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C1RCUIT COURT OF
COOKCOUNTY. TLLINOIS

LA}V DIVISTON
CLSRKDOROTHY SRO$/N

IN T}I& CTNCUIT COL]ffi O}- COOK COUNTY,ILLTNOTS
COUNTY DTPARTMENT' L;|1il DMSION

tl-H:rIE EULLOCK; IRIN DfiNNEY;KglllhiETH ]
DBNNFY; BRIT?WI SLUSHER; TERI WI{:PPLE- )
CHAMPOUX; ROB SLU$HHR; GfiORGF ROCHA; )
ANGELINA ROCHA; RUB€N ROCT{A; MYLO )
IsOTTA; DELISA CASTRO; CHARLbS MARC0; )
JOHN $TEWART;.|OHN M. $TSWART; DELORHS )
$T$WART; JULIE BOJORQUEZ; J ENNIH, BOJORQUEZ)
FRANK tsOJCIRQUE& MICHAHL VA$QUHZ; }
MARCARET MOUNTAIN, .SAMUCL VA$QUEZ; )
JOSEPH MEDIT{A, a minor by his mCIthcr and next ftiend, }
BSRTHA MFtrIhiA;BERTHA MEDINA; MIKE )
MSDINA; SAMMUAL T. WILBANKS II, a minor )
byhis msthsrand next fiiend, JENNIFER WILBANKIi; )
JENNIFER WII"8ANKS; $AMMUAL T. WILBANKS; )

Plaintiffc,

-yS. -

MOT'OI{OLA SOL.I.}TION S, lNC., fifk/a MO'fOROLA,
INCO IIPORA"I II trORPORATXtr).

Defelrdant.

coryflArNTAT I,4:L

q_pul{:t'f
*i,&Gtrc4t'fcE

F.IO\,V COME the Plaintifts, Il,Ef'Iil BUL[,OCK; tsRl"lTNI Si.t"iSHEI{; GEOITGI:

ITOCHA; I\4YI.O BOIIIA; JOI{N S"TilWART: JL,LIE EOJORQLTEZ; il{lC}IAEL VASQUf;Z;

JOII*P}{ MEnlNA. s rninCIr bv his miirhcr ancl nsxt frimd. BER'I'|[A MHDINA: ar:rel

$AMMUi\L'f. WILBA,FiKS ltr, a minnr i:y his nrsther and rrext tiier:d, JENN}FUI{ WILBANIKS

*nC tltrough th*ir attom*ys, C0ONIIY & {IONW;\Y, F}IlILi-lPS & PAOLICELLI" t.l.P *nd
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T1{OR6ITON & NA1JMSS, LLit, and ia support *f clairns against t}re }efendant, MOTOI{OLA

SOULTIOb{S, lNC, fil*a MO"I'OROLA, INC. {"MOTOROLA"), state as fal}orvs:

l, Illaintiff, lLIii]iE BULLOCK, was born April 20, 1983 ane] is the natural dauglrtcr

of ERIN DENNAY and K[NNET]{ ilENNY'

Z. PlaintifT, BRITTNI SLIJSHIR, was bom April ?2, 1986 *nd is thc natural daughter

of TERI WHIPPLE-CHAMPOUX and ROB SLUSHER'

3. Plaintitt GEORCE ROCHA, was born November 3, 1986 and is the natural son of

ANGELINA ROCHA and RUBEN ROCI-IA.

4. Plairrti& MYLO BOTTA. was born Marclr 25, 1995 ard is the natural son of

DEI.ISA. CASTRO ancl CHRALES MARCO.

5. Plaintiff, JOUN STEWART, was b<rra March 21,lg? and is the natural sotl ctf

JOI-IN M. STEWART and DELORES STEWAI{T.

6. Plaintiif, JIJLIE BOJORQtjfiZ, was bom Aprii 24. I983 and is the natural

daughter of JFNI'IIE BOJORQUEZ and FRANK BOJORQUEZ.

7. Flsintiff, MICHAEL VASQUHZ, was born January 20, l9?5 and is thi: natural son

of MARCARET hilotr|,iTAlhf and SAb{UEL VASQUflZ,

lJ. Plaintifl, JOSEPIi MEPINA, rvas born August 28, | 99tt anri is ths naarral sol of

BBR?[{A MEDTNA and MIKIi tuIIiDIllA"

9, Plaintiff, SAtulMU,-\l" T. MI.BANKS Il, was bom.luly i l, 20{}3 aad is th* natural

s*n of JFN'I{IFER WILBANKS and SAMh'{UAL"f, W1I,BA:{KS.

l(]. Al all relevant timss, Def*ni*rrtt, fuXOTOROI,A. u'as, and stitrl is, a l)slawari-r

{lorp*r*ti*n rloing business in Illinais witb its world l:eatlquilrters ltrca{qd in Schaurnburg, C*ok

{]ornlt.v, I11inois-

Eullock.Conrplaint Pagc 2
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11. At all releva*t times prior lo and including 1999, tr)efendant, h'{OT"OROLA awnrxl,

apcrated, managed anil eor:trollcd cedain rnanufasturing facilities, includiag the semiconductor

man*facturing facility lsca{ed at sr near 52t'd Strcei and fut*Dowsll in Phoenix, Ariz.ona ("52"d

Street Flanfr).

12. At all relevant tirnes prior to and irurl$ding ?004, ,Defendant, MOTOROI.,A ownodo

operatcd, m*nagr6 ancl controlled certain man$facturing facilities, including ths semicsnductor

rnanutbcturing facility located at or near Broadway and Dobsan rtreets in Mesa, Arizona {*'?tdesa

Plant").

13. At nll relevant times prior to and including 2004, Defendant, MOTOROLA owncd,

op*ratrd, manage{, ancl controlled certain manufac.turing facilities, inc}uding the sEmiconductor

manufacturing facility locatcd at or near Ilaydcn arrrd McDowell streets in Scottsdale. Arizona

("Hayden Piant").

14, At alt relevani times priar to trnd ir':clading 2004, Defendant, MOTOROLA owncd,

operated, marTagorl and controlled certain mannhcturing facilities, including the serniconductor

manufacturing lecility located at or near 1300 N. Alma Sthool iL*ad in Chancller, Arizona

{"Chandler Plunl").

15. From approxir::ralely l98l until ?004, UltlN DENNEY was an e,rnploye* of

MOTOIIOLA at the Mc*a Plant.

16. ARlb; DANIi],Y becru*e pr*Erairt with lt,Hl'lE BULLOCK during her einplovmer:t

with MOI'OROLA anti ccntinusd said employmcnt during the pregnanry'

1V. At all rcievant times, nRl}{ IlEl{}'i8Y w*rked in and aroand waf*r prt:cessing

$rsas and elsstvhere *t thc ahovc-r*t'*rensud h{OTOROI,A iacility wh*re varinus s*miconclticl*r

plrrduets {Jr compofients rveic bc-illg *anul*cir:r*d.

Bullock,Complaint Paglc 3
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lS.Frumapproximarely lgSlunt i l?00?,TERIwl l lPPL' l i - { : l - lAMPt}UXrvasan

ernploye* of IvIOTOROLA at thc Mesa Plant.

:9. 
.rURI WtlIppLE-Ct.tAMPOLJX be*ame prcgnant with BRl"llfN} SL{JSHEI{

during h*r eerrplalmrent with MQ1.CIROLA and eontinued said empl*yrnent dudng the

pregnancy.

?0. At all relsvant times, TERI WHIpFLA-CHAMFOUX wtrrked in and around w'afbr

processing nreas and elsewhere at the above-rafsencsd MoToRoLA facility where various

semic**ductor products {Jr gompouents were being manufacturecl'

Zl . Frorn approxirnately 1979 until 199:, ANCHLINA ROCI{A wa$ an employce uf

MOTOROI,A at the 52d Street Plant.

22. ANCELINA ROCHA bscame pregnant with GEORGE ROCHA during her

employment with MOTOROLA and cantinued said employmcxt during the pregnancy.

23. At all relevant times, Al.iGELl!{A ROCI'{A rvorkcd in and around rvafbr

procc*sing areas and slscrvherc at the above-referenccd MoToRo[,A facility wher* various

semieo*d:rctor productS or eon'lpol"lcnts wsls beiag manufacturcd.

24. Fra,m apprgximately l98i until 1994, OELISA CAS'fI{CJ was an employee of

MO]'OROLA at the Mes* Plant.

25" Dill"lSA CASTRO becarnc prcgnant with MYLO Bt)"f'l'r\ rluring her enrpi*ynrent

with MOTOROLA a:rd ct-)ntinuetl saiit ernployment cluring the pregnancy'

?6. i\t all rclevant times, llEl,lSA CASTRO, worked in and arcrncl water pro*essing

arcas a*t! *Iselr"hpr* al lhc above-referenc*d MOTOROLA facilitv wherc vadoits *ctnisonduct*r

pruduets Llr {-lomponcnts were being rnanufactur*d'

Bul loc l<.Cumplaint lage 'l
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27. From approxirnatcly l9fi3 until l9?5,IIH,LORX$ S't'HwAItT' wa$ an employec of

N4{)1'{)ROLA at the HaYder: Plant'

28. From npproxirnately 1967 until 19??, JOHII M. STWEART, was an nnpioyee of

MOTOROLA at the HaYden Plant'

Zg. DELORES STFWART beearne prcgnant lvith JOHN STEWART during ih* period

in rryhich she antJ JOHN M. STEWART wcre ernploy*d by MoToRoLA as aforcsaid and

eontinusd said ernployment during the pregnancy'

30. At all retrevant times, J.A,MHS !V1. S'IEWART and DELORE$ STEWART, w*rksd

in snd around wafcr processing areas affJ elsewhere at tbe above-rcfercnccd N{OT0ROLA

lbcility where various semiconduetor product$ or componsnts wcre being manufactured'

3:. From approxirnately 19?2 until 1996, JENhIIA BOJORQUEZ, was aR employee of

MOTOITOLA at the 53nd $treet Plant.

3?" JENNIE ISOJORQUIIZ becams pregnant with JULIE BO.IOI{.QUIIZ d*ring her

ernploynent with MOTOROI,A and eantinnsd said ernployment during the prcgnan*y'

33. At all rr:lsvant times, JHNI'{tg IIOJORQU*2, worked in and aro*nd wa*br

pn:eessing ar*as axd clscrvhere at the sbove-r${brcncEd MOTOROLA taci}ity where vnrious

semi*onductof ptgducts $r cCImp{-}n*nts wcr* trcing manufactured.

34. Fram approximatetry 196? until 197?, MARGARET MOUNTAIN was an

e:nployee of N{OI'OROLA at ths 52"olStreet Plant'

i5. During l9?4 and from *ppxr.xirnately l9{t? ur:til 1998, Mi\Ii.di:{ltli'f MOUNTAIN

lvas *:r cmploy** of MOTOROLA at the Mtsa Pla*t'

I6. MARCARI'| \{OUNTAIN bccame pregna*t rvith h4lUi-lAEi, VASQTJIIZ dttlitrg

hcr crnploy::r*nt with I\"tO'fSi{OLA and continu$cl said emph:yln*nt during the pregnancy.

ttl
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3?. At all relevant timsc, b{ARCARnT M()IJN'1'^ tN, workcd in and ar*und wai*r

processing arpas and eisewhere *t lhs ah*r'e-refr:re**ed MoToRol'A facititiss where vario*s

semicanduct*r prorluct$ or cCImpone*ts wer* trreing ruanufactured'

38. From approxiwrtely l9?9 until l9SI, EHRTHA MADINA was an employee of

MOTOROLA at the 52d $keet Plant'

39. From appraximately l98l until 1996, BERTHA MnDIliA was an nnployee of

MOTOROLA at the Mesa Plant'

40 .Fromapprox imat* ly1981unt i l1984, f rom19S6unt i l199?anr l t inm1999unt i l

2CI0? MIKE MEDIhIA \r/as an employee of Mol"oRoLA at thc Mesa Plant'

41. From approximately 199? until 1999 MIKF MEDINA w&$ an er*ployee ol'

MOTOROLA at the 52nd Strcet Plant'

42. At all relevant limes, BERTHA MEDINA and MIKF MEDINA rvtrrked in and

artruntr r.vafer processing arsas and elsewherrs aJ the abervc*rctbrer?ccd Mo'oRoLA facilities

wh$rs various semiconduCtor pr<leluct$ OI eomponeRts \'vere being manufactrtrcd'

43. Fr-om *pproxirnately 1998 until ?004, JENNIFER WILBANKS was an cmployee

of MOT'O|{OLA nt the C}randler Plant'

44.JE}{}i lrgRwtLBANIt$becarneprsgnantwithSAMlvtlJAl,.f.W1LBANKSII

dLrring hcr errrplayrn*nt with MoToRol,A ancl cot:titll-eil said enrployment rluring the

prsgnan{}y.

45. At all rclevant tiraes. JhNNft"tiR WII"BANKS wotked in and araunrl walbr

processing areas and elseivhere at thc *tr*ve-ret'erenced Mo'foR{}LA iricilities whe"t$ vari$us

semicond*ctor products or foffiponcn{s wsre being rnanul"aciured'

13ullock-Complaint
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46' At all rclcvant titrres, Detbnda*r, Mo:t.OKotA, developed, det*rrrrincd, aBproved

andJclr directed certain polic.ie* anrl proccdnreu fram it* $+haunrburg headq*&rlers' inclutling a

desision to *tilize kn*wn or suspected teratogr:nir, ge*otoxic anrdlor reproductively toxi*

chemieal pnrtlu*ts an#or substances in the afsresaid wafcr processing arcas'

47. At all relrvant times Detbnda*t. MO"roRoLA, developed' d*terrnincd' approved

andlor direlte*i the aforesaid policy antl/or procedures with notice and knowledgc of the

following:

a" statements or wamings {iorn chernical industry grollps: ineluding the

Aineriean petrolsum Lstituto, ab0ut dangers assnciated rvith expol*ure to

organic solvents;

b'Medicalstudieslinkingenvironmentalexponrrestosolventstcr
congenital central rr**nuu cyst*n malfonnatisns and otlror r*productive

injury;

a. Meilical studies linking ethylenc glycol ether exposure to adverse

repr*ductivo outcomes ;

d. Advisorics from the Semiccnductor h:dustryAssociation abcut the

reproductive haznrds assopiat*d with occupational exposufes io ccrtain

chemicals, nr*tals and *ther ioxie substences usrd in thc mi$ufasture of

semifonductor prorlurts and components in the waftr processing areasl

h.

WarningsfronrtheCalifornia0ccupational$aibtyand}{calth
Adminilfration abp*t thc repn:ductivc haHns lssaciatsd with exposr:res tc:

ethyl$$e glycotr ether.s thal were used in thc seinieandur:t*r manul-treturing

Fr0csis;

Warnings an{lsr alcrts fi,lrn chemical rnarrutbcturers *nd supp}iers,

inclurtiig but not limited to, Unicn Carbidr Corporiltion a'nd DuFont'

about thi risks of trirth dejeels andlor other serious reprodllctivc ltirnns

associaisd witir exposures to ethylene glycol ethers used in the

uranuthcture 0f seinig*nduci<ir pruducts or cotripancnts;

A rvarning from llryan l.larclin nf *rc Nalianatr lnstitut* lirr occupnti*nal

Satbty- anciHc*lth about repr*ductive ha:cards nf uthylene glycol ethcrs:

A prcsentati0n bry Dr. Iteter orriii oi'NlosH felating chlorinatcci soivsnl,

sr:lver:t,lteavy m*tal andlnr r',:iliation *ffpo5i$r*s to repltrductivr- hamt and

Bullocl<.{ir rrnPia i trt
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*n:phasizing that pregnant entployees sht'ruld not bc expnsecl to *olvents nr

lcnd.

"I'h*rssultsofal}igitalFq*ipmerrtstudythroughtheUniversityof

Massacn-usetts Divisir:n 
"i 

ponh* I{calth which documsnted a sta{istically

significant increase i* thc in*idence af adverse reproduclive outoor*e's to

m}rufacturing workers exposcd to solvents, metals and other toxic

substa*f€s use* in the manufhcturs 0f senriconductots;

In the mid 1980's, the $crniconductar Industry Ass$cistion, with the

knowledge, suppart and fundi*g of the snnieonductor industry, including

upon iadrmation an$ belief Osiondant, MOTOROI,A, undeftook to

dlvelop and implement a sturJy to ilrvestigate the reprodlrctive hazards of

working in the iemicond*ctsr tnanul'acturing industry' As re{Xested in

interimleports and in the flnal fsp.fi publisl'red in or abnut l992,the study

docume*ted an incr*assd risk of adverse reproduciive outcomes to

sernicorrductor workcrs;

lin or about 1984, chemi{r*l ftflnutaet]|lrer Hoechst celaxrese developed less

reproductively toxic proqsss chemi$als tCI bc substiftrted in the

manufacturing pro***, of seniconductcr*, anel began actively prornoting

and mark*tlng, ihe prodncts as salbr alternativ{ts to the se*'liconduotor

industry, iactg*ing upon information and trelief DefsnrJant, MOTOROLA;

A retraspective and prospective epiderniologicaS study initiated by

ssrli*onductor manufactrner IBM and adnrinistercd by The .Iohns Hopkins

University which tlosumonted the serious repradactil's hanns and ftdverse

oltc*r:res rcsulting from cccupational exposurcs to chr1ntical produ*ts and

substances in the semic*n<J*ctor manufacturing work euvironment;

Reporting obligalions unrler regulitlions issusri pursuant to the "l'oxio

Slrbstaucss Cantrol Aci.

k.

L

-!

gtHi
gg*E
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48. Whils worti*g lbr the dcfendant, HlLlt'i DFbII';EY, TI1RI WHIPPLE-

CI-iAI\II}OUX, ANffE:,INA ROCHA, DHLISA CASTRO, DELORE$ STEWART, JO!"IN M.

sTF.lVART, JIit{NIp, gOJORQUEZ, MARCARUI'MOUN"l',;\tN, BERT}{A MEI}INA' MIKn

il,{|1DINA and JhNNIFER WiLI3,{NKS {hereinaftcr cnll*ctivcly rel'errecl to as "EMPLOYnr

pARf;NTS"), antl eacfi Ol'lhu-m, workecl with, in proximity to a:rdlur was cxpsscd ttl chen:ical

pr..6ricts and sr.rhstarre*s thal wcrq: r.rtilizcrl i* th* i]!"oc*s$ of rn*nulltcturing the sc{}riconductcr

pt *ilucts or con:Ponerrts.

Bullock.Conrplaint
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49. lJpo* inlbrmation antl helief, fhe ch$n?ical prnducts and substanses to whith ths

sMployEtj PARENTIi were *xp*sed d*ring thcir einploymsnt at ths *bovc-re{iirencsil

MCITOROLA {hcilities included $emc or all of the li:llowitrg, arnCIng ot}reis:

ai Hthylenc glyc*l ethers - used as individual solvents and also present as

fiNrstifuents i* various photoresist formulations and systems;

b) Propylene glycol ethers as individual solvents a:rd also preseirt as consfituents
in varirnrs photcresist for'r'r'r*lations and systeins;

e) Positive Phstoresist systems and their respeetive ingredionts over and ahove
cthylene and propylene-bassd glycol elhers: specifically including ttre
solvents xylene, n$utyl acstatc, and n-methyl plrrr:rlidone, the catalyst
trihydroxy benzoph*ncn* (THBP) and the diazo napthcquinone (DNQ) re*i*s;

d) Fluorine compouncls used in various etch processcs -- s.g. Ammonium
fluoride" alurninum {luetdde, b*ron triffuoride and sulfur hexaf}uorid*;

e) Chlorinatd compoundn used in various eteh processes including hydrogen
chlaride, ammanium chloride, aluminum chloride and boron trichloride;

l) Acids used in yarious ctch processes i*cluding hydroflrmric acid and sulfirie
ecid;

g) Radio ftoquency radiation and ionizing ra<liation usscl both in associatiq:n with
w*fer processing tlxeas proccss chsrnicals and for the prrrposs of gerr*rating
ncrt' chem ical u:i xt*re$, G. &.,' 

upl astxt:$ ;"

hi Arsenic cornpounds iaclueling galliurn arse:ride, irxrrganic arscnic and arsine
gas;

i) Yalatiltl organie dcgreasing and cleaning s*lvent* inclutiing lrichlorsethyler:*.
methylene chloride, :st*rbilized tri$hiorcethanc, F'tccn 1 13 and stabilizer'*
adde{t ta these degreasing $olvsnts such as cpichlorohyririn a*d
cpichlorohydrin 1, 4 dicx*nc;

ji ()rganic *alvents such as ?:$nzene, telucne, acftone, mcthyl ethvl ketont
{MIiK} anrl metha*ol;

k) flpox3' rcsi*-based glu*s mode ftom epichlcral:1'drin and ?risphenq:l A.

R ullock.Conrll la in t Pagr I
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i0. I"ipan infar:naticn and trelief, at all reluva*t ilmes, solrls or all of thc

atbrernentioned chsmical prnducts anql substilfi*€$ 1.vor$ m&rllfactured, rlesigrred, formulatcci, rt-

fcrmulatcd, mixed, s$ld andfur rlistribr:tcd hy Defendant, kloToRol,A"

51. Dethndaut, MOTOROL.A, supplied and/or provided some or all of the

afureinsntioned chemical products and substencss to the Eh{PLOYEE FARBNTS for their use at

the MOTOITOLA facilities.

52. The work of the EMPLOYEE PAR$NTS in rnanufucturing the aforesaid

semiconductor prcrducts or compCInents and/sr othsrwise working in proximity tc such

manufbcture required thern to uss, crlme into contact with, andlor wark in proximity to some cr

ali of the aforemcntioned chernical products and substanccs.

53. The aforenre,ntioned chernical products and eubstances to which ths EMPLOYEH

PARfiNTS wers expased were prescribed, specified andlor approved for uso by MOTOROLA.

including MOTOROI,A mattagetnent in Schaurnburg, Illinois,

54. At all retevant tirneso MOTCIROL,A m::nageineni ilr Schaumirurg, Illinais was

aw*r€ of thc prescription, specification an€ior approval far use of the aforesaid chemica]

prailucts anrJ substances.

55. The ma&ufbcturing processes and n'rpthods which the EMPLOYfiE PAR8NTS

perttrrmed arrd worked in proximitv to at thc MOTOROLA facilitics wcrs pr6:tcribed, spcci{icd

andlor approveti hy MO'I'OROLA, in*luding h,IOTOROI.A managern*nt in Seh*urnbrrg,

Il l inois.

5S. At ntrl rilley&nt timcs. h,ISTOROLA manag*nsnt in Scl"raumburg, lllinoi* rvas

all,itrc at the prescdption, specificatiorr ;rndr'*r approvai ol'the atbresa:id manufhcluring 1:rnccss*s

and msth*ds.

tluIkrck.ConlpIl*inI fage 10
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5?. The work af the EMpLOYEfi, pAREN"s in mar:uf,acturing the afcrr*said

semiconducior prcduet$ or oornponenis a*d/or ntherwise working in proxirnity ttl such

manufar:ture resultetl in their repcated *nrl prolongecl eontaet with and $xpCI$urs to sorne or all of

the ai'orementioned chernical products and substances'

5g. At all relevant times, Defendant, MCI"roROLA, rnonitored its ernployees' exposure

to sorne ar alt of the aforesaid chemical products and substancss'

59, At all relevant times, h,IO|OROLA m*nagement in Schaumburg, Illinois was

&warc of the monitoring of its employcss' expo$urc to the sforesaicl cheinical products *n<1

substances.

60. At all relevant times, Def'sndant, MS?OROLA, rnonitorstl the medical condition'

including the reproductive health, of its ernployces'

61. At all relev*nt times, MO'I"ORCILA management in Scharnnbwg, ll]inois iras

*ware of the mr:nitoring o{'the rnedica} condition, ir"rcluding th* reproductiv* health, of its

en:ploye*s"

62. At all relevant times, D*f*x.dant, MOTOR{ILA, *acked the incidence of adverse

reproductive outcomes amotlg the ofiirpring $i'its *:rnployees.

63. At all relevant times, M0 I.OROLA marrag*rrent in chaumn'urg, Illinois was

awars rf the trarking gf the incidencs of advsrss reprcdxctir,* outcomes amo*g affspring ot. its

employees,

64. At all rel*yant times, f)efenrlant, MOTOROLA, trackcd th* potential disease

burdsn t* its *mployees and thcir larnilics posed by exposurs {* somc'ar all ot'ths

il lirrcrn enl i oned chsmictrl prod ur.:ts anrl s ubslanc*s.

Eullock.C*mplai*t $age 1 1
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s5, A{ all relsvant times, MOTOR()LA ma*agetnetlt in $charlmburg, Illinois w*s

aware of the tracking of the potenti*l disease bunlsn to its *rnplolces antl their fainilies p*s*d by

6xp0$re to sorne or all of the aforsrncntioned chernical products irnrl substances'

66. "l-he exposure of MOTOROLA empk:yees, inclurling the IIMPLOYEE PARHNTS'

to $sme nr all of the aforssaid chemi*al products and substances !!/a.s ioreseeabls to Defendant,

MOTOROLA, and therefore wasj or shoukl havc been, anticipated by MO1'OROLA

msnagsrnent in Schzurnbwg, Illinois'

67. The potential for adverse reproductive sutcomes among MO'IOROLA etnployees'

inelurliag the IMPLOYEn PARI]NT$, and their offspring was f<rreseei#le to Dcfendant,

MOTOROLA, and thersfore was, or should have been, anficipated by MOTOROLA

management in Schaumburg, lllinois'

GB. From time to tirns prior to anri during the *rnploymei:t of th* EMPLOYF'8

FARSNTS'*mployment. Dsfendant, MOTOROLA, at its $chfluntrurg, Illinais headquarters,

d*veloperl, approl'ed alrdlnr promulgated inclustrial hygiene policies and procedures to be

fclhwed by its vario:ls marrufactaring *h*ilities, inclutling the 52n'r $trset Plant, the h{esa Flant,

the llaydcn Plant and the Chandler l)lant,

69. The ttbresai<l inrius:rial hygiene policic-s did not include any warnings to workers

absut tlrc p*tential for reproductive irarm resulting {iom sxposure to the afirres$id che'rniua}

prod*cts and slhstances.

70. The alcresaid industrial hygiene p*licies did not includc rcastxtable standards,

regulations rl guirlelines to protect the hcalih *.r:d ralbty of those pcrsolts, including thc

ITMPL"OYAE PARENTS and thcir ailspring, rvho wcrnld fiireseeably bc expnseil to soms or all

r:f the albresaid cherni*rtl products anr{ snbsl*nscs.

13ullack.ti*nlpiaint Page 1?
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71. The aforesnid industrial hygicnc policics did not include rr**onable standanls err

regulations to rninirniire th* dangers to thns* psrsotl$, including the EtuI?LoYEil l'AlL.llNT$ and

their ot&pring, lvho would far:eseeatrly be expnseil tn some or all of the afrrresaid chsnical

products and substances.

72. 
'Ihe aforesai{ industrial hygiene procedurcs did not include reasonabls methnds,

procos$es or eontrols to prevent worker exposur$ to s$rne or all of the aforesaid chemical

products and substsnces in $xss$s ofrec*gnized levels and standards.

?j, From time ts time prior to antl during th* periods of ernplnymEnt of the

EMpLOynE PARENTS, Delbndant, h4OT$R()LA, at its $chaurnburg, Illinois headquarters,

dev*loped, approved *nd1or eonducted training progrems for employees of its semiconductor

rnarufac,turing facilities, ineludin6 the 52nd Strcet Plant, the Me$s Plant. the Flayden Plant and

the Chandler Plant.

74. The aforcsaid training programs did not include any wamings to workers absut {he

pr:tenti*l firr r*proclustiv$ harm resulting frcm expasilrs to the aitrrssaid ehemical products *nd

substances.

?5. Thc aforesaid training p{ogl"arn$ dicl nat include any r*'amings t* warkers about th*

potential for *dverse reproduetivc outc*mes, including rniscarriage, stillbirth anrl/or birth dsfccts,

among their oftbpring resulting from expo$iur$ tp the af$resaid chemical products and Ei:bstanccs.

76. Priar to and during th*; empl*3vnsnt ol the IIM;)1,$YE3 PAREN'I'S, Defendant,

MOT'OROLA, iacluding managunent in Schaurnburg, Illinois, desigr:ed and/or approved tht:

floor plans *rf semiconductar manufact$ring farilities, inclutling the 5?d Street Flan*, th* hlssa

Flanl, thc hlayden Plant ancl ihe Cihandlsr Plant.

Bull*ck.Ccmplaint Pagc tr3
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77. Frior to and during the emplCIy:tr*nt of the IIMPLOYflE P'{RENTS' Dcfiindant'

MOTOITOLA, iacluding managemsnt in $chaurnburg, lllir:*is, desig*ed, approved, installetl

zurtl/or maintained ths v*ntiiation, exhaust anrllor air cirr:*trati$n systeltls far semir:anduct*r

rnsnufacturing facility wafer processing afeas' including those st the 5?nd $hsel Plant' the Mesa

Plant, the Hayden Plant and the Chandlpr Plsnt'

78. By hloToRoLA corporate speeificatio*, configuration an#or d*sign' the

aforesaid ventilatiqrn, sxhaust and/or air cireulation systerns only filtered particutates for

purposss nf pr*tecting the semiconductar praduck *r componeirls'

7g, The aforesaid vcntilatioR, exhnu*t antli$r air circuiation systt,m$ wete not designeil

he aforesaid chsnical products or zubstances from the re-
or ccnfigured to permanently remove tl-- --

circulated or ambient air in the wal'er processing areas'

g0. The aforssaid ventilation, exhasst and/or air circulation systerns were not design*tl

0r ecnligureiJ lbr thE purpo$e of proteeting workr,,rs fr*m inhalation ar skin *rposure to th* snms

or all of the nforesaid chemical products or substanse*'

g l . 'fhe re*cirs$lat$d or ambielt air in tlrrl r*afer proressing areas lrhere tlr$

Hh4pLoyEE pARnNT$ worked contained s$111s of all o{'the aforcsaid chsmical products or

sutistnnces"

gZ. personal prptective cquipment worn by lvalbr proccs'sing areas rvotkers' ir:cluding

the [,MI'LOYAI] pARENTli, was provideil by l]*fendant, MOTOROLA, solely in ord*r trt

pro{cct th* scmiccnduct*r prcducu or c$mponents from particulates. rather than to protect

warkcrs from cxp6surg tn some or all of the r;heruical praducts or substa*ceg.

Bj- 
'l'lre af*rrsairl cheinic*} pr*dur:ts t*nil subsianccs ttr rvhich tllc EMFLOYT'I

pAltINTS 1v$rc $xp$$etl were del'e*live, tinsa*-e andicr nnrcasouubly darrger*us'

Bullock.Complaint
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tl4. At all ralevani times, Defendant, MOTOROLA, ineladi*g MOTOROLA

man[gsmsnt in Schaumtrurg, lilinois, tirileri to takc rc*sonable anrl proper measures to protecl ils

,ovorkers, including the EMPI,OYEE t'AREN'f$, liarn cxpCIsurc to some or all of the afote*airi

chemical prod*cts and substances.

85. At all relevant tirnes, Def$ndant, MoToRoI-A, including MoToRoLA

manflgpmsnt in Schaumburg, lllinois, t*iled an#or refused to warn workers, including the

EMPLOYAE ITARENTS, about the dangerous pharacteristics of sarne or all of the afbresaid

chemical products and substances.

86. At all relevant times, Defendant, MOTORCILA, including MOTOROLA

msnagement in $chaurxburg, Illinois, failed an#or refused to warn worksrs, including thc

EI\{PLOYEE PARENTS, about potential dangers to their rtproductive health posed by exposuro

to somc or all thc aforesaid chemicai products and substances.

8?, At all rclcvant times, Defendant, MOTOROLA, includir:g lvtOl"OROLA

rn*nsgement in Scha*mburg; lllinois, failed andlor rcfased tc wam workers, including thc

UMIILOY8E PARENTS. about thc potetrtial for arlvsrsc reproductive auicomes, ineludi*g

miscaniage, stillbirth an#or birth dcfccts. *mong their offspring poscd by cxposure t* snme sr

all of the afi;resaid cheinieal products a*cl subrtances.

88. At all relevant tirnes, Dcfc*dant, MOTOROLA, in*luding I!{OTOROLA

managsrnenl in Schauarburg, Illinois, Iail*i a::dlor re{use.rl io rvam wcrkers, inciuding thc

EhllPI,OYEE PARENT$, about thc p*tential injuries til th*ir oflspring posed b)r cxpos$re to

somf or all of the afr:resaid cherni{ral pr*du*ts lr*d subsianc*s,

S9. At all relevant times, Def*:rrian{, MOTOROLA, inc}uding MOTOI{,OLA

ilanage:nsnt in Sehaurnhrirg, Illirrais, lailcri to ccrnply with reasonabic starrdarcls and/*r

Sullock-Courplaint Pagc 1 5
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regulation$ desig;red ir: pptect the health and sa{'oty of thase porsons, in*luding tlr* fiMPLOYHE

pARFNTS and their cffspring, who would fores*eably bc exposed {p *omc or altr af the aforesaid

chsmical produets and substances.

gfi. At ilU rslsvant tirnesn Defcndant, I4OTOROLA, including MOTOROI-A

management in $chaumburg, Illinois, fhiled to reasonably and properly inv*stigate, t*st and/or

sturly the afbresaid chernical pr:rduets and suhstanccs in order to identify the hazards asso*iated

rvith their use.

9t. At all relevant tirncs, Defendant, MOTORCILA's management in Schaumburg,

Illinois was solely, directly and/or ultimately responsible for policies, decisiCIns and precautions

r*gar*ling the health and sa{'*ty of its ernployces, including the EMPLOY8E PARENTS'

92. At ell relevant times, Defendantu MOTOIiOLA's management in Schaumburg,

lllinois was solely, directly and/or ultimately rcsponsiblc for MOTOROLA's industrial hygiene

policies and procedures.

93. Frorn time t1 tinre, lJ*fendant, MOTOROLA, conducted, or cassed ts be

ccn;Jucred, saf'ety, hsnith and/or industrial hygiene audits of its semicondsctor manufbcturi:rg

fucilitics, including the 5?"d Strect Plant. ths Mesa Pliint, thc l-{ayden flant an{i ths Char:dlsr

Plant,

94" Ccrtain membei's o*-the af'$resaid audit tcerns wer* *raployed by lletl:ndant,

MOTOROLA, at its lllinois headquartens aildler i*cilities.

95, I{csults of ths afcres*id audits w*re provicletl to and/ar evaluated hy MOTOROLA

ma::agsment in Schnumbxrg. Illinois, ineluiling thc h'IOTOROLA larv depanment.

96" Illant levsl actions in resp*nse to lhe rosults o{'thu aforcsaid audit* rver* determined

*nd,r*r a1:pn:verl b-v L4O'}"OR{}{-.4 management in Suhaurnbrrg, IIlinois.

i : luIiock.{onrplaint Pagr 16
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9?. Fr*m tisrc to time, actitns taken in respo*te to the afbresairl audit resulh wtlfs

detsrnrinfil *ndar appl$ved try the MOTOROLA l*w dcpar*nent in $chaurnburg' lllinois'

?g. At all relevant times, MOTOROLA manirgsnrsnt in sChnumburg, Illinoi$ was

solnly andlor $ltimately responsible tcr eompliance with all goverwnent reprlaticns ccnccrning

chemical us$, expssure and reporting.

gg. At all relevant times, MOTCInOLA management in Schaurnb$rg' Illinois rnadc

andlcr appraved all deeisions regarding the clissemination and communication of health, safbty,

industrial hygiene and O$1{A compliance infonnation to the employtes of its semiconductor

manufacturing facilities, including the 5?nd Strect Plant, thc fulcsa Plant, the Hayden Plant and

thc Chandler Plant.

100, Defendant, MOTOROLA, mad* express and implied warranties antl

representations" inccrreetly and untruthfully, that the aforesaid chemical prod*cts and substances

rvere safe and suitable filr use.

l0l. Befenclant, MOTOROLA, ineluding Mt) |OROLA managemilnt in Sehanmburg.

llljnois, consealed in{brr*ation ahout health andlor reproductive hazards, inc}uding poterltial lbr

birih tlefccts. posed by expcsure is somo or all of afurem$ntiotterl chsmicals and substanees from

irs semiconductor employees, inclrrding the EMFLOYE$ PARENI'S'

l0Z. Defendanr, MO?OROLA, incluiling S{OTOROL,A managemsnt in Sc}rauntburg,

lilinois, misrepresented tc its semic*nductor nnployees, including th* EIMPL{}YEII IIAIIfiNTS'

rhat wrirking with or in prcxirnity tr sorne or all of the afi:resaid $hemical praclucts nnd

slrbstan*es in the r.vntbr pracessirrg areas was sal*'

103. Ilsfbnda:rt, h,lOTOR$tr,A, including b'IOTOROLA maflagsm$tt in Scharmrburg,

lllirrpis, mi*represented t* irs semicondustor emplol'te*, includitig tlic EMPI"OYEI PARENTS'

9ul lncL{.umplaint Pag* 17
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that r'vorking with or in proxirnity to sorne nr all of'1he aforesajd {rhemical protiucts and

substan*es in the wafer processing areas tlirl n*t po*e a danger of in-iury or birth det'ost ts their

oftspring.

104. Defendant, MOTOROLA, including MOTOROLA mnnsgemerrt in Schaurnburg,

Illinois, misrepreseuted to the HMPL{}YE€ PARENTS a*d its other similady situatcd

sefiieonduetor employees that they worked ia a reproductiv*ly safe workplaee where they might

work without fear of adverse consequenc*s or injury ta their affbpring.

105. Defendant, MOTOROTA's acti*ns in concealing from and misreprcsentingto the

EMPLOYEB PARENTS the rlangers posed to their offbpring by exposnre to some or ail of the

afuresaicl chernical products and substancs$ \ryere taksn for the sxpr$ss ar:d conscious purpose of

inducing the EMIILOY$E PARENTS to cantinue to rmrk for the bsnefit cf Defendant.

MOTOROLA,

106. At all relevant times, Defenda*t, Iv1(}'fOROl,A, had a nou-delegablc duty ts} usc

reasonabls care for ttre safety *nd proteetion of th* EMFLOYHE PARINT$ and their unbonr

oftbpring frorn exposure [o repraductively torie, genotoxic, rnutagenic" hazardous, and

inratogenic cht*ricals, including the afurcsairi chcmical products and substances, in the

workplac*.

1{i?. At saicl time and place, notwithstanding its albresaid duties, the Dcf-sndant,

MOT"OROLA, rvas then and there guilty of ,.rno or El*r* of the fullowing wranglirl acts and/or

ornissions;

a) Failed to taksr re*ijtlnable *n<1 prrrpcr measurss to prolect its lvorkers,
iricluding th* Eh{Fl-o}'tjlr l}ARENTS, li"om rxposurc ro somc or all of
the a*nresaid che:nical prcducts ar:d substances;

[] i :IIock.Corrrplaint Page tS



b)

s)

d)

Failed tc warn workmso i*cludingthe HMPLOYUr rARSNTS, about lhe

dnng*rcus pharacteristiqs $f sonte or all of ths at$rssaid *hemig*t pr*du*ts

and substances;

Failed to warn wcrkef$, in$uding the EMPLOYEE pARENTS, about

potential dangers ts th*ir r*prorluctivc health posed by exposurc {o some

ir all the aforesaid shemical praducts and substances;

Failed to wam workers, in*luding the ES4PLOYES PARgb'iT$, about the

pptential for adverss reproduetivc CIutstlfllg$, ineluding misearriage'

;*Ubirth an#or birth defests amsng thcir offspring, posed by exposure to

sorns of allof the aforesaicl chenrical products and substances:

Failsd t0 warn workers, including the EMPLOYHE PARENTS, about the

potential injuries t0 thcir nffspring po$cd by exposurc tei some or all of thE

aforesaid chsnical products and substances;

F&iled to romply with reasonnble standards andlor r*gulations designetl to

proteot ttrs hestih and safety of those psr$ons, inctuding the f;'MFtSYHE

benmrs and th*ir offepring, wha would faresecably be exposeg tti

*o** or all of the aforcsaid che.mical prodr.rcts and substanccs;

Failed to reascnably and properly investigate, trst and/or study thc

aforesaid chemical products and substances in $nlsr to lully idmtity the

hEalth hazards assnciated with their asc;

Failed tg design, appfove a*dior imptrernent reassnable and proper

in{ustrial hygi*rre policies, proceel*r*s a*dior ccntrais ta protect

scmisonductor employees, including the A,MPLOYflE FARENTS, .from

dnngers associateillrrith exposure to s$rvle tr all+f the afirres*id chernicai
pr*ducts and substan*cs;

Failed to design, nppfov* arxl/or irnplement reas$tlahle *nd proper

chsmical har:dling and clisposal poli*ies, prooedures anilior contrals la
prot${.:t semic$n{Suctor werkers, iacludittg fhe EMPLOYIE FARE}ITS

ancl their offspring from dangr:rs associated with exposurc tr: s*rne or all

af ttre afaresaid chemieatr produuts atrd substanccs;

Sailed to design, appr$v* and/or install exhaust, ventilatian and/or air
circulation systoms firr the semiconrfuctor rvafcr proccssing areas t*

rca$oxrrbly pirltsgt emplgye*s, ,including fhe il,MI'LOYHli f r\RENTS'
lrom exp*sure i0 $olne of all *f rhe alirrssaid *ircrnic$l prcdactu *nel
substanc*s;

.Failed tr: provide proper an*l ad*quatc pcrscnal pr*tectiv* cquipntcnt to
*mploy*es, incl ucli*g tirc EM P LOY E E F A'RL}IT'S ;

e)

s)

hi
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n lrovidsd inadcquate traini*g io employces, inch:ding the l3tu{PLOYgE
pARANTS, about th* dangers to health pasecl h'y r:xposur{: to soms or nll

of the af*:rrcsaid eh{lmic{ll prortuc*s ald substances;

m) Fniled to provide s s*fe placo to work;

n) Was otherwise negligent.

108. 'Ihe alleged wrongful aets and omissions of Defeildant, MO1'OROLA, were

:notivatetl by a desir* fsr unwarranted sconomic gain end profit.

109. During their periods of gcstation, PlaintitT,s, ILDI{E BULLOCK, BRITTNI

SLUSHHR, GHORGE ROCHA, MYLO BOTTA, JOHN STHWART, JULIF :}OJORQUE,Z,

MtChtAEL VASQUEZ, JOSEPII MEDINA and SAMMUAL WILBANKS ll, sustained injury

in uleroas a re,tutt of his/he,r parent's wrongful exposure lo some cr all of fh$ atbresaid chemical

products iurd substances.

I 10. 
'Ihc pcrsonal injurics rtf lllaintifl's, ILENE BULLOCK. BRITTNI SLtiSHER'

CEORGE ROCHA, MYLO tsO'TTA, JOI-IN STNN/ART, JULIE BOJORQUflIL h.{ICHAHL

VASQUEZ, JOSHPI{ MHDINA and SAMMUAL WILBANKS II, wsre caused or contrj,bu{ad to

b,v hisrher parent's rvrongful expo$urs tql s$nle or all of fhe aforesaid chcalical prr:ductu and

substances as a result hrv wotk at the aforesaid MOTOROLA {aeilities.

1l L The HIvIFI,OYEE PAR$NTS do nr:t allegc a dircct injury or oau$s of acti*n as a

rcsult of their $xposure to some cr all of ths afercsaid chfinical products and substances, bul

makcs o:rly a clairn for loss of consortium rvhich is whollS'dcrivative r:f tl"re rlirect sause of

a*tion of hislh*r injured child.

1 12. 'rh* {rlail}1s o{"I,'laintift's, ILIINI SULL{X]K. SRITT]{1 SLLiSHHI{. {i:1OROH

l{OCilA, },IYIO BtJ'l'l';\, J$l"l** STflWART, JUL.II BOJOT{QI.jEZ. kllcflAI]t- VASQIjIZ,

13ullock.{leimplaint Page ?{}
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JOSI:FH MEDINA and SAMMTJAL WILB*\NKIi II, are ttrr dirscl injury snel are ntrt dcriv*tive

*f any claim cr potential clairn ef his,llrsr par*nt.

t 13, The instant *ction is filed within tr,vo yetrs of the date r,l'hsn ca*h EMIILOYfiE

PARilNT knew ilr reasonably cr:uld have known that the alleged injuries tc hisiher child rvere

wronglirlly caussd.

114. PlaiatifTs, tLE]-lH BULLOCK, BRIl-l NI SLUSHFR, GEORGE ROCHA, MYLO

tsoTTA" JOHN STEWART, JULIE BOJORQUHZ, I\4ICI{AEL VASQVEZ, JOSEpt-{ h{EDINA

and SAh4MUAL WILBANKS II, are noto and nsver have been, nnployees of Def*ndnnt,

MOTOROLA.

I15. None of alleged injuries to Flaintiffs, ILENE BULLOCK, BRITT'NI SLUSHER,

cEoRGr ROCHA, MYLO BOt*fA, JOHN STEWARI., JULIE SOJORQUEZ, MICHAET,

VASQUEZ, JOSgPf{ MEDINA and SAMMUAL WILBANKS II, is compensnble und*r any

potenti all y appli*abl* Wnrk ers Compensatiein statute.

I lS. As a direot and prnximats r*sult and eonsequence of the Defendant,

lvlO"l"ORO{.A's wrong{ul conduct and gRI},{ ilf;hl}n;nY',q exposue ta ttre afaresaitl shemical

producl,s and substan*es, Plaintitl ltr-ff.{g BULLACK sr*tain*d injuri*s antllor damages,

including hydrocephalus; spina bifida lvith rssultanr rnultiple an:putatio*s; dcv*lopmcnlal

delays; physical disfiguremenl and disabilities;pain and srrflfbriug; mentai aild crnotionel

anguish: ioss of n*nnal life, including thr pursnit cf the pleasurable aspecls *f lifb; in*bility to

participate in a$tiviti*s as w*uld an unimpaircd individual of hcr age ancl barkgruundq los:

inc*m* sncl/cr *arning opportunities; m*dical expenses; otl"lc,r sson{rnric l+ss; at}rer injuris* and

damages.
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l l?. As a dircct and prnximate result and c*nseque*se sf the l]ef*nilant,

MOTOROLA's wrongfirl con<lurt ond ERIN DFlr{}'iY's sxpt}sllre to thc afiiresaid chcmical

pro{ucts and substan*es, Plai*tiff, ILHNC BULLOCK will csntinue to suffer such injurics

andlor damages in the future.

I 18. As a direct and proximate result and *ans*quence of the Defendant,

MOTOROLA's wrongful conduct and TfiRI WHlI'}ptE-CHAMPOUX's exposure to ths

afbresaid chsnrical products and substanccs, Plaintil"f, BRITTNI SLfiSHgR s$stainsd rnjuries

andl*r darnages. including panhypapiturism; blinclness; developrnental delays; phystcal

disfigurernent and disabilities; pain and sutlbring; mental and emotional anguish; loss of normal

]ife, including the pursuit of the pleasurable aspects of life; inability to participate in activities as

would an unin:paired individual cf her eg$ and backgroand; lost income sn#or eaming

opportunities; medical expen$ss; othsr economic loss; other injurics and damages.

1 19. ;\* a direct and proximate result and conseguenc,$ of the De{bndant,

MO?'OROI,A's wrongful conduct and TIRI WHlpf LE-CI{AMPOL.}X's exposure to tire

afaresaid chemical prod*rts and c$bstances, Plainlift; gRiTTNl SI.USI-IER will continu{t to

sutfer such injuries antllor tlamages in the fllture.

120. As.a clirect and prnxirnate rssult and ulnscquencs of the Def'cndant,

MOTOITOLA's wrong{*lc*nduct and ANCEI-1}iA ROC}IA'$ cxposure t* t}re aftrr*said

cheinical producls nnd substances- Plnintiff, GfiORGE ROC}{A susti:ined injuries andlar

damag*sn inclutling skeletal ebrrarmalities; developnrcntal delays; physieal disfigurcmeitt and

disabilities; pain antl suffsrjng; mental i:nd emotional anguish; loss of normal Ijlb, including the

pursuit of th+j pleasurahle aspects of life; inai:ilit3' to particip*te in aclivities *s rvould an

Sul lock.Comniaint Page 22
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*nimpaircd individual of his agc an<l background; lost incomc andlor eaming opporhrnities;

medioal expenses; oth*r economie loxs; olher injuries and clarnages.

1 21 . As a dirsct arrd prcximsle result i:nd consequcilce of the L)efendant,

MOTOROLA's wrongftrl condust and ANGELINA ROCHA's exposurs tc the albresaid

chernical products and substanees, Fl*intiff, GEORGI I{OCHA will continue to suffbr srrch

inju'ries an&br damagcs in the futurs.

122. As a direct and proximate result and consequcnce of the Defenclant,

MOTOROI,A's wrongful conduct and DALISA eA$TRO's sxposurs to ttr* afbrcsaid chernical

producis and substances, Plaiutild MYLO BOTTA sustained iujuries and/or damagc*, in*lurling

Vfilms rurnor and resullant surgery; physical disfigur*ment anet disabilitiss; pain and suftering;

mental and emotional onguish; loss ol'nonnal lilb, including thr p*rsuit of the pleasurabtc

aspects of lifel inability to participate in activities as would an unimpaired individual of his age

a*d background; lost incamr andlar eanring *ppo:rluniti*s; medical expenses; other economic

l*ss; other injuries and darnag*s.

123. As a di:re*t and proxi,n;lt* result and cor:s*qusncs cf the l)clbndant,

I\,{OTOROI,A's r.vrongful eontluct ard DELISA CA$"I'RO's $xposurc ts the atbrcsaid chsmical

ptotlucts and substances, Plaintif{ MYL{} BO:ffA wili conti*ue to suller such iniuries and/or

iiamages in the fut*re.

1?4. As a dirc$l and proximale r*srtlt and c*nsequence of the Def'endant,

MOTOROI",A"s wrcngful condu*t and DELSRHS STEWAR'f's and/*r Jt)I-lN M. STIIWART's

exposurs to the al-trresaid clremic*l prudu*ts zurrtr sri?rstanees, Plaintiif, JOI-{N Sl'H\ryAt{l"

suslained injru'ies anrl/cr damages, inclxding snrdiac uhnorm*litir;s, a hols in fuis heart ancl

ie*king hcart valves; drsabilitics; pain arrtl suflerin.u;; melrtal antl eurotional ;rnguish; ?oss of

Bullaek.Campiairt Pag* 23
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*annal life, including the pursuit of th* pl*asurahle aspects of life; inability to participate in

a*tivities ar wculcl an unimpair{rd individual of his age and backgrountl; lo*t incorne and/or

caming opporlunities; medlcal expenses; othrr cconomic k:ss; other injuries and datnagcs.

125. Ac a qlirec{ and proximale result and c*nsequencs of the Defendant,

MOTOROLA's urongful conduet and PHL$RFS S"EWAR'I"s and/or JOHN M. Sl?WAKf 's

oxposure to the afuresaid chernical products and substances, Plaintifl JOHlri $TEWA,RT will

oontinue to suffer such injuries andlbr damag*s in fhe flrture.

\26. As a direct *nd proxirnatc r*sult and consegucncc of the Dsfende.nt,

MOTOROI",A's wrongful conduct and JEI*hllE BOJSRQUEZ's exposure to the aforesaid

*hernipal producte and substances, Plainti{L JIJLIH BOJORQUEZ sustained injuries andlcr

dannages, including horseshoe ehaped kidney, kidney stones and abonorrnalitins; disabilities; pain

and sufferingi rnental and emotional anguislr; lass nf normal lift, ineluding the pursuit of the

plellsurable *spr:cts af life; inability to participate in activities as would an unirnpair*d individual

of her ag* anr! baekgrountl; last ini.:arae nn&or eaming cpportu,niliesl medisal expenses; other

eco*omic loss; othcr injurics and tlamages"

127. As $ dirsct and prcximate rus*it and *r:nsequeRc$ of ths ilefendant,

h{$TOItOLA's wrongful eorrduci and JIN?-Iru SOJORQUEZ's exposure to t}re aforeseid

chcmical products alrd substances, Flaintifl, JUI"II BOJSRQUEZwiII continue ro suffer such

injuries and/or damages in the fut$rs.

128. As a direct ancl proxirnate result and constlqlle$c$ *f the Dei'endant,

MOTOROLAis lvroRgful canclurt fl$d I\'IARCARil-I MOU].ITALYs cxporiurc to tl,e afuresaid

chcmical produets and substences" Plainlitl, MlilHi\El, YASQIJFZ sustuineel injurics *ndl'*r

da*rag*s, inr:lurling club lhot and skeietirl dr:firrr"rrities: physical disiigurernent anrl disabilities;

Bullock.Cumplaint []agc ?,1
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pain and sulfering; nr*ntal :rnd smotional *nguish: loss af nonnal life. inoluding th* pursuit of rhe

pleasurable asp$s{s of lif'e; inability to participate in activities as would rrn urrirnpairetl ir:diviElual

of hi* agc and background; lost incume and/or earning opyrrtunities; medical sxpensfis; ot"hcr

economic loss; otl:er injuries and damagcs.

129. As a direct and proxirnats rcsult an*l consequence of the Def'endant,

MOTOROLA's wrongful conduct and N,{ARCAI{ET MOUNTAIN's *xp{,surs tc the afbre*aitl

chsmical prorlucts ancl zubstances, Plaintift MICHAEL VASQUEZ will continue to suffer such

injuries andlor damages in the future.

130. As a direct and proximale result and coruequence of the Fe{'cndant,

MOTOROLA's wrongful conductand BERTI{A MEDINA's and MIKE MEDINA's exposure t*

thc aforesaid chunical products and sulrstanccs, Plaintifl JOSEPH MEDINA sustained injuries

and/or damagcs, including cerebrel palsy, pulmonary dysplasia, developmental delay, asthma;

physical elisfiguremsnt and disabilitirs; pain n*cl suf?*ring: rnental ancl ernorional anguish; iass ol

ncrmal li{b, incluiling the pursuit cf tho plcasurable aspeets of life; inability tr: participate in

activitics as wotrirJ air unimpairecl inctividual of his age and backgpound; lost income anelipr

carning opportunities; medicai expense$; other e*onomic loss; other injuri*s ancl elernages.

i 3:. As a dirset and pr*xirnate result and consequcnce of thc Defcnelant.

MOT"OROLA's wrongful conduct and L}ER"|'HA h{EDINA's and MlKfl MEDINA's exposure t$

thc afuresaid *henrical products and substffices, Plaintitt JOSBfH h{EDINA will ccntinue to

sufl'cr such injuries andior dam*ges in the f*ture.

l3?. As a rlirect and proximat{: re$$lt a*d conscquencr rrf the Defendanr,

M{}"l"oltt}l,A's r,vr*ng{nlconclucl and JtiN*-lFElt MLBANK$'s exposure to thc niuresaid

chemical prorlucts trnri suhsiarrc{rs. Illaintill. SA\.tMLJAL 1". WILB.'\NKS i} sustrnined isrjuries

l lulkck,Canrplaint Fagr 75
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an#sr damagcs, including club fr:ot anil skeleial deformities; physical disfigurement and

disabilities; pain and s*ffbring; mental and smoticnal anguish; loss r:f normal lifc, including ttre

pursgit of the pleasurable aspects of lifs; inability to participate in activities a* wsuld an

unimpair*d individual o{,his *ge and background; losl income andl*r e*n:ing oppartunities;

other injuries and darnag*s'medicsl sxpen$e$; nther eeononrir: lossl

I33. As a direct and proximate result and conscq$enee of the Defendant,

MOTORSLA's wro*gful eonduct and JENNIFER WILBANK$'s cxposure to the aforesaid

chernieal products mrd substanees, Plaintill SAMMUAL T. WILISANKS II will continue to-

suffcr such injurics and/or damages in thc future'

WI{EREFORE, the Pl*intiffs, ILEhIE AULLOCK; BB.I?TNI SI,USHHR; CEORGI

ROCHA; MYLO BOfi"A; JOHN STEWART: JULIE BOJORQUEZ; MICHAEL VASQLIEZ;

JOSEPH MEBINA, a mi*orbyhis mother and next friend, Bf;RTHA MEDII\IA; and

SAMMUAL T. WILtsAF}KS {1, a minorby hi* mnther and ne.xt friend" JENNIFER

WILSANKS, end eactr of thern, ask fbr jutlgment against thr Def'enelant MOIOROLA

SOLUTIONS, lNC., in an anlount in sxcess of ths tr,aw Division jurisdictional amount plus ecstlt

of this action.

COUNTII
ryil{r"FpJi,sryp wAsiTp$, MlscQry DU qT

NOW CO1\.{E Plaintifts,Ii.ENE BULLilCK; BRIT']'NI $LUSHER; GfiORCE ROCI{,{;

MYLO 8O'I"I*A; JOHN S'|IWAIIT: JUI-IH BOJORQTjEZ; hlllCF-IAAL YASQULiZ; JOSEPH

MFpll'6A, a r*isor by his mother and nrsxt friend, BERTI'IA MEDIhiA; and SAMh'!UAL l..

WIL$ANKS lI, a minsr tr_l iiis motl:cr turd n*xt lrien<1, JgNNilTFR Wil,RAliKS, thn:ugh their

attor**y$ tlOOlJIlY & C0liWAY, Ff{lt,l,ltl$ & FAOI-.ICEI-LI, LLI), and'['HORNTO}){ &

llulloek.fl*mplaint Page ?6
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NAUMES" LLP, and ilcorparating herein lll f*regoing allcgatigns' cgmplains of Dsfbndanl'

tu1OTOROLA SOLU'|IONS, lNC" as follorvs:

1. At all relevant times, Def€ndant, MO"rOnOI'A, kncw that its rval-er processing

areas ernployees! including the fiMPLOYEE PAREN'I"S, would work with' in proximi$ ttr

and/cr be cxposed io sorRe or all ofthe aforesaid chernical products and substanoes'

z. At ali relevant times, Defendant" MOTOROLA, knew or reassnably should have

knowr: thnt exposure to some or all the aforesaid clremical products and substances posed a

ibresseable risk of injury or adversc hcaltb fions€qusnces to ths EMPLOYEE PAREN'I'S'

3. At all relsvant times, ilefendant, MOTOROLA, knew or reas$nably should havc

known that expnsure to somc or all th* aforesaid chsinical produets and substances poscd a

lbrsseeable risk of injury or adverse health cott$$quences to the offspring of the EMPLOYHI:

PARTJN'IS.

4. At all relcvant tirnep, Defendal{, MOTOROLA, knew or reasonahly should have

knawn that its employees, including the IMPLOYUE PAR$NTS, were nnt fully il]vare or

knowledgeable about tfue nature or magrituds $l the risk of injury or adverse hsalth

oon$equences pnsecl hy exposure to $or'rre or ail ol ths af*resaid shffnical products and

substances"

5. At all rslevant times, Defenrlant, MOTOROLA, had n nou-dclcgablc duty to rufrain

from willtiri, rvantr:n sr reckless conduci which rvoukl cause the EMPI"OYUE PARf;I{TS and

ttreir trnbom affspring ta be *xporieci to reprndurlivelir tcxic, gcttctttxicn mutagenic, hnzardous,

anri teratog{rnic ch*micals" including thc nf*rrrsaid clr$nical products and substi*nccs, in the

wcrkplacc.
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6, At *aid ti:me cnd place, notrvithstanriing its aforssaid duties, the Defendani,

M{)1'OROLA, was lhen *nd &ere guilty of n;:e {}r mofe of the follolving wrongful a*ts andlor

amissians:

Willfully and with a rcekless disregenl for the health and safety of its
ru'srkers, exposed each of the Eh{pLOYEf f'A.RENTS and his/}rsr unbsrn
child, to some *r all of the aforesaid chernical pro$ucts and subst*noes;

Willfully alrd with a recklsss disregard for safety, conccalecl frr:nr its
wnrkets, including, the EMPLOY'$E PARENT$, ths nature mrd/or
magnitude of the risk of injury or adverse health consequences posed by
$xposuro to some or all CIf th* albresaid chemical products and substances;

Willfully and with a reckless disregard fur safety, misrepresented to its
w{rrksrs, including &e EMFLSYEE PARENTS, that working in tl-re wafer
processing areas with, or in proximity to, the afarEsaid chernical products
and subsknces did not pose a risk of injlry or adverse health
consequenoes to thr w*rker;

Willfl:lly and with a recklsss disregard for sa{bty, made express or
implied warrantiss to its rvcrkers, including the EMPLOYEE PARENTS.
that rvorking in the wafer proccssing ar*as with, or in proximity to, the
aforesaid ehemical products and substanses did not pose a risk lrf injury or
adverse health co:r$squsnc*s to the worker or their cf'fspring;

Willfblly and r*rith a reckless disregard far safety, misrepresented to its
workersn including the EIvIPLOYHE FARENTS, that working in thc rvafer
processing arcas witl'r, *r in proxirnity to, the albresaid chsrnical praducts
nnd substancss did not pos* * risk *finjury or adverse hralth
consequences to their ofibpring;

Willful}y +nd with a reckless disr*gard {br *afety. *cnoealed andlor
rnisrupresented th* level af expos$rc to lhe aforcsaid chemicsl
products and substances expcriencecl by its wafer proc*ssi*g area
wor*ers, including the EMPI'CIYgE PARENTS;

Willfully and with a rs*kless disregard {br safety, altered the
nrsthods f'crr mlie*ting andlor measr:ring levels eif clremicals,
inch:ding the aftiresaid ch*mical prcducts and substanees, in the air
of its rvafer prouessing nreas iu r:riisr to obtairr data sharving lorver
fxgnsilri; I*vels rvhcn it knew, *r re*sonatrly shonltl have knrx*n. tl.lai suclr
altered ffieth$ds rcsultttl irr inar:curate d*ta:

*)

b)

c)

d)

e)

hl

:1

I Hsx
STEK
HS$H
r ih
Ft
|lI

fi

s)

Bulkrck.Cornpla int Pilgr: 28



Willfully srrd with * rsckless riisregarcl for snfetv, redurad or
dis***tinued biolcgical rnoniloring in srder ta obtnir: data showing
l*wer chemical CIxposure lsvels when it ln:ew, or r*as*nably should have
known. that doing s* rerulted in inaccurate cl*ta;

Willfully anrl with a r*ekless rlixregard fcr the safety of igs workers, failed
to take reassnable and proper rlsesure$ to protect the IIMPLOYEE
PARPhITS and hislher unbom ehild *om sxBosure to some or all $f the
aforesaid chemirnl proilucts and s*bstances;

Willfully and with a reckl*ss diwegard far the sattty cf i?s workers, failed
andlor rsfused to warn workers, including the EMPtCIYEil PARENTS,
about the dangerous characteristi*s of some or all of the aforesaid
cbemical products and substan*es;

Willfully end with a rerkl$ss disregard for ths safety sf its workers, fbiled
and/or refused to warn workers, including the EMIL$YEE PARENTS,
aboui potential dangers to their r*protluctive health posed by exposure lo
sorne or all of the aforcsaid chemical products a:rd substances;

Willfully and with a recklsss disregard firr the safety of iis warkers, failcd
andlsr refiIssd to warn uorkerso including the Eil,IPLOYEE PAREb{TS,
about the potential lirr adverse reproductivs out*orircs arnong lheir
oflbpring, including rniscaniage, stillbirth an#or birth defccts posed by
exposurs to $*me or all of the *foresaid chsmical proclucts and sr.lb*tances;

Willfulty and with s reckless disregard far the nafety of its workers, fhiled
andlor refused tc warn workers, including the EMPLOYBF PARENTS,
ab*ut the potential inlurics to thsir *tYsp:ring p*sed by exposxre tn rom* or
all of the aforrsaid chssnical pruduc{x and substumces;

Willfully and with a r*ckle*s disregard fcr the saftty of its w*r*ers, failed
andl$r rrf'*sed to d*sigrr, apprsve andlar implern**t reasonable i;md pmpsr
indlrstrial hygiene pclicies and pr*eedures tc protect sr;rmiconductor
workers, including the fiMPt,SYEU PARENTS, anil their otfspring fiam
ri*ngers associctcd r.vith exposurc to soms or *ll af the afbrssaid chcmical
products anrl s*b*tances;

Willfully and rry"ith * reckless tlisregard fCIr the saii:ry *f its workers, firilcd
andl*r refused to design, apprilve and/*r irnpletnent rcaso:rsble and propor
cher*ieal handli*g ancl dispnsal policics and procerlures to pralect
sErnican{:uctcr w*rkers, ineiuding fhe fil\4Pl"OYEtr l';\RENTS, and thgir
o{lbpring iiom ila*gcrs associatsd with exposurc to sLul}€ or all *f rhe
afortsaid chcmical prorlu*ts *ttd substancesI

h)

i)

i)

k)
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Willfully nnd wilh a reckless tlimegxd tbr the sefu-ty nf its warkers, failsd
andr'$r refused to curnpiy rvith reasonable standards and regulatitns
design*d lo protect the health and sa{bty of those per$ons, ineluding
the EMPL,OYflII PARf;NTS and hislher unbom child, who would
ferrcs*eatrly be exposed to soms or atr1 af the afsres*id chemical produets
and substances:

Willfully and with a re{rkless disregard for th* safety of its workc,rs, lailed
andlor refrised to reasonabty and properly investigate, test andior study the
aforesaid ch*mical products and substances in ordsr to fully identify lhe
health hazards associated with their usc;

Willfully aad with a recklsss disregard ttrr safcty rlesigned, approverl,
installed an#or rnaintained exhausto ventilation ancl/or air circ*lation
systerns which rsm*v*d pafiiculates to protect the serniconductor products
without adcquately reinoving some or all of the aforesaid chernical
products and suhstances frum fhe ambient or re-circulatcd air in thc wafer
processing area;

Willfully and with a reckless di.sregard fbr the safbty of its workerso failed
andlor refused to provide to workers, itcluding the EMPLOYEE
PARENT'S, per*onalprclectiv* equipment sufficient ta proteet h*r from
exposure to some or all af the aforesaid chemical praducts and substancos;

Will{ully and with a reckless disrcgard lbr the safery of its workers, fai}ed
an*br refused to provide a safe place to w*rk;

\!as otherwise gsilty of rvillful anrl 'wantcn wr*ngful conduct.

7. The fi:regoing rvillful and wanlan ccnduot by Defendanr, M$TOROLA, evincss n

eonseious an#nr rocklcss disregarc.l fi:r ths health and well-heing cf its einpleiyrcs, i*cluding thc

HMPLOYEE PARENT$' as weli as tlrat of their employee's of'fspring, including Plaintil'fs,

ILgt\gE BULLOCK; SRI]IINI SLUSHER; GHORGE ROCHA; MYLO BOTTA: JOHril

S"|EWART: JULIfi B0.IORQIjEZ; M{Cl{Anl, VASQUEZ; JOSEPH trIEDINA and

SAMMUAL "f. WILBANKS II, or any other persons whc would ftrreseeably he exposerJ to some

i:r all o{'thc afbresaid chernicai prodr"rr:ts nad suhstan$$s on MOl'OltOLA preir:ises.

ti, Th* faregr:ing u'illfirl ru:d wanton s*nduct hy Dctcnrlant, MOI'OKOLA, was

motivated by a desiro firr ur:warrant*d c,con$mie g*in arid prolit,

p)

q)

r)

s)

r)

u)

h)
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9. As a dir*ct a*d proximate result of on* or mors of the af$rssoid wronglul acts

and*r omissinns of the D*fendant,.IdOTOROLA, the lllaintifib, ILENI BUI.,I"OCK: tsRITTNl

SLI-JSH5R; CIORGE ROCFIA; !i.IYLO B{J'|TA; JOHI{ ST8WAR:I'I .|ULIE BOJORQTJEZ;

MTCHACL vA$QUgZ; J(}IiEFH MEDI].IA and SAMh{UAI- T. WILBANKS ll r,vere

profoundly and pcrmanently injured, and suffcred ssvere physical, psychological, and ernotional

injury and distress, physical pain and suffering, pennanent disability, loss of n normatr litb,last

income andlcr c$onomic opportunity, incurrcd charges fcrr medical care, caretaking c$sts and

will continue to suffer such darnages'in the future.

\YHEREFCIRH, the Plainti{Ts, ILENE BULLOCK; Bltl'ITNI SLUSHER; GEORGE

ROCFIA; MYLO BOTTA; JOHN STEWAI{]': JULIE BOJORQUEZ; MICHAEL VASQUEZ:

JOSEPH MUDINA, a minor by his rnother and ncxt friend, FERTHA ivlEDNA; and

$AMh{UAl, T. \ilILB.A.}IKS Il, a mineir hy his rnather and next friend, JE}i}ilFFR

WILBANK$" and oach of thffn, ask tbr jr:dgme:rt ag*in*t the Dcfendant, MO'I'OROLA

SOLUTIONS,If'{C., in an amount in sxcess af tl':e Law Division jurisdictional arncunt plu* *osts

tlf this astion.

t?{J!4LlrI
srRrcr {its.l}"lfuITx

NOW COME PlaintifTs.II.F.NE BULLCICK; BRI'|TNl SLUSIIER; CEORGE ROCI{,{:

I\{Y'LO B0?*l'A; JOHN S'FEWAR"I": JULIE BOJORQUEZ; MICHAEL YASQUEZ; JOStlpH

MEDIIIiA. a mi:ror by his rncfher and nsxt fricnd, BF.RTHA MEDINA; and SAMMt.iAt, T.

WiI,BANKS l[, a minor by tris rnothr:r and next liiend, J3NNIFER WILBANKS, thrcugh

atlorneys C{)ONAY & C0|iW'tY, frilll-l,lPS & P;\OLI(IE1"LI, LLP, iudI-HORNTOX &

SIAUMES. LLI), anel i*ci:rporating ir*rcin all {irr*gning alleg*tions. complains of Def'cnd*nr,

tulOTOR{}l-A SSLTITIONS. lN{.r.. a* fi:}l*rvs:
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I. lJpcn inforynation and belief, solne ar all rlf the af*resaid chemical produets and

substnnces wers mixed. *'ormulated and/or reformulatcd by Deferulant, MOTollOLA, fbr use b-v

its worker* in the manufaeture of semieond$stcr products $r components ir: its wafer processing

ffeas, including thoss at the 5z"d street Flant, thc MEsa Plant, the Hayden Plnnl and the Llhandlsr

Plant.

Z, As mixed, formulaled an#cr rcfo,nnulstsd by defendant, MOTOROLA, thE

*foresaid clremical products and substance$ wsre *nreasonably dangerous and unsafe for their

intended use.

3. Under circumstansos the* existing at the 52nd Street Plant, the Ms$a Plant, the

Hayden flant and the Ch*ndlo Plant, Def€ndent, MOTOROLA's u$e and provision to workers

of chemicals, including thc aforesaiel chcmic*l products and substance$, in ttre rnanufb*turn of

sEmisonductor prgdu*ts and ccmponeRts without asequate safeguard's for wnrker health and

saftty constituted an abnlrrmally dangerous aetivity'

4. Under circumstances then existing at the 52d Street Flant, thc Mesa Plant, the

i{oyri*n plant and rhe Chandler Flant, Def*nden{, MOTOROLA's manufilclure of **mieancluctor

pn:rlucis agd cornpcnents in wafbr proce*sing areas without pruper antl adequate sat'oguards to

proteot wgrkers, incluriing th* Eh{PLOYFI1 PAR":INTS, ftom exposurs {o chenti*als, including

the *foresaid chemicnl pr*ducts and substanees, constituted an abnormally dangcrous activity'

5. U::der circumsttrnces lhcn cxisting at the 52"d Street l'.lattt, thc Mesa Plant, the

llay"den plant and thc Clhand!*r Plant, u*sat'c lsvels af *hemicals, inclucling srltlle or all of thcr

atbresaiti ctrernir:al products and substa*ees, itt the smbient and re-cireulated air cf-the wafer

proces*ing arcas sonslitutctl an *ltrah;rzardous condition.

I lullntk.fcmplaint P*ge 32
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6. Defbndant, MOTfJROLA, failect t*-r warn wotkers, including the EMPLO\'F'E

PARENTS, about ths nature and ext**t *f'th* dangels posed by the a{*resaid unreason*bly

ila*gerous chemical prgducts antl substanoes, ahncrmally dangerous activity and ultrahazardous

condition.

T. Defcnda*t, MOTOROLA, failed t* wanr rvorkers, inclurling the HMPt,CIYEt

pAREN?S, about potential dangers to their reproductivs health pn*ed by ihe aforcsaid

*nreasonably dangercus chemicatrs, abnormally dangmou* nctivity and ultrahazattlous condition'

B. Defendant, MOTOROLA, failed ts warn workers, including the EMPLOYEE

pAREF;TS, about the potontial ferr advers* repreitluctive sutcomss among their offspring

including miscarriage, stillbirth and/or birtir defeets, poscd by the aforesaid unreasonably

d an gerous chani eals, abnormal l y dangerou* ar;tivity and ultrahazardous condition.

g. Defendant, MOTOROLA, failed to warn worksrs, including the HMPLOYEE,

PARENTS, about the pgtential injuri* to their olTspring posed try the afaresai<J unreasonably

rlanger*us chemicals, abn*rmally dangerous activity ar:d ultrahazareJous eondition-

10. Iach of the EIVIPLOYEb. PARENTS was unawrtrc of the nature arrd extent of th$

dungers to his,her hgalth and the hcalth and w{:11 being of hisiher ur:born ofispring pos*d by the

afgresairl unresson$bly tl*ngerous cherni*ls. abnormally dangerr:u$ activity a:rd ultrahazardous

condition.

11. Under the circumstances thr:n existing, neilher an EMPLOYTE PARENT ncr

ftisilier unborn ehild could have elirninated the af-oresaid dangcrs thrnugh exercise sf reasrnahh]

$are.

Bullack,C*mplaint fl;rgc 33
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13. As ;r direct and praximate result of the albresaid unreasonably tla*g*rctus

chemicals, rrb:r*rmally dangerous aetivity and ultrahaxardous conrJition, each HMPLOYEL

PAREN1 \,v{rs sxFosecl ta sgRre or all of the aibrr:saicl *hemi$al pr*ducts and substances.

13. As a 1!irec? antl proximate result af the aforesaid unreasonably dangerous

cheinicals, abncnnally d*ngerous activity and ultrahazardous condiiion, eaeh of the Plaintiffs,

rLENE BUI,LOCK; BRITTNI SLUSHER; GEORGE ROCHA; MYLO BOl-fA; JOHN

sTflwART: JULIB BOJORQUEZ; MICHAAL VASQUEZ; JOSEPH MEDINA and

SAMMUAL T. WILBANKS II, was expos*ti, in utero,to soms or all eif the aforesaid chernical

products ancl substances.

14. As a direcl and proximate result of the afsresaid u*reasonably dangercus

cheinicals" abnormally clangerous astivity and ultahazardaus condition, each ofthe Plainliffs,

ILUNE BULLOCK; BRITTNI SLUSHER; GEORGE ROCHA; MYLO IIOTI'A; JOIIN

STEWART: JLJLIE BCIJORQUEZ; MICH.{EL VASQUEZ; JOSEPH MEDII'iA and

liAbtMU:\L'f. 1VILBANKS 11, was prafounilly and pcrmanently iajured, and suffbred scvere

physical, psycholcgical, and srnotional injury nnd tlistrens, physiml p*in and s*ifering,

permanent dis*trility, l*ss ul a norm*:l life, l*st incr:mc andltlr economis opportunity. incurretl

*harges fcr rn*dical cnren caretaking ccsts and will cantinue ta suft-er such damages in the future.

WHER.8FORE, the Plaintil'f's, ILENE tsULl,OCK; BRITTNI SLUSHIiR; $trORGE

ROCIIA; MYl.|] BO'I.TA; JOI-IN $:l'gWAR'f; JlJLltj BOJOIT.QUEZ; MIIIHAEL VASQLI{,Z;

JOSEPH MIrD{NA. a rninor bv his mothcr and n*xt fiiend, BERTI"IA MHDINA; and

SAI'vlMUAl- l'. WILBANKS Ii, a mi*or by his mother ancl ncxt lriend, JENI\IITHR

WII"BAh:KS" and each *{'lhern, *sk fa: judginent agliinst ths Defendnnt MO'I'OI{OLA

Bulli:sk.ConiBlaint Fage 34
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soLUTlOI.iS, INC., in an amount in exc$ss of the Lnrv Division jurisdicti$nal amount pltts costs

o{ this actia*.

L.pI"JNT tV
*/gs$ f)..9,qQiq $qnrruM

htOW COME Plaintiffs, nRIN BENNEY, KHFINETI'I ?flNNEY, TERI WHIPPLU-

CHAMPOUX, ROB SLUSHE,R, ANGBTINA ROCHA, RUBUN ROCHA, DEI'ISA CA$TRO'

CHARLES MARCO, DELORES STEWART, JOHN hd. sTnwART, JENNIE BOJORQUEZ,

FRANK BOJORQUXZ, MARGARST MOttNTAtN, SAMUEL VASQIIEZ' BERTHA

MEDINA, h{IKH MHDINA, JENNIFER WILBANKS *NTI SAM.MUAL T' WILSANKS,

through auanreys CooN Ey & CONwAy, PHILLIPS & PAOLICELLL LLP anri 
'IHORNTON

& NAUMES,, LLp, and incorporati*g herein all foregoing allegurions, complains of Def'enriant,

MOTOROLA SOLUTIONS, INC., as foilows:

t, Thc olaim of Fiaintiffs, ElLlN DEI'.INbY and KfiNNIITH DENNEY, is dependent

upgn a11d derivative of the clireet slaim of theil daugr:-ier, Irlaintifl, ILENE BULI.OCK,

2. 'fhe injuries and conditiom suffered by Plaintiff lLElgE BULLOCK, as a result af

the D*fendant, 6{OT'OI(OLA's, wrongfiri conclust as *qe{ lbrth above havc *auseti a signiticant

ir':tcrfbrence in tire parent-child relationship between nlllN Dgb{NFY anr} KEI'i}iE:tl{ PE}-{NEY

and their daughtcr" ILENE Bt.ILLOCK.

3- As a dire*t and pr*xinrate rersult and ccnseguencc cf ths Deibndant,

M1}TOROI.,A's wrongful ccnduei and l:t{lt{ t}HNNY's expCIs'ure to th* afi}rssaid chemical

products and subsiances, Flaintitt'$, IlltlN Df;NNI:Y and KENNETI{ DITNNEY, sustained

in-juries **d/or rla*iagcs, including: loss *[catrrar:ity to cxchange love" af]ection, socieiy,

uo*rpanionship, coml**, care and moral suplxrrt with their daughter. ILCNE BULLOCK. al r,vsll

l lal laek.C*rnplainl Pag* 35
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ss mental and emQrional anguish arising fronr rhs injuries to their ciaughter, ILENE BULI""OCKI

mqdical {:xpc$$e$; othcr injuriss aild damages"

4. As a direct and proximats result and cons*qilfinc{: of the Detlndant'

MOTOROI,A's wr$ngful coruluct and ERIN DElrINY',s exposl*e t* the afore*aid chcmical

products and sub*tances, Flaintiff*, ERIN DnNXIY and hi.sNNllrH DEI.\{NE'Y may $ontinue t{}

suffer su*h injuries and/or damage* in the future'

5. Thg EIAi$ Tf FIAiNtiffS' TERI WHTFPLE-CHAMFOUX ANC1 ROB SLUSHER, iS

dependent upon and dcrivativc of the direct slairn {}f their daughtcr, Plaintiff, BRITTNI

SLUSHER.

6. The injuries and conditions sufterecl by Plaintif?, BRITTNI SLUSI{ER, as a result

*f the Defendant, MoroRol,A'su wrnngful conduct as sct forth above have caused a significant

interference in the parent-cliild relationship betwecn TERI WI{IPPLE-CHAMPOUX and ROB

SLUSHIIR ar:d their daughtsr, BR::ffNl S['USI"IER'

7, As a dirsct anrl proximate result and consoqusncs of the Defendant,

l,{oToRoLA's wrQngfi.rl condu*t and TERI WHIPPLc-C}{AMPOUX's exposure to the

a{ruc*aiel chenlical produ*is anei substances, Flairrtill-s, TF'RI'WHIi'PLr-CHi\MPOUX and ROI}

St,USIISR, sustained injuries antl.ior darnages, including: l*ss $f r:apacity to exehange love,

affeclian, society, c*mpanionship, co:ntbrt, care anrl rn*ral support rvith thcir daughter,

lilttfi.Nl SLUSHSR.. $^s r,vell ae lnental ar:d *mrtional anguish arrising from thc injuries to their

eiaughter, BRllThll sLUsllER; medical cxpenses: cther injuries and damages'

$. As a dir*ct lnrl proximal$ r$$ult anci c.t:*seque*se of the De{'endant,

MOTOROI-A,s wrr-rng{'ul +cnrlu*r an*l'fER1 WiIIpPLH-CI'IAh'lfOilX*s exposurs ta lhe

13uIlack.{ornpIuint
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afpresai* chemical products ar^:d substances, Plaintiffs, TER.I WI{$}PLH-CHAMF0UX ancl ROB

SLUSHER may eontinue tr sgflbr sueh injuries ar,dftir damages in ths future,

9. 'Ihe claim ol Plaintiffs, ANGgLti\ilA ROCHA ffid RUBEN ROCI]A' is depcndcnt

upon and derivative of the direct claim sf their son, Plaintifl GEORGn ROCHA'

10. The injuries and conditions suffered by Plainti{f" CEORCfi RCICHA, as a rcsult of

the Defendant, MOTOROLA's, wrongful c$ndu*t trs rlet f,$lth above have caused a signifieant

interference in the parent-child relationship tretrveen ANfiELINA ROCHA and RUBEN

ROCHA anrl their son, GIjORGE ROCHA.

l l. As a direc{ *nd proximate result and consequenc€ of the Fef'endant,

MO';OROLA'g wrongful conduct and ANGEL{I{A ROCHA's exposure io the aforesaid

chernical produ*ts and subst*nces, Plaintiffii, ANGfrtIN,q' ROCFIA and RUBEN ROCHA'

sustained injuri*s and/or clamages, inclucling: lass tlf eapacity to exchang* love, affectian,

s*ciety, companionship, comfart, o&ts and r:roral supporl with their son, CEOII{iE ROCI-IA, as

wcll as mental anrJ ernotional angUish arising from the injuri*s to their son, G'EC)IlfiE ITOCHA;

mcdi*al $xpen$es; other iqilries and damages'

12. As a direct and proximate result xnd conseq$enc$ *f ths l)e*-er':dant.

M$TOROLA's wrgngful condust and ANGELIhIA RtlCHAos exposurc to the aft)resaid

chemical prnduuts and substanc{:s, Plaintift's, A?{GE[,INA ROCHA snd RUBEN ROC}{A, ffiaY

continue tu sufler such injr:ries andlor dalnagcs in tlte futuro.

13. "lhe claim of PlaintitTs, IJELISA CA$I'RO nnd CH.,\RLES MARllO" is dependent

*piln and derivative r:{ the tiirect tl*im of their so*, PlaintitT, MYLO BOTTA'

14. 'l'he i*juries and eor:ditlsns suffcred by I'laintifl, MYL$ 801'TA, as a result of the

I)etbndant, MOTtlRfil,A's. wrongliri coudu*t as $st {trrttr above ltave oaussrl a significant

Bullsch.Csmplaint Page 3?
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intorference in the parent-child rslationship betweea DELISA CASTRO and CI'IARLH$

MARCCI, and their son, MYLO BOTTA-

15. As a dircct and proximats result atrd consequsnc€ of the Detbndant,

MOTOROLA'$ wr*ngful conduct afi{"IDELISA CASTRO's *xposure ta the aforesaid chernical

products and substances, Plaintiffs, DELISA CASTRQ and CHARI,ES MARC$, sus{ained

injuries and/or 4*mages, including: los* clf eapacity to exchange love, affbctionn socitty,

companionship, comfart, sare and moral support with their son, MYLO BOTTA, as well as

rnegtal and einotional anguish arising &orn the injuries to their son, MYLO BOTTA; nrcdical

expenses; other injuries and darnages.

16. As a direet and proximats result and consequeile$ of the Defendant,

MOTOI1OLA"s w:ongful eor:du*t and DELI$A CASTRO'* cxpssure to the afaresaid cheinical

produets and substances" Plaintift'r, DELISA CASTRO and CFiARI,HS MARCO, may continue

to suffbr *uch injuries and/or riamages i* thn future,

1?. The clairn af Plaintiffs, IIfiLORHS STEWARTand JOI{?{ M' STBWART, is

d*penilent upcn and derivative af the direct claim af their ran, Plaitrtif{ JOHN STEwART-

l B. 'Ihc injuries and senditions sufTer*d by Plaintifl. JOIIN STEWART, as s result $f

the Defbr:dant. MOT{JROLA,'s, wrongfu! conduct as set {brth abov* have caussd a significnnt

intertbrence in the parent-child r*lati*nship between DELORES S'I'UWAR'| nnd JOIIN lvl'

STFWART and th*ir son, JOI{H S'fllWrtRT.

lg. As a clirect and praximate result antl uonsequcnt:il of thrl Def'cndsnt,

},?OT"OIiOLA's wrongt'ul conil*ct and DflLORES STEWAR'|'s *Rttlor JOHN M' STEWAR'I's

€Kporurc No the afirresnid clremical pr*d*eis and substtrttet:s. Illaintiffs, *[LORtjS S"$WART

and JO1{N 1v{. STf;WAR'I', s*st*ined iniurii:s ancllor damages, inciuding: ]oss of cirpar:ity ttr

Bullock.f,otnplaint Page 313
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ex*hange love, affhBtion, rcciety. companionship, o*rnfi:rt, care and moral suppart with thsir

son, JfillN STEWAI1T, *s w*ll i*s mental and emotional anguish arising from ths inj*ries io

iheir *on, JOHN STEWAR'I'; medical s;(peil$es; other injuri$s aacl danrag*s.

20. As a direct and proximate result nnel conseqilence of the Defendant,

MOTOROLA's wmngful conduct and DELORE$ STEWART's and/or JOHN M. IiTEWART's

expo$ure to the aforesaicl chemical produc{s nnd substantes, PlaintitT$, DELORES STEWART

and JOFIN M. STEWART, may c0ntin*e to suffer such injuries and/or damagee in the future.

Zt. 'lhe claim of Plaintiffs, JENNIE BOJORQUEZ andFRANK BOJORQUEZ' is

d*pe*dent upon and derivative of the direct claim of their dauglrter, JULIE BOJORQUEZ'

ZZ. The injuries and conditions suffered by Flaintiff, JULIE, BOJORQUEZ, as a result

of the Defendant, MOTOROL,A'$, wrongful *onduct as set fbrth abovc havc cnused a significant

intertiirence in the parnrt*child relationship betwecn JIINNIE BOJORQLI EZ andFRANK

BOJORQUSZ and their itaughter, JtJl,lE BOJORQUFZ.

23- As a direct and pr*xirnate result and eonseqilsnce of the Delendsnt,

MOTOROI,A's wrongflrl conduct and JEI{NIE BOJORQIIET's exptlsilre to thc afrx'nsaid

chernical products and substanses, Plaintift'$, JF.NNIE BOJORQUEZ anil I"'RANK

BOJCJRQUBZ, sustaineil injuries an#or dnr:r*g*s. including: li:ss of capacity to ex*hangc k:ve,

affecti*n, society, c*rnpanionship, comlilrt, $are and morsl support with their daught*L JUI"IE

BOJORQLJIIZ, ns well as rnental and ernotiaral anguish aiising I'i*nr thc injuries to their

daagirter, JtJt,lll BOJORQU'EZ; medr{r*l expenses; ather injuri*s and dar*ages.

24. As a direct and proxirnute result anci cunsequ*r'lce af the Defendant,

fulOTORt)|,.A's rvr*ngful cond*ct *nd JIINNIH IIOJ{}RQLIEZ's cxpo.curlr to the af*resaid

Brllnrk.Co*rplaint P*ge 39
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chemisal products and s$bstances, Flaintiffs, JENNIE BOJORQUEZ and FRANK

BOJORQUEZ, may continne to sullbr surCh injBries and/or tiarnages in the future'

?5. Thc clairn of Plainti{fs, IVIARCARfiT' MOUNTA1N and sAML7El" YASQL}flZ, is

gepnrdent upan and derivative of the direct clairn of their son, Plair:tiff, I!'llCrHAEt' VASQUET"

Af. ?he injuries and conditions suftkred by Plaintiff, MICFIAEL VA$QUEZ, as a

result of ths Defendant, MOTOROLA's, wrangful *onducl ns set fbrth above have caustd a

significant interfermce in the porent-ehild relationship between I!{ARCARET MOUNTAIN and

SAMUEL VASQUEZ" and their san, MICHA3L VASQUTZ'

27. As a direct ancl proximatc result and consequencs of the De{budant,

MOTOROLA,s wrongful conduct and MARCARET MOUNTAIN's €xposure to the aforesaid

chemical pxrducb and substances, Plaintiffs, MARGARH'I'MOINT.A.IN and SAMU$L

VA$qUSZ , sustained injuries and/or damager, ineluding: loss of capacity to exchange kwt,

ai'{bction, soeiety, companionship. cornfbrt, care *nd rnoral support wittr their s*n, MIC}{AEI-

yASeUHZ, u* **il as mcntal and ernotional anguish arising from the injuries to iheir son,

M|C}{AHL VASQUEZ; rnedical cxpr3nsesl ather ir:juries and damages.

28. As a direct and proxinrate rcsull and eonsequence cf the Detbndant,

M$TOROIA's wrongful coneluct an<l fi,{ARGARITI'MOfiNTAIh's exposure to the atbresa:id

chemiual protluets and substances, Plaintitft, h.ARSARET MOUNTAIN and SAMLJEI.

VA$QUEZ, fiiay continue to su{fer sucl'r i::juries and/ar damriges in th* future.

29. Thc elnim of flnintiflh, BEI{THA MEDINA and MIKE ML1DINA, is depcndgnt

up*n anr! derivative of the *lirect clairl of thilir son, I'laintiff, JOSIIPH h'IEDINA.

3tl, The inj*ri*s and conditians suffbrsd by Plaintiff, JOSEPIJ hIEDINA, as s res*lt of

ili* llcfbnrlant. -fu1O'l'{}tr{OLA's, rwo;igfirl cix ducl a$ ssl lixlh above have csus+r1 a sig;rilrr:nnt

l)ulIock.Cr:mplaint I'age 40
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interf'erence in the paront-child relatianship ?:etween BXRTFIA MEDNA and h{IKE IVISDI}IA'

*nd their sCIn,JOSIIPH h{EI}lNA'

3l . As a direct antl proxirnate rcsult ancl cclnsequsnce of ths llefsndant,

MOI'ORCILA's wrongful conduct ancl BERTHA MEDINA's and/or MIKE MHDINA's

cxposurCI to the aforesaid chernical procltlcts and substances, Plaintiff"$, BERTHA MEDINA and

MIKE h{EDINA, sustained injwies andlor darn*ges, ir:eluding: loss of capacity to cxchange

love, a*Tection, scciety, cgmpanionship, errnfort, care and moral support with their son, JOSBPH

h{EDINA, as well as mental and emotional anguish arising from the injurie* to their sos.

JO$Efl{ fuIEDINA; medical expensss; other injuries and damages.

i;Z. As a direct and proximate result and consequcnce of the Dofendant,

MOTOROLA's rr,.rongful conduct and BFRTI'trA MEDINA's and/or MIKF. MEDINA's

cxposur$ to thc afbresaid chemical proelucts and substances, Plaintiffs, SHRTHA MEIIINA and

MIKI1 MEDINA, may continus to suflbr sueh injurieri andlor clamages in the future'

33. l['hc claim af Plaintiffs, JFNNIFH,R WILBANKS and SAMMLJAL T.

WtLtsANKS, is depend*nt upcn *nd derivativs of ths direct claim of thcir son, SAMMI-JAL T"

WII.BANKS It,

34, The injuries and cr:nditions suf{'eretlby Plaintif{, JULIII I}OJORQUIIZ, as a r*sult

uf the lletendant, fuIOTOROLA'so wrungful cnnduct as $et f"Orth alove have saussd a significant

interference in the parcrt-child rclatir:nship betwo*n JENN:FHR WILBANKS and SAMMUAL

T. WILBANI{S ard their son. SAMMUAL'1'. WII'BANKS II'

35. As a dirsst nnd prgxin:atc rr:sult and consequencs of the llefbndant,

MOI'OROLA's wronglul inncluct and JIII'lIiitfER WILBAI"{K$'s exposurc to the atirrcsiticl

chemical prrrd*cts and suhstanccs, Plaintiffs. Jel{NIfUR WILBANK'S antl SAMMLiAI- T.

B*lloch.Cmnplainf Fage 41
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w:LtsAFlKS, sustained injuries and/ordamages, irrcluding: loss *f capaeity ta exchange love'

af{i:ction. society, compeni*n*hip, cornfort, c{*'e *rncl rnsral s*pporl lvith th*ir son, SAMMUAI'

T, WILBANKS ll, ns well as menlal and ernotion*l anguish arising frorn ths ir{uries lo the}r s*ll'

SAMMUAL, T. 1YILBANKS lh medical expsnses; other injuries and damages'

36. As a direct and proximate result and consequenc$ of thp Del'cndant,

MOTOROLA's wrongful conduct and JENNIFER WILBANKS'*s exposnre to tire afors*airl

chemical products and substances, Flaintiffs, JENNIFER WILBANKS and IIAMMUAL'I"

WILBANKS, rnny continue to suffcr such injuries andi:r damnges in the future'

WFIE.RNFORE, i}rc PIAiNTift, ERIN DEN}{EY, KENNE f}I DENNSY' 
'I"LRI

WHIPPLE.CHAMPOUX, ROB SI,IJSTIER, ANGELINA RCICHA, RUBEN ROCHA' DELISA

CA$TRO, CT.IARI,f;S MARCO, NNLORI]S STEWAR'I" JOHN M. STEWART' JENNiE

BOJORQUSZ, FRANIK SOJORQUEZ, MARGARET MOUN'IAIN, SAMUEL VASQUEZ,

BHRTHA MEDIN,{, h{IKE MHDI}JA, JENNIFER WILSANKS ANd SAMMI}AL"T.

WII"BANKS, , and each ol them, ask for judgrnent against the De{bndant, MO'I.OROLA

SOIUTIGNS, INC.. in a sum is excess r:f tlre Law Division jurisdi*tional ruasunt plu* co*ts of

this action.
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Dated: Ljjlll!- -

12{} N" LaSalle Street, 30'r'Floor
Chicago, IL 606S2
Tcl :  (312) 236-6166
Fa:i: (312) 2364A29
kcorway@cosneyconw ay.com
rnlubeck@cosneyconway" eom

Attorneys For PlaintifJip-s {-p..Tr}rspl,
PHILLPS & PAOLICELLI, LLP
380 Madison Ave, 24th Ploor
New York, NY 10017
(?12) 388-5100

THORNTON & NAUME.S, LLP
lS0 Surnrner Stre*t, 30tt'Floor
Boston, Massachusetts 021 l0
(617) 7?0-1333

Fi
F r d

I $gx
3TE+
FE* H
Ll i4

t
l r l

Uulltrck.Compl*int Page 43


