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The plaintiff, JACK cowmu mm of Ne | {
defendant, JOHNI MANVILLE conroauml,, A cprpemation, amd
Bays:

1. 7hat on or sbout the 15th ot lu'ch, 4. D, ¥

123%, the defemduns, JUGND MANVILLE CORPORATION, was &

4uly orgenizod -ad suthorized corsoravien, deing businass
in the state of Iliinois, Gounty of Lake, amd City of
dzdkesan, &t vhich time and plage, it .omned, cperated, and.
naintained a faotoxy, mill, or essablishment for the purpose
of manufucturing asbestos in ite yarious fors, b

2. That the said defemdant, in its factozy, '
owned and operated certain departments ia which trucks
r8re loaded with asovastos o;mﬁnt, and where bege of ashestos
cement wers weighed, and during these pfaociuo & great deal
of dust from zsvostos, osaent, and other ingredients, were
caused to und did impregnase the air im maid promises in
such great quantities as to be gxeatiy daletorions %o e
health of human beings,
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3+ 7That on the aforesaid day and at the tinme
and place aforesald and for a nwsber of years pru: !hmh
he rus in the nploy of said Mmt. and 'otu as lhm.‘w
leborsr, loading trucks vltl 100 pownd ’ hng- of uboltn w
oeuent, veighing open bags of ub«tn omt. ant doiu

guneral woxk, d\u-tng vhich tiae, he vu exposed and nb-

Jected to a greats deal of the: mmm Am-w,.

in amd aboul the said mﬁo B R AR RN R, SHY D e

Y% That in the cu'rnngonoftha ‘sadd VusiRess
by the d:fendant as the same na bo!.ng d«u and "for in'llf"
yoars prior thercto hed been oond.wted, hc dcfellhnf .
kn.7 ¢nd by the oxeroise of dus care and ‘cantion'houls = *"
have i‘noin that the same was n"ptrt;'o l.s!‘xﬂit!fdp!odll;oﬂl\ot
illneps znd diseuse in thc phlaim”of whieh the phu—
t1£2 now complains, whioh Ilhu/ii a?l;d‘ __&2_&:0 h peouiia
to swh work and process used in the Cl.nyinc o of ud
business, to which amployess were and are not onnurur
sxpossd in othoex liuss of e.nploymnt. - o

yoe o, SR T R VLS

5« That the ohmtut .y uu‘;t te MM -
ing the period afozesaid, necesearily Wmecthe im Mxge.
<Uantitics of aabestos dust, cememh dwst, and othen dwsts
through Lis nose and mouth, and said duets beeane ledged
in his throat and lungs, causing Wie illnesses hexe cam~
7lained of, while he, the Hlaintiff, Wae in \he eaereiss.
of dus care and caution for his own personal health and -
safaty,

6. That the phintm was in entire 1mom o!
the dangurous oharaoter of the uriou- dusts to which lu s
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to provide mucks or respirators o other appsratus %0 bhe

usad or worn by said -loiatiff whion would sffectively ped . T8

vent hia from inhaling the sald dusts caused %o impregnate

and float in the air in and about said Preuisss as previdad '
9y the uiid siatute, and which.would sffsotively pmont the
7laintiff from oontracting the dlssases ho:m.n oa-pluud ct.

(v) neglismtly falled $0 remove as far as PRS-
ticable, by either vontilating oz ozhauss dsvices, ihe afowe-
sald -njurious dusts from the preaises in whigh the Plu.ntt!!
#oked, oontrary to Jootion 12 of za Aot oconosrning the hu“h
«0d safsty of enployees in factoxies, mercantile establishnents,
mills, ad zorkshops in the 3tate of Ixlinois,

{0) =negliz:utly omused and perad t42d the premises
%o be siopt 30 a3 to sulao asbestog dust, cexant duss, and
otlhizz Juats, contrery to Szotion 13 of an L@t oonceraing the
hszith :d safety ol omployees in fagtories, meruantile sstab-
llshment. , a4lls, znd workshops.

+laindifs cgka judgment for FAf%y Thousand Dallarps
{ 350,000,205, ‘
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