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teotha extent that is wrowehial LulerSOMERSRET -:COUNTY y

v,

“JOSEPH ISTEPRA,! With the carze, o C;*Z;Zf:SC)

5. sPlaintiff,vas not lnfo*med or warnad by
the 1e1-v3_‘t, and vad no »novlo‘pe‘Action atﬁLaw of the

CJOHNS;MANVILLEﬁcORPORATION°rs and D&COMPLAINTi‘h which he

a corporation of the State g
of New ‘York, 5ic cioat troximlty by the defendanttsg

negllgzres . Defendant,.
€, 'he neglicencs of the“dcfendanthomplained
AR R L N S ’

of ip a0 Teliaege.

The plalntlff residing at Lanville Hew Jersey,

ful O iyt une rpprrnatTla gaTe L vrovide o
“omplains of the above-named defendant, a forelbn corpore
Yo U0 with a o reaszonabiy sale place of work.

as followst=
el T re e vme venenrqYls sase tp9 npcTide the
1. The plaintiff was in the employ of the

hﬁl',{'(-f a1 4 .. .
. LR N W T rYyEDNTaAT T 0 f)ll‘,\ E‘-“L:.“, Yot AT n—.r,\‘.....r

defendant corporatlon, at its plant in Manville, New Jer

.-/
in the month of April, 1930, and for many years prior th
‘~} Tm faivina tn uase recconabvlie care (o nrcvide a
to. :

nropey zen‘i‘a*4qr avatas ot il vpigal,

2, The defendant corporatlon at the time herei:

bt e > can bl ans sanaanm ) 2T a s 4 R RS S
oet forth vas engaged in the manufacture of asbestos prd
' HRAE Cvoren ) e o=ledne ghoul the de.rif€TONS
ducts ior commercial purposes.
! * Jod o wme Yo P "'1‘4 selvatas ."'i""""' D
3. | The sald defendant employed the plaintiff
,,.,. LR N s A ‘\

at the tlme and place above set forth in its manufacture

said asbestos U*oducts, and the sald defendant not only

A . )

knew but should have known, that the said asbestos proc

':-» : . - AT ’;.-, £ 45 n

contained certain dangerous 1nsid10us and harmful agenc

A . e # .\.t Wy

composed of asbestos fibers and other particles that we

X . |r,'- X.:L'P‘""‘f AIAST ﬁ' o,h Yo ! A ,.,, c.‘_... fn;
destructlve to life and health in the human body when b
. ) et v"v- “1'~f - T 'y s 't 7
Cv i (RRED DA A A \"{1 and gy :"f] W, ¢
into close contact with the same,

e 13.' —. . "‘ v 'vf;‘. .‘. S ‘4 ".'.!""]c'l\ Al’l v : "l:-'.v-nfu e .,
4, The defendant not only knew but should
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- P - aYNaAantdrna fjbe.



e e e - — e

- ..

w1th and 1nha1ed the sald dangerous flbers and particles

R I '.,'~ IS SR T e V' C
to the extent that hlB bronchlal tubes lungs and body
~a ¥ ‘wv-yr Comry 4G Aieeape ond acnd LaG Y’l.,\, ing o1 tia -
became infected ‘with the same, ' Tl )
body, Peowtlt LA causct to s fer losses, eXypenses end
5. Plaintlff was not 1nformed or warned.by
Aepznee - inn u-‘prﬂ‘ ol HI00, 00 00
the defendant and had no knowledge of he na ure of the
T ';u'nh the plaintii{ delantta L.e Sun

said dangerous asbestos fibe{s and a ticles with which he‘
n-‘n)a ‘-(\‘ nq "f‘ ﬂnwnn‘-,n o (]f; ’Jnn - . ,'
was brought into close proximlty by the defendant'

negligence. : ; .

T »r‘

6. The negligence of the defendant oqplalned

SAV u...L itain! su
of is as follows:

.Af{nrnev “s7 Tlﬁintiff

(a) In failing to use reasonable care to provide the
plaintiff with a reasonably saYe place of work.

(b) In failing to use reasonable care to provide the
plaintiff with proper masks or other appiiances or safeguwrc
in said work.

(¢) In failing to use reasﬁnable care to provide a
proper ventilating system at its plant.

(d) In failing to use reasonable care to give proper ;
varning, information and knowledge about the dangerous
character of its work with the said asbestos fibers and
particles to the said plaintiff at the time and place above
mentioned.

7. The said asbestos fibers and particles were
introduced into the plaintiff's body at the time and place
aforesaid, so that the plaintiff was permanently injured

externally and internally in and about his head, body and

limbs causing the plaintiff great pain and suffering, both

<l mental and physical, greatly lowered his resistance to dis

ease. and he became a victim of pulmonary diseases, and so
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of nedlcal expense 1nvolved in his effort to retard ther pRL
' o S ! P ' . b ](‘,
suffering“from'the*gisease and mend:the wrecking:ofrhlsp eal
' ot AN £L9n5%
body, he will be caused to suffer losses, expenses and

damages to the extent of $100,000, 00

WHEHEFORE the plaintiff demands the sum of

-..-..—Jy’j:o'.-. e

100 000 00 as damages from the defendant,, & -7 et o
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;OISC’D . G‘/’K‘?‘/ UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
|

DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY ,

L 1)

JOSEPH STEPKA,

Plalntlff : . r?

-VS=- : Action at LaW e i Q;

SRS LN . v {;:‘

|JOHWS.MANVILLE .CORPORATION, : _& N § ﬂ E EH ca. N -Q'E&
a corporation of the State ' ) - R PR R
of llew York, s o ﬁ
: r".:
Defendant. 3. . g

: , e e

' . $

il

N D PR

Defendant, JOHNS-MANVILLE CORPORATION, a corpora-

tion of the State of New York, having its principal office

RASAY

in New Jersey, at lanville, Somerset County, says that.:,J

FIRST DEFENSH N , . 3
1., It denies paragraph 1, except that it says l,ﬁ

that the plaintiff was in its employ at its plant in ?
: -

Yanville, New Jerssy, at various times from December 28,

1926, to the month of April, 1930, {

2, It denies paragraph 2, except that it says {

that it was and has been engaged in the manufacture of ;,

asbestos products for commercial purposes from December 28,

1826 to the present tinme,

3. It denies paragrapn 3, except that it says

P e

that it employed the plaintiff at various times from

“ December 28, 1926, to the month of April, 1930,
4, 1t denies paragraphs 4, 5, 6 and 7.
SECOND TEFEUSE

at

The injury and the disease alleged in the complaint l

-® %wie amnlovment assumad by
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the plaintiff as part of the terms of hls contract of«

'alleged dangers of his employment.-;“e-- e

THIRD DEFE FENSE

The 1n3ury and the disease alleged in the complaint

were due to one of the risks of his employment assumed by

h. 3 ‘--_ 'h

employment in that the plaintlff knew, or by the exercise

of" reasonable care on his part should have known, the-n f,éi
N o TR R /.p~jub.v.%\wﬂ.~u"*r -d"f“"’" ’1‘;‘”

" FOURTH DLFENSE ,;,;

The injury and the disease alleged 1n the complaint
wvere caused by contributory negligence on’ the pa;t of the -

plaintiff, . B A
FIFTH DEFENSE . . -e.Q;??«i

The injury and the disease alleged.in ﬁhe complaint.
were caused by contributo;y negligence on the'ﬁart of;the'
plaintiff ln that the plainfiff failed to.exercise reason;
able care to protect himself against the alleged dangers of
his employment by using the mask and other appliances pro-
vided by the defendant for that purpose. C

SIXTH DEFENSE

The injury and the disease alleged in the complaint
were due to negligence on the part of a fellow-servant of
the plaintiff, in failing to warn and instruct the plaintif:
to use the mask and other appliances provided by the defend.
ant for the purpose of protecting the plaintiff against '
the alleged dangers of his employment. |

SEVENTH DEFENSE

Plaintiff's action is barred because it vas not
commenced and instituted within two years next after the

allered ecause of action accrued.,
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VVROHA _STEPKAyeXecutrix~of 'f';hﬁigf' "t”;?-“z;;
~estate of: JOBEPH*BTEPKA, deceaee y ﬂ A s
' e P IO & Al

defenﬁ at w*d hBu a, o \f,t'ezp d%J( f'th.Jﬁum;h“ﬂq
. AR Hamt.i.f f’ Aotion—,at-Lawf SH N

%éj'ﬂ'j:ﬁﬁ' ey &”"?KI” %t‘;
< "‘\* COLHDLAINT T lea
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LY res ous .}_va.um apem “pid mugis
": Ty * ",'-;'"': }l"o n:‘) J" A“ \"_
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poration of the State of New- York, ) ;34.:~5- ,? .Jh~,ﬁ,
Ta L 05 B HE LA -, - . . :.—.:;. . . ¢ °
" ‘{:‘, “’:“. ,‘.';“. . fDelfendanto ,.'." '::‘-.‘ 0",‘ -I"""‘"\*‘?,‘nf‘ .2 i_‘!. § '_.;'

The plaintiff, Verona Stepka, executrix of the estate-
tof“Joseph Stepka, deceased, residing at Wanville, New. . *

JerBey! Bayﬂ thaf( “.é L‘i‘" \‘n.‘._xlnlwp-y.,g‘v t" -p-“' whinpt "";i!

vCLtE‘l; 'The teetator ‘yag in*the’employ of" the defendant

,...J’- 2 o

Leorpqration atligs_plant A H%Fville‘ KQW Jereey, in q%.iqa

‘month of April, 1930, and .for many years.prior thereto.

“re s . - - - ..
.-._ e ARt ] v Y
s34 - .

set forth was engaged in the manufacture of .astestos,

izi Tne derendant corporation, at ‘the’ time'herefnﬁ

Ll KBTI T 2P W) A vl ‘_‘.J—"loa’\b:'.
E ﬂ; 344y 1...“_"_ :!ba (“ WAXH
.P?QEHQES for commerciakgpurpoeeuﬁi 4*,‘_.J_ A drrsis b
;}?f' 3¢ - The said ‘defendant employed "the testator at

the time and place above eet forth in its manufacture

"A ‘U

of eaid aebestos_products, and he eaid defendantﬂnog .only,

knew, but should have known. that the 1d.asbestoe products

contazned certain dangerous, insidious and.harmful agencien

~up

"mpoeed of aebeetoc fibe“s and other particles that were

o on PLERCIRY R SPTRNY |

destructive tﬂ 1ife 8.1 !dfu1th 1n the human hody, vhen

Lrought into close con}e : =th the BEME s

R PR

b

- .

g. The defendant nox only kiew, but phould have

i ‘

known, the dangerous nature of sald, ahbeetoe Iibers nnd
[} v’~*(h -‘l .

partieles, tut feiled_tgvkeep”}peqeamepipﬁpgpp:g},:egﬁnh

was negligent in allowing the said dangerous fibers and
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tubes, 1ungé‘and body'became infected with the same. ' s

~~ﬂ«-6."""Th8 testator'was nmaﬂgd- ‘uz the~ ' . —
> Pt ) = ._ . SN - “‘/Jé

de fendant and‘ﬁmd “no ﬁqrova.edge“’oﬁfm? mtur ox 1the .gaidi Y4

 a ,"\‘ LI LM AN -,:'-' “az ’:,;,:?.’ ‘li;:; ’-:: f)x-— Pt a Wi N 1!?%{

dangeroua asbeatos fibe:a”&ﬁd‘p@qttaleaewtfnvwhiohmheﬁwaigu
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broUghteintc oIaa&rprbxtmity,éhyiroaJOn ﬁg;thgzgpg 0p03§&§m
i g h“ s ( Yoo ’ e it '
of "the’ de fendanty® % FHATBHE M N Hieh A R ’wrf:

"‘

R

AP By
.

"6+ "The’ negligence ot‘the defendant oomplained ofxia

’\ “‘ --UW‘V I ged
oy e

as followsta ‘t v ”‘W eiltered p”wxﬁﬁ!*v ivﬂaav J‘:
“(a) " In failing®to use’ reabonablet-care:to>prpvidesthet,
testator mdth a, reqe?nably safe place of work.
A l-l "'r
(b). In failing to use reasonable care to provide the
testator with proper masksi'or'othex?appliances, or:safeguards
in d work
pai h, 005,08 Tyam thae cdefe~dart, a9 demapguce
. (¢) 1In failing to use reasonable care to provide a
proper ventilating system at its plant,

(d) In failing to use reasonable’ care: to give proper
wvarning, information and knowledge ‘about the .dangeTous A
character of its work with the said asbestos fibers and ' -
particles to the said testator, at the time and place
above mentioned.

7. The said asbestos fibers and particles were intro-
duced into the testator's tody at the time and place afore=-

|said, so that.the testaor was permanently injured, exter-
g
lnally and internally, in and about his head, body and limts,

causing great pain and suffering both mental and physical.

greatly lowered his resistance to disease. and he Ytecame

la victim of pulmonary diseases, and died as a result

dthereof on August 14, 1931, s

8o The said Joseph Stepka, left a will under which

'the plaintiff was made executrix of the estate of Joseph
| . . .- ]
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_cause of action .against the defendaut. for. negfi.igently_u‘,H ol

e — -

sald testator for support.

11, The”plaintiff;'as‘exncuizix;ng_gfgreeaid. fog‘ln»«'
the benefit of the said next of kin, is vested by virtue L

C.of the statute 1n such case made and provided, ith a j@Aﬁgf

'_ - 37-#2 N PR R : L[ AR

“causin; the death of her testator, and trings this action
within two years_after‘ﬁhe'death of ‘the said testator.

12, The said next of kin suffered pecuﬁiary lossea
by reason of the death of the sald Joseph Stepka, deceased,
in the sum of $50,000.00..

..

~The plaintiff, as executrix as aforesald, demands

the sum of $50,000,00 from the defendant, as damages.

. SAMUEL GREENSTONE
~Attormey for Plaintiff.

I (T T T PR L R PR

(EHDOHSLLLNfs)
I anercuoy députize Coas. H. Murray to serve the
witnin writ. Vitness my hend and sezl tais 26 day
oi Jen. 1922,
\im, R. Sutpnin
. Sheriff
Jan. 26. 1832, I served the within suaons end
counlaint upon The Johns—Ménville Corporation, &
eornoration of the State of Hew Yorl, py serving
A. R. Fisher, Plant i‘enager, nersonally, At Manviile, 1.J.
Fces 23.78.

w. R, Sutnhin

Sheriff of Somerset County
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

. Co e e . DISTRICT OF HEU JERSLY e
VERONA STEPKA, executrix  ° . ;. i.es :
of the Estate of JOSEFH : ' . 5
PKA, d sed, . . . . :
STE » GECERBED) : Action at Law 3 ‘
’ Plaintiff, - ,.% ., e !
1 Sl PANSWER G :

JOHNS-MANVILLE CORPORATION, : e e
a corporation of the State * d o \
of New York, . s ,

Defendant, 3 , et

| ' Defendant, JOHNS-MANVILLE CORPORATION, a corpora-

tion of the State of New York, having its principal office

in New Jersey, at Manville, Somerset County, says thats
FIRST DEFENSE ”

1., It denies paragraph 1, except that it says

that the testator was in its employ at its plant in

b
3
>
3
4
4
{
]
1
]
4

Manville, W.J. at various times from December 28, 1926,"

FPrOr N

to the month of April, 1930.

2, It denies paragraph 2, except that it says

& e e

| that it was and has been engaged in the manufacture of
asbestos products for commercial purposes from Decewmber
28, 1926, to the present time.

3. It denies paragraph 3, except that it says that
1- it employed the testator at various times from December 28,

‘1926, to the month of April, 1930,

4, It denies paragraphs 4, 5, 6 and 7.

et

5. It has no knowledge or information sufficient

to form a'-belief as to the allegations of paragraphs 8, 9,

| 10 11 anA 10 AvAa~w & bW d 2L 32w . aac -
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the testator as part of the terms of h18 contract of em;zﬁxwf

95CCID DEFRISE

The injury and the dlsease alleged in the complaint

were due to one of the risks" of his employment assumed by

the testator as part .of the terms of his.contract ofv ALy

o Wl A LT
Sl ol ‘?ﬁgsa
employment. IO RN
IR . ". “:." - ’ ¢ ,a v!‘. ’s;hqx ‘;1._:‘ ;J'._ ':',;: ST e _:_r‘\; v ”
.:\ PO LR e ,.‘::t THIRD DDFENSE Jg\,,k o .,-":éf;f.,:".«,;l%,md;‘.* J:{"E:!{f‘K{,:\;é
¢@“;;~"' S TR e r-~»~,w.-,«ﬂ:"“'htfiv‘ {va¢£wt'$3»
:jﬁ:: The injury and the disease alleged_ipxth?kcomplaint'
S L fo 2t R DR R RETA  payy J
were due to one of the risks of his- employment}aasumed by'?,,J
’ M PRSI

4 v .“'\.I:

ployment in that the testator knew, or. by the exerclse of .

P

reasonable care on his part should have known, the alleged .

dangers of his employment. )

......

FOURTH DEFENSE - - ~f: - j,wf(;lfi:i:\

The injury and the disease alleged in the complaint

were caused by contributory negllgence on the part of,the' :
testator, o . ';. R fj.iffﬁu,igtz_};ﬁ Q_ﬂﬁg'
" FIFTH DEFENSE -~ - .- ¢ -7e. 0.0

.
§

e
v -

The injury and the disease alleged,in:the_complaiqu
were caused by contributory negligence on the part of the |
testator in that the testator failed to exercise reasonable.
care to proiect himself against the alleged dangers of his'-
employment by using the mask and other applianoee'provided
by the defendant for that purpose. o

SIXTH DEFENSE ‘

The injury and the disease alleged in the complaint
wvere due to negligence on the part of a fellow-servant of
the testator, in failing to warn and instruct the testator
to use the mask and other appliances provided by the defend-
ant for the purpose of protecting the testator against the
alleged dangers of his employment.

ll»ﬂéixﬂjﬁi4~ AC/Qbaoﬁvﬂﬂ/
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. : o UNITED STATES DIsTRICT ~ Court
. “DISTRICT OF LEW JERSEY

VERONA STEFKA, executrix of
the Estate of JOSEFH STEPKA, deceased,

The above entitled caicse having been settled betiveen the parties thereto;

It is ORDERED, that the sanwe be, and it is hereby discontinued, without costXo either party

as against the other. - . Z \7 ;

/éié;Aé&unzfizéﬁﬂxuxa/

vards

Entered June 13, 19 34
On motion of
M // /l/zxt/z&b é(

dttorneys of defendant

Consent is hercby given to the making and entering of the albove order.

Plaintiff , :

vs. Action at Law.

) ORDER FOR DISCONTINUANCE, ’
JOFNS-XAXWVILLE CORPORATION, a : : '
corporation of the State of New York, D -
: — 2 / 7
) !
Defendant



