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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
LY :
MICHAEL GUYDOSIK :

VS " NO. 527 MAY TERM, 1961

EMIL FENUSH

T9: CARE E. WALKER, Prothonotary,

Enter judgment on the award in favor of the Plaintiff

and against the Defendant.

“\L&Q‘H’_
(.,
Edward T. Kelley, Attorney]/for the

Plaintiff
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DOCKET NO._17

Number Term Year

527 May 1961

Michael Guydosik

Versus

Emil Fenush
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY

Vs

=i FENUSH

PRAECIPE FOR APPOINTMENT OF ARBITRATORS (1)

TO THE PROTHONOTARY OF SAID COURT:
The undersigned, pursuant to the Act of June 16, 1836, P. L. 715, as amended by the Act of June 14, 1952
(1951-52) P. L. 2087 and further amended July 22, 1955, Laws 1955, Act No. 91 and Clearfield County Court

- Rule........ , requests you to appoint a BOARD OF ARBITRATORS and certxhes that: qa,u,mlﬁ'w

(4“7 The amount in controversy is $35066ortess. 3.0.50 0O e udnsa Q“ﬁ
( vJ The case is at issue.

() Anagreement of reference has been filed of record.

() Judgment has been entered for want of an appearance.

RECORD APPEABANCES HAVE BEEN EVTERED FOR:- .
Pttt Fw R0 T KECAE S Detendant CCRRIENCE NRAME R

/Agr}ley for
NoAe? X AR LR WA

Attorney fo3

TIME AND PLACE OF HEARING and APPOINTMENT OF BOARD

Now, ﬂarch—--s-, .................................... , 198.62 ,hearing of the above case is fixed for Wednesday,
March. % (1:30.PM).., 19862 in.o Room, Clearfield County Court House, Clearfield,

Pa., and the following Clearfield County Bar members:

Ié‘. R, Brockbank - Chairman

M. L. Silberblatt

are appointed as the BOARD OF ARBITRATORS to hear testimony, make report, and render their award within
twenty (20) days from date of hearing.

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 SEAL OF THE COURT

ok & (,J@um)

Prothonotary
DY .'.’.BQ.TH.QNQ.TARY .....................
) Deputy f?y C':Ao;nTssljn Expires
(1) See Court Rule 27 st Monéay Jan. 1966

(2) Waiver requires signatures of counsel for all parties.

(Arbitration Form 1)




In the Court of Common Pleas

of Clearfield County

No. Term, 195

Vs,

PRAECIPE FOR APPOINTMENT OF
ARBITRATORS




SIRs

The following three parsons have been appointed Arbitraters in

the case of Michael oumi'
VS, Emil Fenugh 4

W
3
/

I

the first named being the Chairman of the Bo? // W?

Ls Re Brockbank,
& M, L, Silberblatt
Hearing of the case has been-,,”fixed for ____Wednesday,

I
March 1),.1962 _ at. 1:30 BeMonH.5.T
in Court Room # !
/’V |
f 1 i “"
Very truly your;,%t
Carl E Walker
T
I
b
£
A0
/A
H ? ; \l |
‘ I | '



SIRs

The following three persons have been appointed Arbitraters in

the cage of Yohasl-Guydosdl L

ﬂ

. £ RO R—— % & B -1, 5T
the first named being the Chairman oﬁ the Board:
Cogrs Vot
Lo—Lr-Brookbaniy

l
& M, L. Silborblatt— [

Hearing of the case has been fﬂted for Wednesday:
- ”

P

in Court Room #




M ;b&,/u;_o O\‘ s a2 LAANAM

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF
CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PA.

VERSUS
g\),'w\/ve -A’QM—LLAJ/\
No.S 27 Term Mm,{ t9_lal
To \/QW e \-L&—Q/M/Q?»{
i Prothonotary.
Sir:  Enpter—— —_——appearance—for

PILW Yot abont Care an Thy vy pf Wﬁwff

in above case.

10 0o WMU‘QM

Attorney for P‘M mW



No Term 19

vS.

APPEARANCE

& pEc11u96l

WM. T. HAGERTY




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

Michael Guydosik  No 527 May Term I96I
vs : :

Emil Fenush Complaint In Assumpsit

LI A I E R T T T I I R A O R

R T R S AR - - I IR U Y

(Shériffs Returnm)

Now, August II, I96I at IO0:40 0'Clock A.M. served the withdh Complaint
in Assumpsit on Emil Fenush at place of residence Drifting, Pa. by
handing to him personally a true and attested copy of the original
Complaint In Assumpsit and made known to him the Contents thereof.

Costs Sheriff Ammerman $I0,00 So_Answers
(Paid by Attys K.J.C.) ' ﬁﬁgéggé; z%i%zgzzzzé224¢¢b//
: harles G.“7Ammerman
Sheriff

Sworn to Before me this ITth
day of August I96I A.D,

2 / ///Zz’é’. ('2: /(
ot

P;‘ honotafy.
Fheas

- ;e
Ly
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
vs. OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY
No...... f%? ....... %&7 .................... Term, 194/
jATH OR AFFIRMATION OF ARBITRATORS
Now, this..... AR and. . day of.... MKWC/Z; ............... , 1984 ), we the undersigned, having been

appointed arbitrators in the above case do hereby swear, or affirm, that we will hear the evidence and allegations
of the parties and justly and equitably try all matters in variance submitted to us, determine the matters in con-

troversy, make an award, and transmit the same to the Prothonotary within twenty (20) days of the date

hearing of the same.

Chairman /[

Sworn to and il}?mbed before me

Prothonotary P ROTHONOTARY

My Commission Expires

..................................................................... Ist Monday Jan, 1966

AWARD OF ARBITRATORS
Y [76%
Now, this........... < ’?“4/ ..... day of ... 77. we"’ .......... , 195......., we, the undersigned arbitrators ap-

pointed in this case, after having been duly sworn, and having heard the evidence and allegations of the parties,

do award and find as follows: , v
fgﬂ 5@7’ o /M,_, 7 e ,?é__q @,cﬁl..%.j'p/} 3K OS5 O, 00,
; v e »» /
il e Coin T /MML Dyl Z2,/9€2,

Now, this........cocooooeriii .. day of ... > 195....., I hereby certify that the above
award was entered of record this date in the proper dockets and notice by mail of the return and entry of said

award duly given to the parties or their attorneys.

WITNESS MY HAND AND THE SEAL OF THE COURT

(Arbitration Form 2) by

|
-



! Five Hundred Fifty ($550.00) Dollars and turned it over to the

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY,PENNSYLVANIA
MICHAEL GUYDOSIK,
Plaintiff
VSe

EMIL FENUSH,
Defendant

T W R PESE Pt ICTSN et

N0. 527 W)NJ’ TERM, 1961

COMPLAINT

AND NOW, this j_’[i(\day of July, 1961 comes the Plaintirff,
Michael Guydosik, end by his attorneys Kelley, Johnston & Cimino,
brings this action against the Defendant, Emil Fenush, in the
above-entitled case upon a cause of action wherein the following
is a statement: ‘

l. The Plaintiff is an individusl residing at Kylertown,
Clearfield County, Pennsylvania.

2. The Defendant is an individual residing at Drifting,
Clearfield County, Pennsylvania.

3. That in August of 1960 the Defe ndant represented to
the Plaintiff that he was going into business and needed money
to buy a truck, money for insurance and other matters in con-
nection therewith., The Plaintiff went to the Clearfield Trust
Company at Clearfield, Pa. and borrowed Two Thous and ($2000)
Dollars on August 23, 1960 and turned it over to the Defendant
with a verbal promise by the said Defendant that it would be
repaid to Plaintiff by payments promptly.

b. That again on September 23, 1960 the Defendmt
approached the Plaintiff ami r equested an additional loan of
Five Hundred and Fifty ($550,00) Dollars and t he Plaintiff went

to the First National Bmk of Philipsburg, Penna., and borrowed

Defendant, The said Defendant verbally promised to pay it back
promptly,




Se That in addition thereto, the Defendant within a
two-year period borrowed additionsl sums in various amounts, the
total amoun%;ﬁo $500,00 which Plaintiff advanced to the Defendant
for groceries, gasoline and various other items. And this sum
the Defendant also verbally asgreed to pay back to the Plaintiff.

6o That none of the above monies , or.any part thereofy
outlined in ParagraphsV(3), (4) and.(5). hereof, was paid to
Plaintiff. |

Te By re ason of the failure of said Deferdant to keep his

verbal promises to repay this money, there is now owing t o the

Plaintiff by the Defendant a total amount of $3,050.00 as follows

550,00 with interest from September 23, 1960;
500.00 with interest from January 1, 1961.

gzooo.oo with interest from August 23, 1960;
d
8. The Defendant has been reques%“by said Plaintiff to
pay back the money due, but the defendant neglected and refuses
to do so.

Hence, this suit,

KEL Eyﬁ~ OHNSTON & CIMINO

T e

ATTOR R PLA ;

By

STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA
COUNTY OF CLEARFIELD

‘ss

MICHAEL GUYDOSIK, being duly sworn according to law,
deposes and says that he 1s the Plaintiff in the above-stated
Complaint; and that the foregoing statements are true and correct,

according to the best of his knowledge, information and belis f.

Mg 7 :oléé%” ?‘C/W‘z
chael Guydos

8worn and subscribed to before

me this /77 dg of July, 1961,

LESLIE L. $K::nER. OTARY POBLIC
COOPER TOWKSHIP, CLEARFIELD COUNTY
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES FESRU:DY 1, 1966
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IN THE COURT OF COMION PLEAS
OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNA.

No.H QR 7 3\\9; Term,1961

MICHAEL GUYDOSIK

Plaintirfr

VSe

EMIL FENUSH
Defendant

PLAINTIFF'S STATEMENT

OF L AIM
OR

COMPLAINT

O WEWII  Derenda nt ;
YOU ARz AR e M.a ST
~——— Al @NSWer

R

Lﬁm within ¢ omplaint _

CE e R T SERVICE

L g

KELLEY, JOHNSTON &! CIMINO

"ATTORNEYS AT LAW .
PHILIPSBURG; PA.

Ry Tm ccmq)
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CILEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYIVANIA

MICHAEL GUYDOSIK,
. Plaintiff

vSs.

20 06 00 o oo

No. 527 May  Term, 1961

EMTI. FENUSH,
Defendant

ANSWER OF DEFENDANT

The Defendant answers the Complaint and denies
1isbility as follows:
1. Admitted

2. Denied. The defendant is not residing in Drifting

Clearfield County; Pa., but resides in Saltsburg, Indiana Céunty, Pa.

5. Denied as averred. The defendant in casual con-
versation told the plaintiff that he needed money to buy a truck,
but he did not in any manner directly or indirectly solicit the
plaintiff for the loan or gift of any money. The defendant has
no knowledge of whether or not the plaintiff went to the Clearfield
Trust Company and there borrowed money; but he definitely denies
that any money was turned over to him, the defendant, with a verbal]
promise by defendant that it would be repaid to the plaintiff. The
plaintiff voluntarily gave defendant's wife, daughter of plaintiff,
a sum of money, the amount of which is unknown to defendant, after
the defendant had repeatedly over a period of weeks refused to
recelve any money from the plaintiff. The plaintiff, nevertheless,
repeatedly insisted that the defendant receive and accept the
money stating that it would be a gift. The extent of money receive

by defendant was $1,814.00 consisting of $1,100.00 payment on

24

|

d




| A
|

truck, $440.00 sales tax and $150.00 for license handed him by
defendant's wife and was accepted by defendant dnly as a gif't,
which fact the plaintiff himself well knew for he accompanied
defendant at the time of the purchase of the truck from the
dealer.

4, That the defendant denies that on September 23,
1960, or at any other time, he received any additional loan or
any loan of $550 or any other sum loaned from the plaintiff. The
defendant denies, that he promised to pay back any such sum of
$550 and demands strict proof of the alleged place, time and
circumstances of the payment.

5. The defendant denies that within a two year
periocd, or, within any other period, he borrowed any additional
sums in any amounts and therefore denies the averment of having |
borrowed $500 for groceries, gasoline and other items; he denies
the receipt thereof and denies that he agreed to pay back any such
sum,

6. It is admitted that any such sums as are averred
in paragrephs 3, 4 and 5 herein remain unpaid to plaintiff for the
reason that the $1,814.00 hereinbefore referred to in paragraph
3 was definitely a gift, was receilved as such and would only have
been accepted as such and was only accepted at the long-continued
insistence by the plaintiff; and that the items averred in paragraph
4 and 5, not having been received and are not a subject of any
liability upon the part of defendant.

T. It 1s denied that any sum is owing by the defendant
to the plaintiff for the reasons hereinbefore averred in paragraphs
4 and 5, which reasons are incorporated by reference; defendant
denies any and all liability to plaintiff.

8. Denled as averred. The only request ever made




] |

by plaintiff of the defendant was that he, the plaintiff, began
a criminal action alleging fraud and other alleged offenses

against the defendant before Alderman Clyaude Diehl of Altoona, Pa.|,
at the hearing upon which he admitted that defendant never asked
for the money herein averred to be owing, but that he, the plaintifif,

gave it voluntarily.

NEW MATTER

1. As to the averments in paragraph 3 of the Complaint,
the defendant says that plaintiff over the protests of defendant
and while insisting defendant accept the money, in some manner
unknown to defendant acquired a substantial sum of money which was
offered to defendant over a period of weeks and consistently and
repeatedly refused by defendant because defendant informed plaintiff
that if the marriage between defendant and daugller of plaintiff did -
not work out satisfactorily, he would not want to be under obliga-
tion; whereupon after several weeks of such refusal, by defendant
to accept the money, plaintiff gave the same to the wife of aefendant
without his consent and against his wishes, who thereupon urged
defendant to buy a truck, without specifying that it was a loan.

' 2. That the defendant and the daughter of plaintiff
had formerly been married and had been divorced and had re-married
this offer of money being made by the plaintiff to try to induce
the defendant to accept and continue with a romance that was
untenanable and which gave strong evidence at the time the first
advancements of money of $1814.00 was made of being headed for
dissolution and a marriage break-up; the $1814.00 was not paid to
defendant as a loan, but was gift as an effort to save the romance
between defendant and his wife.

3. That at the time defendant bought the truck and




L

used the $1814.00 referred to in paragraph 3 of the Answer, the
defendant, his wife and the plaintiff, her father, were all present
and nothing was then said about the money being a loan; defendant
accepted it only as a gift and would not have and did not accept
it on any other basis.

4. That on September 23, 1960, or on any other date
in September, was the defendant with or in the presence of the
plaintiff and therefore did not and could not have received the
$550 averred to have been loaned to him on that date in 1960.

5. That the plaintiff brought a criminal action
against defendant for this money in Altoona in December, 1960,
which was dismissed by the Alderman after hearing.

6. That at the hearing before the Alderman in
Altoona in December, 1960, plaintiff admitted defendant did not
ask for the money; that it was given him by plaintiff.

7. That in defendant's absence, the pleintiff took
without defendant's knowledge or consent, from the house trailer
of defendant, two rifles, a double barrelled shotgun and a pair of
boots, to the value of $440.00. |

WHEREFORE, defendant see.

COUNTER CLAIM

1. The defendant seeks to recover of plaintiff
as follows:

(1) The plaintiff, Michael Guydosik, approached
the firm of Trailer dealers from whom defendant had purchased the

tractor trailer, to wit, Ollinger Brothers of Altoona and talked




todoe Ollinger, the manager, telling the said Ollinger Brothers
to repossess the truck and thereby induced the said Ollinger
Brothers to repossess the truck.

(2) That the said repossession deprived the
defendant of an opportunity to continue to make money by the
transporting of merchandise with the said tractor trailler, whereby
defendant lost income and profits to the extent of upwards of
$3,000.00 by the act of plaintiff.

(3) That the defendant would have been sble had
the plaintiff not induced the dealer to repossess the truck,
to make sufficient income therefrom with it to pay off the
balance of the indebtedness on such tractor trailer, but as a
result of the act of the plaintiff in causing the same to be
repossessed, the defendant lost the tractor trailer and his
equity therein to the extent of upwards of $3,000.00.

(4) That the plaintiff committed such acts with
Ollinger Brothers, inducing them to repossess the tractor tweiler
when they had no intention of doing so on their own initiative

(5) That the plaintiff in causing Ollinger
Brothers to repossess acted maliciously and with hostility to
the defendant and because there were differences existing between
defendant and his wife, the daughter of plaintiff.

WHEREFORE, defendant seeks to recover of the
plaintiff the sum of $6,000.00 with additional damages for the
conduct of plaintiff which was inspired by malice, together with
interests and costs of suit, and the sum of $440.00 averred to in

paragraph 7 of the new matter. /{é§?7 !///

“ATTORNEY FOR L. FENUSH,
DEFENDANT




COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA :
COUNTY OF CLEARFIELD ;%
Before me, William T. Hagerty, Prothonotary, personally
appeared Emil Fenush, who being duly sworn accordlng to law
deposes and says that the facts set forth in the foregoing Answef

and New Matter are true and correct.

Sworn to and subscribed before

me thid 25th day of August, 1961.

T e T Y kg nn T

7 Prothonot%;y ;?/
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OF CLEARFIELD COUYIY, PENNA.

NO. 527 MAY TERM, 1961

MICHAEL GUYDOSIK, Plaintiff

vsS.

EMIL FENUSH, Defendant

ANBWER OF DEFENDANT

To Michael Guydosik, Plaintiff

You are hereby notified
to plead to the enclosed
averments of new matter and
averments of counter claim
within twenty (20) days from
service hereof.

/




IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

MICHAEL GUYDOSIK
Pleintiff

vs. : No. 527 May Term, 1961

EMTI, FENUSH
Defendant

NOTICE TO TAKE
DEPOSITION
To Edward T. Kelley, Esqg., Attorney for Plaintiff:

Notice is hereby given that the defendant proposes
to have taken at Detrolt, Michigan, before a Notary Public
satisfactory to yéurself and defendént the deposition of (1) Mary
Thomas and (2) Jenkins, both of whom are employees

of the long Transportatlon Company, such dep031tlons £o be taken
Z ~ & ML

© SerAg-at-le—plaee—irD 39 .;.4 ae
gL y 4—,’ w w
a%%efﬁeys and to be used in the trial to be held March 22, 1962,

or any contlnuance or subsequent hearlng thereof.

THE DEFENDANT

M glags i~

trO+0 wWolmaletMq

AGREEMENT TO TAKE
DEPOSITION

for .the parties in this case that the depositioné to be taken on
interrogatories and cross interrogatories before a mutuslly satis-

factory Notary Public in the City of Detroit on March 16, 1962.

NOW, March 9, 1962, it is agreed between the attorney

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

NDANT e

S



To Carl E. Walker, Esq., Prothonotary:

Transmit these interrogatories and any cross inter-
rogatories submitted by the Attorney for the Plaintiff to an
appropriate Notary in the City of Detroit, Michigan, with

instructions that these questions and cross questions shall be

prcopounded and promptly answered. ///éii{Z:&%‘L
~ L y

To the Notary Public taking the depositions:

You are directed to propound. the attached inter-
rogatories and cross interrogatories to the following parties and
obtain thelr answer thereto: Mary Thomas of the Long Transportaii
Company, 3755 Central Avenue, Detroit 10, Michigan andvthe
deposition of Jenkins, an employee of the Long Trans-
portation Company, 3755 Central Avenue, Detroit 10, Michigan.

P —. e Sttt e e e e s e ]

PROTHONOTARY

INTERROGATORIES
(To be propounded to Mary Thomas )
1. Give your name, age and address and the name
of your employer.

A'

o1l

2. Were you employed by the Long Transportation
Company in October and November and December, 1960, at its
Detroit, Michigan office? “

A‘




5. If the angwer is yes, in what capacity?

. 4., As such, did the account of E. J. Fenush of
R. D. No. 2, Saltsburg, Pa., come before you? ____If so,

did you remit the checks which came due to him?

5. What address and to what addressee werenthese
checks mailed?

A.

6. What dates did you mail checks and in what

amounts?

7. Did these checks return to the company?

If yes, what name was endorsed on the back of them?

A,

8. Were you at any time stopped from mailing checks
further to an Altoona Address and if so, when and by whom?

A.

9. Will you list the respective amounts transmitted
listing separately the driver's wages and broker's fees or compen-
sation.

Al

10. Did you receive any telephone calls from any
person as to where these checks should be mailed?

A.




11. If the answer is yes, from whom and about when

and to what address were you directed to mall the checks.
A.

12. Did you upon reliance of such telephone communi-

cations send the checks to the requested address made by such
telephone conversation?

A'
13.

Did the person calling you identify himself or
herself and if so what identity did he or she give?

A.

14. Did you at any time receive telephone calls from

Altoona, Pa., from a person identifying herself as either Mrs. E.

J. Fenush, Mrs. Fmil Fenush or Mary Louise Fenush? -

If so, what were these telephone calls in reference to and what
were you asked, if anything, to do?
A, |




INTERROGATORIES

(To be propounded to Mr. Jenkins)

1. Are you in the employ of Long Transportation
Company of 3755 Central Avenue, Detroit 10, Michigan? -
If so, were you so employed in October, November and becember,
19607

A.

2. If so, what was your employment?

A.

5. Do you know Mary Thomas, an employee of Long
Transportation.Coﬁpany?

A.

4. Did you have occasion on or about December 3, 196(
to direct checks to be withheld from E. J. or Emil J. Fenush and
if so why?

A.

5. To whom were these instructions to withhold
forwarding checks given, what employee of Long Transportation

Company ?

6. Why were such instructions given?

A.

'f. Where have checks previous to your withholding
directions been mailed and ﬁo'whom, if you know or if you have
access to the records of the company to determine?

A,




8. Did you release the check or checks so directed

to be held by you on or about December 17, 1960?

9. If so, to what address were the check or checks
then released to be forwarded and the amount thereof.

A,




I HE COURT OF COMMON PLHAS
OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNA.

lio. 527 May Term, 1961
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MICHAEL GUYDOSIK
Plaintiff
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Defendant
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
MICHAEL GUYDOSIK,
Plaintiff

VS, NO. 527 MAY TERM, 1961

0 20 00 o0 00 o

EMIL FENUSH,
Defendant

REPLY TO NEW MATTER

e Inreply to the New Matter the Plaintiff, Michael Guydosik
states as follows:

1, The averments of Paragraph 1 are denied and it is averred
that the Defendant, Emil Fenush,askedthe Plaintiff, Michael Guy-
dosik, to borrow money to purchase a truck. The Plaintiff and his
wife went to the Clearfield Trust Company and borrowed $2,000,00
on August 25, 1960. Said loan was granted and the Plaintiff and
his wife went to Houck's Trailer Court in Altoona, Pa. with the
borrowed money,in cash, and turned it over to the Defendant, in
cash, and told the Defendant "Here's the money you wanted me to
borrow“- (all in $100.00 bills).

2o The averments in Paragraph 2 are denied as stated and it
is averred that the loan was made as a result of a direct deﬁand
by the defendant to the plaintiff for a loan to buy a truck. The
amount was $2,000.00 and not §1,81).00,

3¢ It is admitted that the Plaintiff and his wife and the
Defendant and his wife were ppesent when the truck was purchased,
but this has no bearing on the loan. There was never any question
that it was a loan and was directed by the Defendant.

o Paragraph li is denied. It is averred that on or sbout
September 20th or 21st of 1960 that the Defendant called the Plain
tiff and said he needed to borrow $550.00 or more. The Plaintiff
went to the First National Bank at Philipsburg, Pa. and borrowed
$550.00 on September 23, 1 960 and on the same day Plaintiff drove
over to Houck's Trailer Court in Altoons and turned the $550,00
(5-$100,00 bills and 1-$50,00 bill) over and e xplained to & he De-

-1-




fendant that payments of interest were $66.29 to the Clearfisld
Trust Company and $26.00 to the Fir st National Bank of Philipsburg
and Defendant agreed to send payments to the Plaintiff at Morris-
dale, Pa. each month but he mever did.

5. Paragraph 5 is denieds Mr. and Mrs. Michael Guydosik,
the Plaintiffs, w ere present at a Desertion and Non-Support hear-
ing in Altoona, Pa. on December 10, 1960, said action being
brought by defendant's wife, Mary Loulse Fenush.

6. Paragraph 6 is denied. This hearing was against the
Defendant for Desertion and Non-support and was returned tothe
Blair County Court on that basis,

7o Paragraph 7 is denied. The defendant hereih deserted the
Plaintiff's daughter, Mary Louise Fenush, on November 26, 1960,
about two weeks before t he birth of their second child, and he
provided no support. His wife sold two (2) rifles and one (1)
shot gun to get food for herself and two babies.

COUNTER-CL A IM

In answer to Counter-Claim filed by the Defendant, Emil
Fenush, Plaintiff, Michael Guydosik, replies as follows:

1. Paragraph 1 is denied. Ollinger Brothers called at said
Defendant's trailer in Altoona, Pa. to collect $360.00, being the
first payment on the truck which was past due. The Defendant's
wife was at their trailer,and the Plaintiff had nothing todo with
the re-possession of the truck.

2. It is denied as stated and it is averred that the truck
was re-possessed because t he Defendant neglected and refused to
make his payments to Ollinger Brothers as agreed and he alone is
' responsible,

3. Paragraph 3 is denied. It was the Defendant's fault in
ﬁnot making the payments. Plaintiff had nothing to do with 1t,

-2a




4o Paragraph |} is denied. Defendant's wife told Ollinger
Brothers where Defendant was with the truck and the Plaintiff had
nothing to do with it.

5. Paragraph 5 is denied.

Michael Guydosik




COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
COUNTY OF CENTRE |

SS.

Before ms, Geraldine E.Craft, a Notary Publioc
in and for the State and County aforesaid, parsonally
appeared MICHAEL GUYDOSIK, who being duly sworn according
to lew, deposes end says that the facts set forth in the
foregoing mat ter are true and correct, according to the

best of hie knowledge, 1nformation and bellef,

Sworn and subscribed before

me this “ day ctt‘ September, 1961

oaryu

Mycomm. expires *ja(/éf




Lemart,

IN THE COURT OF COMMON BLEAS
OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY,PENNA.

NC. 527 MAY TERM, 1961

MICHAEL GUYDOSIK,
Plaintirsf

Vs.

EMIL FENUSH,
Defendant
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