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You told us you could leave no stone unturned.

Exclusive—Lexis Advance® Legal Issue Trai

With Legal Issue Trail™, you can be confident you
have the critical information for your case strategy
orissue. It is a whole new way of providing you with a
comprehensive view of the universe of case law.

Today when you search for a case, your results are
only as good as the search query you run. With the
Legal Issue Trail tool, when you find a relevant case of
interest and drill down to a particular legal issue, you
can click on Legal Issue Trail to find additional cases
that have similar passages that you may not have
found through a traditional search method. This helps
you navigate the universe of cases 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 search on Lexis Advance®
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.

Clicking Activate 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
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Legal IssueTrail 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 patented tool will help transform the way you
conduct legal research.

Legal Issue Trail illustrates relationships among legal
issues that deliver an entirely new and more efficient
way to verify and feel confident about your research.
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The facts of the case are set forth in the reported opinion of the Appellate Division. Strawn

v. Canuso, 271 N.J.Super. 88, 95-100, 638 A.2d 141 (1994). The case concerns 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

he Complaint named as defendants John B. Canuso, Sr., and John B. Canuso, Jr., and their
companies: Canetic Corporation and Canuso Management Corporation. Fox & Lazo Inc. (Fox &
Laz0), the brokerage firm that was the selling agent for the development, was also named as a
codefendant.

The facts of the case are set forth in the reported opinion of the Appellate Division. Strawn
v. Canuso, 271 N.J.Super. 88, 95-100, 638 A.2d 141 (1994). The case concerns 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.
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Contaminating the ground water with hazardous substances. Additional tests indicated the
presence of hazardous waste in ground water, in marsh sediments taken from the landfill, and in
lakes southeast of the landfill.

RCA installed a system at the landfil to vent excessive levels of methane gas at the site.
DEPE's site manager discovered gas leaks in that venting system. Those leaks released
contaminants, including benzene and other volatile organic compounds. In 1986, methane
gases, which naturally accumulate in landfills, emanated from the dump site. Reports of the
federal Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) confirm that residents' complaints about odors
and associated physical symptoms are consistent with expected reactions to exposure to gases
from the landfill. EPA re that the site be considered for a Superfund cleanup.

Plaintiffs allege that the developers knew of the Buzby Landfill before they considered the site
for residential development. Plaintiffs contend that although defendants were specifically aware
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Strawn v. Canuso, 140 N.J. 43 cited the following cases for this issue

Itis in the context of this ork that e ccns\der Strawn and the responsive Disclosure Act. Strawn involved a claim for damages by more than one
hundred and fifty fammes who bau close proximity to a hazardous-waste dump site, basing their claims on "common-law principles of fraud
and negligent misrepresentation, and the New Jersey Consumer Fraud Act. .. - 140 N.J. 3t 40 , 657 A28 420 . In reviewing

@ Debenedetto v. Denny’s, Inc.,, 2010 N.J. Super. Unpub. LEXIS 2292
DeBensdetto addiionally relies on Strawn v. Canuso, 140 N.J. 43 , 637 A.2d 420 (1995) . In Strawn ,the Court held that a builder-developer of new homes

had a duty to disclose to prospective buyers that the homes were constructed near an abandoned hazardous-waste dump under the CFA. 1
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DeBenedetto v. Denny's, Inc.,, 421 N.J. Super. 312
DeBenedetto additionally relies on Strawn v. Canuso , 140 N.J. 43, 657 A.2d 420 (1595) . In Strawn , the Court held that a builder-developer of new home:

had a duty to disclose to prospective buyers that the homes were constructed near an abandoned hazardous-waste dump under the CFA. Id. at 48-25, 657 A.2d

420 . DeBenedetto maintains that, like the plaintiff in Strawn , he is alleging that a seller (Denny's) concealed material

@ Davis v. Devereux Foundation, 414 N.J. Super. 1
1
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List Details

Jurisdiction Court Date

New Jersey

New Jersey

Appellate 2000
Division

Middlesex April 23,
County Superior 2010

Middlesex April 23,
County Superior 2010

Superior Court  June 25,
Appellate 2010
Division
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