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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF UTAH

WINNETTA J. LLEJVELYN, widow
of Isaiah J., Llewelyn,
deceased,

Plaintiff,

\'ASK

THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF
UTAH, CLAYTON INVESTMENT
CO“PANY and UNITED STATES
FIDELITY AND GUARANTY COMPANY,

e PN N PN e PN e PN S TN e TN e TN

Defendants.
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A11 italics are ours.

dinnetta J. Llewelyn wes the wife ﬁf
Xaaish J. Llewelyn &t the time of his luw
Jury and death. She auwce applicetion to

Industrial Commission of Wﬁ&h for the

co.pausation provided for dependents under

rovided by the Institute of Museum and Library Services
d by the Utah State Library

Sponsored by the S.J. Quinney Lay L ibrary. /'
L / ry Ser

Ho. 7166




Jection 42-1-87 of U.Cehs 1943,

Two hesrings were held at which the
plaintifl presented her evidence. OUn Janue
ary 19, 1948 the Couuiusion approved snd
filed 1ts decision and findings, The Cone
mission decided end found that Isaiazh J,
Llewelyn died 2 s result of en secidental
injury srisin: out of or in the courass of
his employment. The jurisdictionsl lacts
were stipulated ot the bezinning of the
hegrin:, The Coanission then found s fole|
lows;

flhst the applleant was nob |
livinz with the cdecessed st the time
of bis sccldent or his death; tihat
she received no support whatever Irom
him for seversl years prior to his
deatin; thet she was therefore not
dependent upon decessed lor support,

at the time of his aeccidental injury
and death,

*The commission therelors, cone
cludes that the spolicetion for de-
pendency benefits under the Compensge
tion lLaw dated Se tember 22, 1947 and
si-ned by the applicent should bes ds-
nied.”

It 45 the lswfulness of the quoted

findings which is now before the Court.
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The indinz a8 0 e csuse of desnth was
satisfastory vo both purtiss. ihe petition
for rehesring raised oculy uhe queation of

pleintiff's dependsuncy.
e I PACTB

The Iaects having = bearing on plaine
viff's dependency are o5 follows:

Plaintiff obtained s deores of ﬁap&w
rate melntensnce in che District Sourt of
the Third Judicisl Lisurict, in and for
Sal: Lake County in 1936 (i, 78}, Thet dee

C T

cree aé&it»eﬁ¢y contalned & finding the

pPlaintiff was & dependsnt of the gaw%@@@d,'
amﬁ provived thet he pey %0 nar the sum of
25,00 per sonuh (8. 127, 128},

The plainciff, «ltor gettlng the dew
eree for separaie maintsnance, collegted
some 2200.00 to ;225.00 (i, 78). she had
to neke strenuous =L orts Lo wake the dee
cessed pay his legsl obligation to her

(ie 128;. oshe garnisheed his wazes and had

Sponsored by the S.J. Quinney Law Library. vided by the Institute of Museum and Library Services
Library Services an Act, red by the Utah State Library
Ma in errors.




him brought i{:lo court hearings (i, 13R),
On two or three such occasions Mr. Spooner,
gounsel o the luswrance company, &p eared
for s1l:40UALfL ot £ro heorings (L. 76), The
decersed &t tie tine of his injury wis earn
in: epproximetely $150.00 per month (K. ﬁﬁ}w
PLedntdff woried ziriag vae period of |

S

nor geparetisn from deceased unvil sha bee |
came too old (R, 75). Ghe wus eble %o

earn only asbout $75.00 per month {4, 77).
fLoBae time of the injury and decih of dew
ceased, giaw.*iff qed no property, no @%mtﬁ:
ployment, and o sourse of incone exgepd
from ov sepirote &ﬁiﬂﬁ%ﬂh“?@ gasres

(e 77}e Flain-iff nud besn sble Lo et
slonz, Lut only through the help and ciuprle
ty of her children (4, 78-80}. ¥Floiniifi's
financi~1l condition had not tharyed slnce

her seporabe maintenance decresd was oue
and encered (H. 128}, Thae decrse hud not
been cho.ed since it wss entered { .., 132},

sertified copiss of the Findinus of Faet,

Sponsored by the S.J. Quinney Lay L ibrary. /'
L / ry Ser
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vonclusions of L.uw and Degree were olilered
in evidenc:. The Comamission, when defen=
daat objected, erronsously refused Lo perwe
mit thair isntroduction into the record

(. 128, 129).

he evidenes oan the yuestion of de~

v

pendency presented by plainiifi wes not dius
puted or contrsdicted. It @@ﬁ@iﬁ%ﬂﬁ prd e
cipally of the testimony of plaintiff end
an offer of : certified copy of the Pinde
incs of Fect, Conclusions of Lew and Ueeree
in Case oo 86746, entitled Winnette %1@%@5‘
elyn va, Iseish J. Llewelyn.

The concistency and conclasivensss of
pleintiff's testinony on the subjeet of h@r
neads snd the leral stetus existing buiween |
herselfl and t&$'da@$aa@ﬁ.@1$@ws no roon fér'
doubt, Defendants must then admic uwhet
plaintiff, at the Lime ol her huzband's
denth, was in need of the SURPOrL mONey pay-
ments dec:zs-d was legclly obligated to

M im} tnnt dessazed wes uander the legsl

led by the Institute of Museum and Library Services
hy the Utah State Library.

Sponsored by the S.J. Quinney Law Library.
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audy eof supparﬁiug~plaintif£;lmhmt deceasnd
had the abllity to pay plainuifl the poy-
ments due her, and plai niff hed in no way
waived or relinquished her right te expest
znd demand support money payments from dee

cessed.

The deelsion of The industrial,Comuise
sion of lgen éea&iﬁg plaintifi's applica=
tion for compensstion was unlewful for the
followins reason

Mat the undisputed «nd uncontradicsed
evidence estsblished that plaintiflf weos & |
dapondent of Esaééh Jo Liewelyn on the dade
of the aﬁ&id%m@%lyiéé&ry which coused his
desth zs ~etser of law.

The Commisaion erronecusly falled to
congider and cive legel afiect to %%#‘f@lm
lowing faets:

1., That plaintiff had been found oy
a Court of competent jurisdietion of the

Sponsored by the S.J. Quinney Law Library. Fu
Library Services ana

d by the Institute of Museum and Library Services
hy the Utah State Library.




ateve ol Utah, to be dependent upon the de-
ceesed, which finding never hus been changed
or saended. |

2. Pleintiff was without euployment
or independent meens ol support sand was in
necessitous clrcumstances on the date of
tie injury resulting ia the ﬁﬁmﬁ& of her
husband. | |

3. Plaintiff hes ﬂavﬁﬁ~rﬁliQQﬁ1$%m§;  ‘
waived, or in any way prajudiced the figmaé o
ﬁtieh she had been zranted by said decres |
of separste msintensnes and thersfore could |
ri-htfully expect snd demend from decessed
the support money paymeats swerded her.

fU DS 10 PR L
i AP S 1 PR ? 2
A .

The ultimstve queation ﬁ#ﬁﬁ@mﬁ@ﬁ by
this case is, whether plaintiff wes &
fdepandent® of xaaiﬁh J, Llewelyn. Tha &m#
swer to this question will depend apon the
rollawing,iaauaé %hﬁmﬂar‘wr not a wife,

without @mylﬁym&nu or property snd in e Ces
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sltous {inancisl eiroumstances, living apert
from her husband under & seperste mminmmnmméw
degree; wh;ﬁh deeree provided for her en
sward of support mmn@y; is a "dependent®
even though for some ting the hushrnd Mdled
end neglected to ueke the paym&nha that oz mﬂ‘

due under seid deocrse.

ARGUMENT
Polat 1.
PLAIUTIPP 43 & DEFEEDENT OF ISALAH J,
LLEWELYIN ON TH® DiTh OF Hiu ACUINLTeL I1Me
JUIT £3 HATTIE GF Li¥,

,‘":fm

Under the ceses interpreting Jeetion
h2=)e67 Uilshe, 1943, two eriteris sesm to
have bean set down for usein determining

when & person iz or is not & dependent.
REASOHABLE ZXPECTITION SAIT:RION

what plaim iff chooses to call the
"resson:ble expeetation” eriterion we:o es-
rlon v

tablished by Uteh Galens Gorpers dinde

fa 3

2 DM @ o 78 Uteh 95, 5091 5 P, (24) 2“02, 2lidy o

The ,nzrt qumtimg wulﬁﬁg Case L&w st@ ad:

ed by the S.J. Quinney Law Libra d by the Institute HI nd Library Service:
Lih/w) SL/HLL’\ ana hy the Utah State Libra
FFOFS.




® % » & The purpose of the statuto

1s to provide the workmen's depaniont
in future with something in substitue
tion for what haa been lost by the
workman's deatn, and, conssquently,

to estcbliuhi dependeney the applicant
for couspens:tion nust show vhiai he op
ahte had ressonshle -rounds $0 ruticie
bats future support from the decedent.
his regsosabls exr-zotetion of Qone
tinuiny or {uture support snd main-
tenanee seens to be the true eriterion
a8 to who are dependeats,'™

NEED PLUS LEOAL DUTY CRITHRION

Ine "need plus logsl duty® criterion

is set down in Uteh Fuel Co. va Ind. Comn,,
80 Ytah 301, 305, 307, 15 P, {2d) 297, 299,

in the iollowins lencucze!

® % * % The gtatutory lenguage with
regpect to depsndency is the zume
vhether the zpplicant is & widow or &
minor ¢nild, snd the constraction snd
application of the ststute must .8 the
geme in either case., There is g dif-
ference in respect of the situstion
of the psrtiea. & widow msy for hepre
selfl either sszert or exprassly or by
eonduet waive her right of suppors
az:inet a husband, while ehildr:in of
tender ege hove no gapacity to aither
shoigpglves cssort or o walve tholp
rizht to support by the falher, and
zrs not necesssrily boeund by the falle
are ol the movher or other erson Lo
gssert thelr rizats for theu,®

led by the Institute of Museum and Library Services

Sponsored by the S.J. Quinney Law Library. )
hy the Utah State Library.
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The Court [irther desling with the metter
of dependency, defined the word "dependent®
in the following lancusre:

T2 & & Jependnaey s somothing dif-
fareut from the right to have support
or tha duty of a parent to support
nis cuildran, The word 'dependent’
ordinsrily aeans the need of ald or
sapport, not self-sustaining., o dee
pendent person is one who has not the |
means of his own to support himself. |
A total dependent is one who has no -
mexns whatever by which to support
himself, i pertizl dependent is ocne |
who has some means but not suflicient
for his support,”

Under sither eriteris the dependency
of plainviff is conclusively established,
3he had more than a reasonsble expestation

of sup

port {rom her decessed hasband;y she
:‘lﬁé a n

les=l deeree, »nd pl&im%iff hed kept her

snt which had been buttresszed by &

right slive throughout &11 whe tine of her
seperation from théygéeﬁﬁﬁﬁd; Gf sourse,
there ¢en be no doutt whatsoesver as to
plaintiff's recd Jor the @a?mwn%a which werd
due unduy the sepsarate nmaintensnce decree

wiiech fixed her legel right %o support.

led by the Institute of Museum and Library Services
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"lafondOF testified thot during the
Wor Yyears she wes able to obtain enployment
anc support hersell, at least Lo soue éxm
tent; that sinee tie war lor atility to

extain stec iy asplownent has cczond. Prose

fe3 ]

ractive a‘a*’*la vers a1l *sll her thrt she is
teo old Lo work.

The guestion of depecdency under 3ec.
42167 ToTele, 1943 is one of fuet, buy
where thare is a0 dispute #s Lo the f@%&é,
the leral rights deducible or infersble
from such proven foets »re guestions of
law, Honeoek st =) wve T, ,w,, 5B Utah
172, 19° F, 1690

The fzet thut plain: L9F wos abla to

obtain self-susteinlng work durins the war

.....

years ig whe «x:-l:nation of the smellness
of the smount which plai-siff has bhaen

pedd ov deccased on the sapwr&t@ e iniene
ance sward. It, of course, h&a never lesn
the leow that Lalore & pergon cen be oelessie

fied g8 + dependent shz wast be entirsely

led by the Institute of Museum and Library Services
hy the Utah State Library
errors.
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unsble to earn any :onay or asupport horasell

8h Uteh 471, 36 P, (2d) 979.
Ths general poliecy of the Workmen's

Park Uteoh Consols Mines Cos we Ind

Compensstion Law 13 clearly stated in ori

Comm, , supr:,

Jugh Consol. Mines Co, va Ind,
a8 follows:

" & ¢ & Thus uhe Lecislature sought
to promote the public welfare by ree-
lievineg soclet of the support of une
foriunaste wietisms ol industrial scolw
dents, Reteuns v, industrial Comnlse
sion, 55 Uteh 258, 185 P, 535: imal=
gamated Suver Co. ve industrial Come
mission, 75 Utah 556, 206 P. 959
Industrizsl ﬁaﬁ;@ﬁiaﬁi@a Ve bLgen, 55 :
Uteh 63, 189 P, Ll4, and to eveld the |
neceasity of the employee's dependents
becomlinz objectz of public cumpity.
If there 1z sny ﬁ@ﬂ%ﬁ*’ra$§@¢ﬁimg the
rizht to compensgstion, such doubt
should be resolved im favor of the
employee or of his depeundents as Lhe
cnse may be,' Chendler v, Industrial
Commisaion, 55 Utsu 213, 184 P. 1020,
1022, 8 hebleile 930." (84 Utsh 486)

Point I11.
THE ESCEIFT OF ACTUAL Uy ORT Iu 2NOT
NLGRESARY PO ESTABLISH Lir BDINST,
The proposition is welleesteblished in

Sponsored by the S.J. Quinney Law Library. Funding for digitization provided by the Institute of Museum and Library Services
Library Services and Technology Act, administered by the Utah State Library.
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the lsw of Utah that under U.U.A, 1943,
38C. £2~1~5?; % 1s not uecessary Lhal Supw
port .oney be sctually received by the e
rpemie:‘it to eslablish the dependenay status.,
bicGerry ve Inducstrial Commisg. 63
Utan 81, 87, 222 i. %2, 5%% and G Utah
592, 232 P, 1093; 39 hoLole 3@&; ati esrly
cese, establishes the law on this paimt;

the [irst decision the Court ststes:

% & % we know ol no authority which
holds that the furnishing of support
during the life of the decessed is
sbsolutely essential to the estsblishe |
ment of actual dependency,"” |

In the secend &aeia&mn; at page 599, the
Court reiterated its former holding im thesq
words:

" % x & The glac of plaintiffs' cone-
tention seems to be thal there 1s no
dependency, wiolly or in part, because
it is not sghown in the evidence Lhat
the deceased [ammished or promised any
support to iae miner down %o within

a recout dste.  in our Tormer oplanion
we clted many euthoritlies styougly
tendins to 4old that the furnishing
of support was not & necesscry factor
in determining sctual dependency, but
that it iz 2 competent fuct and in
moat caszes 18 generally msde to appeur,

Sponsored by the S.J. Quinney Law Library. Funding for digitization provided by the Institute of Museum and Library Services
Library Services and Technology Act, administered by the Utah State Library.

Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors
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Two decisions wers wriuﬁéﬁ in the ﬁaa&. In|

i



In the “ciarry cases the Court wes desaling
with the rights of a minor child who had
not recalived support money. Howawver, Lhat
fact is no basi: for distinguishing the
case. The sa.e considerstion ﬁavmram the
detersination of dspendency wheiher the

YE e oot
W 4«; b d

dependent be & minar ¢hild or widow.

Ley SUPré.
Fladntd’f, when she and her husbond
were ne longer atle (o conablit, obteined
her sesp:srete malntznance decree, «nd 80
diligently had her husbend's duties (o %ﬁ%ﬂ
port her reduced o the fwrm ol & legel dew
crez. Sincs sald decree %wos entered, pleins
Liff hes wmade surenuous elfert: to %nf@t@%
her rights.  She collegted substantisl
amounts by her efiorts znd it is sbsolutely
certrin that plsintiff, when the cccasion
erose, a8 lon” &8 her huzsend wes living,
could have collescted further smounts undsr
her decres. The fact Lnot o few years huve
intervened since the lsst payment by dew-

consed does not ;reiudice pl&im iff’a

Sponsored by the S.J. Quinney Law Library.
Library Services ana

led by the Institute HI 1 and Library Services
1 by the Utah State Libra
wtain errors.




rights, The efforts of plaintiff to proe
tect her ri-sht to support money and her
strenuous afforts to obtain paymenta from
decessed completely vanquish any inference
that plalatiff could not and did not exw
p-et or antieipate support in the future
Utsh Apex Min, Co, v,
Ind, Comm., 66 UJtan 529, 2&& Fo 656,

An interssting discussion of depen~

from the decegsed,

?i%

denecy is found in Disz v, In ,_“gmmg, 80
Utah 77, 88, 13 P, (2d4) 307, 31l. Justice

3traup, after o lesrned discuasion of the

cases wherein the widow w:s not consistents |
1y receivins sapport money fron her husband|
prior to his sccidentel demise, made She

following pertinent observations: ..

" % : % The stetute of Pennsylvanis
veovided thet "no conpsnsation shall
be payable under this scction to a \
widow unless she wzg living with hepr
decessed husbhond st the tize of hig
deeth or wes then actually depandent
upon him or support,' In considere
ing it, the Supreme Court of Pemn- 5. |
sylvania in the case of Creasy v, -
Phosnix Utilities Co., 276 Pu, 533,
120 A. 659, held that, where the
separation is mersly far the mutual
econvenience of the parties, and the
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the laz case declded sevsral cases which

wife is dependent, snd the ouli s"ion
to support her is elther recognized

or ¢rlormed, tie wmere fect thut the
Risd nd, for eay reason, fells to perw
form that duty for s time, does not
deprive the wife of hor status as a
dependent. If :this were not so, the
mere fact of sepsration, though rsre-
haps {or = proper il lagitisate ﬁmrm
pose, such as the [uture agtshlishe
aent of a new home, would, in all
csses, bar 2 clsim on behalf of the
Tamily. [het iv was not the intention|
of ths lLegislature to 2stsblish zuch
a harsh rule seems amgly proven by
tha faet that the word 'dependent?
was used, rather than meke the right
of the widow depend upon the fset of
receiving support &t the time of the
sccident. The eriterion in cages of
this chorecter, consequently, must be
whether or not & wile, llving spart
from her hushband and dependent upon
adm, but not sctuslly recelving sup-
port from him, has aciulesced in his
gction under circumstances spmounting
to & repudiation Ly hinm of his legel
obligetion to support his family., To
the s:qe effact are the fmllaw&a%
ceses: Coletrazne v. Obt, 20 UW. Ve,
179, 103 . B, 102; Lunele Foundry &
Pach, Co. v. Coffee, 66 Ind, spp. 405,
117 ¥, B. 5245 Johnaon v. Hepublie
iron & 3teel Co., 212 Als. 149, 102 Jo,
L3 selle livy HMalleable Iron Cos v.
Rowland, 170 dias. 293, 174 H. v, 395,
7 AJlieite 10713 Jeytko v. Fittsburgh &
Ze Cocl Co., 88 Pa. Super, Ot. 5223
Shumkus v. Biludelphis & Resdlng Coal
i Irom Go., 280 Pa. 83, 124 A, 3353
Landgrath v. Ind, Acc. Qomm., 77 Cal,
App. 509, 247 F, 277.° |

The Courts of "ennsylvanla have since
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are very close on the if:cts 0 the csse at
bar and under the statute quotsd by Justiee
3traup,

Grban v, dYanticoke
Pa. Super. Ci. 195, 169 A,
where the decessed husband hed feiled for

WO6, wWas & case

eleven years to provide support payments [ox
iz wife who wes confined in & menbtal hose
pitsl, supported by lublic suthorities. |
The Court held that she was the ﬁ@pﬁﬁ&ﬁn§  1
cf her husband &% Lie time @fvhia &@éﬁd&ﬁw |
tzl injury and death, o

In + very recent case,

Sions s‘;ﬁ %:G%@%@g' ] ?"m' &30 @el
Se 3$l, 40 4, (24) 132 13@, the %@ammyiw
vania Superior Court had before it pragtie

cally the very cese no« before this Jourt,
ne FPemneylvanis dependency statube,
a5 amended in 1939, now resds:

" % s ¥ Yo compensstion shall be paye
able under this section to & widow,
unless ama was l&v&ag with her des
cesaed husbend gt the time of his
ﬁmath, or was then sotually @mpwﬁﬁant
upon i gggwfﬁg@iv;xm from him 8 gube
gteanticl porbion ol her supporg,'’
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The widow, claiment, hsd a court order {or
support money; soae payments had bnmn miide,
but for four years before his ﬁﬁﬁhﬂ, the
decedent {riled z:i neglected Lo pay eny
amount. Iie Sourt, reviewing btic esrlier
Fennsylvanis ¢sses, held:

" 2 % % The manifest purpose of thig
lagislation was to ber fraudulent
cleins, &nd in our view this doninsnt
inteat overrides & litersl imzarpram
tation of the limivation im gquestion
when applind\na the fagts in this o
coge, 1Lhe circunscsnes that claimant
Was 8uy layed did not rebut the assere
tion of sctusl de a;maaay (Worris v,
Tough Cosl & aappi‘ 0., 265 Pa. 216,
109 4, 914}, nor the fuet that she
was uot receiving support from her
husband st the %i 2 of hisz desth,
ureasy Ye ihaﬂmlx ﬁ&ili?i%& Gn., 276
Peo 583, 120 4, 639, In the Morris
c:se it was held (266 Ps. 21&, 109 4.
015): 'io rizid rule can be lcid down
a5 to the emount or ¢harscter of evie
dence necogsary Lo show agtusl depene
dency; thersflore each cuse muast be
gontrollad by its own clrcusmstsnces.!?
The Graaa{ case thus %ﬁw@%ﬂ the test
6 b’ﬁ a i%é (go}@ it ‘} 12@ 5!
560 ) hﬁ eriserion in ceses af this
char&etar sonsequently, aust be
whether @r not a wile iiv&ng apart
from her ausbhand and aﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁg upon
nim, but not sctuslly recelving suye
port from hinm, haes acqulesced in s
setion under eclrzunstences smounting
to a repudiaticn by hin of his levsl
obligation to support his fmmily.
Cf., Bermen v. George . L Ledr Oo. et
al., 13? Pa. bupar. 193, ﬁ¢ 2& ?31.
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in eonel.linr che Court stated:

"R ok & Yo must acce . the Linding
and conslusion of the bosrd since the
evide .co is sufficient to nupport it
(ﬁerﬂmn Ve Cuorge J. Blair Do, ot al.,
supra) and cousider hor continued ofm
fort to collect as tho legal equiva-
lent of actual recelpt o suppors.

Tee thiu the test lald down in
Orea:r v. Fhoenlx Ucilitlies Co., supra
is - p@lscable uncoer the 1939 ﬁ”wnﬁ“
meat Lo the faets in aha presant ou
end is ecatrolling in determining
cleimant's right to an mm@rﬁa The
legislature in our viau, did not in- |
tend to lay down @ harsh rale Lhad e |
sovery ia casos lika the ??&%&m% nust
rest upon actusl poyment of aupport.”

Merrill v, Fencsco Luweuse Co, @Mw
27 8. M, 632, 204 Fac. 72, 73, is & case

cited with approvel in the Meliarry

upre, and the [l:z cose.

¢ase the Jupreme Court of lHew Mexleo stated

& % % If dependency ware deteralned
only by the faet of ﬁﬁ%ﬁr&@u%idﬁ ta
”‘J,,yﬁm 2 %’if@ ﬁﬂé enildren mgﬁi}
ﬁ%ﬂ@“uwut one weel snd cesas GO be nha
nE Xt mecf ia¢ to ah& ﬁ@gr&@ﬁ of vhe
husbend znd fether. ocuch & tﬁ%%ry
lacks ﬁuppmrt fron guum@ri%yg

¥hether the court chooses Lo apply the
need plus legal duty or Liz reasonable ox-
peetation of f:iture support eriterion o

vhe cuse ab bﬁr yl&inti ra&p@@tfﬁlly

ed by the S.J. Quinney Lay L/ rovide: //\ll Institute /\I 1d Library Ser
L/ ary Ser ered by the Utah State Libra
n errors.




submits that only one conclusion can be
reached by the oxercise of lozic and
reason and that is that plaintiff wes a de-
pendent of Iseiah J. Llewelyn at the time
of the injury which csused his death.

Under her separate malntenance decree
plaintiff not only had & “"ressonable expee- |
tation of continuin: or future wuy@wr&“j |

she had an absolute legal richt to demend

such support from her husband as long as he |

lived,
Huu g UL@*&; xﬁw

It iz most respectiully submitied
that the evidence herein esteblished that
plaintiff was the dependent of Iseish J.
Llewelyn &8 nrtter of lﬁw; snd therefore
the decision of The Industrial Gomm
of Ustah that plaintiff wes not the depondent
of deceascd should be set amiﬁﬁg

ﬁ%ﬁ?%&ﬁfﬁll?’ﬁ&hﬁi@&m&,
JEIGHT L. KIRG

Astorney for ﬁiazztiff
530 Judge Building,

igsion
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