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70, Mr. E, J, Putzell, Jr,

" ¢/o Monsanto Chemicsal Company
BO0 N, Lindbergh, :
St, Louls 66, Misgouri

SERVICE OF PROCESS TRANSMITTAL FORM

)

ST, LOUIS MISSOURI
{Cily) {State)

MARCH 26, 1964

{Dete)

{ X ) VIA CERTIFIED MAIL
( ) VIA CERTIFIED AIR MAIL
( ) VIA MESSENGER

RE: PROCESS SERVED IN THE STATE OF __MISSOURL

FOR MONSANTO CHEMICAL COMPANY Delaware

[Name of Company)

{Home State)

Enclosed are copies of legal process served upon the slatutory agent of the above company as follows:

5. Tille of Action: RUTH BRUNNING vs. B. F. DRAKENFELD AND COMPANY and MONSANTO

CHEMICAL COMPANY

2. Document(s) Served: Summons and Petition

3. Cour: Circuit Court, Div.l, St/ Louls, Missouri, No.62853 E

4. Nature of Acio:s Plaintiff prays Jjudgment agalnst defendants and each of them 3
the sum of $50 000,00 and costs for alleged inJuries caused by using
24-018 enamel 'in &87 oil as supplied by defendants while employed with
International Bent Glass Company, In¢., at St, Louis, Missouri,

C T CORPORATION SYSTEM, St. Louis, Missouri ,

5, On Whom Process was Served:

6. Date and Hour of Service: March 26, 1964 at 11:00 a.m,

7. Appearance or Answer Dues 30 days after service, exclugive of day of service

8. Plaintiff's Atorney(sh McLeod and Murphy
2024 Olive Streét
St. Louis, Missouri

9. Remarks:

KINDLY ACKNOWLEDGE RECEIPT BY SIGNING AND RETURNING TO US THE ENCLOSED

CARBON COPY OF THIS TRANSMITTA FORM.

0229666

o

Signed_ C T CORPORATION SYSTEM

e CSPe L

Address_ 314 North Broadway

._St. Louis, Migsouri

RILYOY 442 S0 Saw
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!

Circuit Court for the City of St. Louis

State of Missouri

Ruth Bnmh_xg

Blaintif.....
- :
n,P, Drakenfeld and Company , "No... 62858 E

a_oorporation et al ‘ b piw 1

SUMMONS

The State of Missour] to DefendenfiOnsonte.  Chemical Compumy ., A Corporation

You are hereby summoned {0 appear before the above-named court and to file your pleading to the

petition, copy of which is attached hereto, and to rerve a copy of your pleading upon

s BRI (oY =T33 T T 16 3. ) T A attorney.A.., for plaintid... . ,

whose address ia 2024.0l4ve. 5%

all within 30 days after service of this pummons Upon you, exclusive of the day of service. If you fail to do
80, judgment by default will be teken against you for the rellef demanded in the petition, i

Dated Margh ...25¢h , 10,64 PHELIM O'TOOLE

Clreult Clerk,

(Seal of Circult Court)

0299672
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- STATE OF MISSOURI ;
CITY OF ST, LOUIS ) .

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE CITY OF §T. LOUIS,

STATE OF MISSOURIL,

88

RUTH BRUNING,
Plaintiff,
va.,
B, F, DRAKENFELD AND COMPANY, Cauge No,
a Corporation, )
45 .Park Place, Div. No.

)
)
)
)
)
)
;
New York 7, New York )
Seyve: Secretary of State, )}
Jetferson City, Missourl, ;

-ande )

o )

MONSANTO CHEMICAL COMPANY, }
a Corporation, )
Saxve: €, T. Corporation Service, )
314 Nort h Broadway, )]

Saint Louis 2, Missours, | }

)

Defendants, )

PETITION

—eee fhin i wo o e

Plaintiff, for her cause of action In Count ] of this petition states:

1. Defendant, B. F. Drakenfeld and Company, (hereinafter called
Drakenfeld") is and at all times hereinafter mentioned was @ foreign corporation
duly organized z;nd existing. under the law.

2. Defendant, Monsante Chemical Company, (hereinafter called
"Monsanto") 18 ax.xd at all times herefnafter meuntioned, was a corporation
organized end existing under the laws of the State of Delaware, having a
reglatered agent and office in the City of St. Louls, State of Migsour}, and
having its principal place of bustiess In the State of Missourt,

3) Defendant Drakenfeld is engaged in ths business of manufacturing,
preparing and distributing fnto the channels of irade paints and enamels, and

among the various products so distributed by said defendant {s an ename] known

ol 6299667

HARTOLDMONO0095192



as 24-018 enamel in 487 ofl.

4. Defendant Monsanto is ehgaged in the businesa of manufacturing
and preparing chemicals, chemical products, olls and thinners and distri-
buting said products into the channels of txade, and among the various products
so manufactured end distributed b)} said defendant is the product known as
Aroclor 4465.

5. Defendant Drakenfeld pi-epares the aforesald product 24-018
enamel in 487 ofl by combining various other materials with Monsanto's
product Aroclor 4465,

6. At all times herelnafter mentioned, both defendant herein did
know and fntend that satd products would be used by the consuming publie
and would be handled, dealt with, touched and that fumes thereof would be
inhaled by the public, and both defendants placed sald products in the channsls
of trade with such knowledge and lntentlon,

7, During the yeara 1958, 1959, 1960 and 1961, and until the month
of May, 1962, dafendant Drakenfeld continuously supplied 24-018 enamel

in 487 ofl containing defendant Monsanto's Aroclor 4465 to the Internationsl

Bent Glass Company, Inc,, in St. Louis, Missouri, and said product was used .
datly by said latter company In the process of making fts pr;)ducts. At all
times during which 24-018 enamel in 487 oil was 8o used in the manufacturing
processes of International Bent Glass Company, Inc., both defendants herein
did impliedly warrant and represent that the products 24-018 enamel in 487 ofl
and Aroclor 4465 were flt and safe for such use by the public, but both
-defendants and eac;h defendant knew that such produscts contained chlorinated
biphenyls and chlorinated triphenyls, with @ high amount of chlorination; said
defendants, and each of them, knew that sald producte would from tims to time
be heated or baked in ovens, and that use by the public of sald products was
likely to cause liver damage, skin eruptions, rashed acne, cyats and darmatitis
of various kinds.

8. Plaintiff, beginning o the year 1958 and continulng until the Month

0299668
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e T S A S D
' of May, 1962, m§d3 use of 24-018 enamel in 487 oil, a8 aupplled' by dsfendants

in her employment with International Bent Glasg Company, -I;\c. . at St. Louls,
Missourf, 'and, in connection therewith, handled said product, touched same,
and Inhaled the fumes thereof, all in reliance on the skill and judgment and
aforesald warranty of both defendgnts, being wholly unaware of the toxic and
dangerous qualities of such products.

9. During the year 1958, after 8 period of use of satd product,
plaintiff began to suffer eruptions of plaintiff's skin over and about plaintifi’s
neck, shoulders, chest, baclk,. buttocks, tace, ears and eyelids; said ereas
becams covered with comedones, cysts, acne, Infectious lesions, papules and

a condition known as chloracne; plaintiff's eyelids and periorbital skin became
erythematous, edematous and scaly; plaintiff's liver became Injured, damaged
and diseased. Plaintiff continued to suffer these aforesald conditlons through
the period of time during which she used 24-018 enamel in 487 ofl, still

suffers the residusl effécts of the ;ame, and will suffer said residual effects
permanently.

10. At various times throughout the period of time heretofore mentioned,
diligent attempts were made Sy plaintiff, her employsr, International Beat Glesg,
lm;. , its representatives, and other employees shmilarly injured, and their
representatives, to determine, discover and ascertaln the naturs, extent and
cause of her disease and injury through the use of various skilled medical experts
and special{ats, but sald medical experts and specialists were unable to determine,

| discover or ascertain the same., During the month of May, 1962, The Occupational
Health Research and Tralning Facility, Division of Occupational Health, Public
Health Service, United States Department of Health, Education and Welfare, es
a result of an investigation conducted by its re,p:faentatives in March, 1962,
determined, discovered and ascertatned for the .firat time that the direct and
proximate cause of plélntlff's conditlon, as heretofore alleged, wae the use of
defendant Drakenfeld's 24-018 enamel in 487 oll, contalning dsfendant Monsanto's

Aroclor 4465, and communicated its finding to plaintiff in the month of May, 1962,

.3 0299669
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thus constituting pleintiff's flrst knowledge of the direct and pr,oxjméte cause of
her condltién. a8 heretofore alleged,

11. “As a result of the aforesald actions of defendant Drakenfeld, said
defendant has engaged in a continuous course of tortious conduct commencing '
in 1958 and not terminating until May, 1962, and thus defendant drakenfeld has
committed a tort in whole -'6;' in part against the person of the plalntiff in the
Clty of St, Louis, State of Missourl, aftex the effective date of V. A. M. S, 1959,
Section 351, 630, to-wit, October 13, 1961, and has thereby agreed that the
Secretary of State of Missouri shall be lts agent for the service of process,
ail as i8 provided in said V. A, M. 5. 1959, Section 351, 630.

12. Pialntiff hae become obligated for laxrge sums of money for
medical attention for the aforesaid conditions and will become obligated for
additions] such sums in the future in an amount not now ascertainable,

WHEREFORE, the premises considered, plaintiff prays judgment
againgt the defendants and each of t,’nem. on this Count 1 of the pe:ltlonA for
' Fifty Thousand Dollars ($50, 000, 00) and for her costs.

COUNT 1i,

Plaintiff for her cause of action in Count II of the petition, states:

L Plaintiff restates and realleges each and evety allegation in Paragraphs
I, 2 3,4,5and 6 ot Count 1 of this petition.

2, mrlng the years 1958, 1959, 1960 and 196!, and until the month of
May, 1962, defendant Drakenteld continuously supplied 24-018 enamel in 487
oll containing defendant Monsanto’s Aroclor 4465 to the International Bent
Glass Company, Inc,, in St, Louis, Missouri, and said product was used dafly
by sald‘ls.uter company in the process of making {ts producta.

3. Both defendénm and each of them knew, or in the exercise of
ordinary care should have k_noivh that sald products, containing highly
chlorinated biphenyls and trlphenyls. afe. and for many years have been,
known to be of a toxic and dangerous nature in that they were reasonably likely

to cause abnormal reactions, skin eruptions, rashes, liver damage,

-4~ 0299670
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dermatitls and diseases, and defendants and each of them were under a duty
to give an adequate warning of such dangers and x;leks to the public who uged
such products, but both defendants and each of them negligently breached sald
duty by failing and omitting to glve an adequars warning of such dangexrs and
risks,

4. Plaintiff restates and r?a}legés each and every allegation of
Par&graphs 8, 9 and 10 of Count I of th£8 petition. .

8. Plalntiff was ihjured in the particulars alleged hereinabove in
Count 1, Peragraph 9, and as Herein reallegad in Paragraph 4 of this Count,
as a direct and proximate result of defendant’s negligence as heretofore
alleged. ' '

6. Plaintiff restates and realleges each and every allegation of
Paragraphs l} and 12, Count I of this patition,

,- WHEREFORE, the premises considered, plaintiff prays judgment

on this Count II of this petition against the defendants, and each of them,
in the sum of Fifty Thousand Dollars {$50, 000. 00) and for her costs.

ARTHUR E. McLEOD

:j : : BY: -
= . L R, phy
AT Attorney for Plaintiff
S T 2024 Olive Streat
SRS o St. Louis, Missouri. 63103
e ‘_?: . . . CHastnug l"l7l7o " '
=5- 029967}
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