Iy TEr HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 18237 X1 Ne. 1217

QUEEN*'S BEZNCH DIVISION

(Wrsr 1zsued the day of 1658}

3ETWEEN

BETETY CONSTANCE ¥IMP
{(Widow and Administrarsix
of the Estate of Maurics
Coaffrey Kens deceased)
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and

WICGLMS TEARPE (UK) PLC  Firse Defendants
and :
REED INTERNATIONAL PLC Secand Defandants

STATEMENT QF CLAIM

1. The Plaintiff is ches wicow and administratrﬁx of the
Zstate of Maurice Geoffrey Kemp degsased and she br?ngs this
action for the Denefit of hergell as a depencan? of the
cecaased pursuant to the Fatal Accidents Act 1978 a% amended
and for the benefit cof the estate of tha deceasedépursuant
to the Law Raferm (Miscellznaocus Provisgions) A?t 1934,
Letzers of Administration were grantad o the Plaiﬁtiff out
Qf the District Probate Registry at Cxford on lé=h $eptamher

1887,

2. detween zovout 1967 and 1384 the decezsed was?empioysd
Oy the First Defendants abt premiges whicsh they occépied and
were kKnown &s the Daily Telegraph Mills o which said

premisss the Faguaries Act L9681 applied.

3. During the courge of tig zaid employment the%det&&s%d
operated a guillatine on whilh the Brakas wers émade of
PWWFF’S :

CEXHIBIT: . astestos. During the operation of She machine dust was
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urcner, various pipes and toilers in hE plan:

7§

g2neratad.
were  lagged wiin  assestes  and  part  of  the ;ia%t was
damelisned and old asbestoes removed, A 4 resﬁi: The
decgased during the course of nisg said smpleyment wi‘:'} ne

Yirsy Defendants was expoged ©o astéstoes and asbestcs@dusc.

4. Setweesn about 1949 and 1967 the decsased was ahployed
my sthe Sec¢ond Defapndants & premigss wnich they occup?ed ang
ware Known &5 the London Papers Milis at Darsford éin the
County o¢f Keat o wnich said pramises the ?actori%s AGts

1837 - 1951 applisd,

g, puring the course of his s5aid employment wﬁtﬁ e
Second Defendancs the deceased came inty contaﬁ: with
asghestas and aspestos dust, AT The mille productsécalled
Cotton Asbeszes Dry Felts were manufactured. They we?s Lged
o pravent fire zs paper was drizd aver high pressur@ sleam
filled chamhers. The felts ran over revoiving cylind?rs and
tha dugt was generatsd by The movenent. Dust coileécad in
*ite machinery and was cleared ous weekly using & haqﬁ orusn
an¢ the deceased engaged In thisg task frequantly. Hé worked
mainiy as & Czallender @an and later a3  a guﬁllotine
sperator, The brakeg of the guililotine were linéd with
ashestes. Wnllsy ne was working &t the said Hilis?an old
hullding was demclishad while machinery within it w%s gTili
warking and 2sbestos dust was ganrerated. Pipeg in tﬁe plant
were lagged with asbestes whkizh wazs in poor <on i?ion in

shat iv flaked and relszsed dus:.
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As & r2sult of expsosure s ashestos as aforasaid Ihe
decsszsed WwWRQ was Dborn  on 23th  December 1621 i%uffered
injuries, locss and damags during his lifezime. As é resull
of his sai¢ injuries he disd on 4th Auguss 1986, nﬁe tause

¢f death being mesathelicmza due to exnosure te asbasios,

PARTICULARS OF INJURIZS

In about August 1984 {ne cdecesased complainedé 1 nisg
General Practitioner of shortness cof breath. K*rayé sriowed
a right pleural diffusion. Aspiration of the righ:?pleural
diffusion was carried outw ¢n severazl occasicns durL%g 1984,
A pleural Iiocpgy showed appearancss compatibﬁe with
mesathelioma. THhe deceassd in 19838 was tresated wi:$ oXygen
at howme. He was depressed and dreatniess. He c%uld new
carry aut his gardening. HMis 1liness progressed Qntil He

died at home on 4th August 19885,

PARTICULARS COF LOSS DURING THE
LIFETILY OF THE DECEASED

Details will be srovide on Discovery, £

7. The said injuries and loss and the deatn (of the
deceased were caused Ly the negiigence and/or bﬁeach of

statutory duty ¢f the First and/or Second Defendants.

PARTICULARS OF BREACH OF STATUTORY DUTY
QF THE FIRET DEFENDANTS

{a) Failed to make effecrive and suirvable p%cvisicn
fer securing snd maintaining oy the ciréulatian
of ¥fresn air in each work room the #dequa:e
ventilation of the room and for réndering

harsle2ss =0 far 235 practicabhls aﬁl duss
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{(d)

{a)

generated in thg course of the processedior work

carriad on im the gaid factory, negligenily and
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tories Acs 1981

alled To make and keep safe: the dépeasad's
place of worle (n that ne was exposec Lo as558sros
dust therein, negligently and contrary Lo

Segrion 292 {1) of hs Factaries AstT 19613

raileg to take all prastticatle measﬁres v
protsct the deceassd agalnst thala#icn of
asbestas dust or to prevent i aceamuié:ing in
ary wark room  and/er failed to proﬁide qr
caintain exnaust appliances as near as bossible
to tne peint of origin of the asbestosédust g0
25 %o prevent 1T entering the alr cf %ny wOrK
reom, negligently and contrary e Sectiﬁﬁ a3 (1)

of *he Fagtories Act 1961;

PARYTLULARS QOF BRIACH OF SYTATUTORY
QUTY OFf THE SECOND DIFENDANTS

The Piaintlfs repeats against these Défendants
the aliegetions hereginbefore made of b?each of
sratytory duny against tne Firss Defand%n:s. She
fursther says that the Second def&ndanté were in
breach af Sectiong 4 and 47 ¢ :ne Factéries ACT

1337 and Secrion § of the Factories Act 1553,

FARTICULARS QF NEGLIGENCE OF 30TH
DEFENDANTS

The Plaintiff repezss against both Deéfendants
the allegazions of breach of statutery duly

hereinnefore made;
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Fajlead  to srovide suizasle  mazkz | andicow
Qagnivarors and/or prot2ctive glathing and/or
% .

gther means Iz prevent Ihe dezeasszo  inhaling

dust;

(g} Operated an unsafe system of work in fhat the
deceasesd was jiable to and ¢id come inso contact
wieh asbegtes dust;

(0} Faiied adequately or at ali to warn zhe deceased
of suffering injury from the inhalatisn of dust:

{1} Caused or permistted the asbestos dust 52
accumulate and remain in the said p:emisés.

{(j} Tatied te remove asbestas from the  said
premises.

(k) Failad to supervigse the work in the gaid
pramiges SO as Lo snsure that there wag nov
exposure to and inhalation of aspestcs dust)

(L) In <he premises falled %o have any: or any
adequate regarc for the safety of tihe deceased
and exposed him unnecessarily o 3he Tpigk of
injury.

8. Particulars pursuant tc the Fartal Acsidents Ach 1976 as

amended are ag foliows:

{a)

(B)

The persan for whose benefit this action is
brought is the Plaintiff Betty Conszance Xamp

the widow ¢f tne deceased who 53 now agsd 63.
The natura of the cialm is 23 follows:~.

{i) The 3

'

alntiff claims damag?s g+ b

oersavensnt;
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{ii) Funeral sxpenges £1,0C0. ¥
{iii} Lags of depengency, the Plaintifs and ihe
daveased poeled wheir income.; ruil

parsiculars of dzpendency will Le given in
due course. When he was £it the decsased
carried out garcening and other household
work the benefiz of whilch nas been lost %o
the Plaintiff by nls illness and deatn.

AND zhe Plaintiifl claims:-

{1) DAMAGES for nergalf as 2 depeadant of the
deceased pursuant to the Fatal Accidents
Act 1978,

{2 DAMAGES for the benefit of the estacte of
the deceased pursuant te the Law Reform

(Miscellaneous Provisions) Acs lgaéz

(3) interest on the aforesaid damages pursuant
to Secezion 334 of <¢he Supreme Court Act

1a8t.,
JOHN FCY
SEAVED the day £ H of :s;;f.._j 1988 by ROBIN THOMPSON &

PARTNERS of Wentwoertn House, Fastern Avenue, Gants HiLl,

Ilfore, Essex. IG2 6NH. Seliciter for the Plaintiff.
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