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Be confident you have the critical information for your case strategy or issue. The Legal Issue Trail™ tool

is a quick and easy way to get a comprehensive view of the universe of case law around a specific issue.
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@Strawn v. Canuso, 140 N.J. 43

Copy Citation
Supreme Court of New Jersey
January 4, 1995, Argued ; April 25, 1995, Decided

A-56/57 September Term 1994
Reporter
140 N.J. 43 | 657 A.2d 420 | 1005 M.J. LEXIS 54

JOANNE STRAWN, GERALD L. STRAWN, TRACEY A. STRAWN AND BRANDON M. STRAWN,
BY THEIR GUARDIAN AD LITEM JOANNE STRAWN, RUSSELL C. BURTON, AND BRETT C.
BURTON, BY HIS GUARDIAN AD LITEM RUSSELL C. BURTON, ANTHONY ALVAREZ, RITA
ALVAREZ, LISA ALVAREZ, JOHN M. GAVEN, SR., ANNETTE M. GAVEN, AND JOHN M. GAVEN,
JR., YOUNG D. KIM, JULIA S. KIM AND PATRICK KIM AND ROY KIM, BY THEIR GUARDIAN
AD LITEM YOUNG D. KIM, ALBERT WILLIAMS, EVELYN WILLIAMS AND STEPHEN WILLIAMS,
PLAINTIFFS-RESPONDENTS, AND MARIE C. INCOLLINGO, ANTHONY F. INCOLLINGO,
MICHELLE M. INCOLLINGO, NANCY ANN INCOLLINGO, FRANK CARNOT, RAFFAELA CARNOT,
WILLIAM DENNIS, JACQUELINE DENNIS, NICOLE M. DENNIS AND FARRAH D. DENNIS, BY
THEIR GUARDIAN AD LITEM JACQUELINE DENNIS, MICHAEL POWELL, DOROTHY POWELL,
AMY POWELL AND MOLLY POWELL, BY THEIR GUARDIAN AD LITEM DOROTHY POWELL,
MICHAEL J. VITARELLI, SR., LOIS A. VITARELLI, AND JACQUELINE VITARELLI, LESLIE
VITARELLI, MICHAEL VITARELLI, JR. AND ANTHONY VITARELLI, BY THEIR GUARDIAN AD
LITEM LOIS VITARELLI, CHRISTOPHER CONTI, ELAYNE CONTI, DANA MARIE CONTI AND
GINA CHRISTINE CONTI, BY THEIR GUARDIAN AD LITEM ELAYNE CONTI, EUGENE E.
JARON, ANN T. JARON, KATHLEEN A. JARON, STEPHEN M. JARON, PAUL M. KRAMER,
PATRICIA G. KRAMER, DREW KRAMER AND LAUREN KRAMER, BY THEIR GUARDIAN AD
LITEM PATRICIA G. KRAMER, SANDY OBLENA, ESTRELLA OBLENA, MATHANIEL OBLENA AND
MICHAEL OBLENA, BY THEIR GUARDIAN AD LITEM SANDY OBLENA, WILLIAM HELBLING,
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Save critical time as you analyze the legal
Issues important to you

When you find a case of interest and drill down to a
particular legal issue, use the Legal Issue Trail feature
to find additional cases that have similar passages—
cases you may not have found through a traditional
search method. This helps you navigate all the cases
discussing your issue and identify those most clearly
on the point of law that has the greatest relevance

to you.

Let’s see how this works

Once you have done your Lexis Advance®search and
found a case of interest and the point of law relevant to
your search, you can click the Activate Passages button

to highlight the passages within the case.
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# The facts of the case are set forth in the reported opinicn of the Appellate Division.

the claims of more than 150 families seeking damages because the new homes that

they bought in Voorhees Township, New Jersey, were constructed near a hazardous-

waste dump site, known as the Buzby Landfill.

The complaint named as defendants John B. Canuso, Sr., and John B. Canuso, Ir., and their
companies: Canetic Corporation and Canuso Management Corporation. Fox & Lazo Inc. (Fox
& Lazo), the brokerage firm that was the selling agent for the development, was also named

as a codefendant.

Plaintiffs base their claims on common-law principles of fraud and negligent
misrepresentation, and the New Jersey Consumer Fraud Act, N.J.S.A. 56:8-1 to -66. The
twenty-six plaintiff-families filed a class-action lawsuit on behalf of all of the purchasers of

the homes in the sold by Those

purchased their homes

between 1984 and 1987.

Click on an activated passage (signified by = icon and
boxed by dashed purple lines) to review the specific issue
you want to know more about.

Clicking on one of the activated passages will return

the following results:

- Additional cases that cite to your case for the legal

issue in the passage you selected

- Supporting cases your case cites that support the

selected passage

Legal Issue Trail allows you to efficiently analyze how
an issue has evolved over time by quickly finding all

the connections between cases.

How does Legal Issue Trail find these
relevant connections?

Legal Issue Trail uses proprietary Lexis Advance
search capabilities to validate cases displayed that
have a citing relationship and include extremely
relevant passages to your original point of interest.
This tool will help transform the way you conduct

legal research.

Best of all, there’s no additional charge to use this
technology; only normal document access charges

apply as you open cases on the list.
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Strawn v. Canuso, 140 N.J. 43 cited the following cases for this issue

O 1. @ Strawn by Strawn v. Canuso, 271 N.J. Super. 88

Strawn v. Canuso, 271 N.J.Super. 88, 35-100, 638 A.2d 141 (1994). The case concerns '

The tral judge found that the ciass action is "superior to other available Jurisdiction
methods for a fair and effcient adjudication of the controversy.” R New Jersey
4:32-1(0)(3) . Tis rule should be iberally construed In a consumer fraud — goyre

case. In e Cadillac, supra, 93 N... at 435, 461 A 2d 736. To the same Superior Coutt

effect is Deigozzo v. Kenny, 266 N.J.Super. 169 , 178-81, 628 A2d
1080 (App.DIv.1993) . Hence, we read In re Cadillac and Deigozzo to
require class action cerification under R. 4:32-1(b)(3)

The following cases cited Strawn v. Canuso, 140 N.J. 43 for this issue

0 2. A Nobregav. Edison Glen Assocs., 167 N.J. 520

In Strawn v. Canuso, 140 N.J. 43 , 657 A 2d 420 (1995) , we addressed
claims by over 150 families seeking damages because the new homes
they purchased were constructed near a hazardous waste dump site,
and the defendants--builders and brokers of the muli-home
development-failed to inform the plaintifs of the existence of the site. Id.
a 49, 657 A2d 420 . The plaintifs in Strawn based their claims on
common law principles of fraud and negligent misrepresentation, and
the Consumer Fraud Act.Ibid

) 3. A Nobregav. Edison Glen Associates, 327 N.J. Super. 414

Itis in the context of this framework that we consider Strawn and the
responsive Disclosure Act. Strawn involved a claim for damages by
more than one hundred and fity families who bought new homes in
close proximity to a hazardous-waste dump site, basing thei claims on
“common-law principles of fraud and negligent misrepresentation, and
the New Jersey Consumer Fraud Act . * 140 N.J. at 49 , 657 A.2d
420. I reviewing the development of the law affording remedies to
home purchasers, and particularly the purchasers of new homes from
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Find related cases that feature similar passages—
cases you may not easily find any other way.
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