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JOHIS-UANYILLY PRODUCIS
CCEPCRATION, a corp.

COMPLAINT AT 10W
C e .
Te. L]
EOY CCYZS THZ PLAINTIFP, LUIS FZ2EZ, by bis attorney, ’ . R

MAX L. EASOFP, and cemplains of the defendant, JOENS-MASVILLE P20DUCTS

COFPORATION, & corp., of tresgass on the cose, and furtber cooplains
as follows: R
1. Plaintiff avers that the stove sntitled sult is drought
against the deferdant for the sud of Fifty Thousand ($50,000.00) Dol- - ’
Jars for personal !nturies rustaired by reascs of a mo-called "occupe~ -
tional disense™ and tkat this action is wholly of a civil nature; t:at
the catter asd azount in dispute in tte said sult exceads, ex:lusive
of interest &nd costs, the sum of Three Thousand ($3,000.00) Dollars,
all of which will more fully appear froa ths following paragraphs; trhat
the deferdant hocein 13, end was at the cox=arcement of this suit, a
foreign corporation, duly formed, created and organized uadsr and by

+ virtie of the lews of the Stete of New York, havirg its prircipal place
of reaidence ip the City of Xew York, S:ate of New York; that the plain-
tiff herein is, And was at tho cormencedent of this suit, a citicen and
resident of tle Stats of Illinois.
2, Plairntiff furttsr states that on or adout the 13th day of N
hugast, A. D. 1633 and for many ycars prior ttereto, the defendant, ' ‘ '-’.'"
ipcorporated under the laws of the St:ute of New Yo'rk, as aforesald, was .

duly autlorized to do btueincse in the State of Illinols, County of Lake L
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s and Cily of Waukegan; Tiat on said cate, @ad prior thersto, snd in the
City of Wouksgan, &s aforesaid, tle defundant cwned, operated and main-
taired a factory, mill or estabdblistzent for the purposs of msnufactur- ) ~

( . tcg tile and other asbestos products.

3. Trat sald defondant, in its factory, mill or estadblish-
w=nt, as aforesaid, ownsd and operatod & cortains department known as
the "zixing rooz" whsre asbastos ond cement wers umized in dry form,

the zalerials being-pourad intc a hoppsr from suncks anl coxming out as

& zixturs; ttat 1in the course of sald processes, & gresat deal of as-
bostos and cozect dust, ard other dusts, were cast to and aid izpreg-
oste the alr ip said prexiges 1z such great quantitiea as o be greatly .
Cdeletorious to ths Esalth of huzan tair-gs,

L, Tkat o3z the aforosaid dey &cd at the ploce aforssatd, and
for s cu=ber of years prior therato, the plaictif? wes in the exploy

of the defendant und worrsd in said ixing Soox as s ladorer, his prin-
¢ipal work teinz to opzn the afcresaid sacks ¢f cezent acd astestos and
dump then into a mixirg zachine, which macaize mized said materials iz
dry form, es sforesald.

5. That in the carrying on of the said proatses by the de-
fonlsnt as the sazs wus teing dcre, «nd os it %ad teen corlucted for
cany yesrs prior thereto, the dsfentant kuew, or in the exerciss aof
€us cure £nd cuution should kave Ymown that tke saze was &3t to and

- 4d1d proiuce the 1llzess and dilscase in ths plairtiZf of which ths plain-

-

Ltiff now cczplairns, wiich illness &nd dissase 13 peculiar to snch work
and ¢ oraticrs car.led on und uced iz sald tusizses to which erployses
are not ordirarily exgosed 1o their lizes of tuainzss.

6. Teat plaintiff was in eatire ignorasnce of tho dargsrous
character of the vuricus cuats to wzich ke 9as exposed and to the spe-
cific rature of the diseuss or dlseasrs that would or could result

from the iztulation of tlo aforosald dusts cn? vas nsver at aay tize
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informed ty any agent of the defendant of the fact that such dmnger

did or could poseibly exist.

1. That plaintiff was caused to and did duripg the period
L‘ 3 sforssaid, necessarily breatke in large quantities °.t asbastos dust,

cozent dusts and other dusts, in his throat wnd lucgs, causing the

1llnesses herein complained of, while he, tls plaintiff, was in tke -

exercise of dus care and caution for his own personal health and

safety. -

8. That at and during the aforessid place and time, the

defendunt did one or more of the following acts, thereby causing the

pleintiff to coniract sod succumd to the occunttlozal disease oo

us Asbestosis which raculted in Pneumoconiosis in an advanced stage

and Tuterculosis, . as & result whereof: plairtiff hne lost consider-

able weight: ke Las been incapacitated azd wosalsered so tkst be caa-

not perform acy work for which be 1is fitted; that ke has suffersd

great mentsl and physicial pain and anguish and will contizue ao to '

suffer for the rest of his 1ife; trat he !}

gcome liadble for and

from attending to his usual occursf -, - Wredby ho has
lost divers great gains &nd profty
grest guing and profits.

i (a) Tefercsnt wilful

!' and spproved de
g preventicn of e - to the
provisions of &

Act to Fromote

Certain Euploye

Occupstional D! or the en-

forcozent there

and about the

fans or other a

the in'uriocus 4

zices shere pla -

fuiled to provid ) i relbrs or oth-

er apjerntus to Y L b 1 .

tiff which would

t1ff frowm izhall

precrute and flox §n the ASY 1n Bad $bout the

831l premises as peovi By sall Stétute and

which would 2Ifuctively vont him from con-

tructing the diseofes hegels
E’ d compladaed of.
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(b) Plaiztiff regligently failed to remove as fur as prece
ticuble, by eitler ventilating or exhaust devicus, tbs
aforesaid injuricus dusts from the premises in ahich
the plaintiff worked, contrary to Section 12 of "An

. Act Corcerning the Healtk and Safety of Ecployses in
“ Factorics, Yercactile Establichments, Mills and Work-
e shops 1n the State of Illinois.”

(c) lMegligently coused and permitted the premisas to bs
swept 30 &3 to ruise Asbestos dust, Cezent dust and -,
other dusts, contrary to Sectiom 13 of "in Act Con- -

- cerniry the Health and Safety of EBxployess in Factor-
feos, Murcantile Estublishoents, ¥ills and Workehops.®

9. Whersfors plaiztiff esks judgment for Pifty Tuovamnd ($50,000.00) .

DOLLARS.

Y A A -

<7 “A%torney for Flalntiff
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