strect 
Ch:crgo, 1llinota 

R N 
" \y\‘ .4{}«‘ 4 .}/&Lu ’’ -’j.j- 

"L J 7 et 
. Co-{lleg< " ) 

. Address . . 
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JUITED STATIS CF AUZFICA 

STATE OF ILLINOIS 
- 

I TUE DISIAICT COURT OF THE UNITID STATES 
NIATHERN DISTRICT CF ILLIKOIS ' 

EASTERN DIVISION 

ZSTELLE HACYER 

vg. no. BLL73 

JUERTLUANVILLE CCRP., ) 

Yor coors JOUNNSMAUVILLE CCLPTSATICLY, a corporation, 

by Heth & Lister, 1*s attroneye, -nd noves e Ciurt thnt the 

.. above entlitled cenae Lo dis-iceod, and as prouncs for sald 

motion defondant shows unto the Court that plaintiff's arende 

complaint i8 aubrirni:ia’ly Insufitcient in law in the follow- 

1ng particulars: 

P
 

(a) In tue 2huonce of va 
nrovisione Lie 2 ave, and Jurin 
platnitfits weeved complatnt s 

. 

tLteLory 
e ires in 

3 were, no 
he State of 

wnio.er of the 
duty o dutt s Loonsed by law 
ILlir g on the ~efx Jaant, oz 

A
N
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plaintiff, regarding alleged cvccupational diseases 
coniracsted by pilaintifi. 

(b) In thz absence of ~walid statutory pro- 
Yislona inere was and is, 2n the State of Iliinois, 
no right of ac»ion at lbw by an esployee aainat 
hic gwpleysr for irrury duc to occupational discase 
or dissases srising cut of the eanO} ent. 

2. 7That had there been, prior to the affective 

date of the Torvmen's Compensaticn Act, a right of action 

undor the Cemmon Law for the uatiers and g‘iovances alleged 

:n sald emended coxplaint, suzh right of actlion wse and is 

barred by T,etion 6 ard 11 of the Werhmean's Coupensation 

act. (Pacs. 143 and 1k2, Chapter &&, 3zith Kurd Fovised 

Statute.) | 
' 

WHTALFORE, defendant JCHUS-MANVILLE CLFPCRATIQY, 

a corporation, roves that plaintiff’'s actlion =axy %o dlgszinsed 

es8 to 1%t; that plaintiff ta2ke nothing by bher suit, and that 

thisg defendant 7o hrncs without day. 

\
\
 

p ¢' Kffza.té, 
“iot riiedant 
LE CLLPCANTION, 
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STATE OF ILLINDIS 
88, 3 

COURIY 1F CC O K ‘. 

RATVILLE 

tne forcooling =otien i3 w21l Toinled 1z pot=t of law 

and that 1% 13 n2t interpesed Tor the surposs of deloy. 

. - 
e B LD LY w2l 

7 
"l 

Sutscrilzagd and evora to hefore 
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LAKE 

- e 

(S F LIRS | 

CouliiY OF 

U Tifl CIACUIT ¢ouet OF LAKE codiry N 

Estelle L r 
Flpiaiaff . . 

- 

Johar -ty DED CCLPLAINT AT LAY 

19 54, the defondans rus 

prior to the aforeczwuid date, 

¢l "= vz . Tounty of the City 

, frd Aid ~rirtalin, operate cnd cooriroel a plont 

or {.:tory, in the wfeoresiid city, county, -=nd atate; 

aud S the rronecut ion and corrvying on of 1ts businens, 

Lhe e ler?a el vre wnd e cdloy vl opernte, divers 

veet o2, toels, ac Imple-oats in the mainufuclure of 

Aivers of 1Le Lo ets and i3 the ecurse of seld manu- 

fact ey e A0 0 oL adid Loy u large rualer of 

een) e, * 

17, 4'..t at the said tiie mwl placo referved to 

Lfore 0 id, ot for Jeng tiaz prior thoreto, to-wit: 

since 19 , ‘he pl-intiff was c-ployed by tho defendant 

ng e, Eotentons o ster ar b vt er , and did 

Yeratie ard oAssliol b b temadY i, ious perforating and Lardic wnd assict b Lhe ta-dling of various #éX g - 
Frlostor wother 

e s ceeitiaens fer f , and the plainliff, In the 
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purtuw nee of his dutles was required Lo operate and 

in the orerallion of various poser driven machines 

then cnn there used Ly the dofe2niznt in the manufacture 

2 .4¢ products, andd wes reguired to neork in o
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end tlout ths room irn whieh the aforcaunld wmacsnires, 

aprer: tuses, ond desices were in opiration, 

ITI, -Thet the plaintilf was ergaped in the cforo- 

said vork in various roosms thoem and tlere malntelred by 

the éflf:ndan: where a 1lam, ¢ nurber of employves wero cn- 
paged 1n the furtheronce of the defendantts processc; 
of razulncture end Liag in the said operntion of the 

aforesald mochinza and the handling of the aforesaid. 

materiala, tlen ard Lhere in che precesa of manufacture, 

2ivers large guontitics of cdust of o deleterious nature 

were cuased 1o Lz L Lwon oub And $o parmenie the sir in 

ard ntoub tre co2td :~cm oo roonms where the plaintiff 

wis reguired Lo sos Lhat said Susts vere o€ @ nature 

well cnleulated to cuuse irjury to the plaintiff ?3 the 

inhalitlon ' 2rcof, 

IV, Toat the pleiitlif was at 2ll tines hereln- 

after rentionaed in tle exsveise of ordinary core and 

crutton: for i3 cun jerseonnl safety and did not know, 

nor Yy the cvurcisc uf sald degres of esre, by one of 

nis o wrlonze ond drtellipince engazed in the same or 

sorir could have knoxn, nor could he be 

reaes .bly cxprcelsd Lo Yrow of, or apprecitte or anti- 

cije’o, that =ald dus’is vere injurious to Lhe health. 

V., Pleintifrf fwrther says thot the defondant 

weetr, or In Lhe exoreise of ovdinary care znd coublen 

P 
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’ would nave kmown thit the z’/crusatid dust was of an ir- 

jurious shzrocsteor und thut the continued inkalaiion of 

the so-2 by tas platntif{f would then and there cause in- 

jury o ‘tie rlammt { ,
.
 

]
 

VI. Tt it Decanme z2nd was the duty of the de- 

fendant to warn tho plaintiff ol the nature of the sald ’ 

dunt zaen end thero piven off s o rosult of the saiad 
- 

rrocessas of manefcture but that the defendant, regnrd- 

lesa of pils daties ‘n tho poratier, neglipently and 

carcleasly failed to notify, inférm. or warn, ths plain- 
tiff thercof. 

V1I. Tiwet thae pla‘ntifl continued to work in 

and atout snid noxious dusts and wag exposad theroto, 

for a long period of time, to-wit: 1P years, in conse- 

guence of which he contracted an injury and discase 

hereinafter set forth, 

Pliintiff hereby adopls reragraph 1, 11, 1]1, 

17, V, anl VII, of his filrst count as paragraphs i, II, 

111, IV, YV, ~wel VII of thie, his szcond count, and Irococds 

ag follows: 

V1. That it {ien a1d there bacame anl was the 

Cuty ool 1t fesia b to wryaecion ediney cue 20d chu- 

tlon Lo fureith the plaiaticf wilh a rensurably aafe 

pluee le .o fart Lhe defendant nepligsntly fatlrd to 

ovsrave o foly e the Dremites i thel it £ Lod to 

farnink s 

n, lrnutte wnd tlowers 
b. Languits wrd ventilating devices 
c. odenusle and suetion fans to collect 

the tajpeious durts as uforesnld 

Mat the aforesatd blowers, ventilating devices, und . 
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suction funs werc then and there avallavle and were 

then ond Lhere belr G used by cimployers engaged in the 

sarie or similur line of marnufacture of which the de- 

fendant hzad lmowledge, or In the exercise of the ordi- 

nary cars rnl cauticn would kave had knowlodpe and 

that the zforesaid devicos wvere practicable cnd desipgned 

for the purpcse of collecting «nd ridding the air of 

injurious duuts. 

Count Three .- P 

Plaintiff hereby adopls Peragraph I, 1I, IXI, 

1Iv, snd VY, of his flirst count as parcgraphs I, II, III, 

1V, and V, of this, his third count und procecds ns 

follona:. 

vI. That it then and thero became and was the . 

duty of the dulendunt in the exercise of orlinary care 

ard caution to fuarnish tne =laintiff with proper and 

el'ficicnt misks or resplrators to be used or worn by 

the suid plaintiff which vould effcectively prevont the 

plaintiff from Lahaling the ssid dust caused to Impreg- 

nate th2 eir in Lhe room or rocems in which Llho plaintiff 

vwag tien and tharo o .ployed. 

(it 4'.e of (ozald mosis and respirators vwere 

then el vl ote wonflable ard were belng aued by crploy- 

crs uoinned in e raag ar 2inailar line of :mmafecture 

of wilenr Lo ¢ -fandint hnd Fnowledge or in the exerc{so 
of e:iwnry care and gast’on would tuve hud Fraowledge 

snd et e nforessll mnclis and recpirators were prac- 

Uinedte and drotgned for tie purpese of preveniing tho 

trhadntlon of Lt dusts; ittt the defendant negllgently 

fa1de ) to FPi-ntrzh or provide Lhe plaintlifif with proper 

) 
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muske or reapirnlars, 

Plaint iff h~robty adepts Paragruph 1, 11, I1II, 

1V, and Vv, of hiz first ccunt 85 parugraphs I, 1I, 111, 

1V, and Vv, of thls, his fourih tount, and procends as 

follo«a: 

VI. Thaot 14 tecome ond was the duty of (s defen- 

dant In the cxercise of ordinary care and ciution to 

roistan and wobl down, by means of ..ttrr, ih: aforesald 

dusty rmaterizla; that it vas forsiblo asd ronctlceadle 

to keep tnid dust dran in the room or rooms in vhich 

the plaintiff .ns reuired to work, bty mens of water 

as aforedatld, ond that the defendant had knowledgs, or 

in the sxercise of ordinary care and caution, would 

have had knovledge that said method of keoping down the 

dmat was yeglnrly rd cognenly used by ewployers ca- 

ghzed in the came or siumilar line of manufacture, btut 

tnat the defenilant ¢id not observe his ruty in the 

wre:lces, bat to the contrary, negligently &nd caro- 

lessly fellerd to roisten or wet down, by means of 

water, the aforesaid dusty materinls or dusts arising 

[
 

from tle prozzrses wrployed Uy the defendant, 

Cont Five 
Plaintiff hereby 2dopbts Peragrapas I, II, III, 

of 1's first ccunt as paragra:phs I, I1, Ili,of this, 

his rifth coart, nnd procecds o5 follows: 

IV, Plaintiff furihur states thnt tie dafondint 

«ell kaceing the danger of the continucd {-malation of 

duila Ly the plaintiff and the concequant injury to hils 
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health, wilfully oand wentonly and with consclous indiff- - 

erence o the 1ifo nnd hoalth and safoty of the plaintiff ;* 
fatled to furnisn a reasseonably safe place for the plaintiff 

to work in, and wilfully and wantonly instructed, ordared, e 

angd required the plaintiff to continue with his work o 
wikhout protectiion by mcans of blowera, ventilating do- 

vices or suction fans., 

Count Six . 

Pleintiffl lerceby adopts Paragraphs I, II, 1171, 

of his first count sz paregrnshs I, 11, I11 of this, his 

sixth count, and procceds as follow:: 

IV. FPlaintiff further statos that tho dafendant 
“new that the eforezaid dusts 4id then and there lfiperil, 

ond endanger ihe life of the plaintiff from ths continued 

inhalation thareof, zad wilfully and wantonly and with 

conscious indifference to the life and heulth ond safety 

of the plaintiff, ordered, rcguired and inctructed the 

plaintiff to procced with h;: work and wilfully and wantonly 
refused to provide the plaintiff with mazks or rcspirntor; 

. or other reasenible arparatus to provent the plaintiff 

L
a

n
d

N
 

- . from iphaling the injurious -lusts. 

The plaintiff concludes ceach and cvery ono of the 

foresoing stx counts as follows: 

That 23 2 dircet conseqguence of thoe foregoing, 

pludrtiff bec-me sick, sore, lame, and disordered nnd will 

20 1+ in during his 1ife, nnd hns beecome grestly enucianted, 

ill, 2ad suffers pgrest pain ard angfiish and will in the futur 

0 zut for; that be in striclon with an incurable direase, 

PP - [ 
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to-wit: siderocis, pneumoconlosis, silicosis, pulimonory 

tuberculosis, and various other pulmonary and bronchial 

complicetions, and will so remain during his life; that 

he haz paid out and incurred dlvers largo sums of monecy [ 

in and sbout cndzavoring to dbecorme cured of saild disease, 

and has lost &nd w111 in the future continue to lose di- 

vers great gains and profitc which ho would huve otherwiae 

made Leocause of said injury to his health, and on account 

of snid discaces, wherefore, plaintiff demands judgrmont 

against the defendant in the sum of TWINTY FIVE THOUéAND - 
DOLLARS (725,000.00), and costs cf this suit. 

? ,’7t/f<5-¢4-f, 
OS5 i b Le. 
j;& . $Ta gy 
Rltorneys for plainiliflf. 

J_,«' Y fi’.,fi{i, s o 

“3Cl%d_ ? Ua y-;é_ 
S E Y Pt 
bk 
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e m e Vi ~ “ “oar 1, i o a7 T Witooun the Lre dley af ty £, DL 1635 
caid Plaintiff ty Leo .i. Varpey, Drolie H. Lerg and Lloyd T. 

ley ~tiourneys filied in 5n1d Court NUTICE, whicn caid NOTICE is 
toe vords and figurecs as follove, to-wmit: 

(TeIP oF ILLINGIS } . ~ 
STy CF LAKE y 

IN THE CIACUIT CUURT OF LAKE CuUNTY 

v
 

NUTICE 

To. FPeth & Lister, attorneys for Johns-nanville Products 
Corporacxcn, 1 Qorth LuSalle Street, Chicago, Illinois 

PLFLCE TLXE NOTICE that on Saturday Morning, the Lth day 
of MNay, 1935 at the opening of court or ag coon tuercafter as 
coun: cl tan be heard, ve chall appear before Hic Honor Judge Ralph 
1. Dady in the room in the Court House in Vaukepan, Lske County 
Illincie, usually occupicd by him as a Court Room or in his abscense 
Lefore any otier Judge sitting in his stead, and then and there 
mnee tre Court to enter an order prrmitting the plaintiffs in the 
fol oving cases against the Johns-ilanville Products Corporation to 
1ile intlanter each of their wiTNDED CL.FLALNTS, o copy of saild 
Largatnt 4: attacked hereto shich is similor in form through out 
1l of Lie folloving cases, at swhich time and ploce you may appear 
if you cee i+, 

Dated this 3rd day of May, 1935. 

Leo k. Tarpey, Drake K. Eerg 
Liovi T. iziley ‘ 

Lttorneys for Plaintiffs 

Tr.c cases in which ve shall present amendeod ccoplaints are as follov:. 

3458 Rufus Vorthington vs.Jehns-Manvilie Products Corporats 
34422 Steve Clark " " u 
14824 Clarence Jacobs " " n " 

37943 villtam Mitchell # " " »n 
346410 Monco Peele 5 " " " 

34437 Touter Pool " w n " 
34835 Velter Cancdy " " n " 

v+ 324397 F:.ella ilacker " " " " 
34397 Lrfiy Eelcher " " " o 

34640 Losier Rizon " " n n 
3738 Trank Lonkhead " " M ,, 

34239 Vi1 ltuw Cuninghom " " n “ 
:"/A;’/./; F!'Djd Dixon i " n " 

37336 David Irons " W " " 
3/4:52 'ohn Tillis n " ® " 

1053 C])'\}C iarncy Lid " " " 
/851 Steve Ruthicov ski " " " " 
3/../.5 Joe lenett " " " umn 
24847 Vimes Lirions " " “ n 
37 26 Pvard lcrrvood » " " n 

3/, Clarence Laines " " " n 
1850 linegs BB Nye Y " e - 

\‘L"L Yhoa copy of tue feregoing notice together vith cupy of 
PHH'D C . FLAINTL and order this 3rd day of Yay, 1935, before 4:00 

l A 
£ WhEAL PLt DEFELDANT Feth & Lister 

ndoraoe; 
Tilew vy 4 '35 
*L . Vilmetr, Clerk, 

NN Y D Led J i \ /( A eel U x(f PG 3 193 

T s ot oo s ot oo et o s oo+ 5w g 

f' 

—tnas 
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AND OF THZ CANE DAY TO-+IT: On the 4th day of lay 
L. D. 1935 teing one of the days of said ters of said Court 
the folloviny among other proceedings wvere had and entered of 
record in said court, to-vit: 

3,857 
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o
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A
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Thls czuse coming on to be heard on the motion of 
plaintiff for leave to file an ariended conmplaint changing 
the cauce of action hereln and the Court being suf{ficiently 
«dvised cncé having heard the argunents of Counsel; 

IT IC ORDERFD: That lcave be and is hereby grented 
the Pleintiff to file his ANENDED COUPLAINT instanter. 
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