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IN TYT SUFEAIOL COURT OF COSCK COUNTY
W RLIT TLRTUYAS
VS NO. 3487342
JOHNS LiNVILLE CORFOR- JURY DEMANDED ~ *
ATICH, a corporation . S e o v«F?.w‘wﬁif'

CCLPLAINT AT LAW

t

COUNT I . . o

The plaintiff, CHARLES SAROUNAS, by his attorney, SOL
ANDRETS, complains of the defendant, JOEN3 MANVILLE CORPOR-
ATICY, a corporation, and says: SRRRTEE ’ Ce

1. That on or about the 26thH day of'January, A.D. 1934
the defendant, JOHNS MAIVILLE CORFOATION, was du;y‘orgéni-f‘
zed wud authorized corporation, doing buéinesa in the State
of Illinois, County of Lake, and City of Haukegan,.at which -
*iwe :nx vlace, it owned, opersted, and ﬁaintained # fabfory;
wil®™ cor estoblishment for the survose of nanufacturing as-
Desire in its’varioua forms.

~

2. That the saild defendant, in its factory, omned and

oz2r tel 2 certain departrment known as the tilimg rdom, in.

which :iies wers cut from hot slabs; that right next to this
Cepirteent  there vas another roow, in which the ingredients
th:t 2re uced to make asbeétos wers mixed, and this'producgd
a zrert 3221 of dust, which circulated and perrmeated the de-
partoent krown as the tiling réém in such great guantities as

to te rreatly deleterious to the health of humen beings.

L3

3. Thet on the aforesrid day and at the time and place '
afores~id zad Jor a number of veanrs prior thereto, the plain-
tiff was in the ewoloy of said iefendént and worked in the til-

ing vuo ., stting tilec from hot slabe; that he was exposed and
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subjoet~7 Lo o gruect ool of dust which permeatitea tie air in >
the tiling roouw fiom the room next to it, said dusts coming from
the ingredicnts that were used an’ mixed to make asbestos. .
4. That in the carrying on of the said business by the..
defendant =s the game was being conducted and for many years
brior thereto had been conducted, the defendant knew and by the'
exercise of due care and caution ebould have knonn that the -same
was apt to and did produce the 111nspa a.nd dineagg m the plaim-
tiff, of which the plaintiff now complains, which 111ness and di-

sease is peculiar to such work and operations oarriﬁg.on and
S

v

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

o

ordinarily erposed in other linee of employment. u.h‘f“_;.,ud;}
5. That the plaintiff was caused to.and did, dhrihé_tﬁS;; ’“i.
periocd aforesald, necessarily breathe in large quantitiee of |
the various dusts as aforesaid through his nose and mouth and A
suid dusts became lodged in his throat amd. lunge, causing the
illness hereinaft=r co.u:lained of, while he, the plaintiff uas

in the exercise of due cere and caution for hisg oun.pgraonal

health and safety. . .

. Wl

-

2. Tkat the plaintiff was in entire iznorance of the dan-
gerious charzcter of various dusts to which he wag pxposed ;nd o
to the svecific nature o: the disease or diseases that’ !puld or o L H
could result from the irhalation of tﬁe aforesaid dusts;“ghd'yas - |
never, at any time, informed by any agent of the defendant of the

fact that ctucnh danger did or coﬁld possibly exist.

7. That =zt and during the aforesald time and place, the
defendant did one or other of the following acts, thereby causing
2z zlaintiff to contract and succumb to the qcouﬁgtional digease
inown as pnswuwoconiosis, as a result whereof, he hég been ¥ncap-
acitzted and veakened .o that he cannot perform.any work for
wnleh h= ig [ittz.; thrt he has lost considerable weight; he

Loososuifered gre-t uental and physical pain and anguish and will

~
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T P SR S Jroco vl ezt of nis life:

liztle {or nd expenasc large sums of money in and about endea«y -
voring te be cured of hais illness; he has veen crevented and hine
dered from attendin: tc his usual occupation and business whereby
he has lost divers grezat zains and profits and will continue to
lose .lvers great guins and profits.

{(~) wilfully failed to provide reasonable and approved de-

vices. methods, or means for the prevention of said*diaehsqubon-

trary 'v the provisions of Section I of an ict entitled, "An ict

5‘1

t0 Frowdt: the Public Health by Protecting Certain Employees in

ot
2]

2ls St.te from the Zungerg of QOccupational Diseases", and bro- ) N i

¢

vidir - Zor the enforcement thercof, in this that theré weré, in " H

and zun1t the gald oremises, no proper suction fans or othér ap~

e}

aratus drovided for collecting the injurious dusts in the air in

and 2l vt the uresuises; that the defendant failed to provide maaks

oT oegriirators or other apparatus to be used or worn by said plain-
tir® wlinn would effectively vprevent “im ffom inbaling the agid
dust: cuvzzd to imsregnate and float in the air as érovided by the ' ;
~all st2tute. and vwhich would effectively prcvent the »laintiff
frouw _ontracting the diseases herein complained of.
(v) negligently falled to remove as far as practicable; by
gita-r ventilating or exhaust devices, the Qforesgid injurigus:
2agts from the premises in which the plaintiff worked, contrary
1o Brction 12 of an Act concerning the health and safety of em-
sioyeer in factories, mercantile establishments, mills, and work-
shovwa in the State of Illinoiq. .
{c) negligently caused an& permitted the premiseg to be swept
g0 us to raise the =foresaid dusts, contrary to Section 13 of an
act ~cnesrning the health and safety of employees in factories, mer-

canyeis egtavblishmen®z, wills, and workshoos. -

Plainti77 aeks judgment for Fifty Jhousand Dollare (#50,000).

ATTORNEY FO= PLAINTIFF
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________ JOHNS _MANVILLE CORPORATION : oz
____________ _A CORPORATION S E—

»

Defendants

X

To the above named defendants:
You are hereby summoned to answer the complaint in the above entitled cause.

Take noucethztyoummtﬁleyourancwerorotherwinemakeyomappaminnidoomthcldin:hz

courthouse in the City of Chicago, Illinois, on or before the ftsX(or. dmd) Monday in the month of . __- S
_.June 19.. 3% provided this writ shall be nrved upon you not less than 20 days prior
to said date. - U

If this writ shall be served upon you'less than 20 days before said date, yauwill file your answer or
otherwise make your appearance in said’ court on or before the third m Monday in the moath of

_____ July 19.3’}_-
Ifyoudonotnppeuacootdmgmd:ecommmdof this writ, phintiﬁ may tlke judgment agsinst you
by defaule. ¢

This summons must be returned, in person or by mail, by t.hg officer or other person to whom it was
given for service, with indorsement thereon of service and feu. if any, not later than 5 days lﬁ:er service »
thereof and in no event later than the date first above named. - : T

Witnuc,FRANKV.Z!NTAK,:hcdukofmdwun.mdthz»

seal thereof, at Chicago, Ilinois, this 22

day of _May 1934
(seal) Frank V. Zintak
Plainuff's Attorney (or Plaintiff, if he be not ' © Clesk
represented by Attorney)
_____BOL _ANDREWS _______ ___. ..
Address

.
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