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CCrPLAINT™ 172 1A

LUHOTREWY, by his aticrrey,

cafondnnt, JCUNS MANVILLI

1. Thet ooz cteouvt th: MNth doy of Sunos, A, T
1972, the c¢2fcudant, SONVILLT ZONFORATION, u coz~

poratlon, =15 a Jaly «-; nf.ood ent autlosincl oovpozitisn,
deinyg buclnoes
ard City of -

oy, Al

fous fnoms.
> P. Trat the w4 Diferdant, in iis Iaotery, ownoad
cad opeznted o cavtata Jopardiint Lao.n ag th) consiructe

ooin wnie ool e cheveled dnto pdlsy ond c.onent

tiucre; o that the sndd defendnnd alea

w2y desnrtment Imoan a3 (he roced~
ving cuos, tn ety 2 S e, fiLre, nd corant wore old-
velza@ fato tr-uot3; sttt luring the2 cource of worX in Woth
the altresatd coxt onte, a rreat ©a1l of sind dust, coa-

¢S, wnd ritrer duet wore cnused to

s owis An ocuch (;rzat quantities a3 to
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to greatly .elat:ricu3 o the health of huzan baings,

3. “hat on thz aforepald day nnd at 4hs i)
ard plase af-reteld, te cpa fa tho 2upley 32 tho caid
C:fe2nlant nnd wosked in tha conatruction gang, shoval- .
g eond i::g oiles and duzping cement out ol truoks;

135 usrksd fn $hs r2celving sany, ehoraling
mend iato truacks; that during

R8s ccirce of his zr—lovrant by coid dofendznt, hs =as

a2

xoenad end sudbjcctrd %o a prest doal of the afozssalt
duets slircul=ting in and wbout the oaid derarimento.

L, That in tho carrying on of the catid bual-
nece by the sefadnnt es the s2m2 vas bhainge conductad
and for many years nrior theoreto had baen cnrried on,
the defeninnt tnew eprd by tha exercise of du3 cara and
cantion ohould have Lnovm thnet she suune w23 apt to and
g1 yrocCuze ith2 2llimzee and disaesa in tha plaintif?, of
vhich the pliaintiff rovw coxplalns, which 41ln2ss and dl-

:
pers? 1s prcullar to such work ond pros2ss of ca:iy!ng
on sald bunizesa, to whiech employsea warg and ars not or- .
irarily cexpoand 1o other linca of employzent,

S, That the »lalintir? uas caus:d <o rnd diq,
curing tho p:risd af-resatd, rucesserily breathd in largs
geentlviag of wsv2atos durt, fidbra dust, sand dust, and
c2znt dust through his nese atd mouth znd srid dusls bee

29 lolzed in hig threat and luags, causing tha 11lnang-

ftes cooplatpal of, zhlle tha olnintiff vss 4a
tla execclse of due carc and caulion for his own personsl}
herlth .02 safety.

6. That the plulntiff uwxe in entiro ignorance of
thr dun =rous charactur ot the: verinsus dusts to which ha
wag zrpnsad, ond to tha soncific natare of tha discnred or

Glseses that would or could result rreie tha intalation of
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the afur2sald dasts, wne ®ad sver, at any itlaee, infomscd
Tty :ny roant of the Jofendant of the fect that such
dunger did or could noanibly oxiat,

{ 7. That at and durlng the eforerczid tinme

agc succuz to the occupasicnel cle2asze wncyn o3 ¢ndue

2t; ha has toen incznaciiatod
and wzalonzed g0 that ho tag Le2n proventsd frem attan'ts
ing %o »13 veiwedl oceupatisz rnd tusiness, =ad ha has

caffesed t7228 2intal and yhyelcal pudlze wnd angulsh and
w11l continue oo to sulror for ths rest of bls 1ife; ha

lurygs olxas of ioasy ia .

L.as hsceas
2nd adousd endezvoriny to bo curad of hils illcasges as afose-
pz1d; ho haa teewn priventad and hindersd fron atiendiug to
ht usurl oceupation and me2lrass whersby he had loot al-
verp priat galng and -2cfita ~at will continue to loue éi-
vers praat galns and rrofice.

{a) wilfully faticd to provide re:ﬂonablo end ap-
proved cevicss, mithods, or we.urg for the pr:vantlon of |
el dirc-rra, coatorry to tha provielons of Togtion I 6?

are Aot extislsd, *:n Act to freaots thae Pudblio Healdh 'by

P aanat

- crotecting Sorialn Ifunpleyces in Lhis Stato from the Donpara
of Cacuprtional Dlcosazza", and providiag for tha eafozcensad
therzaf, 4n t1ta srzs thare -are, ik end pbous ihs sald ,-.-CK\

cduces, ns prorsz custlon feny oo other enrorn

tug provided | &
\
AN

247 1n and atout | i \

that the cdefond-ni

“oo.xd o arn Ly ooetd pYoietlsf ohieh weuld efTectively b
LTo0unt Lo Tiom inheling ther entd dusts czuiiad to fmpregnate

2nd flo9t in the Adr in and about the s-1id areuisis na vro-
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vidz2d dy tho said statutu, and which would effactively pre-

vent hia frow cantraciing the disensos hareln coxplatnad >
of.
{ ' (b) nogli_sntly failsd to r2aove nu far me prace

ticoble, Dy 2ftter vontiinlins or oxha2usd devices, the afor

w

arines fosts Trem ihe premdsse in which thg plalntiif
wyrzad, contrury to Saction 12 of an et cons:rning the h2alth
and rn=fttly of 2-rloyoees in factorias, mercantila establiah-
m2ate, wiils, and workshonpa in the State of Illinols,

(¢} n2z1is2ntly causad and pormidted the prenises
40 B2 suipt 5o s o rainy ash:ptos cunt, rira dust, c.nd
dust, ard c2rznd Zunl, contzary to CJeastica 13 of an Act cone
cerning th2 honlth end raloty of aznloyess in factories,
rorcantily estubliet2nte, mills, and workshoms,

Plalniif? wusks jud.uant for Fifty Thoueand Dollars

:,0,0%0).
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Be it remembered that lwcrc!oforc, !0~wit, on the

Jday of

Court, in words uﬂd fizures following, to-wit:

Waukegan Workers' Suits Against Johns-Manville in lllinois (1934), Frank Brown complaint
ACL Doc 12022 - Page 5 of 5

LT
(Z(/ 212

ﬁ_ /1./ &V)’j ( ............... was filed in the ofice of the Clerk of sajd

A. D. )93% , a certain .
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