Sales Manager

500,000 Damage
Case Witness
]

At Little Valley

claims adhesive prndurts it pur-
chased late in 1046 and until
mid-1947 from the Arabol Manu.
mmﬂn; ,Company, New York
Clty, was datecuveda.nd c.am
repalrs 1o be made o

chairs, 147 buffets and 225

e e
parts pla s expen
give 10-piece dining room suites: |

Late ‘."Mlnpm.ty My, 1Jﬂ_h.'l'l-

ex!enﬂiuﬂ ﬂ‘um I)utrui‘f ) the '
eastern ~ seaboard to  inspeot
suites ke had sold that had been
manufactured with Arabol ad-
hesives. He described a suite
in & large Cleveland store and
stated that jts chairs fell apact,
that gluerd joints were open In
dr wer edges and in the ped-

estal and legs of the dining Toom
tahle,

“These [tems were delinitely
not marketable” he veplied in)
answer to a question, and added
that they had to be returned.
to the factory for re-wol
replacement.

E. lson, treasurer lof | plaintiff concern following com-
.:ﬁ;nn anehfrﬂr Company, defense | plaints on thelr product, and
trial counsel o8 8. Grant of [staled to the court and Jury
New York toed  Jetters|that the defendant could mot be
written to the defendant by the|liable for more than ihe pur~
witness and stressed to the jury [¢hase price of the products it

men and' sold the Fancher Company.

fﬁaiﬁfm" ﬂthrf;ﬁw ':i Coneluding  his. testimpny  un-
glued joints as ne sle it wol- | der nrm T.u-. uanmg Tuesday
ume, From other plaintif's wit- | morn nard ~ Erickson,

ness, Attorney Grant sought mmidant of the plaintiff cor-
rove {hat npenlngs at gtued ltlmt:m. sald volume of re-
? could not caused by |turned dining reom furniture,
::e_teetjve glun but mdiented which customers had mje.:ted
m-.:tlsture In ‘the wood. Dwinx ta claimed defectly T

:Eﬂinuttﬂﬂez'tble in 19-&9 and
& wvear. He sald his com-
#s highest skilled workmen

d E be taken out of produc-

Hanna of Euhmmm
of gluing operations, the 3 s-
slon that he did nutseeur ;
for printed instructions on -
bol containers as to its pnima- re-work 'defective pleces,
tion for use, but Mr, Smith coun- |Some of which were returned
tered on re-direct ezamination|to_his factory more than once.
by showing that Mr. Hamna's Daniel FImmIgln Salamanca,
d g methods hm{ m- the plain-
nit bieen uh:m& over the 3?- gﬂ? §-47, tald
years of his direction. An Ara-{0f his first contact whh Gearge
hol sales representative had told| Chambers of New York, vepre-
the Fancher Company that the mntnﬂw.- fur the Arstol Com-
defendant’s adhcsives could be Eﬁ sald he placed hls |
applied just gs the animal glues, t ﬂl‘dt'l‘ for 100 pounds of |
three witnesses for the plaintiff{sdhesive hecause he helleved
te-::]ﬂed irepresentations about meu’;;u-'

ous letters between the | m by My Chambers,
arties In early 1947 wers intro- !mplmt “superintendent
:Im:ed h:r huth .littmmu Wednes- (&b the PFancher plant, Robert

day, interspersed between long|R. Kiley, Salamanca, also tald

—— e h % i BT Lk T lekTas dmnt Al mestine Mr Chambers and |




