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SUPRIME COURT$NEW YORK COUNTY

HARRY LEWIS, | : . Plointiff designntos
: . New York County ng’
Plaintiff, the place of trial,
-againgt-
IIHRY ¢, ALEXANDER, JOHN V., CLT‘APY o
TREDERICK M. I‘ATON CHARLES L. FBL_, ) h SUNMONS

GILBIRT V. I‘ITZ}IUGH THOIAS ©. FOGARTY,
HARLAND O, FORBES, GRAYSON L. KIRK,

MILTOK C. mrronn J. WILSON NEVMAN, . . The baais of vonue 1g
RICHARD K. PAYNTZR, JR., RICHARD 8, ", Consolidatod Ldison's
PERKING, LIVUND F. WAGN'R, LAWRENCE A, ~ prinoipal office at
WIsN, JAMZS Di- CNIP WISE fnd, - 4 Irving Pleco,

%gmsémmmn EDISON compAm oF NEW YORK,  New York, N, Y.
Co, | | o |

Defendanto, =

u-——‘—’“—u——-n———---‘uﬁx

To the ebove nemed Defendantss o o :

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONZD o “'amer the complaint in this
action, end to serve o copy of your cmawer. or, if the complnint
1s not served with this. summona, %o, serve a. notice of eppearance,|
on the Plainﬁ}ff'a Attorney within twanty days .aftor the eorvice
of this Bummons, exolueive of the day of pervice; end in onmme of
your failure to . appaar, or anawer, Judgment will be teken againsgt
you by default, for the relief demanded 1n tho oomplaint.

~ October 21. 1966 T o
LOUIS KIPNI% D
T Attorney for Plaintiff
Cw0 0 0ffdes & Post Office Addreae
oo 50 Broed Stresty
" New York, New York 10004

8111200426 661026“\
é ADOCK osooogg .
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SUPRIME COURTINEW YORK COUNTY

~m---~—-—~~-——-—-~~--x

HAPRY LEWIS,

Plaintiff,
. =ognaingt-
HENRY C. ALEXANDIR, MmNV CLEATY,
FREIETIER ICK M, DATON CHARLZS B, ’BLE ;
GILBERT W, PIT?HUGH THOBA> c. POGARTY, o COMPLAINT

HARLAND C. FORBIS, GRAYSON L. KIRK,
ILILTON C, NUKFORD, J. WILSON NowMAf,
RICHARD K, PAYNTER, JR., RICHARD §.
PTRKINS, EDNUND F, WAGNER, LAWRENCE A
WIZN, JAMES DE CAMP WISZ cna -
CONSOLIDATED EDISON GOMPANT oF NEW YORK,

C.' ) | 1

Defendants.

Plaintiff by Louie Kipnis. hia attorney, upon information
and belief, exoept ag to paragrapha "1" and “2v, regpectfully
shows to this Court and allegeat |

1. Plaintiff is - the beneficial owner of shares of
Conaolidated Edieon Compeny of New Ybrk, Ine. ("Con Pd") which
davolved upon him 1n 1960 by operation of law end of other ghares
of Con pol. | purohaaed thereafter all of whioh sre in street name
with the New Ybrk Stock Bxchnnge firm of Granger & Compeny.,

]»2., Pluintiff bringo thie aotion derivatively in the
right of and for the benefit of Con Ed and repreaentatively on
behealf of all etookholders of Gon ud stmilarly eituated who may
come in and oontribute to the expenae of the prosecution of the
within action. - [ .

3; : Con Ed 13 engaged 1n the buainose of generating and
eupplying electricity in eaoh of the five boroughs of. the City
of Now York ond in. Westoheater County.' It also sella power to
the New York City Transit Authority and other tranait ayatems in
the. metrOpolitan aren, | |




4. Con Bd is @ domestic corporation end has 37 257, 292
shares of oommon stock and 1,915,319 shares of £5.00 Cumulative
|lpreferred stook outetending with each share of each class of

shorses being entitled to one vote.

5, The individual defondanta named in the caption here-
of conetitute the Board of Trustees of Con Ed and have been Trus-
teon since the datee set out alongside their nemes belows

-

mwn - .~ BCCAVE TRUSTUE N
'Henry Ce Alexander ’ - D - 1964
John V. Cleary : ' ~ 1965 .
Frederick M. Laton . G 1962
Chrrles £+ Tble o co 1957
Gilbert V. Fitzhugh S - 1963
Thomes C. Fogerty - - - 01964
. Barlond C. Forbes TR - - 1948
. Greyson L, Kirk o - 1961
. Nilton C. “Yumford SR L 1664
" J. Wilson Newmen .= L ; - 1962
"Richard K, Paynter, Jr. - E . 1966
" ‘Picherd S. Perkins -~ . - 1965
Edmund F. Wagner . B 1955
- Lewrence A. Wien - - SR 1963
”x~,Jamee De Camp Wise N T T - 1952

6._};In or about Deoemher 1962 Con Ed announoed plans for
a 1-m11110n kilowatt nuolear plant in Rawenswood, Queens. Opypo-
”eition.to the prOpoaed nuclear plant took plaoe and testimony by
Vnavid Lilienthal, a former chairman of the Atomic Energy Com-
‘mission, bofore 8 Oongreesional Committee 1ncluded the comment
“that he "wouldn't dremm of living 1n Queena" if the plnnt was -
built there. Other opposition to the Rawenawood plent aleo
arose, baeed on exprassed fears of having a_nuolear_plant in 80

denaely populated an . area,  kj’} 

_ 7.;. In January 1964 Con md announced that it wos with=|
drawing ita application 0 the Atomic Energy Commiasion for &
permi‘t to construot a 1-m1111¢n kﬂowa‘ct molear plant at ite

_ Rmrenawood alte in Queens,
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; 8. In conneotion with this ennouncement Con Ld atated
jthat prospects of gecuring hydroelectric power from Canadn made
it inappropriete to proceed with itg appliecation to the Atomioc
Inergy Commiamsion. MOrGOVOr, Con Ed announced that if for any

roagon the Canadisn prospect falled to materialize 1t would pro-

ceced with an alternative program of providing generating capanoity
for its future needs, . '

9, The Canadian _sources of hydroeleotrio POWer wore rg-|
vealed to be British Newfoundland Coxrp,. Ltd. ("Brinco") and
Quebeo Hydro-nleotric Commiesion, with Brinoo looking toward de—
velopment of the hydroeleotrio potential at Hemilton Falla in
Labrador. - ,. S e B | f

10, The potential cgpaoity at Hﬁmilton Pells was stated
by Con Ed to ve in excesa of 4~million kilowatts and angineering
studies 1ndicated that thin oapacity oan bae developed at low coat
and despita the diatance involved, advanoes in Aransmiseion tech-

nology would permit delivery of this power to Con Ed on a favor-
able baaia. Con Ed looked to thia aouroe to secure 2-million

kilowatts of firm oapaoity from thie projaot.

11.v Heretofore and subaequent to January 1964 but.prior
to July 30, 1966 Con ud with the authorization nnd ot the direc-
tdon of its Trusteee then in office filad an application with the
Atomio unergy COmmission (”AbC") for licenaes aaekinp 8 construo—
tion permit to build a pressurized water renotor designed to op-
erate at its Indian Point site on the Hudaon River at Indian

Point in tha Town of Buohanan, Woatoheater County, New York,

'ifflé; Under the aforeeaid applioation tho nuolear plant

' will be conatruoted for Con Ed pursuant to a contraot with Wegt-

inghouse Eleotrio COrpOration.-

13. The AEC aoheduled a hearing before its Atomic Safety

-3-




!and Licenaing Board at Buchanan for September 13th, mnd 1t wag
’hald on ueptemher 14th and 15th, 1966,

14,
moved for expedited effectiveness of the 1n101al dooision of the

At the conolusion of the aforesaid hearing Con Ld

Atomio Safety and Licensing Board which motion the Board gronted,

The Board also directsd the issuance. ofzzprovieional eonatruetion
Ilpermit, Said prermit contained the followingt

- "This permit is proviaionnl to the extent that a

license authorigz zing operation of
not be issued by the. Commigssion unlesgs (a) Con-

" solidated Tdison submits to the Commlsgion, by
‘emendment - to the cpplication, the complete finnol
hazards - summary report, portions of which mr
submitted and evalunmted from time to timey (g)
the agsurance thet the, health andg sofety of the
publiec will not be- endangered by the operation of
the faeility in accordance with procedures approved

- by 4t in connection with the issiicnce of anid-
'~ license; and (o) Consolidated Zdigon submits proof
- of finemoinl protection and the execution of an
uindemnity agreement as required by Section 170 of

the Aot

15, The same rules of tha ABC which authorize the issu—

lence of a provioional oonatruotion permit provides Por eubeequent

applioation for an operating lioense.

16. It 13 therefore within tha oontemplation of the

ruleo of‘the

| coming.

o
plant will require the expenditure by OOn

_ |[bonda 1h multimillion dollar amounta.'_flj

coneiderod for lioensing at this time.
in a region of high pOpulation daneity (the

ALO that deepite the lioensing of construction of &
atomie power. plant a lioenoa to Operate the same may not be forth+

The cost of construotion of the
Bd of internally gen—
|lerated funds end the sale of additional amounts of stooks and

18.' Tha prOpOBed nuclnar plant is the largest reaotor
Sinoce 1t will bo looated

area) the Adviaory COmmittee on Reaotor Safeguards haa reviewed

propooédfnﬁciear

New York metropolitan




[

“”jif'thﬂt need not “be tﬂkqn 4nto . acoount in reaotor safety determino—
"tions, ahould be reolaasif

llcon £d's epplication and suggested review of the final design}prid

~\oommended in 1966 that sudden catastrOphio failure of & pressure

_vessel previously clneaifiodfﬁelan 1noredible aooidont and one

to irrevoooble commitments relative to construction of the facili4

ties components, Lo

19, Con Bd's experience with ite nuolesr facilty No. 1
st Indien Point in Buchanen, New York, has not been en unqunlified

success end hos been out of operation 20 months out of 48 months.

20, Of the eleven public utiliﬁy atomic powef plants
through the Unitéd States there have beéh var&ing depgross 0f non-
succeas with the gfeateat failura'beinginetfoit Edieon's Fnrico
Fermi Atomio Power Plant resulting in 8 3120 000,000 plant of

dublous merit not dalivaring power,

21, Thg_predictiona snd expecfétioﬁa by reamctor fabri-
cators regarding atomic power in the ﬁublio utility field have |
not materializéd.v-’ |

22, The prOposed second Indian Point atomio power plant
et Buchanan, New Ybrk, cennot be oonstructed and operated without
undue riak to haalth and eafoty of the populace in one of the most
dengely areas of the United States.

'23. In respeot of COn Ed'n prOpoeed aecond atomic unit
ot Indian Point the Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards in-
diorte that while many itema are in the range of known technology
"The others will be the subject of a devébpment progrem proposed
by Con s 8 The development of the final design of the oontain— I
nent and tho acoident mitigating components will be carefully
followed by the ADO staff as reoommended by the ACRS,"

24. The Advisory Cowmittee on Reaotor Safeguards re-

i dgas n.possible aooident hazard and

r
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that future nuclear'power ntatlon plena design to provide agninst

such possible consequences.,

25. The ﬁotential destruotion, in the event of a gerious
accildent, is incomparably greater iﬁ an atomie power plant that
from any other type of industrial plant., Property doamoge frdm an
accidental failure of o resctor sud from release of radionetive
»material could reach several billion-dolléré and radistion in-

Juries to tens of thousends of peraona;ﬁ

26. In a statement lssued June 2, 1965 by William D.
Menley, Chairman of the Advisory COmmittee on Reactor Safaguards,
which sappears as Appendix 4 of the henrinrn printed for the use
of the Joint.Committee on Atomic Energy entitled "Proposed
Extension of AuC Indemnity Legielation“ pages 248-257, 1t is
atated in the seotion entitled “Dngineered Safoguarda" in
pertinent part, on page 251t

Yone of the large power reactor froilities
" now under congstruction or described in curront licenss
| _glioationsvia congidored suiteble for location in :
metropoliten arencs. To put the matter in a different
way, tho devices and safeguards that prevont all
~accidents, large or small, must be maode even more
relicble thon they are now, and the consequencos-—
limiting sofeguards must be madeeven more foolproof.
The questions to be settled are complex ones whose
- resolution would ‘depend on. the nature mnd detaills of
ecoh proposal. It also appesrs that novel reactor
systoms snd renotors that have considerably higher
_ power levels than previous ones should not be
,'Operated in pOpulation centers.

27. Con nd'a second atomic power plant is to be con~
struoted on the eurfaoe of the aite 33 Indian Point.;~Dr.deardv
H. Teller of anrenoe Radiation Lmboratories has atated, in
reapeot of . above ground installaxions: | - -

L "In principlo, nuolear reactora ere dnngerOus.
. They are not dangerous becsuge they msy blow up. The.

-~ explosion of a nuclear reactor is mnot likely to be as.

* violent as an explosion of a chemicnl plant. DBut a
--powerful nuolear reaotor whioh haa funotionad for:




some time hag radioactivity ptoro in 1t preantly in
exceog 0f that rolenged from a powerful nuclenr bomb.
There 1o one difference and this difference mnkes
4the nuclesr bomd look like a relatively safe ingtrumont
e« o « A gently q90§ing renctor can put its radiocctive
poison under a stable inversion layer and concentrate
1t onto a fow hundreéd squore milos in a truly dendly

- fashion. Thig is why we must be exccedingly carcful im
constructing nuclenr reactors « » « In my mind nuclesr
reactors do not dbelong on the surfnee of the earth.
Nuclear reaotors belong underground.”

28, A114of«the matters set_oﬁt:invparaérapha%"l9" throug
n27", supra,Ahave-béen knbwh to or ahouid hévo.béen'khown to the
members of the Board of Trustoes of Con Ed who were guch at the
time of the filing of the application with the AlC.

29.v The’prOposed constiubtion of5a sacond atomic poﬁer
plent by Con =4 at Indien Pqiht;‘in Buchsnan, Westchoster County,
in the light of the matters quém or constructively lmown by the
Board of Tfustees 6f COn'Ed and”the autﬁorization of fhe prosecu-
tion of the application for said conatruotion are CTOley in-
provident and waeteful end unless this COurt of Equity regtrains
end enjoina Con £d ‘from construoting the prOpOsed pecond atomic
plont at Indian Point Con d mqy suffor not only reparable but
also irreparable dnmaga becmuse (a) . Operating 1ioense may not
be forthcoming after the conetruotion of the plant (b) an a0~
cidant may . occur following conatruotion of aaid plant resulting
4n death and property damngo, (o) leokuge of pollutnnts into the
Hudson River may result 1n fieh destruction, (d) after oconstruc-
tion the plant may be- an operating failura by. reaaon of "bugs"
1n tha new and untested deaign, (e) alternate souroea of power.

moy baoome pre~empted, and (f) the Price~Andermon Federal Indom-
nity Aot may be allowed by COngreaa to . expire in 1967,

‘ 30. Of the 15 Trustees of Con Ed 12 of +them or 80¢ of
'them are buay men of affairs earning their 11v11hoods 1n other

3




and diverse enterprises who in contravention of their fiduciary

obligzatlons to Con L4 ahd’the shéreholders who elected thoem haove

neﬁ¢ipently and recklessly feiled to inform themselvea fully and
independontly of the dangers and potential dangers to Con ©d and
i%s shareholders before authoriszing the prosecution of an appli-
oation for a second atomio power plant at Indicn Point in Buchana
The remaining three Trustees of Con £4 are employeee.or former em
ployees of Con £d and es such possessed special and detadled in-
formation and:knowledge of the mattere alleged in pexragrapha. 19"
through "27" but they have failed end neglected to Bupply said
knowledge and- detailed information herein reforred to the "out-
sido™ Trustees thereby enubling thesovemployee-Trustoeo to obtain
'ooncurrenoe'frdm‘the "Outaide"vrrusteea'ﬁo authorize Con Id to
proceed with the proposod oonatruotion of the second nuclaar
power plant at Indian Point.

31. By reaaon of the foregoing COn L4 has been adversely

affeoted by axposure to tha risks hereinabove degeribed in its
second axomio power plant a8 wall es the following risks:.
o l.- It may not be able to meet future cugtomer
"demand for power 1f atomic planﬁ #2 performe ag poorly
.:_as atomio plant No. l. -
2. Con Bd may not be nble to roaort to alterna~
o tive sources of power while conoentrating 1ta funds,
" emp1oyees and credit on an atomic power plent unless-
v':";‘}f"-_,:it plans ahead ae with ‘Brinco. |
o 3. Con I:d may ‘be daznaginé 11:9 corporate image. -
M:»z_and'alionaﬁing good will by peraisting in erecting
  an abova-ground nucloar facility on the banke of bhe
_  :Hudson Juat above the most densely populated areain
the United Statea. |

11 e
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32, Ko demand hng been made upon Con Bd or its Board of
Trustees to bring this agction beceuso such a demond would be
futile for the recsons herein set forth, The individual defendar
comprise the Board of Trustees nnd have beon ncmed os defendents
beceuse of their participation in the acts herein complained or
or ratified and appfoved the same after the -event, And with
respect to,theioontinuing aapecta.offthé matters herein com-
plained of it is no% poss;bie-ﬁOZGXpéotvthe Board of Truatees to
Bue themeélves. Despite the'widénpread‘publiéity of the matters
herein complained of the Board of Trustoes have not takon any

steps to redress the scme.
- 33. Plaintiff has no adequate remedy at law.

WHCRTFORL, plnintiff demands judgment ng follows:

(a) anoining end restraining Con ©d cnd ite
Board of Trusteea from proseouting the application for the con-
s¥ruction of a eecond atomio power plant at Indian Point, Weet-
kifohester Countyy Now York; A o P
(b) anoining and restraining Con pd from con-
Afstruoting é second atomio powor plant at Indian Point, West~
‘_ohester County, New Ybrk; o o o
| (o) Requiring COn Dd and ita Board of Trustees to
7;explora alternative methoda for obtaining*power, ns for exomplo
from Brinco; ':,._ ,’ i ',. .f' o
| (d) Adjudging thak the Boarﬁ of Trusteee nocount to
‘ Con 74 and pay over t0 1t all of the coats and expenses incurred

- dn oonnoction with the proanution of ite applicntion before thej .

AEC. for B 1icenee to oonstruct & seoond atomia powor planb at

Indian Point;
(e) Granting pluintiff guch other and further ralief

1ta




s may be just and prOper;

(£) Awarding plaintiff hia costs and oxpeneea of this
aotion inoluding a reaaonable oounsel feo,

LOUIS KIPNIS -

Attorney for Plaintiff
"0ffice & Post Office Addregg
50 Broad Street

New York, New York 10004

! P




3TATZ OF NiW YORK,
COUNTY OF NLW YORK,

991

HARRY 1EWIS, being duly sworn, deposes and saya that
deponent is the plaintiff in the within actiony that dOponant
has read the foregoing Complaint and kx_xowa the contents thereofy
that the scme is true to depOnént_'a own knowledge, except oas to
the matters therein stated to bo alkged on information and
belief, end that as to thd_bo 'mgﬂeré deponent believes it to be

trues . | o L . )
Sworn to before me this T L
2./ aay of October, 1966 o | /é 7 Z,_,—-

 nanrfy LEWIS

7 ()SLSS(I‘UL
b ate .
“‘Wmﬁl;“{q anlgefvmak County *

i Ncw York

m 10 67

»umﬁﬁmm Expm Md“‘_h
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STATE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF e : ' CERTIFICATION BY ATTORNEY

The undersigned, an attorney admitted to practice in the courts of Now York State, certifics that the within
' ' has been compared by the undersigned with the original and

{ound to be a true and complete copy.
Dated: : ‘ . e remeeeiaeanas e e T T T PYS S

STATE OF NLW YORK, COUNTY OF . : o ATTORNEY'S AFFIRMATION

The undersigned, an attorney admitted to practice in the courts of New York State, shows: that deponent s

the attorney (s) of record for o :

in the within action; that deponent has read the foregoing : ‘

and knows the contents thereof; that the same is true to deponent’s own knowledge, except as 1o the matters therein
stated to be alleged on information and belief, and that as to those matters deponent believes it to be true. Deponent
further says that the rcason this verification is made by deponent and not by '

The grounds of deponent’s béli'éf‘ as to all matters not stated upbn dépohent’s knoWiédgé are as follows:

The undersigned affirms that the foregoing statements are true, under the penalties of perjury. '

Dated: S e T ST S
STATE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF ~ . T A;sg;:’v e v  INDIVIDUAL VERIFICATION

. ' o ‘ - e e T, being duly sworn, deposes and says that
deponent js the - - S o in the within action; that deponent has

. read the foregoing ey i i o and knows the contents thereof; that
‘the sanie’ is frue 1o deponent’s own 'owledge, except as to the matters therein stated to be alleged on information and
belicf, and that as to those matters deponent believes it-to be true. N .

Sworn to before me, this day of 7 . 19

CORPORATE VERIFICATION

STATE.OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF - - . O ST
S T duly sworn; deposes and says that deponent is the

27, being
: the corporation

: : of - S R . S
named in the within action; that deponent has =~ “ . read the foregoing .\ . P ‘
and knows the contents thereof; and that the same is true to deponent’s own knowledge, except as to the matters therein
stated to be alleged upon information and belief, and as to those matters deponent believes it to be true.
This verification is made by deponent because . . - o '
is a . * ., corporation. Deponent is an officer thereof, to-wit, its R
The grounds of deponent’s bélief as to all matters not stated upon deponent’s knowledge are as follows:

g
l}

Sworn to befé;é:iﬁe, this »‘».  o ', d’avjﬁ-.of . &

STATE Or NEWYORK COUNTY OF Ll . ‘All*mbk:vif OF‘SERVI(;‘E BY MAIL

being duly sworn, deposes and 'sqyé; that ‘("lgpqn_‘éf;f’ 'ié“:no't?‘;d‘;par‘tyvtd the _qc‘t’,id‘r'l',f:i‘fs'-oifex: 18 yeats of age and resides at

That on the - . . dayof -~ 9 deponent served the within ‘
upor: : R T L T IR Cor attorney (s) for -
. in:this action, at = . . e P EEE s , _
SR 7= the address designated by said attorney(s) for that. pyrpose

by depositing a tru.c‘ copj of. sam'e”én(:loséd: in_a postpaid properly addressed ‘wrapper, in — a. post office .— oflicial

depository under the exclusive care and custody of the United States post office department within the State of New York.
Sworn to before me, this day of - o 19 :

STATE OF NEW YORK, COU‘NTY‘QF' T . s .. . AFFIDAVIT OF PERSONAL SERVICE

being duly sworn, deposes-and says, that deponent is not a pa'xt); to the 'action, is over 18 years of age and resides at

Thaton the . day of S 19 atNo. =

R ‘deponent served the within
upon ' .
the herein, by delivering a true copy thereof to  h personally. Deponent knew the
prrson 8o served o be the person mentioned and described in said papers as the : therein,
Swirn to hefors me, tais day of 19 .




. CIrn~giry
S5 1 Tlease ake notice that the within is a (certified) ‘ ' . B sl L T
T ¢ :op}' oi a . . T '-.- ., s A Y
: - o 5 : I i LovTRT e~ Aeyrm 1TV OVOYTT o0t - Tt S
<uly entered in the oifice of the clerk of‘the within o I S ~.,../L’.v.._ I STPPRN C-,.«. (4 T3 Y E T | N
n:ed court on 15 o - - T

. L z y) v S I

- »

Dited, - . . o oo L.‘..";.l ,uJ.(Io,

] ] -. Yours, etc., _ P rimt PP ’
‘ _ Plcintiff
’ - LOUIS KIPNIS ’ ‘
~ Attorney for , o R T ~cceingt-
Office and Post Office’ Address I
' g A AT BC, + p
50 Broad Street - ' R LY Co ALDXANDIR, et .81. ]
Borough of Manbauan “New York N. Y.10004 s e - i
g : - Zcfendantsg - -
;: To . .
? Attorney  for )
£ o . : )
T NoTier o sEmivent ———e : o-.s 2D COPIATT - ' » | e s
é Sir :- Please take notice that an order~ - ) . D Lt - : - -
. s R o ST e . , - X
- of which the u.uthm is a true cop\ will e presented' L : - s , o R S } : . - i
= for=etﬂememtotheHon. s ST e T e o ' . : Coe .
il Al : one of the judges -of the within “named- _Cou,rt;»_at“.gv N . _Arxorney jor Pl\,.intiff ST e . .
3 B L R Oﬂxce and Post Office Addru: ' IR : ' o '
o : - o . 50 Broad Street
] on the day of - 19 -
* . PO . ol .vBorough of Manhatlan o I\ew York N.Y. 10004
e .M ‘ BOwling Green 57225
. Dated,
- o . Yours, efc., S S : o ré
LOUIS KIPNIS S
: : - L ) Attoroey for
Ariorney for .
Office.ard Post Office Address

50 Broad Street : I Service of & copy of the within
: Borough of Manhattan New Yorﬂ, N.Y. 10004 » o - o S is hereby admitted.
' _ : D s . Dated, \

To .

Anorzey  for. . C ' Attorney  for . . ‘ - - - : - -




