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Affidatrit of Dervice

No. L57 May Term, 19£
and-— -
Mildred K‘x;gpdson Complaint In Trespess
Returnable within days
Edith M. Davis from date of service hereof.
NOW July I0, 1961 19 6Iat 22085 o’clock P.M. _
served the within —Complaint In Trespess

at —  Place of Residence , Winburne, Pa.

by -
a true and atlested copy of the original —Compleint—In Trespess and made
known to her _the contents thereof. Costs. Sheriff Ammerman $I0.00

(Paid by A

Sworn to before me this— ITth

/ B.S.S.)
day of —_duly A. D. 1961

7 >
_% 2 ?/?['Z%&T | Sheriff




HARVEY P, KNUDSEN
e IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF

|

MILDRED KNUDSEN *
: SRR CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PA.
VERSUS |

EDITH M, DAVIS . !
i No. 5@  Term May |99}_

To._ William T, Hagerty

Prothonotary.

against the Defendant for fallure to appear or file an answer within

twenty (20) days from the date of service of the complaint: damages to

be determined sec lege
ineabeve-ssoe: BELL ERBLATT & SWOOPE

By

Attorney for____Plaintiffs

Clearfield, Penna.
August 19, 1961
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAY
OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNA.

No. 4.5C May Term, 1961 |

In Trespass

HARVEY P. KNUDSEN and
MILDRED KNUDSEN

vsS.

EDITH M, DAVIS

COMPLAINT

TO THE WITHIN NAMED DEFEND-
ANT:

You are hereby notified
to plead to the within

Complaint within 30 days from
the date of service hereof,

BELL, SILBERBLATT & SWODOPE
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
GLEARFIELD TRUST GO. BLDG.
CLEARFIELD, PENNA.

LT
Sy

COMWERDIAL PRINTING CO., CLEARPIELD, PA

i



# 1-INSTRUCTIONS TO DELIVERING EMPLOYEE

Deliver ONLY to Show address where
addressee delivered
{ Additional charges requrred for these services)

RETURN RECEIPT
Received the numbered article described on other side.

SIGNATURE OR NA% AD/QRESSEE {must always be filled in)
[ ﬁ/:
/%3. VA R

SIGNA URE Ol . DRE"SEE S AGENT, IF AN‘I

DATE DELIVERED ADDRESS WHERE DELIVERED (only if requested in item # 1)
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

. HARVEY P, KNUDSEN
MILDRED KNUDSEN

Vs,

No.yS56  May Term, 1961

S c0 ve s es oy

EDITH M. DAVIS In Trespass

COMPLA INT

7
And now, this ;Z 1 day of

Plaintiffs, Harvey p, Knudsen angd Mildred Knudsen, his wife, and

» 1961, come the

brings a cause or action, whereof the following is a statement:

(1). The Plaintiffs are husband and wife who reside at 92
E, Presqueisle Street, Philipsburg, Centre County, Pennsylvania,
and were, at the time the events hereinbelow set forth occurred,
the owners of a 1960 Bulck motor vehicle.

(2). The Defendant, Edith M. Davis, is an individual, who
resides in Winburne, Clearfield County, Pennsylvania, and was, at
the time the events hereinhelow set forth occurred, the operator
of a 1949 Desoto motor vehicle,

(3). On June 1, 1960, at approximately 5:00 p, u,, Mildred
Knudsen, was operating her mother vehicle in a southerly direction
on Legislative Route 17067, approximately one mile north of
Kylertown, in Clearfield County, Pennsylvania.

(L). At the time and place aforesaid, the Defendant was

_Operating her motor vehicle on a dirt road which intersects with
Legislative Route 17067 from the east,

(5). As the Plaintiff approached the aforesaid intersection
and entered same, the Defendant stopped, and before observlng
approaching traffic on the through highway, dig proceed on to
Legislative Route 17067, which was then and there being occupied
by the vehicle Operated by Mildred Knudsen, ang did strike the
said vehicle operated by Mildred Knudsen, causing damages herein-

after gset forth,



(6). The Defendant was negligent in the following respects:

a, in failing to yield the right of way;

b. in entering a through highway without having
her vehicle under controls

¢. in driving in a careless, reckless and
negligent manner;

d. in failing to take into consideration, the
rights of other lawful users of the highway
and in particular, the rights of the
Plaintiffs,
(7). As a result of said accident, the motor vehicle of the
) Plaintiffs was damaged, necessitating repairs in the amount of
$186.21, as set forth on the automobile repair estimate sheet
attached hereto and made a part hereof.
(8). The amount in controversy is within the Jurisdictional
amount requiring arbitration within Clearfield County.
WHEREFORE, the Plaintiffs claim judgment against the Defendant

in the lioguidated amount of $186.21, plus interest from June 1,

BEiL;tf}LBERBLAT & SWOOPE

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

1960.

STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA ¢
COWNTY OF Eeher ;o
HARVEY P. KNUDSEN and MILDRED KNUDSEN, being duly sworn,
according to law, deposes and states, that the facts set forth
in the foregoing Complaint are true and ccrect, to the best of

their knowledge, information and belief.

et :)/)?j//,f Llé/ [:J) T/(j))b(&éé( L 44

Sworn and subscribed to

before me, this Goth

-day of JUnL vuUne 1961.
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500 1155 aggmmen

/L/arwey P

ModS e
tred foaudse, IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
vs. OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY
=4,

) . D(DV/'._S

.......................... . /7197 . Term, 19§ /.

PRAECIPE FOR APPOINTMENT OF ARBITRATORS (1]

TO THE PROTHONOTARY oF SAID COURT:

» Tequests you to appoint a BOARD OF ARBITRATORS
( 1/)/ The amount in controversy is $1,000 or Jess,

() The case is at issue.

()
(1

An agreement of reference has been filed of record.

Judgment has been entered for want of an appearance,

Attorney for

TEN DAY PERIOD F OR APPOINTMENT OF ARBITRATORS T WAIVED

@

>hearing of the above case is fixed for Wednesday,

Room, Clearfield County Court House, Clearfield,
and the following Clearfield County Bar members:

Pa.,

Chairman

OF ARBITRATORS to hear testimony,
twenty (20) days from date of hearing,

are appointed as the BOARD

make report, and render their award within

I hereby certify that notice by mail was duly given to said Arbitrators,

Attorneys, and/or parties of
record of said appointment, time, and place of hearing,

WITNESS MY HAND AND THE SEAI, OF THE COURT

Deputy
(1) See Court Rule 27
(2) Waiver requires signatures of counsel for all P

arties,

(Arbitration Form 1)



In the Court of Common Pleas

of Clearfield County

No. Term, 195

VS,

PRAECIPE FOR APPOINTMENT OF
ARBITRATORS




In the Court of Common Pleas of Clfd County, Pa.

Walter W Johnston amd No 457 May Term I96I
Dorothy Johnston

V8
Edward 0. Materkowski Complaint

BB O B & T T R %o oE B R OR OB X OB ORE %R &N %R
(Sheriffs Return)

sle

* 4%

Now, July IO, Io6I at II:45 O'Clock AM. served the within Complaint
upon Edward 0. Materkowskli at place of residence I Collins Ave,
Clearfield, Pa. by handing to him personally a true and attested

copy offi the original Complaint and made known to him the contents

thereof,
Costs Sheriff Ammerman $ 7.00
(Paid by Atty BREXXHE Lee) , PO o S
14rles Ammerman
i Sheriff
Swor before me this I0%h
day ? ly I961

6’\6.&’?-

Pro%ﬁonotary. L
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

WALTER W. JOHNSTON and
DOROTHY JOHNSTON

Vs ¢ No. 457 May Term, 1961

EDWARD 0. MATERKOWSKI Trespass

PRAECIPE

© TO WILLIAM T, HAGERTY, PROTHONOTARY

. SIR:

Place the above case on the trial list for the coming

W N A

orney fo Walter W. Johnston and
othy Johnston

term of Court,

Dated: July 25, 1961



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNA,
No. 457 May Term, 1961
Trespass
WALTER W, JOHNSTON ET AL
vs

EDWARD 0. MATERKOWSKI

PRAECTIPE

G
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IN THE COURT OF. COMMON PLEAS
OF ' CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNA,
No. 457 May Term, 1961

_Trespass

WALTER W, JOHNSTON and
DOROTHY JOHNSTON

Vs

EDWARD O, MATERKOWSKI

PLAINTIFFS POINTS FOR CHARGE

JOSEPH J. LEE
ATTORNEY-AT-LAW
CLEARFIELD, PA.

e addt e
4
t



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CL...2FIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANMIA

WALTER ¥, JOHFSTON and
DOROTHY JOHMNSTON

» e s

VS ! No. 457 May Terwm, 1961

ZDYARD 0. MATERXOUSKI : Trespass

PLAINTIZFS POINTS FOR CHARGE

CCLES MC!, the plaintiffs, and by counsel, at the conclusion
of the testimony in the above case, moves the Court to charge the
jury as follows:

(1). £ the jury finds that any portion of the defendanc's
vehicle was in the lane for east bound traffic occupied by the -
plaintiffs' vchicle at the time the accident occurred, then the
defendant is guilty of negligence, and your verdict should be in
favor of the plaintiffs, Drivers of vchicles proceeding in opposita
directions arc required to pass each other to the rizht - each
3iving to the other at least one-half of the nain trecvelled portion
of the highway. Act of April 29, 1959, P.L. 58, Scction 1006
(75 p.S. 1006). '

(2). If the jury finds that the plaintiffs' vehicle was
travelling east in the east bound lane of traffic on Harket Strect
and that the defendant, while travelling west, attempted to pass a
parked vehicle in the west bound lane of traffic and in so doing
drove to the left side of the ceanter of ilarket Street and into the
»laintiffs’ vehicle, ther your verdict should be for the plaintiffs
and against the defendant as the defendant is guilty of negligencce.
The driver of a vehicle shall not driver to the left side of the
senter line of a highway In overtaking or passing another vehlcle
aroceeding in the sace direction, unless such left side is clearly

vyisible,and is frce of oncowming traffic for a sufficient distance



-2-
ahead to permit such overtezking or passing to be made in safety.
Act of April 29, 1959, P.L. 58, Section 1008 (a) (75 P.S. 1008(a)).
Jones vs. Bell Tel., Co. of Pa., 159 Pa, Super. 556, 49 A, 2d 272,

(3). Under all of the testimony and evidence and the law

the jury's verdict must be for the plaintiff.
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, FENNSYLVANIA

WALTER W. JOHNSTON and
DOROTHY JOHNSTOR

Noo. 457 May Term, 1961
vs
In Trespass

an 2e 28 o5 ss e

EDWARD O. MATERKOWSKI

POINT FOR BINDING INSTRUCTIONS

(1) Under ell the evidence in the case, the verdict

must be for the Defendant,

BELL, SILBERBLATT & SWOOPE
By

-7

T PNy

F. Cortez/?;li, Jr., |
Attorneys for Defendent
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD CQUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

YALTER Y. JOHNSTON and
DOROTHY JOHNSTON No. 457 May Term, 1961
IN TRESPASS

as 2a o2 26 s e

EDWARD O, MATERKOWSKT
ANSWER

NOY, comes Edward 0. Materkowski, by his attorneys, Bell

Silberblatt end Swoope, and makes Answer to the Complaint in the
“above action in the manner and form following:

(1L)o Paragraph One of the Complaint is sdmitted.

(2). Paragraph Two of the Complaint is admitted.

(3)s Paragraph Three of the Complaint is admitted.

(h). Paragraph Four of the Complaint is admitted.

(5)s Paragraph Five of the Complaint is denied, and on
the contrary it is averred that on or about October 17, 1959, at
about 7:35 pem., the Defendant was operating a 1957 Ford Fairlene

”hardtop owned by Mrs. Reath Materkowskl in a westerly direction on
Market Street in the Borough of Clearfield, Clearfield County,
Pennsylvenia, on his own enterprise, and having passed an automobile
which was double parked in the Defendant's westbound lane of
traffie and having returned to the westbound lend of traffic, the
vehicle operated by the Defendant was then struck by the
Pleintiffs! vehicle, operated by Dorothy Johnston, which did then
and there cross over the center line of Market Street from the
Plaintiff's, or eastbound, lane of traffic into the Defendant's, or
westbound, lane of traffic and struck the vehicle operated by the |
Defendant.

(6). Paragraph Six of the Complaint is denied, end on
the contrary it is averred that the Defendant at all times operated

his motor vehicle in a eereful and prudent manner in that:



A. He at all times maintained said motor vehicle
under proper control.

B, He observed oncomirg traffic having had
completed passing a double parked vehicle and returned to
his own lane of traffic before being struck by the
vehicle of the Plaintiffs.

C., He kept a proper lookout under the circumstances
and had passed a double parked vohicle and had returned
to his own lane of traffic before belng struck in the
Defendant's lane of treffic by the vehicle of the
Plaintiffs,

D. The Defendant, being in his own lane of
traffic, was struck by the Plaintiffas' vehicle, which
crossed the center line of Market Street into the
Defendant's lane of traffiec after Defendant had passed
a double parked vehicle.

E. The Defendant passed a double parked vehlcle
and returned to the westbound lene of traffic when he was
struck by the vehicle of the Plaintiffs, which ecrossed
the center line of Market Strest into the Defendant's
westbound lane of traffic.

F. The Defendant operated his motor vehicle in a
careful and prudent manner and was struck by the vehicle
of the Plaintiffs, whieh crossed the center line of
Market Street into the Defendant's westbound lane of
trafflc,

(7)s Paragraph Seven of the Complaint is denied, and on
the contrary it is averred that the Defendant at sll times
operated his motor vehicle in a careful and prudent manner in that:
A, Having observed Plaintiffs' vehicle epproaching,

Defondant had adequete time to pass a double parked

D



vehicle and had passed such double parked vehiele and

hed returned to the westbound lane of traffic and the

vehicle of the Plaintiffs then crossed the center line
of Market Street into Defendant's lane of traffic and

struck the vehlcle operated by the Defendant.

B. The Defendant at all times observed
approaching traffic and specifically the Plaintiffs!
vehicle and had completed the passing of a double parked
vehicle and had returned to his own lane of traffic ard
was struck by the vehicle of the Plaintiffs which crossed
the center line of Market Street into the Defendant's
lane of traffic,

FIRST COUNT
_ (8)., Paragraph Eight of the Complaint is denied, and on
the contrary it 1s averred that any dsmage to the Plaintiffs!
motor vehicle was a result of the nogligence of the Plaintiff,
Dorothy Johnston, in crossing the center line of Market Street
from the Plaintiff'!s, or castbound, lane of traffic into the
Defendant's, or westbound, lane of traffic; and strict proof of
the repairs claimed to Plaintiffs' vehicle and that the same were
necessitated as a result of this accident is demanded at trial.
(9). Paragraph Nine of the Complaint is denied, and on
the contrary the Defendant evers that he is informed and believes
thet it was not necessery for the Plaintiffs to rent a motor
vehicle while their Plymouth was being repaired ard strict proof
thereol 1s demanded at trisl,
SECOND COUKT
(10). Paragreph Ten of the Complaint is denied, and on
the contrary 1t 1s averred that any injuries sustained by the wife
‘Plaintiff, Dorothy Johnston, resulted solely from the sctions of the
'said Dorothy Johnston and strict proof of said injuries, hospitaliw



zation and medical care is demanded at trial.

(11), Paragraph Eleven of the Complaint is denied, and
on the contrary it is averred that the wife Pleintiff, Dorothy
Johnston, did not incur expenses totaling $75.00 for radio time
in her campaign for the office of Clearfleld County Treasurer as
a result of this accident and strict proof thereof 1s demended at
trial.

THIRD COUET

(12). Paragraph Twelve of the Complaint is denied, and
on the contrary 1t is averred that any medical expenses incurred
by the husband Plaintiff for the care of the wife Plaintiff
resulted solely from the negligence and carelsss and wanton
conduct of the wife Plaintiff and striet proof thereof 1s demanded

.at trial,

(13)s Paragraph Thirteen of the Complaint is denied,
~and on the contrary it is averred that any loss of the company,
 comfort, consortium and companionship of the wife Plaintiff
. suffered by the husband Plaintiff was the result of the negligence
of the wife Plaintiff and being perticulerly within the knouledge
of the Plaintiffs, strict proof thereof is demanded at trial.

(1k)e Paragraph Fourteen of the Complaint is denied,
and on the contrary it is averred that the liguidated damages pled
in the Complaint are less than $2,000,00 and the unliquidated
demages being particularly within the knowledge of the Pleintiffs,
the totzl amount of the Plaintiffas! claim cannot be determined by
the Defendant end strict proof thoreof is demsnded at trisl,

YWHEREFORE, the Defendart, Edward 0. Materkowski,
respectfully prays that judgment may be entered in favor of the
Defendant at the cost of the Plaintiffs,

BELL, SILBERBLATT & SWOOPE
By

. -

¥, Coriez B61l1l, Jr.,

Attorreys for Defendant



STATE OF PERNSYLVANIA
Ss.

. oo e

" COUFTY OF CLEARFIELD

Before me, the undersigned officoer, personally appeared
EDWARD 0. MATERKOWSKI, who, being duly sworn according to law,
deposes and states that the facts set forth in the foregoing
Answer sre true and correct to the best of his knowledge,

informetion ard belief.

Clond O '

Edward 0. Matdrkowslki
Sworn to and subseribed

before me this //gf day

ofi~§} g , 1961,
| Q; w (
- "}njij" J 5
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I¥ TIE COURT OF COMZION PLTAS OF CLEARFIZLD COUNTY, PRINSYLVANIA

TALYIR Y, JOMMSTCE ArD
DOROTEHY JOHNSTCR

Vs Mo. Y87  iiay Term, 1961

es ev 20 se se sa

ZDRD 0. WATERXCIISKI Trespass

COIPLAINT

COME NC.7, the plaintififs, Walter ¥, Johnston and Dorothy
Johnston, his wife, and Ly their attorney, Joseph J. Lez, bring
this action against ths defendant, Zdward O. <daterkowski, upon
the following cause:

(1). Plaintiff, 'falter . Jolnston, is an individual and
resides at 512 Park Street in the Borough of Clearfisld, Clear-
field County, Pennsylvania,

(2). Plzintiff, Dorothy Johnston, is an individual, the
wife of Yalter ''., Johnston, and resides at the same address.

(3). Defendant, Edward O, Materkowskl, is an individual
and resides at 1 Collins Avenue, Clearfield, Pennsylvenia,

(4). On or about October 17, 19592 at 7:35 P.ii, plaintiffs
were the owners of a 1957 Plymouth Sedan automobile which was
being opercted by the wife plaintiff, Dorothy Johnston, and was
being driven east om market Street in the Borough of Clearfiesld
between Front and Second Streets.

(5). On the time and date aforesaid the defendant was
operating a 1957 Ford Coupe and was travelling west on rarket
Street, and in attempting to pass an autorobile vhich had stopped
to discharge passengers in the line of traffic in which the de-
fendant was travelling, he did then and therz cross over the

center line of Jarket Street and drive his vehicle directly dinto

the plaintifis' vehicle which was lawfully occupying the lane



-2
lane for east bound traffic, doing extensive demage therasto as
hereinafter averred.

(6). At the time and place aforeszid the defendant was
negligent in that:

(a). He failed to keep his motor vehicle under proper

control.

(b). He attempted to pass a vehlcle without observing
the oncoming vehicle of the plaintiffs,

(c). UHe falled to keep a proper lookout under the
circumstances.

(d). He failed to bring his vehicle to a stop in
order to permit the plaintiffs’ vehicle to pass the parked
vehicle in the wife plaintiff’s own lane of traffic,

(e), He was unlawfully occupying the east bound lene
of traffic while travelling in a westerly direction,

(f). UIHe operated his motor vchicle in a careless and
negligent manner without due regard to the rights end safety
of others.

(7). The defendant was willfully and wantonly negligent in
that:

{a). IiIf he had looked he would have seen that it was
impossible to pass the parked vezhicle in his lene of traffic
without coming into violent contact with the plaintiffs’
vehicle which was lawfully occupying the lane for east bound
traffic.

(b). If he did look and observe the plaintiffs’
vehicle he, nevertheless, proceeded with utter disregard

to the rights of the wife plaintiff to occupy the east bound

lane of traffic.



3=
FIRST COUNT

{(8). By reason of the negligence and the wanton and willful
misconduct of the defendant as averred, the plaintiffs’ 1957
Plymouth sedan automobile was damaged extensively about the front
end, grille, bumer, fenders, hood and frame necessitating ex~
tensive repolrs thereto and doing damege thereto in the amount
of §$599.20.

(9). In addition, the plaintiffis were required to rent an
automobile while their Plymouth was being repaired - said rental
costing $65.00.

LCOMD COURT

(10). By reeson of the negligence of the defendant as
aforesaid, the wife plaintiff received grievous body injuries
consisting of a laceration on the left side of her septum, an
incomplete fracture of the nasal boaes, and nunerous contusions
of the loft hand end back necessitating hospitalization end
medical care and other losses as hereinafter averred.

(11). The wifa plainiiff was, at the tia2a of the accicent
and hed heen for some time prior thereto, actively engaged 2s
a candidote for thes office of Clearfield County reasurer, aend
es the result of said accident znd injuries sustainad, she vas
vnzble to continue her carpaign other than by thz usc of radlo
time for which she Imcurred expenses totalling $75.00,

THIRTD COUNT

(12). As the rasult of the defendant’s asgligence and
careless and wanton misconduct the husbend plaintiff incurred
the following radical =imenses for the cere of the wife plaintlfif:

(2). Clcerfleld lospital - $228.60.
(b)), ©B5r. Thomas H. Jushenbouph - $96.00.

(13). As the result of the negligencc, careless ond wanton



wly=
wisconduct of the defendant the husband pleintiff suffered the
loss of the commany, comfort, consortiwn and companionship of
the wife plaintiff for a period in excess of onz month,
(14). The amount in controversy is in excess of $2000.00,

and the plaintiifs are clalaing dauages in =2x:cess of $5000,00,

I““

UHERITCRT, the plaintiffs claim of the de’endmmt wedical
expenses, dawms:es to the automwobile and incidental expenscs, ioss
of consortium, and pain and suflering zs hereinabove set forth,
all in excess of the sum of $5000.0C,
. \)/ . " 4 ‘, !
Ciyorncy for 2lpinciifs

STATE OF PEWNSYLVAYLA

s ea ee
wn
©

COUNTY 0F CLTZAWITLD
UJALTER U, JOILISTOM and DORDTHY JOIMETOY, being duly sworn
according to law, depose and say thet the facrs set forth in the

within Complaint are true and correct to the best of their tnow-

Oetly OF Q/

ledge, information and belief,

‘alL"* i, Jq(_ston)

(ParoLny 5 ton)

Sworn and subscribed to
before me this & day of
Qi

#3udl, 1961.
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
OF THE COUNTY OF CLEARFIELD, PA.

No%rﬁ‘7 V] Gep . Term, 19_6_/

£

I ) .
/ - . . . s . 2
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VERDICT

Filed. oo .19
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A
Ul k/%%wﬂ of X "IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF

: i! CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PA.

VERSUS

No. %3 ¢ Term Wd"? 19 e/

Prothonotary.

Sir: _.appearance—fof }6/0(. o _%.h____ .
o 4 % NI e Ten_fucoco e
. Lol % %Z/ Ky eein

Y

in above case. /% %

Attorney For /) ’@/ﬁj// - _ .




No Term 19__ _
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In the Court of co:zion pLEAS OF _ Clearfield County.

WALTER ¥. JOHNSTOGNand DOROTHY |, Of _ May .. Term, 19_61
JOHNSTON :
No._457 . . ___
Plaintiffs Bill of Costs
VERSUS
At _Term, 19__
EDWARD O. MATERKOWSKI :
. - . 1 5.00 ‘ 5 00
Mrs. Barbara lloolridge . = 1. Days in Court at {§XXper day ——
Walnut Street 3¢ per mile actually traveled
P.O. ...N5 Tc I r _
. 5.00
Clearfield, Pa, Days in Court at gaxp(per day - S
Re per mile actually traveled
P. O. Te O
Robert_ XK bapu! 500
obexr epner . .. e .1 Days in Court at R per day S - _
R Bc per mile actually traveled
p.o Hannah St,,Clearfield,Pa. ‘7 _
5.00
Dr. Thomas Aughenbaugh | 1 ..Days in. Court at %m(per day 5 00
er mile actually traveled
p.o Market St,,Clearfield,Pa. 57" Y -
. n $5.00
Charles .G EdmiSto JO 1o ays in Court at XX per day - 5100 _ .
p.0 530 Clfd.St.,Clearfield,Pa, % per mile actually traveled
55.00
........ Days in Court at $3@¥% per day _ e
Jc per mile actually traveled
P. 0. Ve A —_—
$5.00
....................................... i e Days in Court at $8XIK per day L L
Hc per mile actually traveled
P.O. - e " I I
$5.00
............................................. Days in Court at $8XX per day - _ I
Hc per mile actually traveled
P.O. e _ I I
$5.00
,,,,,,,,,,,, oiieeieiee o Days in Court at $30K per day L. _ o
Xc per mile actually traveled
P. O. wueen e i o —
$5.00
Days in Court at }8XK per day | _ _
Xe per mile actually traveled
P.O. ... e A T -
$5.00
Days in Court at 330X per day S o
Xe per mile actually traveled
P. O. c N
.......... Serving subpoenas Witness —
P.O . Miles distance ...
‘Whole amount of Bill 20 | 00
CLEARFIELD COUNTY, SS:
Personally appeared before me , who being duly

sworn, saith the above Bill of Costs is correct, that the witnesses named were subpoenaed, necessary, material, and
in attendance as above stated, and that the mileage is correct as he believes.

Sworn to and subscribed before me thig

LT day o September - ., 01 ul
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