
i e e FILED Tid e URTnis SUALY LS DISTAICT COURY U. S. DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

SEP 231970 
JAMES R, COONFiY{ CLERK 

FOR Tlie sASWLRn DISWRICEY OF TEXAS 

BLAUMONY DIVISION 

Virginia end SAUnL R. POTTUR § bleuny g 
V. § CIVIL ACTION WO: (329 

§ 
FIBRZBOARD PAPiR PROLUCTS § 
CORPORATION, LI AL - § 

CLARsSACE BOHEL § 
§ 

\E § CIVIL ACRION a0 G445 
5 R 

FIBRGS0OARD PAPEIR PRODULYS 8 
CORPORATION, o Au 3 

J. J. CRAWIORD § 
3 

V. § CIVIL ACTION RO: 6492 
§ 

PIBRuBOARD PAPSR PRODUCYS § 
C PORATION, L0 AL § 

AHNSWLES OF DolENOANT PANACOS CORPOXATION 
[PHILIP CARLY CORPORATION] 10O INToLRROCA- 
TORI=S PROPOUHDED ViDoR RULE 33 OF Tiid 
FUDRRAL RULLS OF CIVIL PROCEOURLE AND 
SERVED UPOW YOUR DLFLNUAdY'S COULSLL O 

AUGDST 25, 1970 

T0: PLATSWIFES, SAdULZL R, POTYTER, CLARENCE BORsL AWD 
J. J. CRAWFORD, AND THEIR ATIONKsnY WARD STEPHLNSOW, 
STEPHEASON & THOMPSOR, STuPHLASON BUILLDING, ORAJGL, 
TuXAS 

COMLS {OW Pnilip Carey Corporation, defendant 

in the above entitled and numbered causes througn its atrorueys 

of record, and makes the followlng answers to supplemental 

interrogatorics neretofore served on it by counsel for the 

plaintiffs. 

SUPPLeENTAL TWPHRROGATORY 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 
thresinold limits. 
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AASWER TO SUPPLYUINGAL TTHRINCATORY 10, 1 

Wo have ever 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. 

SUPPLalEnTAL TWESRR0GATORY O, 2 

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

ANSWER 10 SUPPLoifiTAL INUSRROGATORY O, 2 

We did not formally advise those using our 

product of our speclfic threshold limits prior to tnla date 

simply because most of our customers who use the product in 

slgnificant amounts to have a serious problem, such as Union 

Carbide, Dow Chemical, Inc., ete., have their own technlecal 

staff and "in house" hyglenists who are well-aware of the 

rowblems and threshold limits on broducts used in thelir 
. 

organizations. 

SUPPLEMENTAL TWIERROGATORY 1O. 3 

Wnat do you contend to be the "thrghold limits! 
as used in answering written interrogatories previously pro- 
pounded to you. 

ANSWER TO SUFPLENMeNTAL INTURROGATOAY NO. 3 

In the product produced until September 23, 1369, 

since it contained approximately 6% of asbestos fiber, we 

consldered tie threshold limit on dust generated in the use 

andaapplication of our product to be five million parts per 

cubic feet of ailr. 1In the product produced since that date, 

we consider the threshold limits to be fifty millioq parts 

per. cuble feet of air, sincé it no longer contains asbestos 
fiber. Some consideration 1s belng gilven to reducing tais 

to twenty-five milllon parts per cublc feet of alr. 

SUPPLIHENTAL IHTERROGATORY NO. 4 

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

P 
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| 

ANSWiR TO SUE?LhMENTALAINTERROQATQRXmNQ,>g | 

i 
this informatlon was obtained from the Pivision 

! 
of Salety and idygilene of the Industrial Commission wh%n they 

conducted dust tests in our own manufacturing facillty 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 mecting of that date. 

SUPPLEMENTAL TNTERROGATORY §0. 5 

Has your company ever gone into the field and 
seen, observed, or counted, or in any way shown any intereast in 
ascertaining how much dust is created by the worker applying 
your products when he is 1n an enclosed area such as a pullding, 
factory, room, or ccnfined space? Answer “Yes” or "Ho.," 

Yes. 

SUPPLaMdTAL TNTARAOGATORY w0, ¢ 
If your answer is "YesTM to Interrogatory nb. 3, 

then please explain the detalls of wnen and where such obsep- 
vations were taxen, by whom they were taken, glving the 
complete name and address, tac system used for such observa- 
tior. and the complete results, and to whom the results were 
reported. . 

ANSWLR TO SUPPLLAENTAL InNTERROGATORY #0. 6 
Dust counts were made in our own plant in April 

of 1967; also at the Unlon Carbide shops, located at Institute, 

West Virginia in the full of 1967, and again in the spring of 

1970 at the Union Carbide shops. The first tests were on 

material containing 6% asbestos. The second tests [spring 

of 1y7J] 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. 

o1 
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v, 7 s, 

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

BHOWER TO SUPPLLLNTAL LVTERROGATORY 0, 7 
In talking avout threshold limit values referred 

to in prior intorrogatories, tals information was received by 
your defendant from fmerican Conference of Industrial Hyglenlsts, 
described in a serles of puvlications entitled *Phreshold Limit 
Values of AirLorac Contaminants, "t 

DATED this 21st day of September, 1270, 

PULBRIGHT, CRO0KLER, PREXAN, BATES & JAWORSAI 

By - . 
We i Arnold,TuE, T T 

Bank of the Southwest Building Houston, Texas 77002 2247070 

Attorneys fop Defendant, Panacon .Corporation [Puilip Carey Corporation] 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 

COUNYY QF HARRIS 

BEFORL M, the undersipgned authority, on this day peérsonally appearecd W. . ARHOLD, JR., known to me to be the attorney of recorg for the vefendant meutioned above and to be the person Wiose name is suvscribed to tne foregoing instry- ment, and acunowledged to me that he exescuted the same for ths Lurposes and consideration therein expressed and that the same 1s truc and correct. 

Givern under my hand and seal of office this the 21st day of September, 1avto, 

T THOTARY PUELTC TH R E oK HARRIS COUNTY, T b X A 8 

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, 

e 

qe7 

The Borel v. Fibreboard Case File (1969-1972), Answers to plaintiffs' joint interrogatories
ACL Doc 10177 · Page 4 of 5

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/10177/4

https://asbestosclaims.law/library/10177/4


v, Ward Stephenson 
Stophcason & Thomnson 
Stepaenson Bullding 
Orange, ‘f'exas 

iir, Geo, A. Weller 
Weller, Wieelus, 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 
Beaumont Savings Bullding 
Beaumont, Texas T7701 

dr. Ben L. Reynolds 
Royster, Rayzor & (ool 
877 San Jacinto Bullding 
Houston, Texas 77702 

Hr, Oale Dowell 
707 Beaumont Savings Bullding 
Beaumont, Texas 77701 

fir, James W. HMehaffy, Sr. 
San Jacinto -Bullding 
Beauwmont, Texas 77701 
i 
sr, Charles S. Pipkin 
P, 0. Box 1632 
Beaumont, Texas T7To4 

Mr, Jonn G. Tucker 
Orgain, Bell & Tucker 
Beaunont Saviags Building 
Beaumont, Texas 77701 

Mr. Gerald P, Coley 
Vinson, Zlkins, Searls & Connally 
Pirst City dational Bank Bullding 
Houston, Texas T7002 

tir. Robert L. bBarnes, Jr, 
P. 0. Box 5028 
Beaumont, Texas 77706 

dAr. Prank Bean 
Bean & iflanning 
500 Jefferson Building 
Houston, Texas 77702 

W. N. Arnold, Jr. 

qb? 
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