FILE NAME: Early Asbestos Damage Suits (EADS)

DATE: 0000

DOC#: EADSO34

DOCUMENT DESCRIPTION: Documents from Case of Nick Bojko



A

“Xf e

Py
; v
e n Sl o P b ¢ Y (ARl by b - -

.
e
s
v

[P TRURI GRS e e

v vttt amsttans

PP
STAT: OF ILLIIOIS )
COUNTY OF C O 0 K )
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF COOK ZOUMTY
NICX BOJKO
Vs ‘ 2 No. 34§ 2959
JOHNS MANVILLE CORPORATION
A CORPORATION )
COMPLATHT AT LAY
COUKT I

The plaintifif, NICK BOJKO, compiains of tke defendant,
JOHNS UAKVILLE CORPORATION, a corporaticn, and seys:

1. That on or about the 30th day of March, A.D., 1932,
the defendant, JOHRS MANVILLY CORPCRATION, was a duly organi-
ced and authorized corporation, doing business iz the State
of Iilinois, County of Lake, and City of Waukegan, at which
time and place, iv owned, operated, and maintained a factory,
mill, or estaplishment for the purpcse of manufaciuring asves-
tos in its various forms.

2. That the said defenadant, in its factory, owned and
operated a certain department krown as the mixing room, in
which asbestoe, fibre, cement, rock, and other imgredients
were mixed together for the purpose of meking fibre block;
that in the mixing room, certain ingrecients were mixed to-
gether for the purpose of making rock wool blocks, and duf-
ing thiese processes, a ereat deal of cust from asbestos, fibre,
cement, rock, and other materials werc caused to and did im-
pregnate the alr in said premises in such rreat quantities as
to bc rreatly deieterious to the h-zalth of human beiigs.

3. That on the aforesaid day and at the time and place

aforesaild and ror a number of years nrior tukereto, he was in

the empioy of said cefendunt, and worked aes a laborer, mixing
SO . I : ST
.. asbastus, fibre, cemint, rock, ana otner lugredierts togethsr
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for the purpose of makiang fis-e block, and also mixing other
ingrecients together for the curpase of making rock wool blocks,
during which time, he was exposed 21d subjected to a great )
deal of the aforesaid dusts circuiating in anrd about the

said mixing room.

4, That in the carrying on of the said business by the
defendant as Fhe saxn€ was btelny core and for many years prior
thereto had been conducted, the cefznocant knew and by the ex-
ercise of due care and caution shouid have known that the
same was apt to and dié procuce ths il:ness and disease in
the plaintiff of which the‘plaintiff now complains, which 111~
ness and disease 1s pecuilar to such work and process used
in the carrying on of said basiness, tc wshich employees were
and are not oralrarily exposec in other lines of employment.

5. That the plaintifi wes cauvsed to and did, during the
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perico aforesalrd, necessarily orzatlng -n large Qquantities o
asbestos dust, fibre dust, cezzut cust, rock dust, and other
dusts through his nose and mouth, and said dusts became lodged
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of, while he, tke plaintiff, wxas in the exercise of dus cere
and caution for his own personzl healiZ and safety.

6. That the plairtiff wes in ertire ignorance of the

dangerous charucter cf tne various dusis to which he was ex-

posed ana to tue specilic nature of thz disease or diseases

y

rhatation of the afore-

f

that =cula or could resuit frox the
saild dusts, and was never, at auy time, inrormed by any ageat
of the derfendant oi thz fuct tiat sucs cdanger did or could
possibiy exicst,

7. Thet mt And durinr tie aforssaid time and place, the
defencant did one or other ox the tol.owinz acts, thereby cau-
sing toe prainlirr to contract and succurb to the occupational .
diseases xnown as dreAwoCcUnlcsie anc tudberculosis, as a result

whereof, i hus lost considersh.: weizht; ne has been incapa-
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citated and weakened so tuat he eRrundt neraurw iy work for
which he is fitted; that ue has suffersd great meatal ana Phy=-
sical pain and anwuish anu will continue to so suffer for the
rest of his llfe;‘tLat he nas becowe liabie for and expended
larpe sums ol money in and about endeavoring to be cured of his
ilinesses as aforesaid; he has bsen prevented and hindered from
attencing to his usual occupation and business whereby he has lost
divers great gains aund profits and will continue to lose divers
great guins and profits.

(a) wilfully failed to provide reasonable and approved
devices, methods, or means for the prevention of said diseases,
contrary to the provisions of Section I of an Act entitlied, "An
Act tc Promote the Pubilc Eealth by Protecting Certain Employees
in this State from the Dangers of Occupational Dissases", and
providing for the enforcement thereof, in this that there were,
in and about the said premises, no proper suction fans or other
apparatus provided for collecting the injurious dusts in the air
in and around tte saia prewises wnere plaintifi worked; that the . § (ﬁ;
defendant failed to provide masks Or respirators or other apparatus

- to be used or worn bv said plaintiff which would effectively pre.

vent him from inhaling the said dusts caused to lmpregnate and

float in the air in and about the said premises ae& provided by the

-

said statute, and which would effectively prevent the plaintifrs

from contraciing the discases herein complained of.

{b) negligently faiied to Temove as far as practicabls, by

b whe b Jape.

either ventilating or exhaust devices, the aforesaid injurious

(YT IR

dusts from the prvmises in which the plaintiff worked, contrary

to Section 12 o1f an Act concerning the health and safety of em-

ployees in factories, mercantile establisecments, mills, and work- -

snops in the State of Iiiincis.
{c) negligently causea and permitied the premises to be

swept 80 as to raise asbestos dust, fibre dust, cement dust,
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concerning the nealth and safety ot employees in factories,

mercantile estabiishments, mills, and ﬁorkshops.

-
Plaintiff asks judgment for Fifty Thousand Dollars
($50,000).
’ SCL ANDREVS )
) Attorney for Plaintiif
3 H




