ST ¥ ‘ .

PO UR Tl SUAL LY o I ' L' :
Tid W ORI SUALTLS ODISTARICT COURT U. S. DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

FOR Tlie sASWLRn DISWRICY OF TEXAS

SEP 23
BEAUMONT DIVISION 31970
JAMEs R COONEﬁ CLERK
Yirginia eng
SAWUnL R. POTTIR § bieury, g
N
v § CIVIL ACTION WNO: §329
g
FIBR=BOARD PAPLR PROLUCTS §
CORPORATION, LT AL - §
CLARSRCE BOREL §
§
V. § CIVIL ACTION .0: G445
5 o
PIBAL30ARD PAPEIl PRODUCTS §
CUAPORAYION, oi AL 3
J. J. CRAWMOKD 5
:
V. § CIVIL ACTIC: Xx0: 6432
Y
o
FPIBRsB0ARD PAPSR PRODUCYS §
¢ 7 PORALION, L AL §

ANSWLRES OF DaFINOANT PANACON CORPOKATION
[PHILIP CARLY CORPORATION[ TQ I#ToRROCA-
TORI=S PROPOULDED UiDisR RULE 33 OF Tiis
FAbLRAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEOURL AHD
SERVED UPON YOUR DuFohDAud'S COULSEL Gi
AUGUSY 25, 1970

T0: PLALJYWIFMS, SadULL R, POTTER, CLARENC: BORsL AiuD
J. J. CR Awb RD, AdD THeIR ATIONMiLY WARD STEPHLHISOW,
STEPHENSON & .LdOiIPuON, STEPHLAS04 BUILDING, ORAJGL,
TrXAS
COMBS #OW Pnilip Carey Corporation, defendant
in the above entitled and numbered causes througn its atvorneys
of record, and makes the followlng answers to supplemental
interrogatorics neretofore served on it by counsel for the
plaintiffs.
SUPPLeEITAL THPHRROGATORY NO. 1
Have you ever advised those using your products
of your so-called threshold limits? If you did, describe

exactly low you advliscd those uslag your oroducta of such
thresihold limits.

qou

The Borel v. Fibreboard Case File (1969-1972), Answers to plaintiffs' joint interrogatories Published by AsbestosClaims.Law
ACL Doc 10177 - Page 1 of 5 asbestosclaims.law/library/10177/1


https://asbestosclaims.law/library/10177/1

. ot .
s a

R4S DO SUPPLIUINGAL TUTERROTATORY 10, 1

Wo have wever speeifically advised those using
our products of our speeilfic tnreshold limits on our products
in a formal way until our recent letter to Industrial Insu-

lators, Inc. of April 3, 1970.

SUPPLalidTAL TUTLRROGATORY 1O, 2

If you did not advise those using your products
of such tireshold limit, explain why you did not.

AWSWER TO_SUPPLSHTAL INUSHROGATORY WO, 2

We did not formally advise those using our
product of our specific threshold limits prior to thias date
simply because most of our customers who use the product in
significant amounts to have a serious problem, suen as Union
Carbide, Dow Chemical, Inec., etc., have their own technical
staff and "in house" hyglenists who are well-aware of the
r wiklems and threshold limits on broducts used in thelir
organizations.
SUPPLEMENTAL TWIERROGATORY NO. 3

What do you contend te be the “threhold limits?
as used in answerlng written interrogatories previously pro-

pounded to you.

ANSWER TO_SUPPLENSNTAL INYSRROGATORY §O. 3

In the product produced untll September 23, 1369,
since it contained approximately 6% of asbestos fiber, we
considered the threshold limit on dust generated in the use
andaapplication of our product to be five million parts per
cubic feet of air. 1In the product produced since that date,
we consider the threshold limits to be fifty millioq parts
per. cuble feet of air, sincé it ne longer contains asbestos
fiber. Some consideration 1is belng gilven to reducing tais
to twenty-five milllon parts per cublc feet of alr.

e
iy

SUPPLuMENTAL L

LoRROGATORY NO, 4

Wihere didyou obtaln such information concerning
threshold 1imits, and when did you get sueh informatlon?

—Pa
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ANSWER TO SUPPLEMEATAL THTERROGATORY NO. 4 :
|

Ihis informatlon was obtained from the Pivision

!
of Saflety and idygilene of the Industrial Commission wh%n they
conducted dust tests in our own manufacturing faclillty in
April of 1967. Otner information in thls regard was ovtalned
from publications of the Hational Safety Counsel, and follows
the Amerlcan Conference of Governmental Industrial Hyglenlsts
of 1962 who adopted these values at their meeting of that date.
SUPPLEAANTAL INTERROGATORY §0. 5

Has your company ever gone into the field and
seen, observed, or counted, or in any way shown ainy intcerest in
ascertaining how muceh dust is created by the worxker applying
your products when he is in an enclosed area such as a pullding,
factory, room, cr ccnfined space? Answer “Yes” or "Ho."
AdSWalt 1O SUPPLU/ENTAL INTERROGATORY NO. 5

Yes.

SUPPLEMENTAL INTSRAOGATORY 4O, §

If your answer is "Yes” to Interrogatory id. 5,
then please explain the detaills of when and wheré such obsepr-
vations were taxen, by whom they were taken, giving the
complete name and address, thc system used for such observa-
tior. and the complete results, and to whom the results were
reported. .

ANSWuR TQ SUPPLIWENTAL IwTERROGATORY §O. 6

Dust counts were made in our own plant in April
of 1Y67; also at the Unlon Carbide shops, located at Institute,
West Virginia in the fall of 1967, and again in the spring of
1370 at the Union Carbide shops. The first tests were on
material containing 0% asbestos. The second tests [spring
of 1970] were on asbestos—free products.

The second test was done by Hobert Peal, Union
Carvide Company hygienist. We have no copy of the results of
this test since thils was an "in house" document. We have
been advised tnat Phlllp Carey meets current standards.

Results of these tests have been glven to Union

Carvide, Dow Chemical and other significant users of this

product.

g0,
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If your company 1s one contending tihat some dust
count constiiutes a threshold level, please explaln in detail
whuen you got suca information, exactly wnat it is, sctting out
all the details which you have concerning tinls in its entirety,
and what your canpany has done to advisce those who might use
your products.

BHOWER TO SUPPLLLNTAL LVTERR0GATORY 0, 7

In talking avout threshold limit values referred
to in prior intorrogatories, tals information was received by
your defendant from imerlcan Conference of Industrial fiygienists,
described in a serles of puilications entitled "Threshold Limit
Values of firtoras Contaminantsz.”

DATED this 21st day or September, 1370.

RULBRIGHT, CRO0KEE, FRELIAN,
BATES & JAWORSAI

By

}ﬁmETVEﬁaﬂﬁ"UFT"“"T”“_”

Bank of the Southwest Building
Houstor, Texas 77002 2247070

Attorneys for Defendant, Panacon

.Corporation [Philip Carey Corporation]

THe BTATE OF TEXAS §
§
COUNTY QF HARRIS §

BEFQRL M, the undersigned authority, on this day
personally appeared V. il, ARHOLD, JR., known to me to Le the
attorney of record for the vefendant mentioned above and to
be the person Wwilose name is suobscribed to tne foregoing instru-
ment, and acknowledged to me tnat he executed the same for tie
Lurposes and consideration therein eéxpressed and that the same
1s truc ang correct.

Glven under my hand and seal of office this the
21st day of September, 1370,

T THOTARY PUELTC TH R E oK T
HARRIS COUNTY, T b X A S

CERTINICATE OF SLRVICE

I certify that a copy of the foregolng instrument
was served on the following attorneys by malling a true and
correct copy thereof to their respective offlces on this 2lst
day of September, 1977,

-l
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ir. Ward Stephenson
Stopheason & Thomnson
Stepaenson pBullding
Orange, ‘f'exas

iir, Geo, A. Weller

Weller, Wiheelus, Green % Brocato
Beaumont Savings Bullding

P, 0. Box 359

Beaumont, Texas T7704

#Mr. George ©. Duncan
F, 0. box 3728 .
beaumont, Lexas 77704

Mr. Gordon k. Fate
Beaunmont Savings Building

Beaumont, Texas T7701
dr. Ben L. Reynolds

Royster, Rayzor & Cook
877 San Jacinto Bullding
Houston, Texas 77702

¥r, Jale Dowell
707 Beaumont Savings Bullding
Beauront, Texas 77701

Mir., James W. Hehaffy, Sr.
San Jacinto -Bullding
Beaumont, Texas 77701

o]
ifr., Charles S. Pipkin
P. 0. Box 1632

bBeaumont, ‘exas T7T704

Mr, Jonn G. Tucker
Orgain, Bell & Tucker
Beaunont Saviags Building

Beaumont, Texas 77701
Mr. Gerald F. Coley

Vinson, LZlxins, Searls & Connally
Pirst City idational Bank Buillding
Houston, Texas 77002

rir. Hobert L.
P. 0. Box 50398
Beagumont, 'lexas

parnes, Jr.
777006

dAr. Mrank Bean

Bean & iflanning

500 Jefferson Bullding
Houston, Texas 77702

W. . irnold, Jr.
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