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STaTE ~F ILLIVCTS )

", ~
(. COULTY CF LAKE ;

IN Tz CLACUIT C7URT OF. LAKE COUKRTY

V. ' Yo. 34559

JOENS-NLEVILLT PRODUCTS CORPCRATION, -
¢ corparetion 5

Fleinnaff for zause ¢ "eiien aninst
the crferlznt, st=tes
1 SO T 5 S S vhe QX ocay of

Decentor, 173%, tic cefond nt o.rod, 2p.ofoten, contrallod
end nenepged e corte.t asbe. o and 1oofing werufacturing
busin s in the City of Wausezan, Crnunty cf Leke, Statle
of Il'troic, 7! in *re pracecution of ite Liasiness did
rattAdtan and oo rate divers wmiaing, 1 oulding, recking
rrd storping pricess for the menuieture of verious

rould.d, comprecccd, @nd perforated ccbestos rings ond

S~

srehi o on rasters ond verious cther and eundiy devices
then ond tlore in Yhe course of unrurcture by the seid
defi ont,

JI. Thot at the ecid timeand place referred
to as ¢foresnid + 8 for o leng tive urior thereto, to-aw
tince 15,22, tre plitntaff e-c¢ ewploy~d by the defendent in
the (coert06 pacving ond wesher depert went, ond while so
cepluged, meintrined ond operaled disess serforating and
cancling roceswes far tle p.roese of perforating verious

fore 7 foorsiet weriore,

Ad tgsy

V72NN
0 -
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[
. ITI. Thot pl-~entiff o-5 (ploycd in the
Afores i¢ voTE 14 Viricus rocmc then oné there uwnintained ~

Ly the arfernd:int slere o large nu~her of employces were
- crployed in the furtherance of Yo defendzrt'o procecses
of manufrcturs, ond that in t%e B513 (rnerantion of the
eferesnid mrchines, divers lergce ourntities of cobectos
dust end othe{ finely powdered ¢dusir were coused to be
thrown into the ali #nd about the room or roows in which
the pleintiff wes recuired to work, snd that as a result
of the afores21d, plaintiff war expnoed to the action of
the efcrecaid Civere forns of dust, #rd gid i-hale into
her lurgs and bii-ohiel treck <he ofc:icatd dust, etc.,
fe rlorzerid,
IV. That saxd work and proccrses referred
to wvere work #ne panctecaes ~hich mii Lt przduce 1llness und

diseasec vecullor to tre v3rk ind p e 2o to cicried on

or

6nd the said vorr end piocercrs sulrotad tre cerployees of
tua defend nt 9 @reser of 17 7ese o3 (iecage incident to .
rach wnck st panceas to 2 hie! erel yren in otler Yines of
e-ploymrt are a0% orii-arily expor«d, -a:aly, to-wit: that
ecdd work vnd - cooeerce carricd en rutoctcd the esnloyecs
of tYe ¢ nloab, Yacluling tre pl-tititf, to the danger of
Yllneon o Aicrane feident 10 =och 2ok end procecses to
VIl copteynes in other lires of 20517 nent zre not
crtnailly erxpr-ed, to-wit; 1ll-mecs o0d diceacte causaed by
-

the ettt of Al 2t eraid Tusts

sotes deetre, and olher

¢ty preovete, ond thet thia direi-es ire kncwn s sillcosis,

CeTocin, poetr tuesiarly, feierte b, pulzonery luterculosts,

v

Pt overiova ot peeYuaamy ro Lroosnicl complicatlons,

"

LT
Plattidfs” A o

A

o o < - ] - ] S ror onee s n & -
- o
JONTPT— -
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Vo Thet #¢ 4'e nuid tiue wnld plece there
2ot tn full fereo 2nd effect in the State of Illinots 2 .
L certaln stziule 1e2ding in words onc figures es follous:

"Ze 1t eracted by the peorls of the St=te

of I1 i, ro entced ir. the Goneral
haseshly, that every erplo,er of ledor in

. thic otoate, enczged in crriving on any
worh oY procegs which ery v rnduce any
.. ilinecss or dies
wnd
to ¢

incident t0 such work &nj praocecs, to
. which exployess are nod oruinarily ecaposced
in other lines of erploy shell, for .

ert,
the protection of =all lewzes, encoxed in
guch wors or process, siunt and prosvide

. 5

rez2senIdlie and eprroved dena , ivtLns, or

meihn ls, for the prevenrt.on of oach Infucirial

or Occagetional dinense er sre incident

to such vork or precess.”
end that it become and was the duty of the defendant to
ecdopt rnd provide reasan?bae nnd approved devices, reans,
or ~ethods, for the provzation of such In3unirisl or : .
Cccuprtionel ¢:ueaces ¢ wer2 incident to the vwork eor
procecses cearried on in the cefendont's factory, to-wit:
L : silisouis,:sidcrosis, esbenstosie, pncunoconiosis, pulmonary -, ~bv.
:u', N bron§h131 complications,'ye:, nntwlkhstanding ito duly 1; ' A
reid rezard the defcndan; wrawgfdily, xilfuily;”nnd uniuw— * .

. te e

fully fciled to ~dopt ernd privide and -aintain edeguate '
teusorsole or ‘pér;vcd devicer, wernn, or wmethods for the
presestion of negh Industriidl or Cocupnationd diceceses kS
ere incident tn cush vorx or procecnes carried on in said
facinry, and t' ot the defendant wilfully violeted ﬁgd
wi1lfully fatled to corply with the provisions of tle Stetute
referrel 1o ag ofoteasid, nawely, defendent wrongfully, wilfully

~

o

end tn o violrtinn o ¢ statete, fatled to nlopt and provide

o1 ipnblain rry ateanrte jearone e and apuroved deviceo, means,
or cetbadn for the reauvine of the dunt, ete., occecicred

end crurad by *he rrid pracenses referved to nforesaid through
cuction locors,  2Uade of voatilction, reene, or by means

3.

o Address
Plaintiffyt Aat ey
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, evertinn ol ruen Infnrlianl oy L0 wtion:l discaves
tncident $o the ork or processes corried on in suid ~
i factory, to-wit: sciderosis, pncumoconicsis, egilicests,

arlortesis, culmosory tuterculcexs, ol vaiio:is other
pulmcnary ond trencthial corplicetions,
.
VI, Pleintiff furither ctotes that during her

crploy=unt and (tiiec the was erziged in the chprelty horto-
fure alleced, che wis requiced to werk in varisus machincs

end there wes prosent in the said ranulasciuring essarciuc

8 pruer drivan devices,

corducted by the deferlont vorio

[

menns which cnourad the

'
ter, ~rd >

to injure the pl intifT's ToopiTIiOry b at the
defendcont ¥row or in the sxerciss of :rdinary csre and '

'
cazutisn weuld “cve nrnosn thzt the «21% process, s0 carried
on where the p iintiff wes reqeared 2 worx, a3n chartged
+1th divers dunte, etc,, and that the ceid process was rot
conducted vholly in the open air, but Uy reaeon of the

dtd tccorme and wes the duty of the dcferdant under

id statute to furnish the plaintiif vith & scrvice-
able w-sk, o verp do-n the Just, end iecp the premisce Irée
Cead elent of 211 noxtess dusts ceused Lo arive fron the efcre-~
taid pricesres of menulacture, &nd thit in conscquence of the

efarer-1d, the pleintiif did continucusly intale into bhic

i

yoo piiutery viyatea the aforenetd mrtestes ducts, end other :

A7 yica »atertols then and there thrtown cat end into the air,end

trpt oy rezesn of pitintifftc exporure therclo, plaintiff con-

tracted pni Yo lng 4 @ nulvorary covdition Ynown as esbestosls,

«iVionuia, sidecontr, anewroccnicsis, and varioas other

palzorsry ¢od woowehisl e plicatie: s,

L.
VIR PR
: /
.
3
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v1I. Thot #s5 & direct consequence of the

~ forepcins, plerrtiff vecame nice, nore, pele, digordered

rnd will so rerein durirg Ler 1:fe, ind thit she has becone

frrently ewscieted, ill, and suffers rreat pain @nd anguish

ang will in the Tuture so oufler, thit she is siricken with

an {ncurzble direace, te-wit: nrnshesteoele, preusoconionis,
niderosis, si1licosis, pulmonary tuberculesis, and various

other pulmonzry and bronchisl corplications end will so

rerain during her lifetime; tras che hop poid oul and incurred
divers lerge .35 of =sney in 2nd 2boet endenvering to becore

cured to srid disszse and will in the fuiture lose divers large

of eaid in-ury %o her realih, on account of said dilcease.

“herelore, plaintifl Cerinds judgnent eszinst

the defoninnd 1n the sum of £20,000.00 and coets of this

cuit.

Droke H. Bere

1%g »hich she would hove otherdice rede becruse

“I<<orney 15T Plaintiif,
Six Nerth Slerk Strect
Ch:icryo, 1llinots

’

( _ Y AP f’v 134"
. " dil) . J‘. 74’ v,ﬁW':é—
- (p »{f_/ul'/ i

. Address
Thoonfly’ Atte “f
!
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JNITED STATIS COF AUZFICA )

STATE OF ILLINOIS

A1 ; THE UNITID STATES
ZERN DISTRICT (F ILLIKOIS '
EASTZRE DIVISION

vo. No. HL473

JORRT U ARVY

4 b

Yor coors JUNNGAMAUVILLE COLETINTICLY, a corporation,
by Heth & Listar, 13 attrrneys, =nd toves L2 Ciurt that the
above entltled cpuae Lo dis-iceod, and as prouncs for sald
motion defendant shows unto the Court that plaintiff's arende
coplaint 18 aubcirniinlly insufitcient in Jaw in the follow-

ing particulars:

to b 4 pnced Ly P cgmccn low on the lelendant, as o 2loyer
of the pleiniitf; vini~tiens ot ruch allegnd duties by the
ce 2rdant; -ad 1njury 4o the platntiff by alleged cccupatlenal
dlpon 2 or dizoges oravtour out of ihe esptloyzent,
(a) In tune 2heonce of valid @ tatulory
erovisione the 2 are, and Juring the tires in
platnitffits wed complatns glated were, no

duty o: dutt s ~d by law itn the Staste of
I1iir 1 on the ==t fans, 13 -snlo.er of the

e 4m

N
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lant
onira

p ntiff leged cccupational diseases
[of cie .

(b) In the abtsence of walid statuto:ry pro-
¥isiong tnere was and 18, 2n the Siate of Illinois, [T
po right of actilon at law by an esployee ajainot
hig ecrpleycr for irjury duc to occupational discase
or diszases earising cut of thz employzent.
2. 7That had there beep, prior to the affective !
date of the Worumen's Compensaticn Act, a right of action
undor the Cemmon Law for the :atters nnd grievaaces alleged
in sald emended cozplaint, sush right of action wns and 1s
barred hy f,ction 6 and 11 of the Werrisan's Coupansation

act. (Pa-s. 1k3 and ik2, Chopter %&, 3a:ith Kurd Rovised
Statute.) | ) Do

WHESRLFORE, defendant JCHUS-YANVILLE CLUFPCRATIJY,
s corporation, roves that plaintiff’'s actlon =sy b0 disuinsed
es to 1%; +hat plaintiff take nothing by her suit, 2nd that

this deferdint 7o hincs withoul day.
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N ,
3
STATE CF ILLINDIS
as.
COMRIY “F CCOX .
JOHEN J. FTLINE does herady cartify thnt he is
one o2 tLa at-srrnzys of roeosd for h2 dafindaat JCHEN3-
RATVILLE CCREOIATICN, a corposatlorn; ihat 1n his cpinien
the forcoodng motien 4s wail Toonled 1o fetnt of luw
and that 1% 13 not intarpesed Tor the surposa of deluy.
Q-./ J\ 77 /
——‘UC.“- 0_ -:;--7'4‘
Sublseritzd and evora to hefore
ac this 27 Fday of June, 1935.
_/
7 . - i -
:‘ ( Fras e f{- e {‘J’(/L}:’dt/ r—/’,-s(z - -
- ' _:‘_, Taorict -
i
5.
o
\- -
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e HThLo OF ITLinle

COULY OF LAKE

W Tici CI2ZUIT Couel OF LAYE  counry

-

AVFILE SOVPLALERT L Taw
ATl A A

Ploint o ff, for c-use of action =

I, Tt on n-d relor Lo the O30 2ay of  Beo.,
19 5%, the dufoendant rns oo (23Tt wa and s, on ond

prior to the aforecziid dase, carrying on its businecss in

" Tounty of Luze , and Jtate of
ard Aid ~rirtain, operate cnd corirel a plont
or f{.:tory, in the :wferesuid city, county, 3nd atate;
and ‘nothie rronecut ion and covrying on of 1its business,
Lhe et ol vre nd e cdloy vl opernte, dlvers
nee' o2, teools, acd Impleroats in the ninufuaclure of

Atvers of 1Le .0 ks and 13 Lhe ecourse of sald manu-

-~
xl

fat ey tro A fes oL A ey a large rualer of

17, 4'..t at the snid Li:e sl placo referred to
sfore o td, ol for o Jeng tiaz prior thoreto, to-wit:

since 19 , the pl-Intiff was c-ployed by tho defendant

ng e, Cotentos i cter el vaster , and did
taretic ond assict bo the fwedling of various merforatirg and

wrlontor wother

prave s veenies for f , and the plaintiff, In the

(4

' A b 362

e
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purcusvee of his dutles wns reguired Lo operate and
crsist in the oreralion of various poscr driven machines
then cnn there used Ly the dofenriznt {n the manufacture
of itr nferes . id products, and was reguired to seork in
end clout t=we room ir wiich the aforcsanld macnhires,

»

aprer: tuses, and devices were in op:ration,

o

-

1

-

I. -Thet the plaintilf was erguaged in the eforc-
said verk in varisus rooms then and tlere mainteirned by :
the éef:nGAn: where a lar, ¢ nurber of employves wero cn-
soged 1n the furthcionce of the defendant's processc;

of raaftcturz snd Liag in the snid operntion of the
aforcsald moeechinzs and the handling of the aforesaid.
matertala, tten apd Lhizre in the precesa of manufacture,
2ivers large guantities of Cuat of a daletcerious nature
were Zaased 1o Lz L lun oub and to pormenin the air in
ard nboub the ¢21d :~cm ol roonms where the plaintiff

wis reguired Lo sos; Lhat said Justs vere of a nature
well calculated to chuse irjury to the plaintiffs py the :
inhalntlon ('ercof,

IV, That the plaitlfif was at 211 times horeln-
after rentioned in tle enareise of ordinary core and
crut'torn: for 13 cun jerconnl safety and did not hnow,
ror Yy the cwercisc of sald degres of care, by one of
nis cn_ wrlence ond irtelligince engrzed in the some or
ci=4"npr linc =0 .crir could have krnosn, nor could he bo
reanes .bly vxprel:d Lo Yrow of, or apprecinte or anti-
cije'n, that =ald dusts were injurious to Lthe health.

V. PFleintiff fwriher says that the defondant

o, or In Lhe excreise of ovdinary care =nd coutlon

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-002466
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would nnve kwown thot tht z2’/crusaid dust was of an in-
jurinsua shorocter und thut the continued inkalailion of
the so-z by tao platntifl would then and there cause in-
1 Jury wo ‘he plamniiff,

VI, Tuat it Secanme ond was the duty of the de-
fendant to warn the plaintiff of the nature of the sald
d;ut zaen ent thero piven off us o result of the said
p;occ:ses of “mamufazture but that the defendant, regard-
lesa of pls datles '‘n tho poratizs, neglipently and
carcleasly foailed to notify, 1nf§rm. or warn, ths plain-
tiff thercof.

VII. Tiut tac plasntiff continued to work in
and atout snid noxious dusts and wag exposad theroto,
for o Jong period of time, to-wit: 17 years, in conse-
guence of which he contracted an injury and discase

hereinuaficr scet (orth.

Pliintiff hereby adopls reragraph 1, 11, ]}I,
17, V, anl VII, of his filrst count as parngraphs i, Iz,
111, IV, Y, ~1rl VII of thie, his sz2cond count, and l‘:'ococds
as follows: .
V1. That it tien a1d there bseame anl was tho
H Culy ool v e faia bl to erysecion srdincety crue 2l chae
. tlon Lo furai<h the plaiaticf «ilh o rensw ably safe

pluen lo wursi; U

-

tie defondant neplicontly failed Lo
ovarrve o o lly e the Dremires i thel it £t lod to
farnint g

A, lreutte sl efrictent Rlovwers

b. woienuits wpd efficient ventilating devices

e. odegurle snd efficiunt suction fans to collect
e Tajeious dw ts as aforesnid

that e aforesatd bloweres, ventilnting devices, und :

ER

;
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suction funs werc then and there avallable and were

then opd there belng used by ecmployers engaged in the

surie or similar line of manufacture of which the de-

.

fenlant had knowledge, or In the exercise of the ordi-
nary carc rnl cuation wonld rave hhd krowloedge and .
that the zforesaid devices were practicable znd designed

for the purpsose of collecting =nd ridding the air of

injurious dusta.

Plaintiff hereby adopts Peragraph I, I1I, IXI,
1V, &nd V, of his first count as parsgraphs I, II, III,
1V, and V, of this, his third count und procecds o3
follona:.

VI. That it then and thero became and was the !
duty of the duliendant in the exercise of orldinary care
arnd caution to farnish the 2la2intiff with proper and
cefficicat m1sks or resplrators Lo be used or worn by
the snid plaintiff which would effectively prevont the
plaintiff frow tahaling the ssi€ dust caused to impreg-
nate th2 efr in Lhe room or rooms in which Lho plaintirf
wayg thyen and thare o .ployed.

{hat e of Lccald masks and respirators vwere

-

then ol th te wonilable and were being ased by erploy-
crs e naed in (te reage ar 2inilar line of :imvwuflectlure
£otlen Ve Cefandant hnd Fnowledge or in the czurc{so
of e:fttinry care and cast’on would tuve hed Fraowledge
snd U2t e nforess Y mmcts and recpirators were prac-
Vinrtte and droigned for o tie purpesce of preveniing tho
s datlon of naid dustis; thit the cefendant neglipently

fo1Yed to Fiontoh or prov de the plaintlif{f with proper

[
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muake or reapirnlors, . .

Count Pour

{ Plaintiff he:oby edopts Paragruph 1, 11, III,
1v, and V, of his first ccunt 25 parugraphs I, II, 111,
1V, and Vv, of this, his fourth tount, and procends as ‘}
fél]ovs:

.
VI. That 14 tecaome ond was the duty of the defen-

dant In the cxercise of ordinary care and crution to
roistaon and wobt down, by means of -.itar, ih: aforesaid
dusty ratorizla; that it vas feasiblo and ronztlceadle
to heep cnid duat draa in tho room or rooms in wnich
the plaintiff .ns reauired to work, bty means of water
s aforesaid, ond that the defendant had knowledge, or
in the sxercise of ordinary care and caution, would T
have had knowledge that said meihod of kecoping down the .
dmat wns yegrlarly nird corgnenly used by ewployers cn-
gazed In the same or simtlar line of manufacture, btut
tnat the defonlant ¢4d not observe his duty Iin the
vre:ices, bat to the contrary, negligentily and care-
lecsly fellerd to roisten or wet down, by means of
water, the aforesaid dusty materinls or dusts acrising

{ . from the prozzrses wpleyed Ly the defendant,

Cownt Five
Plaintiff hereby adopts Paragraphs I, II, III,
of 1's first ccunt as paragr:phs I, I1, I1i,of this,
his ifLth coant, nnd procecds ns follows: _’.
IV, Plaintiff Swrihwr states that the dz2fendiat :
- wcll kicatng the danger of the continucd i-malation of

dusta Ly the plaintiff and the conrequant injury to his

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-002469
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-G~
nealth, wilfully ond wintonly and with censclous indiff- -
erence to the lifo nnd hoalth and safoty of the plaintiff ;’
fatled to furnisn a reasonably safe place for the plaintiff
to work in, and wilfully and wantonly instructed, ordsred, “.
angd required tho plaintiff to continue with his work '
without protociion by means of blowera, ventilating do-

vices or suction fans.

Count Six .
Plaintiff lercby adopts Faragraphs I, 11, 117,
of his first count az paregrachs I, 11, 111 of thia, his
3ixth count, ond proczeds as follown:
IV. Flaintiff further statss that the dafendant
“new that the aforeszaid dusts did then and there lﬁperil,
and endanger ihe 1ife of the plaintiff from ths continued
inhalation thereof, zad wilfully and wantonly and with
conscious indiffercnce to Lhe life and heulth ond safety
of the plaintiff, ordered, rcguired and inctructed the
plaintiff to proceced with h;: work and wilfully and wantonly
refused to provide the plainiiff with mazks or rcspirntorq
. or other reaseonable apparatus to pravent the plaintiff
- . from inhaling ths injurious -lusts,
The plaintiff concludes each and cvery ono of the
foresoing slx counts as follows:
That 23 2 direct consequence of the foregoing,
pladtriLiff bec~me sicl, sore, lame, and disordered nnd will
20 14w ln during his 1ife, and hos beeome grectly cincinted,
111, =ad suffers prest pain and angﬁish and will in the futur

1o ot fopr; that be in striclen with an incurable direcase,

e o [T
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to-wit: siderocis, pneumoconlosis, silicosis, pulmonory
tuberculosis, and various other pulmonary and bronchial St
complicetions, and will so remain during his life; that 5
he huz paid out and incurred divers large sums of moncy S
in and eboul cndzavoring to dbecowme cured of sald diasecase, .
and has lost end will in the future continue to lose di-

vers great gains and profitc which ho would have otherwias

made bLecause of said injury to his health, snd on account

of snid discaces, wherefore, plaintiff demands judgront

agalnst the defcndant in the sum of TWIHTY FIVE THOUéAND

DOLLARS {325,000.00), and costa cf this suit.

? /7 / \//'LM/
b f? azmlq df ; ‘124

:f;:, "o g

Attorneys for riaintlflf.

Zm J,ﬁtﬁ’.»‘{i," -

,if } 175 56
“. 7 g"?ww !
' G bk,

e
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tte raid Plaintiff bty Leow .i. Tarpey, Droke B, Lerg wnd Lloyd T.
tiuiley wtturneys filed in said Court NUTICE, whicn caid NoTICE is
in tne vorde and figures as follove, to-wit:

CTRIT OF ILLINGIS ) ~
“WilTy CF LAKE y ne

IN THE CIACUIT CUURT OF LAKE CUUNTY
NUTICE

T.. lteth & Lister, attorneys for Johns-Manville Products
Corno:acicn, 1 ¥orch LuSalle Street, Chicago, Illinois

PLFACE TLXE NOTICE that on Saturday lMorning, the 4th day
of Yay, 1935 at the opening of court or ag soen tuercafter as
countel can be heard, ve chall appear before Hic Honor Judge Ralph
1. Dady in the room in the Court House in Vaukepan, Lake County
Illinvie, usually occupied by him as a Court Room or in his abscense
Lefore any otier Judge sitting in his stead, and then and there
one tie Court to cnter an order pﬁrmittxnc the plaintiffs in the
foloving cases apainst the Johns-ilanville Products Corporation to
yile intlanter cach of their wiTRDED Cu.FLAINTS, o copy of said
tamdatat it attacked herceto vhich is €imilar in form through out
sl of tie folloving cascs, at which time and ploce you may appear
if you fee fi+.

Doted this 3rd day of iHay, 1935.

Leo K. Tarpey, Drale H. Eerg R
Liova T. izilev )
Ltiorneys for Plaintiffs

Tr.c cases in vhich ve shall present amendod coaplaints are as follow:.

W 44858 Pufus Vorthington vs.Jehns-Manville Products Cerporatsn

3,82 ¢“teve Clark " " " o

4824 Clarence Jacobs " " " "

37943 villtam Mitchell " " " "

34410 Monto Peele " " " .

34437 Tonter Pool " " " "

34835 Ve ior Cancedy " " " L

v 34359 F:-ella Packer " u " "

34357 frdy Eclcher " " W "

34640 Loster KRizon " " n "

3738 Frank Lanehead " " " "

{ 34239 Vi1 ltaw Carningheom " " " "
’ 24714 Floyd Dixon " " " "
37336 David Irons " " " "

34252 'ohn Tillis " " " bl

/753 Clyde farney " n " "

3651 Steve Ruthicov ski " " " "
3/;./.5 Jon lC‘n"tt " " " He

2847 Vimos Lirions " " “ "

37 45 Fvard Nervood " " " "

372, Clarence Caines " " bd "

7/;)5“ Vimog I ”,c it " © L ]

WVATLLYD o ocopy of tiue feregouing notice together vith cupy of

‘.. "I"HD C . FLhIKTL and order this 3rd day of May, 1935, before 4:00
197 nhEYE PLit DEFEEDANT Feth & Lister

Fndorace;

“Filew vy 43S

*L . Vilmet, Clerk,

} / / t
‘ AR > Jjetavias hiat) s 419

R o o i .t e bt o o o 5% v
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AND ON THZ CZAZIE DAY TO-+IT: On the 4th day of lay
£. D. 1935 teing one of the days of said ters of said Court

the followiny among other proceedings vere had and entered of
record in saild court, to-vit:

Fotells Hucker

34857

Jonn.: nnville Prod

Q,Cor#o:wticn,

<
! 0]
[ .
(%
pol
e}
o>
L.
CACANA A S

This czuse coming on to be heard on the motion of
lzintiff for leave to file an anended conplaint changing
the cauce of action hereln end the Court being sufliiciently
@dvised cnd having neard the argunents of Counsel;

IT IC ORDERID: That lcave be and is hereby grented
the Pleintiff to file his /ZENDED COUPLAINT instanter.
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