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IN THE COURT or COMMON PLEAS OP WESTMORELAND COUNTY, PENNSYI.VANIA
CIVIL ACTION - LAW

4] CHARLES mmcm:n : o
kdditional Defenaant j

A

THOMAS JOUN BROWN, )
~ Plalntift )
e LT R ; No. 865 April Texm, 1971
MONTGOMERY WARD AND COMPANY, ) -~ ; .
INC., a corporation and S I
REMINGTON ARMS CO., INC., & ) .
corporation, Uy
Original Defendants, )
and )
)

5 A_;onmmu. DEFENDANT, REMINGTON ARMS 0., INC,
COMPLAINT AGAINST ADDITIONAL DEFENDANT -

COMFS NOW, Remington Axms Company, Inc., a corporation,
(lncorrectly referred to as Remington Arms Co.. Inc. in the _*_

orlginal Complaint) ‘ona of the original Defendants in the nbove

case, by and through ito counsel, Hessrs. Costello 3 Snyder and
hereby joins CHARLEB KUNCHBR, as additional Defendant 4in this
Acaso, upon ‘a cause of action whereof the following is n‘statement
1. The Plaintitf ahove named £iled hia Complaint in’ o
Trespass againet the oriqinal Defendants above named aeeking to
redreea himeelf in money damngea as a result of an accident which
occurred on December 12, 1970 A copy of aaid Complaint is
attached hereto and insotat a6 the allegations contained in said
'Complaint are pertinent to this joinder, they ate incorporated

' . = -. Do ] ,.-. TR
as though set out at length herein.,f};» ,,@; ~Ltf 2k €

2. “The additional Defendant Charles Kunchet ia am

individual who is a resident of ’ 608 North Chestnut, Darry,

Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania. {*“_f?’ - :3; T',»'

- 3. The Complaint ‘in Trespaea allages and avers,’ intex
.alia, that the original De:endant, Remington Axms COmpany, Ino., T‘
_ corporation, -upplied the othet original Defendant, Montgomery
f S 4 Waxd and Co., Inc., with n ce:tain defoctive nemington 30 06
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" the abcve named original de!endante, which negligence allegedly

fdenies that it was in any way negligent or that any of its allegefl

‘dameges and, on the contrarj, allegea and avers that solely in tha

'said Remington Arms cOmpnny, Inc., deeires to preserve its right
‘of contribution against said additional Defendant only in the eveht

thnt upon the trial ot'thie case there should be anf neqligence )
'was the proximate cause of the accident, injuries and damages.

falleges and avere that on or about December 3, 1970 the said

'Charles Kuncher purchased the ‘above referred to xifle and further
"allegee end avers that in the ‘event that there wasg any negligence
‘which was the proximate cause of the accident, injuries and damages
'cuetained by Plaintiff the 4dditional Defendant, Charles’ o

Kuncher was negligent and his negliqence wae the sole, proximate
.cause of the accident injuries or damages or..innthe alternative.

‘was a contributing cause with any negligence which might be shown

.

Model 700 rifle, and eaid COmplaint allagea negligence on both of

was the proximate cause of the accident, injuries and damages
claimed by the Defendant. . . _
' 4.: The original Defendant, Remington Arms Company, Inc.,

I '

-negligence wae the proximate cauvse of the accident, injuries or:

event at the trial of this case there is any negliqence proven
by the Plaintiff which was the proximate cause of his accident,
injuriee end demages, euch negligence was ths negligence of the

additionnl Defenaant Charlee xuncher and by thie Complaint, the

'ehown on the part of the said Remington Arms Company, Inc., which|

5. The original Defendant, Remington Arms Company, Inc.»

5 oL L A \-e* £

by the Plaintiff on tho part of any of tha' ctter’ p:zti-s to this
1aw euit and that said negligence on the pat of Charles Kuncher,
coneiated inter alia, of thefollowing particulerezh

B :(a) In tnat said additional defendant :
attempted to unload said rifle without teking :

- proper safety precautions to insure the letety
of others in the vicinity;

Lo - o : .
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(b) - In that said additional defendant used
and operated said rifle in’ a negligent,
carekss and reckless manner without regard
to the safety of others in the viecinity,
particularly the plaintiff in this case; -

{c) 1In that said additional defendant
undertook to use and operate said rifle
without sufficient knowledge on the -
operations of said rifle;

(d) - In that said addltional defendant
© . failed to warn the plaintiff of his

“. . actions, i.e., of the fact that he was
-_,unloading said rifle,

'\.

WHEREFORE, the original Defendant, Remington Arms,

Company, Inc., hereby joins Charles Kuncher as additional Defenda#t

in this case and alleqes and avers that said additional Defendant]

is either eolely liable to the Plaintiff upon the cause of action
‘declared upon or, in the alternative, is jointly liable with the
original Defendant or defendants in this case, only in the event

-hat thete shoulo be any negligence shown on the part of the

i

:original Pefendant or either of them at the trial of this case.

"’ COSTELLO & SNYDER

",‘vBy ,,,. — ,( / {1/"’/\(
©  Attorneys for Oriqinai 0
pefendant Remington Arms ™

Company, Inc.-
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, who is

? of Remington Arms’ COmpany, Inc., and being authoxized to do so

-and being duly sworn according to law, deposes and says that the

facts set forth 1n the foregoing Complaint Against Additional

ESWORN TO and subsctibed ]

Trowowl baet ]

before me this - - "day
'of L -
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