‘I’KOHAS JOnN BROHN,

' MONTGOMERY WARD AND COMPANY,
INC., & corporation and

'corporation .

, lincornectly ze!erxed to as Ramington a.nu CQ., Ing. ia the ,.

‘ hereby joins czmnr.ss KUNCHER, a8 addiuonal Defenda.nt: 1:: thls
- clse, upon a cause of actlcn whereof the following 18 a statemen;:,

- redreas hinself in uzoney damagea am 3 result ot a.n accident which
_ occur:ed on December 12, 1970. A copy ot said c.onplaint 13“

‘Cogplalnt are pertinent to tb!.s joinder they are lncorpon' a
‘as tbongh set out at leagth he:ej.n. RS

‘Westmoreland Ccm.nty, Pennsylvania. B _'»‘_ _; e

8/9/71, D3S/1s, #5384

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF WESMRELAND COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL ACTION - LAW .

]

- Plaineise ) o v
‘Mo. 865 April Term, 1971 - -~ .

VB,

REMINGTON ARMS CO., INC., a

" Original Défendants,
- and
CHARLES KUNCHER, .-~ :
Additional Defenﬁan .

T O P NP G P P NP O N P P P

- ORIGINAL DEPENDANT REMINGTOR ARMS co., IHC.‘
COMLAINT AGAIEST ADDITIONAL DEPENDANT o

’ GOMES uow, nemington Amnl':ompany. Ine.. a ooryotation,

original camplai.nt) one of the ori.gi:ml Defendants i.n the above
COstello a Snyder :awl

case. bemd t.h:ongh 1ts ccnnsel. xessrs.

A 'l'he Pla&.ntiff above nawed filed his Compl.aint fn
Ttespaas aqainat the original Defendantn above nmed seekinq to

attached: bereto ‘énd i.nsofar as the auegatlona contained eaid

—-—

* 2. The additional Pefendant Chulea K\mcher 19 ln{.‘ _ A
individual who 13 a resident o! 608 North Cheatnnt, Derry, 7

" 3. The ccmplniut Ln 'rreapua lllogel and aveu. intar
alia, that the o:igina.l Defendlnt, Ranington Anu cOmpany, ‘.lnc., a

corporation, suppli.ed the ot.her orlginal Defendanf., Bontgomery
Ward and Co., Inc., vith a cotuin de!ective m.tngton 30 06




Model 700 rxrifle, and said Complaint alleges negligence on both of
the above named original defendants, which negligence allegedly
was the proximate cause of the accident, injuries and Gamages
claimed by the Defendant. - o

) 4. The original Defendant Remingtcn lrms Company, Inc.,
;denies that it wvas in any way negligent ox that any of its alleged ’

‘ ;negligence wvag the proximate cause of the accident, injuriea or

damages and, -on ‘the cont:arv. alleges and avetl that solely ln the
event at the trial of this case there is any negliqence proven
' by the Plaintiff which was the proximate cauae ot hin acci&ent,

~injuries and damages, such negligence was tha negligence ot
additional nefendnnt, Charles xunchet and by this Ccmplaint. the

‘said Remington Axns Company, Inc., desires to presezve its riyht

y;,, ' 'of contribution aqainst said additional Detendant only 1n thc event;

that upon the txial of this case there should be any neqliqence

shcwn on the pa:t ‘of the snid Remington Arms Company, Inc.,
‘wan the proximate cause of. the accident, injuriea and dnmngea.';

"5,5,' !he criginal Defendant. Remington Arms Ccmpany,'Inc.‘

'alleges anﬂ avera that on or about December 3, 1970, the sai
chaxles Runcher purchased the above referred to rifle and further'

-allegea and avers that in the event that there was any negligence

which’ was the proximate cause of the accident, injuries and damag s
snstained by ?laintiff, the additional Defendant, Charles

“xuncher waa nogligent and his negligence was the sole, proximate

icause of the accident Lnjnries or dnmagea or. in the alte:native,7

‘was a contributing cause with any negligence vhich night be-shown .
by the Plaintitf on the part of any ot thc other parties tc this
law cuit and that said negliqence on’ the pﬂt of Charles xuncher,

consisted, inter alla, of the following particularna 3_';}'337

s, ;M". -(a) ‘In that said additional defendant .. - :
- * -attempted to unload said rifle without taking

' proper safety precautions to inaure the cafety:-
ot others in the viclnityy .
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{(b) In that said additional defendant used
and operated said rifle in s negligent,
carains and recklees manner without regard
to the safety of others in the vicinity,
particulnrly the plaintiff in this case;

(c) In that said additional defendant
undertook to use and operate sald rifle
without sufficient knowledge on the t
operations of said riile; nE

(d) In that said additional defendant
. failed to varn the plaintiff of his -
“actions, i.e., of the fact that he was
unloadlng aaid rifle:

*»

WKEREPORE, the o:iginal Defendant, Remington Ams.
chpany, Inc., hereby 3oins Chu:lea xnnche: as additional Defendant
Vin this case and aueges and avers tbat said addiuonal Dafendant '
»13 eﬁher*aolel’y :Llable to the Plaintif! upon the cause of actio
kdeclaxed ‘wpon o, ‘tn_the alternative, i Jointly liable with t.hen1
origlnnl Defen&ant or defendants 1n thls case, only in the event
n'thnt thete eho'ald be a.ny neguqence shovn on‘the patt “of the

i original Detendam: or either of them at the tzial of this case.

e e T - COSTELLO R

LT iy
R R Attorneya Yor Orlginal

.- . .. - .. 7 Defendant Remington Ams

T cqmpmy, Inc, ~ R
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AFPIDAVIT

STATE OF CONNECTICUT = ) . B
- . . _ 8 . :
COUNTY or"#‘"‘f"’e‘é ‘ ; . T % .

ar.rom: ME, the undezslgned authority, a notary public.

_4in and for said State and County, personjzv appeated

Pa/’ﬂé f Lg[/JMG' who is > (I(’ 11»]16 poé:@[

of neminqton AmsZCOmpan‘/y. Inc., and being authorized to do so
and being dnly awom acaording to lav, Aeposes a.nd says that the
facts set forth in tho Eoregoing Ccmplalnt Agamat Additlo:ul

Defendant a:e tx'ue and correct. L

xmmc'rou ARHB-COMPANY, mc., il

- K ) 71{/% a. Q//,C, .
swo;m TO ana subscribcd T:,;._'."_Y' R " “ T

= lbefore me this aday _“"?_ ST T Ty

621«4,,“763 ’ _1971- ’
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