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After revieving the copy of supslementnry interrogatories vhich were
suclesed with your letter dated October 3, 1958, we decided that the
best procedure would be %0 permit you (o prepare the formal reply %
the supplementary interrogatories froem the fulloving information:
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The use of respirators was mot adopted as a result of

various Industrial Rygiens Poundation surveys, but as

s result of mumerous industrial hygiene surveys comducted

by J-i employess at our plant locstions over a peried of
Jeers. The maxinum acceptadle concentrations as established
by the American Confereace of Governmmental Industrial
Eygienists are accepted as Conpany standards to de maintained.

JNTERROGATORY WO, 2

¥ith the exception of Insulating Cemeat: X1 and 302,
the products listed 4in the reply to (1) of the original
interrogatories are hard products vhich do mot contain
any dust wvhich may csuse asbestosia if inhaled in
sufficient quantities. A dust may be crested if the
roducts vere to be shaped and cut by & saw, Insulsting
ement:s 301 and 302 sre dry cements and therefore would contain
e dust vhich could be inhaled.
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To the best of eur kmowvledge, the defendant has never
provided special veantilating equipment to any applicator,

INTERROGATORY %O, &

The defendant knows or has resson to believe that
approximately twelve employees huve contracted
asbestosis vhile employed by JOHNS-MANVILLE CORPORATION
or its subsidiaries since 1946.
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The defendant does not supply respirators to all of its
employees engaged in manuf.cturing operations. Isdustrial
hygiene surveys conducted by J-M persomnel indicate wh®ther
or not a particular area exceeds the maximum acce:table
concentration. Once this standard has been exceeded, the
employees in the area sre required to wear rcapirat.ors

until the dust is controlled by ventilatiom, aad/or work
uthodo, and/or formmla changes, asd/or improved housekeeping

VYory tﬂly yours,
JOHNS-MANVILLE CORPORATION

A. M, SCHMIDT
-Insurance Manager

bees Al L. nak. Jr.
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