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FOR ‘THE DISTRICYT OF NEW JERSEY
CIVIL ACTION # 76-1482

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY.
: LAW DIVISION-CAMDEN COUNTY
DOCKET NO. L-45534-75

.a2¢e with the rules
Bt

.gisod, Attorncys

MORTON J. AUSTIN, H
Plaintiff, : -

Vs, :
i : INTERRCGATORIES
il JOiNS MANVILLE CORPORATION, :
1t LAKE ASZEZSTUS CO., INC. RNKri H
i AMETRICAN RS3ISTOS €O0., INC., :
;g PHILIP CAREY COMEANY, A Division H
" of Peraccr Cerporation (a,/w/a :
' CAREY CANADIAN, A SubsiZiary of :
I JIM WATEZRS, INT.} ILLINOS 3
!° MINERAL s SILICIA CO., INuC. :
; anéd JOHN DCE (S}, :
i Defenlants. : i
1 » i -
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. Please identify yourself by stating vour name, present address, .
.~2 position vou occupy in the defencant company and describe your usual
s+ies in that position. .

“NSWER: C.G. Morgan, 150 M. Vacker Drive, Chicago, Illinois E€E0€0€.
oresident and Chief Executive Officer. *** .

»

***During the course of the preparation of the Answers to these Interroga- ;
tories , North American Asbestos Co., Inc. was disolved as of May,
1978. May E. Meyer, whose signature is annexed tc the Certification .o
is the lLiguidating Trustee anéd has custody of all North American .
2sbestos' records. He has reviewed and assisted in providing infor- - -
mation with respect to these Answers to Interrogatcries. His address |
is in care of Lord, Bissell & Brook, 115 South LasSalle Street,
Chicago, Illinois 60603. .

-

emainder of these interrogztories, kindly male

) fore answering the r > .
2 ‘ . emzloyees % the defendant and make

uiry of 2ll agents, servants, and

V‘—:c:‘ » -+ I3 - ‘ .:
-aference to all records and written materials in the pcssession of the .
-afencdant as will enzble you to make full and true inswers~to these . ;.-
.nterrogatories. Have you first done so ? . ‘ Dl

ANSWER: Yes. to the extent pdésible. Horth American Asktestos Corp:rg:ion
was cdisolved as of May 19, 1978 and is rnow in liquidaticr.
-
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.. With respact to the defendant: (2) State its State of incorporation,
=) The adcdress of its princigal place of business, {(c) the date of its
- lncorporatioa. )

2 ANSWER: (a) Illincis; g

(b) 150 N. Wacker Drive, Chicago, Illinois 60608, until May 19, 1978.
{¢c) October 14, 1923. :

.. On and before January, 1972, was the defendant engaged in the mining
.n@/or producing and/or manufacturing and/or processing, and/or .
upplying and/or distributing of raw asbestos, and/or asbestes products
5d compounds ? : ' :

_ ANSVER: Distribution of raw asbestos fibres and certain asbestos products
" such as yarn and rope.

State the rnames and present acdresses of 2ll companies which mined,
-oduced, manuiactured, processed, supplied, and/or distributed raw
Bestos anc/or ascestos products cn bshalf of the defendant to the

"'2ns Zorning Fiberglas tlant in Bexrlin, New Jersey on ard before Jancary,
z73. .

ANSWER: TFrom 1558 to 1867, Owens Ccraing purchased raw ashestos ’
Zibres from EGNEP (Pty.) Limited on zn FOB South Africa basis. TFrom
19658 tc October 1C, 1972, this Defandant scld directly raw asbhestes
fibres to Owens Corning on an FOBR Phailadelphia, Pennsylvania bhasis.

-G

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-001744

Austin v. Johns-Manville, North American Asbestos Company's Answers to Interrogatories (1978) Published by AsbestosClaims.Law
ACL Doc 12957 - Page 3 of 37

asbestosclaims.law/library/12957/3


https://asbestosclaims.law/library/12957/3

nw o
a7/’ 720

t each company listed in onswer # 5 above state: (a) tne inclusiwve
; during which it mined, produced, manufactured, processed, supglied,
. : istributed raw asbestos and/or asbestes products and compounds
half of the defendant to the Owens Corning Fiberglas plant, Berlin,

s2y, (L) the exzct toerms and contents of any and all contracts
ements between defendant in each s2id company concerning the

roduecing, manufacturing, processing, supplying and/cr distributing

w asbestos and/or acbastos products and compounds to the Owens :
tzning Fiberglas plant, Berlin, New Jersey, (c) the name, company pesition |

<< present a:;*ess of the pe'scu who negotiated said contract or agree-
~:at on defendant's behals ’
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ANSWER: (a) See answer to #5. ' ' : :
(b) See answer to #5. :

(c) From 1956 to 1970, Robert Cryor (now deceased) and from
December 1, 1971 to October 1972, C.G. Morgan.

e

rt

the generic nares_ and trade names of all types of raw asbesctos '

asbestos products and compounds mired, produced, manufactured,
ed and/cr distrizuted by you, or your contractual agents ard s50id
Owens Corning Fiberglas plant, Berlin, New Jersey, giving the date

vou began te¢ mine, produce, manuvfacture, process, supply, and/or
yzoibute such m“-erzals

{including your contractuxl agents),starting
1526, 2 description of the materizis and what. they contalined.

S e BT
LU R I 7 ]

TR N o
H

I8
w3

ANSWER:. Amosite asbestos in the.forﬁ of raw asbestos £Libres
during the period 18356 to_October,;972..

-
-
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:s22Zulness, purpose and/or

O~y AN

For each ingredient listed in answer i 7 above de
fencticn was.

ANSWER: As insulation and re-enforcement cof asbh

.

;. Tor each ingredient listed in answer 2 7:

(a) State whether your company prcduced said ingr
= was supplied by another company.

/~ANSVWER: (a) Raw asbestos

B

4

—

.1bres were mined by EGN_.

(b) If it were sugpled by another company, list &

idéresses of all companies which suppl-ed each suon

1926 to 1972,

(b) EGNEP (Pty.) Limitéd, Burlingtoh House, 22 Ris:

2000, Scuth Africa.

Austin v. Johns-Manville, North American Asbestos Company's Answers to Interrogatories (1978)
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.. For each ingredient listed in answer % 7
:s3¢ivlness, purpose &nd/or function wes.

ANSWER:

above describe what its

As insulation and re-enforcement of ashestos cement products.

J. Tor each Lngred;ent listed ln answer # 7:

(a) State whether you* company procuced said 1ngred1ent or whether
it was supprlied by another company.

/~ANSVER:

.

(2) Raw asbestos fibres were mined by EGNEP (Pty.) Limited;

(b) If it were suppled by another company,
:ddresses ¢f all ccmpanies which suppli
15368 to 1972, '

list the names and
ed each such ingredient from

(b) EGNEP (Pty.) Limited, Burlington vouse,. 22 Rissik Stree., Johznnesbusg
2000, ScuthA:rzﬂa.

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-001747
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ate cthe inclusive dates during which each supplied each such

195€ to October ., 1972;

’
-

(d) State the exact terms and contents of any and all contracts
.2~agrgements between cefendant and each such company concerning
soduction and supply. of each such ingredients. ‘

See answer to question 5.

(e} State the name, present address and companv position of the
:vson who negotiazed each sush contract or agreement on defendant's
Jhalf. g :

See answer to question 6(c¢);

ate the physical form (including size, shape, color and any"
inent descriptive charac:eriscics) in which defendant and/or
ctual agents shipped and/or suprlied a2nd/or distribuzed its
os and/or asbestos products and compouncds to Owens Corning
Plant, Berlin, New Jersey, furnishing the dates thereof.

' d

Raw ashestos fibres were shipped‘in bags during the period 1956
to October, 1972. .

« °

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-001748
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. Describe in

full and complete detail the intended uses or purposes
. { defendant's raw asbe snos und/cr asoestos products and compounds which
.r@ scif through the mazk ng process to Owens Corning Fiberglas plant,
2zlin, New Jersey.

.-~ ANSWER: Upon information and brlief, as insulation and re-enfcrcement
for asbestos cement products.

.~. Did you ever at any time from 1936 to 1973 give warnings to workers
.ours as well a2s othars) of

the dangercus nature or propensity of your
-7 asbestecs and/or asbastos c*c-uc*s mined, produced, manufactured

‘ccessed, supplied and/or distributed ? If so, describe your wa:nlﬂ,s,

.ve +the dates such warning were issued and to whem such warnings wverce
rven a2nd how they were cu“l;;heu or made knoun.

ANSWZR Since June 19, 1872, on ackuo“‘edgme ts of purchase orders
Z s»d on ba's containiag raw asbestos fibres the ;ollcw1ng is stateq:
CAUTION Prescautions should be taken wnen handling asbestes to aveoid
creating dust. Breathing asbestos dust may cause serious bodily pazna."

What studies have you macde ta determine the effect of your raw
e5To! i

st0s and/cr ashestos products on the lungs, and/or ghysical coniitiosn
Darsecns whose em:logmen exs

4 exzosnes tham to you: raw asbestos anid/or
shestos products and cumpouncs ? ..

ANSYVER: This Defendant at one time furnished samples of asbestos
fibres to Dr. Irving Selikoff in connection with his studiss. This

Defendant also is a member ofﬂthe Asbestos Information Associztioa
and bas access to its studies.

-
-
Sl

-

-
.

-

N

‘\ .
\)
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-
-
-

3. “ho made such studies, when were they
©

. made, and attach ccpies of
ports of such studies.

Ay \--
ANSVER:

See answer to #12.

-4. Did you package and/or sell any raw asbestos and/cr asbestos products
Irom +the years 193€ to 1972 ? If so, how was the raw asbestos and/or
.sbestos procucts solé {(by and through whom)}, howv was the raw asbestos
.nd/cr ascestos profucts ca*kaged and was the raw asbescos and/cr

1shestos products universally used through out the United Staczes,
.neluding the Cwens Corning Fiberglas plan

E £, Berlin, lew Jexsey.
SNSWER: This Defendant during the period 1954 to 1372 acted 2s a sales
-spresentative and also bought

and scld raw asbestos and certzin asbestcs
=roducts such as rope aad yarn. The -raw asbestos was shipped in bags from .
Szvth Africa. Such raw materizl was used by various maaufacturers of
w.sbestos products in the United States, such as the Owerns
nlant, Berlin

Ccrning Fiberglass
1, New Jersey. .

-

.5. If your raw asbestos aznd/or asbestos prodaczs were used.primarily

_n any specific location or area, state where such raw asbestos and/or
izsbestos products were primarily used.

.‘.2\' SWER:

See answer #14.

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-001750
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wize that p

- 2.-Do vou recoyr rolonzed exuusure and/or usce cf raw
32¢s5%0s and/or ashestos proiucts which are either mired, produced,
iznufaecturad, processed, distributed and/or sucplied by vou can cause
- - ccorntrizute to cause varicus ocscupational diseases, includinc but
cc limiced to, asbestosis, silicosis, emphysema, dermatitis and/or
.angar ?
ANSWER: No. Although asbestosis is a disease associated with the inhalati

0% high concentrations of asbestos fitres over many years, hygiene standard:
have been established for zsbestos dust which are designed to virtually

eliminate the risk of develQring the earliest recognizable clinical sigmns .
Hzs your company periormec” any studles or has your company ordered (gee

studies by others concerning the effects of inhalation of asbestos attac!
£ibers by one using or being exposed to any of the asbestos, (includ:
s manufactured by your company ? In answer to this question raw)
ive the date and nature of such studies, if any, the name or
the persons concucting the studies anéd their addresses, what -
e purpose of the studies was, and attach a copy of any report based
.gon such studies, .showing to whom such report was given and when.

e

.
-
-
-
a

-

By

™oy

3
t
°
i
e

n 1

g

&
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)

ANSWER: See answer #12.

.

)

ave you cr any of your employees conducted studies designoed to

nt, minimize and/or eliminate the inhalation of asbestos dust and °
s by thosc exposed to the use of your company's raw asbestos and/
sastos products compounds ? If so, give the namc .or names of such
as conducting such studics, attach c¢opies of such studies, by

parm Aty e oAl ardl FA crmam elmarr timwa ~dran P S aka) ned eeabn

TR I

Y ey ety
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CONTINUATION OF #16:

. . . .of asbestosis. The minimization of asbestosis at the
same time minimizes any associated risk of silicosis, empnhysema,

dermatitis and cancer.

+ 8

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-001752
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19. Did you or do you or your company have any inspection of arezs whers
vorkers are using raw asbestos and/or asbestos products mined, produced,
wanufactured, processed, supplied and/or distributed by your company as

o the dust count ? If you do not, then please explain why thishas or is not
ione, ané if you do, please explain what action, has been and/or is

taken by your company following the taking of dust counts in any of the -
.ocations referreé to above. Also, please give the dates and places,

£ any, that your company first started making such dust counts, and

zet forth in detail the dates and places that this has been done since.

-

ANSVWER: No. This Defendant is a szales représeﬁtafive and
distributor and its customers are well known manu-acturers in thne

asbestos prcducts industry.

.

20. Does your company xeccgnize that as early as 1900 Dr. H. HMcontague

Hurray, a phvs;czan in Lendon's Charing Cross Hospitel, found spicules

5f asbestos in lung tissue ? If the answer is yes, then state what acticn,

if any, your company has taken sinze 1900 to prevent, reduce and/or

3l;n1“a:e the dangers to those using your raw asbestos and/or asbestos
rocducts f£rom inhaling the dust and fibers.

ANSWER: This information has not been made available to this
Defendant. .

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-001753
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. Do;' yourcompany recognize that in 1924 Dr. W.E. Cock, 2lso

qlan* founc clcgr evidence of asbestosis and that such discavery
5 gu slished in British Medical Journzl of July 26, 1924 and re- : :
_ublished in 1927 ? If the answer is yes, then please s:tats what

29270NR

-l -

stizn, if any, was tanen by yocur company based upon these studies to

- - za2vent, recuce or eliminate asbestosis in those using your raw ashes:tos
-nd/or asbestos groducts. If your answer is that you do not recegrize
.ae truth of such statement, then please state what your company ras
.2ne in an effort to keep abreast of medical literature concerzning the
..sease and/or diseases produced from the raw asbestos and/or asbestos
szoducts which you mine, produce, manufacture, process, distribute and/
.z supply, if in truth you have.

ANSWER: This information has not been made available to this Defendant.

. -

. Coes your company recoynize that in 1931, the English Parliamenct
~ssed legislation makirg asbestosis a cﬂﬁ:ansable discase and reguect
“?r""e~ no-ho;s of exhausc vencilztion and dust suppressicn in asbes
B!
z
~

." )

ng
28

ile factcries, and alsos instituted periodical medical examinztions
workers engaged in particulzarly éusty processes in the asbestcs-
tziie industzy ? IS you do recognize the truth of the statement above, . -
zase state what actior, if any, your cynsany took in response to sSukin
qledce in an effort to prevent, reduce and/or eliminate the effecus
zsbestos to those using your zaw asbestos and/or asbestes products.
ycu dc not recogn-zﬂ the truth of such statement pleasc state why yours
smpany éid not keep in touch with legirslation and/or programs adopted
1Je;v~r;nc te reduce or eliminate the disease of asbestosds in those
ing raw asbestos  and/cr asbestos products. Do ycu agree that once
9e=tos fibers or dust are inhaled into the lungs, thare is no way
r the body to naturally eliminate such dust or fibers from the lurngs
:r the balance of such person's life ?

in

ANSVWER: Yes. See answer #12 Trkis Deteadznt does not zgree with the
st ¢iment that there is no way Ior the bedy to naturally eliminste dust
cr fibres from the lungs. .

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-001754
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/ . ) . . ;
2. What technique, if any, does your cocmpany use to make dust samplings,
ho!

.plaining the technigue and when it was commenced and what the purpose was'

~d what action has heen taken in response to the findings as to the dust.
nples?2 ’

3

Iy

e L. -
— BTN .. .- .- - .- . o e oy v ~res -

ANSWER: This defeniant 4id not make édust samplings; Ncrth American
Asbestos Corporation was a sales representative and a dis=- .

tributor.cf raw asbestos fibers ‘and certain asbestos.products._. .

— - It did not mine, manufacture or process asbestos products. .

. .
cme o e

‘. Does your company recognize that asbestos causes asbestos-induced
ing cancer ? If you answer is “"Yes”, when did you come to such
:alization andé what action did you take in response thereto ? If your
i5Wer is “Nc" then please explain why no studies were made by your
~mpany to ascertain thaz this fact was indeed true and thereafrer ta take
==icn to advise those exposed to your raw asbestos and/or asbestos products
! <heir dangerous natura or propensityZ2 - -

ANSWER: MNo. 'See answers #12 and 16.

& e

5. Does your company recognizs that .there is a diract connection between

~e inhalation of asbestcs.dust and fibaers and tl.: diseaas of mesothelioma 2
4 your answer is “yes" , to this question then pleas: advise whal potizes
:re given to those exposed to your raw askestos anc/or asbestos procducss

< tnis fact, the date of such notices and the metnzds of dissemination

: publication cf same. - . '

- -

ANSWZR: See answer #i6. . ’ - . .

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-001755
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. . ; cc
) Déeé-vou- company place any warning signs on its raw asbestus and/or <

- .estos preduczs? If so, please state cxactily what the warning is, where oo
. T is- usad and when 15s use was ‘i*st begu £ your answer to this N
-seion 15 "Yes" then plezse exprlain why vou- cempany  uses such warning 55

.Lcas. .

ANSWER: See answer #£1l1.

. Do you agree that asbestos has been directly associated medically
:n the dissase of cor pulmonale ? . .

ANSVER: No.

. Does your company recognize the physical characteristics of and .
:mical properties of asbestos fibers persist unimparied beyond the R
ajevity of humans ? In other words, unlike scme dangerous products, it

:5 not eventually dissipate or reduce itself in danger to those whe might

exposed to it ? .

B

.

ANSVER: No.

Does vour ccmpany reccunize that yeazr by vear,. more asbes:os is used
the United States, andé ther:zfore the public is thersby expossd to a
‘zeter and greatar extent to the inhalztion of zsbastos dust and f£lber ?

yow answer 1is "Yes" then pl:2asa state what acticn ycur company has
.ea to prevenz, reduce or eliminate this cdanger and what actien, if

[~f-3

=s, you hava <axen to notify the public at large of this canger.

ANSWER: Nco. The use of amosite fibres has heen decreasirg. Furtherm:c: o,
tests in the urban atmosphére have recorded the presencer ¢ asbestos -
ia amounts at least 1,000 times below those regarded as the standard

for asbestcs dust in occupational situations. There is no evidence thas
this trace amount of asbestos in ths urban environment can cause damzge to
the lungs of the generzal public See rerort or the Adviscry

Ccmmittee on Asbestcs Cancers to the Director ¢f the Internatioral Agsncy

.. Haos ysur company censulted wiht Dr. Izving J. Selikeff, of New York, (sep

York, eancerning asbestosis,and if so. pleas2 state when and under I:l
circumstzances and what information, if any, was furnished by voar

w
ERd
.mpany to him, giving dates of such information.

ANEWEE: Yes. See answer #12. .

-

CONTINUATION OF #2
.for Research on Cancer . (Worth Health Organization), Lyon, October.

1972

CRMC-Motley1000-Subj-001756
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ou have any la2bor inspectors or anyone from your company whose

© to areas where raw asbestes and/or asbestos preducts
-1 ec to make a dust level count, and if so, please state .
r company stzrted such procedure, the purpose of it, and what
if any, was taken in response to your £findings.

ANSYER: No. This Defendant is a sales representative and distributer
of raw asbestos fibres and certain asbestos products.. It does not
manufacture asbestos products itself.

Is your ccmpany familiar with the hearing conducted in March, 1957,
re the House of Representatives of the United States Congress Sub--
.ttee on lLakor? :

ANSWER: No. -

. Do ycu agree that the problem of asbestos dust extends,further than
those merely handling vyour raw asbestos and/or uzstustos preducts but
Rl

3% the exposure is shareéd with other construction werkers using same .
.5 well ? : - )

ANSVER: No.  See answer to qhestion #29.

»
. —
-

-

-

3. Xf your answer to the preceeding interrogatory is "No", then please
~ate whether or not you have familiarized yourcelf with th2 testimony of
-. William H. Stewart, Surgeon General of the United States before the
~mmittae meniioned above that probably three and one-half millien
anstruction workers or more arve being exposed to asbestss dust and in
.idicion to :those workers actually handling the materials coataining
"sbestos ? :

A AT r——— LTI ot e e e m mes = =S o

te 8

-
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iz consists of."

. ANSWER: No. See answer #29. 4 !

TvL208

*. Is it possible to distinguish your raw asbestos and/cr asbestos

rcducts from those mined, manufactured, produced, processed, cdistributed
3/or supplied from thcse cf a competitor ? If your answer is "Yes"”

.sase describe how you contend your raw asbestos and/or asbestos products .
-~ all instances can be distinguished from.those of a competitor, ie, -
rrely by names or ‘package or by appearance of the products themselves,

i there are asbestos products anéd/or raw asbestos which cannot be, in . .
~ur opinion, distinguished from raw asbestos and/or asbestos products . .

< a similar kind mined, produced, manufactured, ‘processed, supplied and/ -
- distributed by a competitor, please state the name of such rawv asbestos -
13/or asbestos product, who mines, produces, manufacturers, processes,
.pplies and/or distributes it, as well as the trade name cf the asbestos
rzduct and/or raw.asbestos mined, produced, manufactured, processed,
.oplied and/or distxibuted by your competitox. ) .

ANSVWER: Amosite fibres differ in color, length of fibre and are'less .
~owdery in consistency. Jchnms Manville and many other corporations heve
~ined raw asbestos fibres in many parts oI the United States agd Canacza
which products are sold;in competition with the raw asbestos fibtres .
distributed and sold by, this Defendant. :

-

3. It is true, is it not, that most of the products manufactured by
~ compary containirg asbestcs will in most instances have to be curt,
vw2d, seribed, shaved or mixed by the ultimate user and his employees ?

1. - N - - M . M T - — - T T .

334

-

O W ke mees -

-,

ANSWER:. This defendant 2ié not .mantfactura aay product.

. -
L e . . .
- .

: - . . - o
. It is tekze, is it not, that a majority of your product is raw o
~oestss ? : . o :
ANSWEE: Yes. the majority of prsoduct sold by This éefendant was ra~

asbestos. _ : .

Please provide the names of the‘states'and countrsies whare your .
‘zv asbestos and/or asbestos products are used, giving the teginning
-2 ending cates (if applicable). .

- .

ANSTIR: 1954 to date'throughout the United States, Canada and Mexico,

.
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~. How'many ycars has your company been encaged in the niq'ng,
aguc-ng, munufacturlng processing, shipping and/or distributing
- ! raw asbestos an“/or asbestos products ané which are cemmonly Lseﬂ
insulators and asbestos workers, esc.?

2208

J ANSWZIR: 1954 to date.

. If you, your company, ©Or your company's attorneys, contend that any
‘spiraters or other areath,ng device is currently on the marke: that
.2l prevent the inhalation of asbestos dnsh and fibers, give a detailed
'sc.zpcxcﬁ of such respirator or other & reathing device , together with

.« you know that this will prevent the -nhalatlon of such dust and
.-2rs, what tests were ccnd;cted by whom and where, with sufficient

»2ail ¢o0 enable us to obtain the results of such tests, also the dates
-2n said respirators.were first marketed.

ANSWER: Employees of customers of 'this Defendant have used respirators

or other breathingdevices to prevent the inhalation of azsbestecs dust. This
Defendant has no knowledge as to what testing has been done with respect to
tbhe manufacture and distribution of such devices and refers to the general
literature of the manufacturers of such dev;ces. .

It is 4rue, is-it nct, that vour cempany has for mary years mined,
rcduced, manufactured, processed, sucsl;ae and.or distributed raw
:zestos and/or asbestos insulating materials and that such products
272 been placad upon the open market o be purchased and used by the

:z2lic ?

ANSYER: TYes, to the extert that such raw material kLas béea scld to
‘manufacturers of asbestos rroducts.

.. Do you or your ccmpany- racognize that raw asbestos and/or asbhestes
lating materials are dangzrous and harmful tc human kteings and t2
c:2 healeh of man ? If your answer to this cguzsticn is “Yes", then
..ease explain when you came to this conclusion;what, if anything. you
ave done about it to notify the public. If your answer is that your raw
.ibestos and/or asbestos products are not harmful then explain what tes=s
zre made upon which you base such conclusion.-

ANSVER: No. See answer #29.
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. Do you have any statistical figures available showing the number
amplovees employed by your company who are exposed to asbestos dust
i fibers and who have worked for your company 10 years or longer who
.7e lung disease ? If so, please give such figures.

ANSWER: No. Defendant is a distributor and sales representative.

har sources or informatien of your own knowled:r:, ~cezurnic the )
:8% common cause of death of one having asbeste..n; i. s.p rait -
‘ss¢ribe what the most frequent cause of death 7o .o sullovinge from

ich dissase is.

ANSVWZR: Ne.

-~
.

~77 state:
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(c) The total dollar vo.un- of sales e¢f raw gsacstos ancé/or asbestos

é,' te mined, produced, man c:ured processed, distributed and/or
:zplied by your company for eac c¢f the years since 1933€.

i. Give the name and address of the president of your company.

ANSWER: C.G. Morgan, 150 N. Vacker Drive, Chicago, I1llinois 60606.
" was formerly President of Neorth American Asbestos Corporat;on.

B 4 your company has been unable to answer any of the *orecovng
cerrcgatories herein prccounded, please state the name and address
the perscn in ycur company having knowledge cf the matters inguired
zu% in these interrogatoriés.

ANSVER: n/a

-

. o -
‘. Does your company recognize that Dr. Irving J. Selikoff of Mew York,
an outstanding authority in the field of asbustosis, particularly
-ang workers exposzd to asbestos dust anéd £ibers, incliuding but not

-.mited to insuvlation workers and handlers of raw asbestos ?

A\SV“P Yes. However Dr. Selikoif's ¢1nc1ngs are not wholly accepted
by other equally qualified au.noritle

13

-- Do you agres that the following scates have a Workmen's Compensation
7 covering the cccupational disease of asbestosxs beginning in theyear-s
‘. opposite their respective names:
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S2. Does your company recoygnize that asbestos causes asbestosis ?
1f your answer is "Yes" when did you come to such realization, and
what action did you take in response thereto ? If your answer is
“No", then please explain why no studies were made by your comparny
to ascertain that this fact was indzed true and thercafter to take
action to advise those uxposed to your raw asbestos and/or asbestos
products of their dangerous nature anéd/or propensity ?

ANSWER: See answer #16;

. . Y - - LGP . -
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53, Is or has F.J. Solon, Jr., been Vice Pregident for Environmental
NEfairs of Johns-ianville Corporatiocn, the parent corpcration of Johr
ranville Products Corporation anéd if so, since whet cate and what
other capacities has F.J. Soclon, Jr., been affiliated with Johns~
Manville Corporation since 1852 2

tY

ANSWER: n/a to this Defendant;

54, Did F.J. Solon, Jr. while Vice President for Environmental Affairs
of Johns~-Manville Corporation or at any time while an officer or
employee of said company, oppose publicizing the hazards that workers
who had been exposed to. asbestos dust and fibers were subject to
becavse of such exposure and if so, when .and where did he make his
.statement opposing such publication?

ANSWER: n/a to this Defendant,

-
-

2. Did any officers of the Johns-Manville
subsigiaries refusa to permit Dr. Selikoff
their personnel recerds ?

Corporation or its S
to obtain a list of ) -t

ANSWER: n/a to this Deiendant,

sxaries
Company
cime from 194C o the press-t

56. Was Johns-Manvi>le Corpcration ané/er any of its subsi
«he owner ani/or operator of the Unior Asb2stns anéd Rubber
plant of Patterson, New Jersey at any
time ?

.

ANSTER: n/a to this Defendant,

57. Did Johns-Manville Corperation's officers or its subsid.ary

officers at Manville, New Jerseyv refuse to coopzrate with Dr. Irving
J. Selikcff regzrding the incidents of exposure of the employees
at said Union Asbestos and Rubber Company plant when Dr. Selikoff

first approached them for this information some time prior to Januarr
1, 19592 . K
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89. when dié deferndant first install machines for
asbestos ?

ANSTYER: n/a to this Defendant.

60. Has defencant set a policy of hiring cnly non-
plants up to the present time ? If so, when?

ANSWER: n/a to this Defendant.

61. Did defendant, notify its stockholders that ¢}
Labor Secretary, James Hcégson, early in 15872 refu
standard of two fibers per c.c. only and permittir
of five fibers per c.c. was to the advantage of t
and earnings?

ANSVER: n/a to this Defendant.

-

£2. List the a2d8dresses 0f zall manuiz

Sturing., zacke

srocuction plants c¢f the dalsndant used in Ll mi

£ raw asbestos and/or asbestos products frum 1S4
" ANSVER: None

the effect of said properties and/or ingrecd.ern:
-Bbecause of breathing it into the lungs.

A WY p—— -
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59. When did defendant: first install machines for the bagging of
asbestos ? v

ANSWER: n/a to this Deiendant.

860. Has defendant set a policy of hiring only non-smokers in its
plants up to the present time ? If so, when?

ANSWER: n/a to this Defendant.

61. Did defendant, notify its stockhcldéers that the ruling by the B

. Labor Secretary, James Hodgson, early in 1972 refusing to adept ths :
standaré of two fibers per c.c. only and permitting the standard
of five fibers per c.c. was to the advantage of the company's sales
and earnings? ’

" ANSYER: n/a to this Defendant.

-

62. List the addresses of all manufacturing, packaging and/or
oroduction plants ¢f the defendant used in nlix miwlng and producing
¢f raw asbestos and/or asbestos products fruin i%.L Lo 1573, :

" ANSVER: None

"83. Of the physical properties and/or ingredients corntzainad in your
raw asbestos describe for each such property or ingredient the full
astent of defendant's knowledge, on and before January, 1573, as 2
tne effect of said properties and/or ingredients on the human boady
- because of breathing it into the lungs.

ANSWER: See answers #12, 16 and 29.
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64. List the
volume andé p:
édefendant be
in answer £

uthor, title,
e number, if

re January,
akbove.

publication date, and identify the
any, of all literature known to th:z
1973, concerning the effects describded

ANSWER: Se

o

answers #12, 16 and 29.

«

63. Describe in sequential cdetail how raw asbestos is mined, progduceld,
processec, mancizctured, and/or marketed, anc/cr supplicd and
distributed, startiny frem the raw materials and ceontinuing until the
rsw asbestos ané/or asiestos procuct in 'ts finished state la22ves

the Sefendant's possession or the pessession ¢f any companiss aciing
on deendant'

s tehalf.

ANSVER: Raw asbestcs is exzrac;ec b miring processes from the =2arth
is baggec and shipred tc various customers for use in the manuiaciur
of asbestos products. .

66. Describe in sequential detail how raw zsbestos is mined,

processed, manufactured ard/or marketed, and/cr supglied and

distributed, starting from ths raw materials and continuing untii the

raw asbest-os and/or acsbestss product..in its finished state leaves

the defandant’'s possassicn or the rossession of any companies acting

cn defendant's behalf and in what state said raw material and/or
seszos produst is in when it would reach Qwens Corning Fiberglas

produced,

olan., Berlin, New Jersey. :
ANSYVER: See answer 65. : .
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67. List any and all safety regulations in fsrce for employees of

. the defencant at any of its mines, production and,/cr prccessing
plants, concerning the handling, manufacturing, transportiag,
packaging, and/cr storing of its raw ashestos and/or asbestos products
£rom 1940 wo 1973.

ANSWER: From the time of its incorporaticn until 1973, this
defendant was 2 sales representative and/or a dis-
triktutor of asbestos. It did not mine, manufacture or
process asbestos. It therefore had no mines, produc-
tion and/or processing plants as referred to in
Interrogatory #67. The reguest that safety regulations
in force for employees of such plants be listed is
therefore not applicable to.this defendant.

.

€8. Describe in detail the clothing and/or egquipment worn by
defendant's employees engaged in the mining, manufacturing,
producing, processing, packaging, storing, and/ocr transporting
oS its raw asbestos and/cr astastos products. . ’

ANSWER: See #67

. . N A
‘69, State the full and complete purpese for each piece of ecuipment
and/cr clathing. .

ANKSWER: See #6567

70. State the name, company position and present address of the
person or persons:

.

(a) Inh charge of formulating safety rcgulations,

See 467

(b) Designing clothing or cquipment worn by cgployfes
in plants which mined, oroduced, manufactured, orocessed, and/or
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{(b) Any z2nd 2ll information utilized by said persen
or parsons in formulating saZfety regulations and/or designing
enployees clothing or egqguipment.

. (¢) In chronological orcder what each person did or
¢azcided and when the act took place.

72. Describe in full and complet= detail any and all safety precautlions
cnd procecdures dosigned to prevent or minimize the possibility of
assestosis anéd/or other sericus lung diseases to defendant’'s emplovees '
ergaged in the mining, producing, manuiacturing, proc€ssing, anéd/cr -
"hanéling of raw asbestos and/or asbestos products.

ANSWER: See #67

.

.

.

73. State the purpose of each physical plant accomodation describec
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4. Did your company recgive any communications, complaints oz
corresvondence concerning perscnal injuries associated with the
use of your raw asbestos and/or asbestos products prior to 1970
ané subsequent to 19507 :

NSVWER: No.

75. 1f vour answer to the above interrogatory is affirmative state
separately for each communication, correspondence or complaint:

(a) to (f%an/

a. »
) The name and address of the person making each such
communication. : ‘ .

{b) The dzte your company received each such communication

(¢) The verbatim contents of each such communication. -
»

-

‘ (3) The events or the injury described in each such
ccmmunication. . . ‘ .

-

3

(e) Your company's response to each such communication.
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76. Were any leual actions Lrought against your company fer
personal injuries by any purchaser's or purchasers' employces
claiming personal injuries 2% a result of oxposure to your raw
asbestos and/or asbosscs products ? If so, please provide the

name and oddress cf the porties in each such acticn; the caption,
jurisdiction ané cdocxet nunber of eash such zction, when each such
action was filed, the dispositicn and present status of each such
action, the name and address of the plaintiff's counsel in each
such acticn, the manner in which injury was alleged to occurred

in each such action, the names and addresses of a2ll expert witnesses
or employees of ycur company who will testify or who have testified

[ TN

for the cdsfsndant, either at trial or during discovery, in each
. such actien. ‘
ANSVYZIR: Answe;lng Defendant is advised by counsel that. this
g Interrogatory is improper.
1
o
. .
kY
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97. State the name and present
d fendant expects may be called
Ltness at trial of this actiza.

addrecs of each person whom the
by the cefendant as an expers

ANSYER: Inéestigation still continuing.

78. Describe in detail the subject matter on which. each expert may
be expected to testify

-— e N

ANSWER: In%es:igation still continuing.

79. State in detail the substance of all facts abecut which each such

expert may be expectad to testify. -

ANSVER: Investigation 'still continuing.

80. State in detail the ccntents of all opinions to which each exper:
may be expected to testify at trial.

ANSVER: Investigation st111 con.;nulng
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’ 82 ..

tate vhether there ciists any policy of lzab;l-:y insurance
h insures the defendant for llau;l;.y for personal injury damages
rising from c;:cums.ances alleged in plaintiff's complaint.

ANSVWER: See attached letter daued June 24, 1977 from Rollins Burdick
Hunter Co. to Stephen A. Milwid, Esg.

83. If the answer to the preceding ln.ervogatory is in the arrirmative -
:ate: See answer #82.

(a) The name and address cf the insurance company Lssuzng
2id polzc1..

{(d) The number cf s2i2 policy.
..
i
{c) Thg effective date and expirztion date therecf.
l

. . ..‘ 0 .
i
(€) The limits of liakili

ity iasurdance coverage affordad by
11id polzcy;fcr injury to any one person. :

T

{2} The limits of total liabiliey insurance covarage afforded
said policy for injuri
."e person.

for injuries sustaired in any one occurrance by more than

Y

() The name, address and company position of the employee who '
+S supervisory responsibility for the disposition of plaintiff's claim.
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State whether thero exists any policy of liability insurance
vrerage to the defendant (for persoral injuryv damages arising frem
‘2 circumstances alleged in plaintiff's Complaint) in excess of the

.nits described in your answer to interrogatory % 83 above.

ANSYER: See answer 8§2.

If the answer to the preceding interrogatory is in the afiirmativ
e o .

See answer 82.

'(2) The name, address of the insurance issuing each such policy.

(5) The number of said policy.

(c) The effective date and expiration date therecl.

(d) The iimits of liability  insurance coverage atforced by saild
~licy for injury to any one person.

-

(e} The limits of liability insurance coverage atforded by saic
-iicy for injuries sustained .in any one occurance by mcre than one
‘irson. ’ a . .

IEV mha mnmn and addeacgs of the emlovee of the insurer who

i

fe
a)
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State whether th exists any polib" of liability insurance
-rerage to the de‘en;ant (for personal inijury danagcs arising from
*2 clrcumstances alleged in nlazntx‘f s Complaxnt) in excess of the

its described in your answer to interrogatory ¥ 83 above.

ANS ZR: See answer 82.

If the answer to the p*ecedzng xnterrogatory is in the af i:métive,
ze:
. . See answer 82.

‘lo .

(2) The nama, address of the insurance issuing each such policy

(E) The number of said policy.

(c) The eZfective date and expiration date thareof. .

-

fd) The limits of liability insurance coverage afforded by sald
wiicy for injury to any one person.

(e} The limits of liability insurarce coverage afforded by said |
Licy for xnjufzes sustained .in any ¢cre oczurance by more than one

‘(£) The namc and address of the emloyee of the insurer who hag

Qorvaqnvv mmeiyn eI Tl iRy, Famw el A.p—-{-‘-~-- af et alamalfCta ot
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. . Do you have ccpies of you
so, will you furnish plai

sales literature available?
les
-¢ inspection and cooying?

of such sales literaszure

- -

-
-
ntl

"ANSWER: This Defendant uses 2 phmphlet entitled "Amphibole A4sbestos.”
A copy will be mace available at the offices of the attorneys for
this Defendant. . .

N

. Do you have copies of your sales literature for the years 1950 g
- 1960 available ? If so, will you furnish plaintiff with copies.of N

.c2h sales literature for inspection and copying as it relates to its
<+ asbestos product or products ?

ANSWER: See auswer 87.

. Do you have copies of your sales literature for the years 1350 ‘to .
0 available ? If so, xindly furnish zlaintiff copies of such sales
..aerature for inspection anc copying as it pertains to raw asbestos
.duet or preducts.

P

LNSWER: See answer 87.

. Hus your company been nameé as a defendant or been made a party to
.4 law suit in the United Staztes inm which your company is being sued
. damaqges for breach of warranties or under the doctrine of strict
22ility growing out of the use of your raw asbestos and/or asbestes
.sulation procducts ¥ If so, state the style and number of such cases,

.» place where it is pending, ané dispesition, If &ny, which has keen
-22 of-such case or cases. .

ANSWER: Answering Defendant is advised by counsel that t
‘Interrogatory is improper.

his
.
:
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Dous your combany have, or has it ever had, o Ruscarch Deparctment?
1{ so, give the name and address of the present head of such department,
the year that such Research Lepartment

ent was established and whether or ne:
such Research Department has operated continuously since being established.

ANSVER: No.

72. Please state in detail the duties and responsibilities of such Research
~2partment, . . . "

. ANSVER: n/a

.

Does your company have, or has it ever had, 2 Medical Deparzment?
30,

give the name and address ©f the present head cf sucl. department,
ive the y22r that such Mediczl Department was established and whether
“ not such Medical Department has operated continucusly since being
-stablished. : :

'ANSWER: -No.

- .

3. State in detail the duties and

responsibilities c¢f such Medical
lepartment.

ANSVER: a/a Lo
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1.

Give the full name and address of any andall companies, firms, or
:rsons who have distrisuted vour preducts from the year 13840 to the

osent date in the State of New Jersey and specifically to Owens
rning Fiberylas Plant, Berlin, New Jersey.

ANSWER: n/a

3. Please state the full name and address of any and. all insulation
antractors or industries in New Jersey who have purchased your raw

.,bes:os product anéd/or asbestos insulation produc:s from the year
>30 to the present date.

ANSWER: Owens Corniag Fiberglass plant at Berlin, New Jersey, and
. Johns-Manville Corporation, Mansville, New Jersey.

7. Does vour sales ‘literature which is @istributed to con*rac*ovs,

'_ustrzas, and/or perspactive purchasers, of ycur raw asbestos and/or
vestos insulation products contain any type of warning, such as:
AiSNER See answer 1ll.

”Tﬁ‘S PRODUCT CCNWTAINS ASBISTOS FIBERS

DUST IS5 CREATED WHLMN THIS PRODUCT IS HANDLED, AVOID BREATHING
1E DUST ’ : .

‘

2
-
]

13
v
[

- rrecem

'QUA:E TILATIOV CONTROL IS NCT POSSIBLE, VIEAR RESPIRATOR
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. Set forth the facts on which vou Lnbend to *ely to support your :

ross-claim and each and every one of the separate defense asserted
"5 your answer

ANSVER: Investigation'still continuing.

.2intifis concerning this acticn or its subject matcer wiicn yocu cr
nr O£ your agents possess.

3. Attach a copy of any and all statements made by pla;a:x:: or
’

ANSVER: This Defendant has no statements made by ‘any Plaintiff conczraning
this action. . '

'

s

ot
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