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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT. OF HEi7 JERSEY

IDEA RIRSKOV7SKI

- v s -

JOHHS-MAHVIDLE t COIP

The p l a i n t i f f ,  f o r m e r l y  a r e s i d e n t ; o f : S o m e r v i l l e ,

Hew J e r s e y ,  a n d  now r e s i d i n g  i n  O i l  C i t y , '  P e n n s y l v a n i a ‘‘.~ 

o o m p la i n s  o f  t h e  a b o v e  named d e f e n d a n t  a c o r p o r a t i o n ,  r e s i d e s  

a t  M a n v i l l e ,  Hew J e r s e y ,  a s  f o l l o w s : -  ' .si-

i n  L i e n v i l l e ,  Hew J e r s e y ,  a t  i t s  p l a n t ,  i n  t h e  y e a r  1922 and  

f o r  some t i n e  p r i o r  t h e r e t o .

f 8 n t  named Anna U r b a n i c k ,  i n  t h e  employ o f  t h e  d e f e n d a n t  who 

was e n g a g e d  i n  t h e  m a n u f a c t u r e  o f  a s b e s t o s ,  a n d  t h a t  p a r t -  - 

i c l e s  o f  s a i d  a s b e s t o s  e n d  o t h e r  d a n g e r o u s  a r t i c l e s  u s e d  in  

i t s  b u s i n e s s  of  m a n u f a c t u r e  o s  a f o r e s a i d  was i n h a l e d  by  h e r ,  

so  t h a t  she  became d i s e a s e d ,  s i c k  and  p o i s o n e d ,  e n d  t h a t  th e  

same p e r m e a t e d  h e r  s y s t e m ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  h e r  l u n g s ,  a n d  t h a t  

h e r  t o d y  become i n f e c t e d  a n d  w eakened  so a s  t o  c a u s e  h e r  t o  

s u f f e r  p e r m a n e n t l y  w i t h  a  m a l i g n a n t  d i s e a s e .

3 .  The n e g l i g e n c e  o f  t h e  d e f e n d a n t  c o m p l a i n e d  o f  i s  

a s  f o l l o w s : -

1 .  The p l a i n t i f f  waa i n  th e  em ploy  o f  t h e  d e f e n d a n t

2 .  T h a t  t h e  s a i d  p l a i n t i f f  was a t  - t h a t  t i m e  a n  i n r

( a )  In  f a i l i n g  t o  p r o v i d e  t n e  p l a i n t i f f  w i t h  a s a f e '

p l a c e  o f  w o rk .

Tn f a i l i n g  t o  p r o v i d e  t h e  p l a i n t i f f  w i t h  masks
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4 ,  T h a t  b y  r e a s o n  o f  h e r  s u f f e r i n g : *  i  l i n e  s s N and;,'.; 

d i s e a s e d  c o n d i t i o n ,  due t o  the  n e g l i g e n c e  o f  t h e  d e f e n d a n t  

a s  a f o r e s a i d ,  the  p l a i n t i f f  was  o b l i g e d  t o  q u i t - h e r  e m p lo y - "  ’ 

ment  i n  the  y e a r  1 9 2 2 ,  and w i l l  be d i s a b l e d  t h r o u g h o u t  h e r  

l i f e t i m e .  She h a s ,  s i n c e  l e a v i n g  h e r  p o s i t i o n ,  b e e n  o b l i g e d  . 

t o  spend a  l a r g e  sum o f  money f o r  m e d i c a l  e x p e n s e  and w i l l  

s u i f e r  a l o s s  i n  wages , a l l  t o  h e r  damage i n  th e  sum o f  

¡ ¿ 5 0 ,0 0 0 .0 0 .

The p l a i n t i f f  demands the  sum o f  $ 5 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0  as  

dam ages  f rom  the  d e f e n d a n t .
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,  UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OP K M  JERSEY

AUliA PIRSKOH7SKX, A c t io n .  a t  L a v .

P l a i n t i f f t
: AHENDHENT TO ANSWER

VS t

J 0H1TS-IIA3JVTTT 'R! ™ vora  a 'P t ntt >

* D(t :  ’: *»v. •*.

D e f e n d a n t  f i l e s  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  d e f e n s e s  i n  ;

a d d i t i o n  t o  t h o s e  s e t  f o r t h  i n  t h e  o r i g i n a l  a n s w e r  h e r e i n *  .

The i n j u r y  a n d  t h e  d i s e a s e  a l l e g e d  i n * t h e  c o m p l a i n ;

w e r e  due t o  one o f  t h e  r i s k s  o f  h e r  em ploym en t  a s su m e d  by  

t h e  p l a i n t i f f  aB p a r t  o f  t h e  t e r m s  o f  h e r ' c o n t r a c t  of  

em p lo y m en t .

PIPTH DEFENSE

The i n j u r y  a n d  t h e  d i s e a s e  a l l e g e d  i n  t h e  complain-;.

w e re  due t o  one o f  t h e  r i s k s  o f  h e r  em ploym en t  a ssu m ed  by  

t h e  p l a i n t i f f  a s  p a r t  o f  t h e  t e r m s  o f  h e r  c o n t r a c t  o f  

em ploym ent  i n  t h a t  t h e  p l a i n t i f f  knew, o r  by t h e  e x e r c i s e  

o f  r e a s o n a b l e  c a r e  on h e r  p a r t  s h o u l d  h a v e  known, t h e  

a l l e g e d  d a n g e r s  o f  h e r  e m p lo y m e n t .

SIXTH D3PE1TSB

The i n j u r y  a n d  t h e  d i s e a s e  a l l e g e d  i n  t h e  c o m p l a i n

w e r e  c a u s e d  b y  c o n t r i b u t o r y  n e g l i g e n c e  on t h e  p a r t  o f  t h e  

p l a i n t i f f .

FOURTH DEFENSE r‘ V,

SEVENTH DEFENSE

I
The i n j u r y  a n d  t h e  d i s e a s e  a l l e g e d  i n  t h e  c o m p l a i n





UNITED STATES DISTRICT G O U t t
FOR THE DISTRICT OF KE7/ JERSEY#

• ,rt* -

AI.7TA PHtSKCWSKI,

vs.
Plaintiff

JOHNS-M ANYILLE CORPORATION,

Defendant .

Action at Law.
ORDER FOR DISCOXTIXUAXCE.

^ / f f 7

The above entitled oausc having been settled between the parties thereto;

I t is ORDERED, that the same be, and i t  is hereby discontinued, without cost^o either p a r ty  

as against the other.

Entered June 13, 19 34

On motion oj'

J j .  (  i  %
Attorneys of defendant ^

Consent is hereby given to the mak ng and entering of the above


