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Plaintiff, HANNA WILT by way of complaint against

Defendants alleges and says:

PARTIES - PLAINTIFFS

1. Plaintiff, HANNA WILT resides at 310 Atlantic Avenue, Spring

Lake, KJ 07762.

2. From approximately 1995 to 2019 Plaintiff Hanna Wilt,

regularly and frequently used and was exposed to asbestos

containing Johnson & Johnson talc powder products, the use of

which generated dust and oxposed her to respirable asbestos

fibers. Plaintiff, Hanna Wilt's exposure to respirable asbestos

fibers from asbestos-containing talc and talc products,

manufactured, sold and supplied by the defendants (and their

predecessors in interest) proximately caused her mesothelioma.

3. As a direct and proximate result of the above

exposures, Plaintiff, Hanna Wilt, contracted mesothelioma and

suffers from other various diverse injuries and attendant

complications.

4. Ms. Wilt was diagnosed with mesothelioma on September

1, 2017.

5. She was not aware that her disease was the fault of a

third party.
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6. While Ms. Wilt was aware that exposure to asbestos

causes mesothelioma, she was unable to identify how she was

exposed to asbestos.

7. Ms. Wilt was only made aware that she could have been

exposed to asbestos through her lifelong use of Johnson's Baby

Powder on October 18, 2019, when the FDA reported that it had

found asbestos in Johnson's Baby Powder and Johnson & Johnson

recalled the product.

8. Ms. Wilt did not discover, and could not have

discovered through the exercise of reasonable diligence and

intelligence, Defendants’ role in causing her mesothelioma until

the FDA issued its finding of asbestos in Johnson's Baby Powder.

PARTIES - DEFENDANTS

9. The term “Defendants” refers to all of the above-

captioned entities.

10. Defendants, respectively, were manufacturers,

suppliers, sellers or distributors of asbestos fibers, dust,

minerals, particles and other finished and unfinished asbestos-

containing products, including asbestos-containing talc and

talcum powder products, that Plaintiff, Hanna Wilt, used or to

which she was exposed.
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11. Defendants, JOHNSON & JOHNSON; JOHNSON & JOHNSON

CONSUMER INC.; CYPRUS AMAX MINERALS COMPANY, individually and as

successor-in-interest to American Talc Company, Metropolitan Talc

Company, Inc., Charles Mathieu Inc., and Resource Processors, Inc.:

and CYPRUS MINES CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in

interest to Windsor Minerals, Inc., American Tale Company,

Metropolitan Talc Company Inc., Charles Mathieu Inc. and Resource

Processors, Inc. were manufacturers, suppliers or distributors of

asbestos fibers, dust, minerals, particles and other finished and

unfinished asbestos-containing products, including asbestos

containing talc, and talcum powder products that Plaintiff, Hanna

Wilt, used or to which she was exposed.

12. John Doe Corporations 1-50 (said names being

fictitious, true names presently unknown) are the fictitious

names of corporations, partnerships and/or other business

entities or interest-holders whose identities are not presently

known, and who mined, milled, manufactured, supplied,

distributed, used, marketed, removed and/or sold tale, talcum

powder, asbestos fibers, dust, minerals, particles, finished

asbestos-containing products, and/or unfinished asbestos

containing products that the Plaintiff, Hanna Wilt, used or to

which she was exposed.
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13. John Doe Corporations 50-100 (said names being

fictitious, true names presently unknown) are the fictitious

names of corporations, partnerships and/or other business

entities or interest-holders whose identities are not presently

known, and who mined, milled, manufactured, supplied,

distributed, used, marketed, removed and/or sold talc, talcum

powder, asbestos fibers, dust, minerals, particles, finished

asbestos-containing products, and/or unfinished  asbestos-

containing products that the Plaintiff, Hanna Wilt, used or to

which she was exposed.

14. All defendants engaged in conduct in New Jersey which

gave rise to Plaintiff Hanna Wilt’s injury, including, but not

limited to, mining and milling asbestos-contaminated talc, which

was then shipped, supplied and processed and labeled in New

Jersey and used to manufacture asbestos-containing talcum powder

products used by Plaintiff and her family.

15. Defendant. Johnson & Johnson has made numerous public

statements both before and after Ms. Wilt’s diagnosis claiming

that its product does not contain asbestos.

16. However, on October 18, 2019 the EDA found asbestos in

Johnson's Baby Powder and Johnson & Johnson recalled the product.

17. Defendants took steps to avoid the detection of and to

fraudulently conceal its role in causing Ms. Wilt's mesothelioma.
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FIRST COUNT

18. Plaintiff repeats and realleges each and every

allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through 17 as though

hereinafter set forth at length.

19. The Defendants conduct and/or have conducted business

in New Jersey at all times relevant herein. The Defendants

breached their warranties, both express and implied, for fitness

of purpose and merchantability.

20. The Defendants are strictly liable in tort.

21. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’

negligence, breach of warranties, both express and implied, and

strict liability in tort, the Plaintiff, Hanna Wilt, contracted

mesothelioma and has suffered, from other various diverse

injuries and attendant complications.

22. It was foreseeable to the Defendants that the Plaintiff,

Hanna Wilt, and others similarly situated, would be injured as a

result of the Defendants’ actions and misconduct.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment against the

Defendants, jointly and severally for:

a) Compensatory damages;

b) Punitive damages;

©) Pre-judgment and post judgment interest;

d) Costs;
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e) Attorney fees and litigation expenses; and

£) Such other relief as the Court may deem just and proper.

SECOND COUNT

23. Plaintiff repeats and realleges each and every

allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through 22 as though

hereinafter set forth at length.

24. The Defendants, jointly and severally, marketed an

ultra-hazardous product and placed that product in the stream of

commerce.

25. As a direct and proximate result of the Defendants’

actions, the Plaintiff, Hanna Wilt, contracted mesothelioma and

suffered from various diverse injuries and attendant

complications.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment against the

Defendants, jointly and severally for:

a) Compensatory damages;

b) Punitive damages;

©) Pre-judgnment and post judgment interest:

d) Costs

e) Attorney fees and litigation expenses; and

£) Such other relief as the Court may deem just and proper.
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THIRD COUNT

26. Plaintiff repeats and realleges each and every

allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through 25 as though

hereinafter set forth at length.

27. Defendants breached their non-delegable duty to warn

and negligently supplied defective materials and products without

ensuring that the Plaintiff, Hanna Wilt, was warned about the

dangers of asbestos exposure.

28. Defendants actions prevented Plaintiff, Hamma Wilt,

from educating herself on the dangers of asbestos exposure and

from taking action to minimize the risks of exposure in and out

of the home.

FOURTH COUNT

29. Plaintiff repeats and realleges each and every

allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through 28 as though

hereinafter set forth at length.

30. Defendants willfully, wantonly and intentionally

conspired, and acted in concert, to withhold information from the

Plaintiff, Hanna Wilt, and her family, as well as the general

public concerning the known hazards associated with the use of

and exposure to talc, including asbestos-containing talc and

asbestos products.
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31. Defendants willfully, wantonly and intentionally

conspired, and acted in concert, to withhold information from the

Plaintiff, Hanna Wilt, and her family, as well as, the general

public relating to the fact that asbestos fiber inhalation could

be fatal.

32. Defendants willfully, wantonly and intentionally

conspired, and acted in concert, to disseminate false product

safety information to the Plaintiff, Hanma Wilt, and her family,

as well as, the general public.

33. Defendants willfully, wantonly and intentionally

conspired, and acted in concert, to prevent the dissemination of

information concerning their products’ hazards and dangers.

34. Defendants willfully, wantonly and intentionally failed

to take appropriate action to minimize the risks of asbestos

exposure to the Plaintiff, Hanna Wilt and her family, as well as,

the general public.

35. As a direct and proximate result of the Defendants

actions and inaction, the Plaintiff, Hanna Wilt, contracted

mesothelioma and suffers from various diverse injuries and

attendant complications.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment against the

Defendants, jointly and severally for:

a) Compensatory damages;
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b) Punitive damages;

c) Pre-judgment and post judgment interest;

a) costs;
e) Attorney fees and litigation expenses; and

£) Such other relief as the Court may deem just and proper.

Exescount
(Product Liability Act Claim)

36. Plaintiff repeats and realleges each and every

allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through 35 as though

hereinafter set forth at length.

37. Defendants are strictly liable to Plaintiff by reason

of the following:
2) Defendants were engaged in the business of being a miner,

miller, designer, manufacturer, producer, processor,

seller, supplier, and distributor of its asbestos and

asbestos-containing products;

b) Defendants knew or had reason to know that Plaintiff,

Hanna Wilt, and other persons similarly situated would

be ultimate users or consumers of its asbestos and

asbestos-containing products or would be exposed to its

asbestos and asbestos-containing products;

c) Defendants sold or otherwise placed its asbestos-

containing products into the stream of commerce in a
(00431954D0CX] 10



defective condition, unreasonably dangerous to Plaintiff,

Hanna Wilt, and other persons similarly situated;

d) Throughout the many years that Plaintiff, Hanna Wilt

and other similarly situated persons were exposed to and

used Defendants’ asbestos-containing products, said

asbestos-containing products reached the users and

consumers without substantial change in the condition in

which they were sold;

e) The ordinary and foreseeable use of Defendants’ asbestos

containing products constituted a dangerous and

ultrahazardous activity and created an unreasonable risk

of injury to users and bystanders;

£) Defendants’ asbestos and asbestos-containing products

were defective in that they were incapable of being made

safe for their ordinary and intended use and purpose due

to their defective design, and Defendants failed to give

any warnings or instructions, or failed to give adequate

or sufficient warnings or instructions about the risks,

dangers and harm associated with the use of its asbestos

and asbestos-containing products.

38. As a consequence of the defective condition of

Defendants’ asbestos-containing products and Defendants’ failure

to warn, Plaintiff, Hanna Wilt inhaled or ingested asbestos dust
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and fibers during ordinary and foreseeable use of those asbestos-

containing products. Plaintiff, Hanna Wilt, was caused to suffer

the injuries, expenses and losses, including severe pain,

suffering and mental anguish as alleged in prior counts of this

Complaint.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs demand judgment against the

Defendants, jointly and severally for:

2) Compensatory damages;

b) Punitive damages;

©) Pre-judgment and post judgment interest;

a) Costs:

©) Attorney fees and litigation expenses; and

£) Such other relief as the Court may deem just and proper.

szxra count

39. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every

allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through 38 as though

hereinafter set forth at length.

40. The Defendants aforesaid were willful, intentionally

withheld from the Plaintiff, Hanna Wilt and her family, the known

dangers associated with the use of asbestos and asbestos

containing products, and intentionally withheld from the

Plaintiff's knowledge that breathing in asbestos can be fatal.

The Defendants issued information, which they knew to be false,
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concerning the safety of their product, and did willfully,

wantonly, and intentionally prevent the dissemination of

information known to them concerning the products’ hazards and

dangers, and willfully, wantonly, and intentionally failed to

take the appropriate steps to minimize the risks of asbestos

exposure, and otherwise acted willfully, wantonly, and

intentionally with reference to their products.

41. As a direct and proximate result of the willful,

wanton, and intentional acts of the Defendants, both jointly and

severally, the Plaintiff, Hanna Wilt, was caused to contract

mesothelioma and various other diverse.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment against the

Defendants, jointly and severally for:

a) Compensatory damages;

b) Punitive damages;

©) Pre-judgment and post judgment interest;

a) Costs;

e) Attorney fees and litigation expenses; and

£) Such other relief as the Court may deem just and

proper.
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Severs count

42. Plaintiff repeats and realleges each and every

allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through 41 as though

hereinafter set forth at length.

43. As a direct and proximate result of the aforesaid

misconduct of the Defendants, Plaintiff, Hanna Wilt, sustained an

illness and endures great pain and suffering, and large sums of

money were expended for medical care in an endeavor to cure her

illness.

WHEREFORE, ~ Plaintiff demands judgment against the

Defendants, jointly and severally for:

2) Compensatory damages;

b) Punitive damages;

©) Pre-judgment and post judgment interest;

a) Costs;

e) Attorney fees and litigation expenses; and

£) Such other relief as the Court may deem just and proper.

JURY DEMAND

Plaintiff demands a trial by jury as to all issues of fact

so triable.
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DESIGNATION OF TRIAL COUNSEL

Pursuant to Rule 4:25-4, notice is hereby given that Moshe

Vaimon, Esq. is designated as trial counsel in the above

captioned matter.

DEMAND FOR INTERROGATORIES

Pursuant to the Asbestos Litigation General Order, Section

vis, which can be found at

http://www.judiciary.state.nj.us/masstort/asbestos/manual/general

orderl.pdf, Plaintiffs hereby demand that the above listed

Defendants answer Standard Interrogatories in the form prescribed

by the Court and within the time provided by the above referenced

Order. A copy of the Standard Interrogatories are contained in

the Asbestos Manual and may be obtained from the Clerk or by

visiting the following website:

http://www.judiciary.state.n).us/masstort/asbestos/manual/asbesto

$manual050306.pds.

CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO R. 4:5-1

pursuant to Rule 4:5-1, I certify that the matter in

controversy is not the subject of any other action pending in any

court, or of a pending arbitration proceeding, that no other

action or arbitration proceeding is contemplated, and that I am

not aware of any non-party who should be joined in this action

pursuant to Rule 4:28 or who is subject to joinder pursuant to
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Rule 4:29-1(b) because of potential liability to any party on the

basis of the same facts.

© further certify that the foregoing statements made by me

are true. I am aware that if any of the foregoing statements

made by me are willfully false that I am subject to punishment.

LEVY KONIGSBERG, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff

By:HLMadeleine Skaller, ESQ.

Dated: January 28, 2020
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1 ruil ame: boone
2 omeoroemn Juosass|
Be Bedests B10 Atlantic Ave.

Spring Lake, NJ 07762

a.
Union/Local/Years
of Membership:

5. Date of first poproxinately 1996
claimed asbestos
exposure:

6. Date of last Approximately 2019
claimed asbestos
exposure:

7 woking sstory: [Wee |
5. State the inclusive dates of smoking history, the

products smoked and the amount of product
Consumed per day:

[ow

b Products smoked: 1]

© rount per Gave ]
9. provide as much of the following information as is

presently available: work sites, inclusive dates and trade
or occupation for each site:

‘Approximately fromponer sd16 "" [Daily personal use of
Talc Powder Products

10. State the claimed asbestos related diseases; include the
ate of diagnosis and the name of the diagnosing
physician or institution (if available attached is 2
Copy of the medical report).

(00431948.D0CX) 2



b. Date of Diagnosis: [JPtemPer 1, 2017

Abu Alam, MD

c. Doctox/Institution; Brigham Women's Hospital

LEVY KONIGSBERG, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff

By: YL Y/
Madeleine Skaller, Esq.

Dated: January 28, 2020
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