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IN THE SUPREME COURT

OF THE STATE OF UTAH
)

LUTHER H. THOMAS,

)
Plaintiff-Respondent,

) PETITION FOR
Vs, REHEARING
' )
GLEN PETERSON, ' Case No. 14034
)
Defendant-Appellant :
)

Appellant respectfully petitions the Court to rehear and reconsider
its decision rendered in the above entitled matter for the following reasons:

1. The Court has recited facts which are not correct nor reflected
in the records such as the statement that '"when the corporation was formed
it entered into a conditional sales contract with Mr. Thomas. . ."

The record is clear that Mr. Thomas had formed his corporation
previous to the taking in of new stockholders and.that the Articles of Incbrp—
oration were merely amended to change the name. No preincorporation
a-greement was entered into evidence.

2. The Court in its opinion speaks of a conditional sales contract
which is the subject of this lawsuit and the appellant had objected to the
introduction of the contract on the basis that no foundation had been laid.
That the issue has been raised as to whether or not it is required that the
board of directorvs approve through minute entry squect contract wi‘th a |
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major stockholder and general manager of the corporation who is the

plaintiff. Appellant also raised the issue that the contract had not complied

with the Uniform Commerical Code. In addition, issues were raised in

the appeal to the effect that Mr. Thomas had no assets to sell to the corp-

oration, because of the fact that the assets were already in the éorpora.tion.
3. If the Court is of the opinion that the issues of law raised in

this case are not valid, at least the opinion should recite what the law is.
The appellant respectfully urges that the Court reexamine the

opinion in this case and reschedule the matter for rehearing and reconsideration.

Respectfully submitted,

Everett E, Dahl
Attorney for Defendant and Appellant
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