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employ of the dexendant corporatlon, at its plant 1n Lanvill‘
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New Jersey, 1n the year 1928, and for several years prlor
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the intestate w1th a reasonably safe place of work.,
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L. Dvs \»: .-.“~‘.‘,) s ey ,,,“ - &" ’4.5'. & P“J"E
guards in sald work.

(c) In falllng to use reasonable ‘care to orovide

CLL0 el et e

a prooer ventllatlnp system at 1ts plant.

.
N :

(d) In falling to use reasonable care to give

]
] .

D

proper ﬂarnino, ‘information and knowledge abouu the danger- B

ous character of its work with the sald asbestos flbers and

SO (I (]
particles to the intestate, at the time and place avove men-

< . Ly . - g0 - -
ot MRS 3 we 9 LA, 000, 1 ns dasineog
. A

tiAneAd.



injuries, externally and internally, in and about her head, ¥
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body and limbs, and her resistance power was_ lowered, and ahe.i

died, as a result thereof, on December 23,m1928:231_¥;?i“?;€f“2

um—e .
o o
- wa

8. On the 7th day of Lay, 1929, the plaintiff,
Robertuarahall,;was,duly gpbo;nﬁed,by the Surrogate of
Somerset County; adm;nistra§or;ad prosequendum of Helen
Larshall to prosecute the action for damagea, for the death
of hlS 1n~estate, for the benefit of next of kin of Helen
Marshall, deceased, and now proffers his letters of adminis-
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tratioq.
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9. ' The said Helen Marshall left surviving her, {
father )

I -herq her, Robert harshall, her mother, Agnes larshall; and

her brothers, John Marshall; Enoch Marshall; Benjamin
Jarshall; Edward Marshall; Henry M¥arshall; and her sister |
Rose llarshall; all dependent upon the said intestate for
support.

10. Plaintiff, as administrator, as aforesaid,
for tne benefit of said next of kin, is vested by virtue of
the statute, in such cases, made and provided with a cause
of action against the defendant for negligently causing the

death of his intestate, and brings this action within two

| years after the death of said intestate.

11. The said next of kin suffered pecuniary loseee,[
by reason of the death of the said !lelen Marshall, in the sum

(
of $40,000.00.

Plaintiff demands the sum of $40,000.00 as damages
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Ky namo is Robert Earshall. 1In Polish, it is Boleslew larszalek. A
an married and 1 have a wife and six living children. 1 live in lanville
and my Post Office box is 277, 1 am a citizen of the United States, and 4

epeak Englieh end Pollsh. I am working at the preeent time for the Johns-,

¥enville Company for the last gix years and have been worklng for thr?o &on‘
. . e Ty g -"

years for this companyvgbouFQIOIthn ygaqg_ggo. L hava'a ﬁon, Benedict, d 1

~ -"'-v.'
-

. . . f "4' Pat AT R W,
Worki% for this companys AT T 2 _,\ ‘\,] “"‘l t'\' - ﬂﬁ ‘Cl‘:. FO 1f wi]lf‘

~~~~~ B ol
Y .

On the 24th of December, 1928, my daughter, Helen,'yho uas~§Pth“}9ApF.
20 years old, died in the Borough of ¥anville. .She was buried in a Somer-
ville, New Jersey Cemoterye Heipn was working for the Johns-danville, Co.
for about three or four years, something like thate - Shp carried a policy
with the Polish Union of Wilkes-Barre, Penna. .and the .pplicy.ready for, , 4
One thousand dollarse I paid the funeral expenses out of the:one thuennq
dollars. Ly daughter was troubled with bronchitis and ghe was treated by-.
Dr. Flynn of Somerville, N« Jo. and by another doctor, whoee name 1 do.not
remecber at this time. About ten years ago, my daughter took sick with the
Spanish lnfluenza and che came back to health, bul she was troubled:all-the
tize with Bronchitis, btut she never in her life suffered wi;h lung.trouble.
After my daughter died, L did not come to the bosses of the Johns-lanville C
fo ask them for money or charity or something of that sort on account of
the death of my daughter, because . felt and knew that the compeny for which
wmy daughter'ﬁﬁs working had nothing to do with her death. - - SRR

A few months after I bturied my daughter, a man came to see me and he .
told me that his name is Lawyer Samuel Greenstone, & lawyer from Newark on
Broad Street. ne was in company with Joe Lewandowski, who is working for
the Johng-uunville Co. Joe Lewandowski works im "A"™ Buildinge- L:recognizodv
Kr. Gresnstone immediately because a few years ago . was taken to his - '

office in Newark by a man iitchell about starting a lawsuit for the death of

wy other daughters, Nellie and Annae. From the time I saw Kr. Greenstone -
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the Johnelizaville Co. and whntover he is going to get hoe will split with we
fifty-fift}. Greenstone said to me thai’the reason he will try to get money
for the death of my daughter, helen;&ls becauze she %as workin5 for the
Johns-Manville Co. and that this company ought to pay, money for her death
and that he will try to get its I never knew anything about law, and 1 don'

understand what law is, tut I thought that as 1onb as he can get money and L

Th

* can got something out of it, let him go ahead and try. He told me it will -

not cost ma one cent and he said that he will find out everything from the"
! 1

doctors what.the trouble was that my daughter died eo younge “1 told -~ .
Mr. Greenstone very plainly that I am afraid to'$9té¥%he compdny'with'lav-
suits and L don't want to fight the company in courts and 1 told him 1 don't
cere to and I would not stand for it to bother the Johng-anville Co. for th
death of my daughter, Helen; and Lawyer.Greenstone said “D;n't be afraid,
nothing will happen to you and I will fix this". He said that I would not
have to go to court - maybe onee, but I would not need to be afraid ani
that he would fix it.

About a week later, Fhe same lawyer, hr. Samuel Greenstone, cams to
my house and took me and my wife, Agnes, to Somerville, where 1 signed a -
paper and he told mo that I have got to sign a paper in ordsr to get some
money from the Johns-Manville Co. 1 did not underestand the vaper which i
was signing. 1t was too hard Znglish and Samuel Greenstone, the lawyer,
had no irterpreter for me. L1 can speak English and 1 understand it all
right, wt herd words I don't understande 1 understand every day English.

1 realize that I got into thie law-suit against my own will and 1
did not want to sue the Johns-Manville Co. for the death of my caughter,
Helen, and I do not wan%t to sue now. 'Samuel Greenstone was the man who
put this idea in my heed. 1 never sont for him and 1 never asked him to
sue the Johns-idanville Co. in court for the death of my daughter, Helen.
I em willing to'sign papers at any tiwe to withdraw my case perding in thé

courte against the Johna-Manvilla Co. because I feel that the Johns-Manville

Co. had nothing to do with the death of my daughter, Helen. 1 am making
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foreman, Richard Smith, or by Kr. nughes, or by anytody else connected

with the Johns-kanvxlle Company. ‘1 was not told that d will geu a better
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. Job if L would drop my cassé against tho Johns-kanville Co. 1 was notw;ifﬁﬂ'
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promised any money for signing tbie statement-.< o g?;i',T

: .;~ Thls statament .was read to me, in Polish languaga and the same ish
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true and correct, and it contains all I know about zy . cags. s “ o,
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