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P.P. 

IN THE SUPE: IOR COURT OF coor. COtn!TY 

VS 

JO!-i!!S ~NVILLE COR?OR-

NO. 

JURY .- . 
.. . ·.,.,._."· iTIO:r, a corporation· 

l 

00!:PL!,INT AT ~\\'i 

COU?7T I 

.. · .. 
' 1 ...... 

~· .; ....... ~,, ..... ·. ~ 
Tbe 'plaintiff, .CHARLES SAROUUAS, by 'his attorney, SOL· 

AHDRE:!S, comp'lains of the defendant, JOHNS !.tAN'llILLE CORPOR..:: . 

ATION, a corroration, and says: 

l. Tbat on or about the 26th day of January, A.O.' ]~34 
the defendant, JOHHS 1"1,i!VILLE COf!?OATIOtr, was duly organi­
zed and authorized corporation, doing business in the State 
of !llino1s, County or La!:e, A.nd City of :Yaukegan, at which 
t iin~ and place, it o~~ed, oper,; ted, and maintained. a factory, 
rnil l, or est.~bl ichment for the purpose of cianufacturini; ae-

.. ·•· 
.... ,. 

.......... 

-· 1 . bestoe in its various forms. .\ .:.• .. \. ' . ~ ... ': 

2. That the said defendant, in its f~ctory, owned and 
operated a certain department kno\m as the tiling room; -in -
\-;hich tileE: r;ere cut fro1!1 hot slabs; that right next to this·' 
depart:r.ent there r.ao enother ro:'>r:,, in ,1hich the ingredients 

·_:- : ~~­
·.:;--:-. :-

":;,· . ., ~· , ·r~ . 
-: ::·~ ...... that are used to roake asbestos were cixed·, and this produced···· . , :--.- ... !·~-

a great deal of dust, ,~•hich circulated and perr.:eated the de-· · ·· .·. ~.:·· ·::~::··: - -·._ -~ 
partment knov,n as the tilint room in such great quantities ·a~·'.,,(>.-~~~~·.: 

... · •' . -~ ,,__ ~; ~::::· :.·~ to be ~reatly deleterious ta the h~~lth of hu~an beinge: 
3. That on the afoH·r.? id day and at the time and place · 

thereto, the plain-
tiff r:a.s in the em!">loy of said ~e.fendant and r;orked in the t1l-
1ne r~o~, cutting tilec from hot ~lebs; that he ~oo e~posed and 

.··~} }}_i'· 

:.: ':~·=--· .... : 
.. ·-_, __ 

.·, ·-·:·. 
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• ... ....... .6. - ..... , - •• - • •• '. -·. - • • .,.. -· M • ·• - 1 • 

th,~ t. l in[ ro-.,r:! f1·om the room next 4:o 1 t, Gaid dusts corning from 

the 1r.Gr~di,.'nto thnt r,ere ui;ed a:i. mi:,,t.ed to ,:,ake asbestos. 

,1. That in the ca.rryir:e; on of the said busineoe by the 

defendant e.s the same ,:e.s being conducted a.nd for many years 

pr.i.or thereto had been conducted, the defendant knew and by the 

ex!rcise of due care and caution should have known that·the same 

was apt to and did produce the illness and disease in the plaini. 

tiff, of nhich the plaintiff n0\1 com9lains, nhich illness and di­

sense is peculiar to such ~ork and operations carried on and 

used in the said business, to which employees were and are not 

ordinar i!.y e>:poi:.ed in other lines of employment. 

5. That the plaintiff ~as caused to and did, during the 

period aforesaid, necessarily breathe in large quantities of 

the various ducts as aforesaid through his nose A.nd u1outh, and 

said dusts became lodged in his throat and lungs, causing the 

illness hereinafter complained. of. \'1hile he, the :;::,laint.iff, r.as 

in th~ exercise of due care and caution for bis orm personal 

heal th nnd SE'.fety. 

6. T~~t the plajntiff r.as in er.tire i;;nora~ce of the dan­

ger ious charn.cter of various dusts to \'l!'lich he \Sas e:iq,osed and 

to the ~pecific nature C' i.' the, diocase or diseases that i-:ould or 

could ree:ul t fror1 the inhc1.l~. t ion of the aforesaid duets, ar.d ,,as 

never, at any time, informed by ar:y aeent of the defendant of the 

fact that !::uch danger did or nould !)ossibly exist. 

7. That at and during the af0~es~id time an~ place, the 

defendn:.t did one or other of the fo ! Joy;ing acts, thereby caus!.ng 

the pl:~intiff to contr~ct anu suc~,.!~.b to th~ occupatione.l dieease 

aci t,._te:.! nni ,·:~'c1kened ,;o th:.! ~11: can:-ict perfor1i1 any \~or:C for 

. ...... 

..... 
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•. ~ '.r 
. ·. ~ , ...... 

.r' •,; t\;;~ .. -~~•_..~; ~;.'. :•\·~ :: .-:.~. :~ ~..:.. ;; •-'• { 1'• .,.; .• •;;. :,::;;(i<',;!. .;,._~,; '<-"*•·••~•~•;.;,;. . .,:( .',<•;_;.• l;..;.,~, .. ~.::' ..,;,.,..;i.~_.:; $..&•l:~ • .,_.,...:_;_,,._.:.•~",•-.:;,.:-.ic "l~..:,~wi 

.~ . •• 

··-· ',,_. __ 

,.__J t.., uf h 1:; life; he has become ··-· 
liable for .-.nd expended larf_"e cums of r:i"oney 1n and about enc.ea-

vorine to be cured of hie illness; he has been prevented and bin~ 

.' ... -.:~ ·tt~~· 

~>ti 
.• •' .. ,. 

dered from attendln£ to hi~ u~ual 0ccupation and bun1ness whereby 

he has lost divers·grcat gains and profits and will continue to 

••• • J f 

-~~:=h 
.... ._·◄; 

lose divers ~reat cains and ;>rofits. ·· -;-..·f~-

vicea '.•~.,::::~

1

:: ::~:• r:: :::,.:::.::::::•::• .:: ::::::: ::::~ :~:.,£! 
trary to the provisions of Section I of an Act entitled, "An Act . 

::,:r::::: ;::mp~::•:.::::• o::, 0::::::::::1 c:::::.:~1:::•:r:: : lJ_{_!_!_._;_: 
viding :for the enforcement ther,•of, in this tb.::i.t there wer~ in _ ... 
and about the said premises no proper suction fans or other ~p- . :,·: .\·· f_;:~ 

... · ..... ,; .... \: 
paratus provided for collecting the injurious dusts in the air 1n 

and about the prerr.ises; that the defendant failed to provide casks.·. 

or ree9irators or other ap,aratus to be used or worn by said plain­

tiff r:hich v,ould effectively prevent ::im from inhaling the said .. 

dusts caused to i~,regnate and float in th~ air as provided by the 

eaid statute, and ~hich woula effectively prrvent the plaintiff 

froru contracting the diseases herein co~plained of. 

: : :•~· 
·~·~ .. i~f: 

. : ..... ·:-
1 ~ ... 

. . l :• 

,. -·­
, .. ··• 

.,, .... 

...... -·~-

(b) negligently failed to remove as far as practicable, by 

either ventilating or eY.haust devices, the aforesaid !njurious 

dusts from the premises in which the plaintiff wo!'ked, oontrary 

to Section 12 of an Act concernin~ the health and safety of e~­

ployee~ in factories, meroantile cst~blishments, ~ills, and r.ork-

: : •.1 • .. ~ • -~. 

' t • r 
-·~:.".. 

, .... ~·-~:\ 
_ .... _ 

. ! . 

shops in the State of Illinois. . .;_ .. ':. 
. .... ~- .. ··1 ... 

(c) negligently caur.ied and pe:-m!tted the pre1r.isee to be s;;ept: _.._. ·-~-: 

an. ·/)\~· so as to raisP. the ~foresaid ducts, contrary to Sect~on 13 of 

Act concerning the heal t!': and sa!':-t:, of ei,:ployecs in !'e.ctories, mer·- ~_-f: 
., .. ,.:a!• 

c=.:ittle e:::..tai:ll1shr.,ents, mills, un~ ~orkshops. . .. -~ .... ·: /~:-

?laintif! nekc jud3ment for Fifuand Dollars (iS0,000). 

, ~~ 
.~1':'0!~iEY Fv.-. ?!.A!!lTIFF 
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