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Supreme Court nf thp State nf New Yuork,
@ounty of  SEewERReR

Plaintiff ~ designates

o G R County

as the place of trial.

Summons with Notice

Defendant %%

To the above named Defendant S

ﬁnu are hPrPhy %ummﬂn?h to answer the complaint in this action, and to serve a

copy of your answer, or, if the complaint is not served with this summons, to serve a notice of appearance,
on the Plaintiff’s Attorney . within twenty days after the service of this summons, exclusive of the day of
service and in case of your failure to appear, or answer, judgment will be taken against you by default,

for the relief demanded in this complaint.
Dated, FoPUATY 7 19%% sl il PITY B

; ¥0%
# WEISH s

Attorney  for Plaintiff %%
Oﬁ‘zce and Post Office Address:




Affidavit of Service on Individual(s)

State of New York, l
County of s o

being duly sworn, deposes and says, that on the
day of 19 , at No.

he served the within Summons

on

the Defendant therein named, by delivering to and
leaving a true copy of each thereof with said de-
fendant personally; deponent knew the said person
so served as aforesaid to be the same person men-
tioned and described in said summons

as_the defendant therein; deponent is over age of
18 years and not a party to the action.

Swhtn to before me this
day of 19

Affidavit of Service on a Corporation

State of New York,
County of 38

being duly sworn, deposes and says, that on the
day of 19 , at No.

he served the within Summons

05~

a corporation, the defendant therein
named, by delivering to and leaving a true copy of
each thereof personally with

an officer of said corporation, to wit, its

deponent knew said corporation so served as afore-
said to be the same corporation mentioned and
described in said summons

as the defendant therein, and knew said

to be such officer thereof; deponent is over the age
of 18 years and not a party to the action.

Sworn to before me this
day of 19

N. 5. Supreme Court.

COUNTY OF

Plaintiff

against

Defendant

Sumntong,

Plaintiff’s Attorney

To the Defendant

Notice is hereby given to you that, tipon
your default to appear, or answer the within
summons, judgment will be taken against you
for the sum of $

with interest from the

with the costs of this action.

Plaintiff’s Attorney

Office and Post Office Address




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF WESTCHESTER

- de wm G e em em Am ae s A we W em e v owm we we e

HAROLD DAVIS and HERBERT PLAUT
partners, doing buslness under the firm
name snd style of PLAUT & DAVIS,

Plsintiffs,

=againg t=

FRANCES R. GRANT, NICHOLAS ROERICH,
b )

HELENA ROERICH znd others,
Defendsantsa.
—--—----—---——-—-c-‘x

70 THE ABOVE NAMED DEFENDANTS,
NICHOLAS ROERICH AND HELENA ROERICHS

t'f\

The foregoing summong 1s served upon you
. by publicstion pursusnt to sn order of Hon. Gerald Nelen,
Supreme Court,
1940, a8 resettled by an order dsted the 27th
Februsry, 1940, =nd filed with the complesint in the
office of thZ Clerk of Wesgtchester County st the County

Court House, White Plesins, New Yorks

Dated: New York, February 27th, 1240.

WILLIAM PITT MASON, JR.
Attorney for Plsintiffs
Office and P. 0. Address
76 Beaver Str et

Borough of Msnhattan
Gitr of lNew York




DB Do B i 5 S PSR ) P [ A A 5B ] 15 W% b
a La (.'\.i’lmzjhv.;‘» {gu, o6 ‘u.,’i. * d3as  wlk AL i RoF R d» Wi J‘-.
T Mg il O 0 L o ) T
W ot l.ﬂla W &‘ Vb Lol S8 shmivat BE%

W R A W B e g O AR R W e e e

yertners doling '“‘iﬁﬁ.%‘i 58 &Kl
P neme snd pbyle of FlA

PE AR ARE LB

W e b e HEE
V:J- Lo Ba Ll GHLBANR
roarly known se

refendanta.

W W R s R AN e e e e R R W e e e s el
- ;4
-;xﬂnt1f¢h, by WiillAl

t& iy sttornsy, for ty%
l = “t.:‘

FOR 4 FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST

la At 8ll the times héreinsftr mentionad,
the pleintiffs were, snd they now «re, =itorneys and
ﬁaunsﬁllorﬁ at law duly a2dmitted %o prectice in the %tste
of Hew Tork; they were, snd now are, eo-partnsrs conduocting
tholr lew busincse under the firm neme and atyle of
Flaut & Deviey snd the pleintiff, Herb:rt Plaut, wes, =nd
he now 18, & Yesldent of the County of ¥estohester, Mtete

of Haw York.

:

s . Setwasn Lespaber 1utu, 4838 and April lst,
133@, the plwintlrra perforsed wrmf@wmionm lagal gervices
for the defendaenta, &' thelr aspeolsl Instence snd request,
in snd sbout heving roeturnéd to them snd esteblishing

thelr rights in snd %o corteln shorss of the capital stook




g ) D vl P 4 Yl . &
af one Heater Instituts of United Arts, Inog., obbainlng

r
{njunctions sgsinst the dlaposition of the certificates for |

ha ssid sherea of steck, contsating the elvotion of cert: i“
parsons s§ membare of the bo:rd of trustves of sald Haegtar
Institute of United Artas, Inc., end for such snd other Mlllﬁh

urpesed conduecting in their behelf litigestions in the ‘
Suprews Court of the State of New York, County of New York,
in verious :otione shd preclsl procesdings entlitledy

"t oholes Rosplelh ond Heldne Roerdch, plaintiffe, sgslnst

louls Le Horeh, Hetbie 5. Horob snd Eagbtor Lustitule of
Unlted Arts, Inc., defendanta”, "Weurice . Liohtmsan, ﬂinm%
idehtmenn sad Prences Re Grant, plaintiffs, agelnst Louls
Horeh, Bettis 5. Horeh snd Saster Inatltute of Unlited Arta
defendents®, "Richolass Rosrich, Holena Roepighy,
Hgurice M Lichtmenn, Sine Liehtmenn and Frances Re Grant,
plelatiffe, sgsinet Louls Le Horeh, Hetlis S Horel and
Hagteyr Institute of nited Arte, Incs, defandsnta®, and “In:
the Hattar of thﬂ Petition of Frances Re Or:nt, 8ine
Lichtmenn, Wichol:s Roerdoehy Holenn Rosrdel snd Esurioe %.
Lichtmann, potitioners, %o et selde thy slegbion of Sldney
Hewberger, Jessle Neowbergsy, FPhillp He Hisa and Eethar Je
idchtumenn p8 Trustedss of Easter Instituts of United Arxta,
inge; respondents,” lncliding the investisgotion of fnots,
reparation of negensery paoers, proparatlion for trisl,

trial and the prepsyetion of rogords on zopesl snd briefs

dn the istter two of sald litigstions An the Appellate
pivislon of the Suprene Court, First Departumsnt, snd in the
Sourt of Appeals snd the arpument of sald sopesled An
obtaining sn examin:tion of the bookas end records of the

sald Naastory Institute of Unitsd Arts, Inc. snd for such

-




roosee conduebing in thulr Debslf iitigation
Sucrame  Court of the Btate oF llew York, County
entitleds "In the Hatter of the Arplicsation of
mann, petitioner, for a mendsmus order sgelns
Thatitnts oF Tmited trtr, Tre., loulsg L. Horeh

{dent snd Tressurey snd Nettle Horeh zs 1ts Bscrestery,

regooidents,” Lncluding investig-tion of ths facts, PR e |

tion of neceseayy pepers, prepsreiion of Briefs Lo the
nellete Divieion of Lha g Court, Fireb Departmani,
gnd Wricl) end othur snd sundyy se g8 in connecction with
gnid sublscts and 2J4tigatlon:s or &1} it ol Lhe doe
fendents prosieed Yo pay the plaintifie, snd wiloh services
e reagonably worth, the pup of $12,900.004 ahd in gonne G
tion therewith, and st the request of ths defendants, tha
pledntiflis negesssrily expendsd bhe sus of $46,811.77 for
sbiirssnents of
sulm of £17,011.9%,: no pe of wilch heg been peld exaﬁ;zt‘
gus of 811,800.00, lesving & balsnee due snd owlng to
the pledntiffs in the sum of $5,811.77, wihich gum; on April
LSbh, 1030, was Auly demsnded by the plaintiffs from the

defendants but the defendante have wholly negleoted, rwfuge

pud omittad %o pry the whols or any

dee Repeats relterste pnd resllegs savh

svery allegstion ocontalned in persgrsvhe 1, 2 snd 3 hereof

e

B e




with the sams forcee snd sffeot «a thouph Tully ezt forsh

hareline.

Se Prom time to time during the employment by
the defendants of the »lsdntifPs sw tholr stéornaya, mlﬁinu

tiffes duly msde and Yondered Lo the delsndants agourate,

Just snd true ststements and blllas, whioh ssld bBills acours

staly showsd the emounts whieh were properly churged %o the

-

Safendsnta Dy resson of the trengsctions, disburssmints snd

garvices roferred W in pareprecl @ Berveofl end all smounts
peid by the defendants oF for Shalr sccount 1o the plalne
tiffs snd slae pll eredlits of svely naoture whatsosvaer which
the defencents were antitled to rogelve IYom sny souyoe

whaslooever, 4y roeason of celd transasotions or othaervwise.

CBe  ThHa AaPAndantE wARslsA And wakiteaR Y
gzdd billa rendersd by the plaintiffs to the defendants,
never msde ony obleetions to say theresf or to any dalt or

eradit therein ocontalned znd frem tian to time made neyasnts

Te A finaly full, Just snd trus stetews nt was
rendered by the plelntiffs to the defendasnte on or sbout

April 138th, 1936, by wileh it sppoared thet there wes 8

belehoe due snd owlng IYom the defenisnte to the pledntiffs,
over =nd above all eradits of ovory nsture to whloh ths |
defondents were entitled, in ths suw of $§.%11~??gkghtah_
asid olatewent was received snd nocepted by the amfaﬁﬁaﬁtm ob
or sbout the laat dste mentionsd and was retelned by them

without objection belng msde thear:=te or to sny item theraof}

.




and by résson of the feots hsrainbefore asst forth, sn
secount weg stated batwaen the plaintiffe snd the defendsnte
by romson of which there begume due snd 1 nov due and owing
from the defendsnts to the plaintiffo the sum of §5,811.77

with interdst from Aoril 18th, 1936,

Be On or sbout Aprdl 135th, 10589, the plmimtiffa;

{
demenided from the defendents payment of egsld sum of ?5.211.7?
|

but the defendents heve wholly omitted, rsfussd snd negloote

|
{

884 Yo pey the whole or sny psrt theveofs

e Rapeat, rolterste mnd
every sllegstion eontsined in pevagrsph 1 hereef with the

Buie foree snd eifect o8 though fully set forth hereln.

Botween Degenmbor 15%ths 1835 anéd Dagaunber
parfornsd professional légsl
38 ag ¢ the defendant Nicholss Rosrich at bis spéolsl
ingtsnoe snd request,; in snd about oblalning s radeteralng-
tion of the defiolentr ssgscased sgeinst the defendsnt
Hicholse Roorich by the Commissionsr of Internel Revenue

amounting to §48,768.80, income tax, ponalties sad interost,

for the taxsble yeara 1006, 1827 and 1854, snd in connection
therewith in béhalf of the ssld defendsnt, the plaintififa
mede Investipgstions, orepared o petition o ths Vnited
“Ststes Boara of Tax Appssls for n redeterminstion of the
gaid daficlency snd numerous other papers and conduoted
progeddingey including s trisl, before the sald Unlted
dtetes Bosrd of Tax Appesle in conneotion therewith, for

wiloh the defendant Nigholss Reoerdch promised to pay the

e L




sleintiffe, cnd vhich services wers ressonsbly worth, the
gum of $7BC.00, =nd in connegtion thersedth the pleaintlifTs
necesssrily disbursed the sum of 141,00, meking o totel of

- 1 : L & Byt )
fous snd Glsbursenants e o aus of SB81s80.

ile
tiffs demendad from the defendant Vicholss Rosrich payment
of $he spld aun of DRAGLD0, but the serld dafendsnt h
wholly omitbed, refuscd mnd negleoted Lo Say ¥sld sum or

any part theraofs

AN By resgon of the faoto hers.
forth, ths defendent Nlcholag Poarich ie
lsintiffs in the sum of S80).00; with

1i8he 1088,

PO A CHEOOND ERRTETAN LT, SRTIET 00 A aPToN

 Jb 9 HRen .:f_SIj‘t;a yailtarate end oo % I
evary allegation contsined in peragrechs 1, 10 ond 1Al hereof

gase Tores snd effect za& though fully sot Torth

14, From time Lo time durdng the esld employe

ment by the defendant Hichoelas Roerich of the plaintiffa,
the pleintiffs duly made a2nd rendersd %o the defendent,
Niaholzs Roerich, agoursts, Just snd true ststenmentas and
bills of the disburssments inourred by the pleintdffs for the
defondant s socount Ln connection with the gald metters,
whieh geld LAlle snd gtatenments sccurstely mhowed the
gmountes whlch waere »roperly cheXged t0 the dafandent
filoholas Roordich by rosson of the apld tronseobions and AL ge

buraenentse




R The defendent Hishelss Rosrich roecelived and
voteined 21l of the ssid bille e¢nd statoments rendersd %0
L4 defendsnt YWy the plaintifis end nOveY made any
objeotion to ahy thereol or Lo LL.; debt or ersdlt theredn

vont ined,

just, true end soocurste statement
made :hd rendersd o the defondent Nicholss Roerich Wy
the slsintiffe on or sbout April 10tk 1859, by which it
rad thet there wes & Dalence due snd owing
Nicholes “oerich to the plsintlffa over
paturs %9 wnlich the seld defendar
antitled, of the sum of U801.00, whilch dsld atebemer
recoivaed and scoepted by the defenisnt Hicholes Ros
or about the lest dste msntionsd sad wzs rebteined by adm
U‘"‘*ﬁ ”ri:* any . ol | | o - | i§ s
by rosaon of the snid faots navsinbelior

s O00UNt we abatud belwaein

sMicholag Rogrich Wy roagdn wnich there Dicens due and
there Lo now due ond owing B e sald defendant o tas

siaintiffs the sum of £801.00 with intereal thoreon frou

®

Aprdl 13th, 1939,

17« On oor sbout April 13%8 38 plalntiffs
demended from the delendant Hicholat pey@ent QL the
gul 8f S801.80, but the gpld Cefendant hus
neglected, refusad snd omltted to ﬁdy thm,y§a1m‘br any part
thareols

AP

F'W% M‘% ADDITICHAL &334.‘ eF ACRION AGAZNST

§T HEl ?-‘*-“A

LBe Ropeat; rolterste and raslleges esch and
3 it

avery allegatlion contzined in paregreph 1 hereof with the

e




fores snd efifect as though fully st forth hersln.

190, Boetweon Degenber 18th, 1038 ond Doceubor
Slat, 1038 plaintiffs performed professional le ﬁurvimﬁﬁj
for the defendsnt Helens Rosrich, at her speciel ingtance
request, in snd sboub regovering cortain parginasd prow
alalnmed Yy suid defandant Lo Delong %W hsy; from
isttie B Horoh ond one Sgthey Jo Licohtmenn, snd
sarpose in condusting iitigation in the Suprama
e York, Oounty of Hew Y
Roardiah, plaintiff sosinet Hettie
Egthar Jo Lichtaenn, defendents®; for vhich ths asid ﬁﬁf@ﬂﬁ—i
ent Helens Roerich promiced to pay the plsintiffs, and t'*?:‘,i.‘c?;;;
paprvices wore rosgonably worth, the sum of 5200.00, snd in |

gonnsotion theresvitih pleintiffe nseessarily dlsbureed the

aum AP B41,.00 meline 5 SablY FaniELan n “““6?4‘“’?§~ aP

{
|
|
!

2414804 no pext of which bBag boesn peld slthough

Bended frosm Lh

WHERGFORZ, plsintiffs demend Judgwent sgsinst the
defendanta, Hichelsg Roorieh, Helans Roerioh, Hourlee M.
Liehtm=nn, Sins Posdlek (formerly known as Sine Lichtmenn)
and Pranceg Re Grent fn the supm of 05,211.77, vith intereast

thereon fyom April 13%h, 1088 snd in zddition, speinst the

defsndant Bicholss Boerich Lia ths sunm of 801,00 together
with Interest therson from LApril 135%h, 10830, and, in tion,
agslnat the defendent Helons Roerlich An the sum of §241.820,

togebhey with the coste snd disbursements of thils sotion.

VILLIAR PITT MABON, JH.
Attorney for Plaintifts
Of fice & P O Addrose
78 Boover Streot
Borough of Manhatton
City of NHoew York
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) being duly gworn, desiod

Thet he

of tha plalntiffs nemoed In the

s the foregoinz compluint and |

25 nig
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Sworn Lo before me thiln

7 Gay of Februsry 1040




At o Bp¢ cl;l Term of the Suprenms
Court of the State of New York
held in snd for the County of
Wegtohasatary ¢ e Cmuut; fourt
Houee, In the ity of Whlte
Plaing, oh the day of
“=b1ux v, 1840,

b
ROl o W Peotinee
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W N W e W OSBRI s e e e R R g s e e O
HAROLED DAVIS gma ruiox&i" PLAUT ocow
pertners, doing business under the .
firm neme znd style of FLAUT & DaVIs,

lsdntiffs,

BRRS Re ;:..i;{‘i."twi:" -:J.‘..:X:,vu o R E a\..i.u-h..
! f.,:i hL“ ﬁlkﬁ:. Sw‘% ,...L& \Jta .L«’ u.ch.:.»z. At.ul‘\i\ pi
snd SIdis FOSDICOK (forwerly known as
Sine liohtmenn), i

W s VR am o W e BB W S W e W A W e e e e e O

Upon the spummonsg =nd complaint herein duly
verified Februasry 7th, 1940, the sfrfidsvit of Herbert Plaut,
gworn to Pebrusry 7th; 1940, ths undertsking on sttschment

Pebrusry 8th, 1840, sll of whieh heve bsen duly
fila@ herein, snd the snnexed «ffidevits of Herbert Plaut
end Reputy Sherdff Willism A, O'Rourke, both duly swern to
Februsry 23rd, 1940, showing sufficlent csuses of setion

f nta 4 ,;":.2.’ 8, »iO sl ol ,;;;&;‘.J.‘;""uﬁ-i.cill&x kiO:&I‘iCiip
anad thvt the swid defendants Niocholes Rosrioch and Helena |
Rosrich are not regidents of this State but, on the cone
trary, repide st Nspgsr; Xulu, Punjeb, Britigh Indla; snd it
further duly sppearing therefroa that.a warrent of attschmént
sgelnet the provaerty of seld defendants hzg baen heretofore
duly granted, snd g levy duly made thereunder upon proporty

of sald defendants}




motion of willism PLLL Mason, Py

attorney for the plaintiffs, 1t 1is

ORDERLD thet gervice of the
sbove entdtled sction upon seid iHicholes Roerich and Helens |
Roesrioch be made Y blicetion thersefl in twoe

vizs, in the

published in

i0r BLX BuUuGleREsive

Ly
FURTHER O {4

CRDERED thst on or before the dsy of
first publicastlon, a8 a sgald, the pls *Ts denoelt

i & ¥ 3 Gl 4 g a3 2y o @
nost office or st sny post office box regul:

Fh LA
L

tained by the Government of ths Unlted Ststes sets of coplea;
the gummons =nd complsint in thi

+ e o % ¢
ehe LIk '

prder, ssch properly enclosasd in a poatpsld “rappery
addressed to the following defsndents, respectively, st the

oleoes hersby speelfied, viz.,
Kicholsas Roeriech, Hsgger, Kulu, Punj)sb,
British Indls.

Feegar, Kulu, Punjlab,
British India.




At & Speclsl Term of the SHupreme
Jourt of the utwt? of NHew York held |
n nﬁ for the County of ?.wtchaqtpr;
:t the Jounty Coutt Heuse, in th
“iﬁv ol Whits Pleine, on the

P dey of  February, 1840,

B,
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HAROLD DAVIS anda HERBERT FPLAUT  cow
partners, doing buslnagp un: 3 the

.
firm neme snd style of Pu

Wi vﬁuuw -]

J PR "B *
Ha FOSDICK (_;,QI“{‘.};{I‘:'LS'
ui\uthb an ),

PDefendant s
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Upon the snnaxed affidesvit of Herbert Plautl

sworn to Februsry 28%th, 1240; snd upon the order hereln
"ﬁt! 14 "‘brl 5 :.‘,E‘;t:h' lg(éieo’ 1t 18
ORDERED,; that the order dsted Februsry 26th,

1940, resding ae follows!

5% o Spenisl Term of the
Supreme Court of the State of
Hew York hald rnd for the
Sounity of Yeat Law £ =t the
County Oourt H n tha
Gkty of Whihu rla&ns. on taﬂ e
‘dpy of Februsry, 1040,

HOK+ GERALD NOLAN
JUBTICE,
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HAROLE DAVES NG Fiialds LAl Plal

perbners, deing business unde

firm neme snd style of PLAUY

g mning e
FRANGLS Be ORANT 3 HECHO!
HiLENA ROERICH, MAURICE M.
Sins Lichtmenn),
Defendant s,

Upon the sumsong znd complsint herein duly

verified Faebrusry 7th, 1940, the sffidsvit of Harbert Flfut,§

sworn to Februsry 7th, 1040, thes undertsking on stischment
epproved Februsry 8th, 1840, sll of which h:ve besn duly
filed hereln, and the snneyed sffidsvite of Herbert Plsut

S
¥ ¢

SherlI?T Tilll=m 2. C¥Rourkzs, both duly aworn o

*nd Deruly .

Fabrusry 23rd, 1040, showing sufficient csuses of sotion
ggalnet the defendente Hicholas Roericeh snd Helens Rosrioh,
snd that the gsld defendants Nicholss Rosrich snd Helens
Roerich are not residents of this 8¢sts but, on the contrery
replde at Naggﬂf. Kulu, Funleb, British Indle; snd it
further sppesring therefrom thst & werrsnt of sttechment
egainst the property of seld defendsnts hrg been heretofore
duly grented, snd s levy duly msde thersundsr upon property

of spid defendants}

HOW, on motion of Willlem Pitt Mason, Jr.,

attorney for the pleintiffs, it 1is

ORDERED, thet service of the summons in the
sbove entitled setion wpon sald Nicholes Roerich snd Hoelens
Roerich be msde by publicstion theresf in two newspaners,

Vize, in the White Plains Lvening Disnatoh published in




White PFlsins,
ublisghsd in

weekgs snd 1t

FURT BLR ORDERED that on or bsfore ths dsy of

first publication, s8 aforesaid,; the plalntiffs, depcsit

in & post office or st any post office box regularly malne

"y o % 15 3 e . o i
tsined by tho lovarnment of the Unlted Stotes aets of coples|

of the gummons snd compleint in this action and of thils
ordsr, esch properly enclesed in = postipslid wrappe X,
addressed to the following defendsnts, respectively,

placea hereby specified, viz:,
Punjeb,

Nagpar,; Kulu, FPunjab,

Eritish Indiae

D

and the ssme ig hereby re-gsttled to rosd =8 follows:

At & Bpneplsl Term of the Supreme
gourt of the Stsate of New York
held in end for the Tounty of
Wegtehastar, &t the County Court
House, in the ity of ¥White
Plalins n the 26 day of February,

HONy GERALD NOLAN

JUSTICE




1)
", r):

HAROLD DAVIS onad HERBERT Ty cow
pertneres, doing business under the

1L

firmneme snd E’itjlﬂ or i—i"‘l & DAVIS,
Plaintiffs,

w g6l 0 gl
'i,jyg Re GRART, HICHOLAS ROERICH,
LLEiNA ROBRICH, BAURICE H. LICHIMANN
nd SINA FOBDICK (formerly known c8
i 1 &Jir ﬂ* ﬁ ) F 3
Dofendsnta.

B W SR W SN S TR e s N aR e N R ws WR s e wm

Upon the summons snd complalnt hsreln duly

varified Februsry 7th, 1940, thse affidavit of Herbert “l'dt.é

gworn to Februsry 7th, 1840, the undertsking on sttschment
apnroved Februsry 8th, 1040, sll of which hsve been duly
filed herein, =nd the snnexed afflidsvits of Herbert Flsut
end Deputy Sheriff ¥illlism As. O'Rourke, both duly sworn to
Februsry 23rd; 1940, showing sufficlient csuges of sction
sgalnst the defendants Nicholsg Reerich =nd Helene Roerich,
snd that the said defendsnts Nlicholre Roerich snd Helans
Roerich sre not regidents of this State but, on the con=
trary, reside ot Nsggsr, Kulu, Punjab, British Indis} s=nd it
further duly sppeering therefrom that a warrsant of stischment

sgainst the property of sald defendants hss been herstofore

duly granted, s=nd s levy duly msde thersunder upon property

of smald defendentsj

"’"0 058 xswtiuu Q»' L;ilﬁziﬂ ilttv 5%:&3011. Jl‘o,

nttorncy for the pleintiffa, it i

ORDERED that gservice of ths summens in the

sbove entitled sotion upon s=id NWicholss Rosrich snd Helena




Rosrich be made by sublicstlon thersof in two newgpapers,
in ths Fnglish lsnpuage, vize, in the White Plalne Evening
Digpateh sublished in Whits Plaing, He Yo snd in the

Canining Civizen Regleter published in Ogeining, NaX.

once a week for slx successive weeks) snd Lt e

FURTHER ORDERED shet on or before the dsy of
““'1(,*’

the Tirat publliocstion, s8 sforegs the plaintiffs depoalt%

in & post office or ot any poat offise box regulsrly maine

teined by the Goverament of the United Ststes gets of capieé
the summons snd compleint in this z=ection and of this |

order, and of the notliee raqulired by Ruls FPifty-Two of

the Bules of Civil Preotlics, ezch properly enclosed in &

poestpald wrapper, addrasged to the following defendents,

regpectively, = he p g3 hareby specified, vizs,

Nicholea Roerlich, Weggay, Kulu, Punjed,
1 s T e .

] ¢ &% i
duidh e Wode K34k el D T )

Helens Roorich, Haggar, Eulu, Punjasb,
Britlsh Indls.

ENT ER,




SUPREME COURT, WESTCHESTER COUNTY

HAROLD DAVIS and hLRBMI‘;T J.JL\LI.L, CO=

partners dolng business under the

firm name and style of Dbn”” & DAVIS
Plaintiffs,

-2gaingt=

FRANCES R. GRANT, NICHOLAS ROERICH,
HELENA ROERICH, MAURICE M,
LICHTMANN gng SINA FOSDICK
(formerly known as Sins Lichtmann),

Defendantse.

SUMMONS, COMPLAINT, ORDERS, AND
NOTICE.

WILLIAM PITT MASON, JR.
COUNSELLGOR AT LAW

76 Beaver XaNO¥ER STREET

NEW YORK

Attorney forPlaintiffs



