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July 20, 1978 
 
Claim and filing fee filed.  Amount of Claim: $34,270.60.  

July 25, 1978 
 

Copy of Claim forwarded to attorney for Defendant and Chief Deputy 
Attorney General.  
 September 28, 1978 
 
Answer and New Matter filed by attorney for Defendant.  Copy 
forwarded to attorney for Plaintiff by attorney for Defendant.  
 January 17, 1979 
 
Reply to New Matter filed by attorney for Plaintiff.  Copy forwarded 
to attorney for Defendant by attorney for Plaintiff.  
 January 26, 1979 
 
Preliminary Objections filed by attorney for Defendant.  Copy 
forwarded to attorney for Plaintiff by attorney for Defendant.  
 February 26, 1979 
 
Defendant’s Brief in Support of Preliminary Objections filed by 
attorney for Defendant.  Copy forwarded to attorney for Plaintiff 
by attorney for Defendant.  
 May 23, 1979 
 
Amended Reply to New Matter filed by attorney for Plaintiff.  Copy 
forwarded to attorney for Defendant by attorney for Plaintiff.  
 May 30, 1979 
 
Defendant’s Preliminary Objections withdrawn by attorney for 
Defendant.  (see letter dated 5/25/79).  
 August 31, 1979 
 
Hearing scheduled for October 2 through October 4, 1979, if necessary, 
in Board’s Court Room at 10 a.m.  
 October 2, 1979 
 
Hearing held at 10 a.m. in Board’s Court Room.  Case completed.  
 October 17, 1979 
 
Testimony of hearing held October 2, 1979, filed.  Copy forwarded 
to attorney for Defendant.  
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 November 23, 1979 
 
The Board rendered an Opinion and made the following Order: “AND 
NOW, this 23rd day of November, 1979, the Board of Claims, after 
review of the pleadings and such testimony as was offered by the 
Plaintiffs, determines that this is a clear case where all the facts 
and inferences to be drawn therefrom lead to the singular conclusion 
that the Plaintiffs cannot prevail.  Therefore, it is hereby ORDERED 
that the above captioned matter be terminated forth with by entry 
of compulsory non-suit.”  Copy forwarded to attorney for Plaintiff 
and attorney for Defendant.  
 


