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S URITED STATES DISTRICT counrt 
FOR ‘THE DISTRICYT OF NEW JERSEY 
CIVIL ACTION # 76~-1482 

-
 

4 SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JLRSEY. 
LAW DIVISION-CAMDEN COUNTY 
DOCKET NO. L-45534-75 

FOSTER C. ERGOOD, ESCUIRE 
AS2CLL, AMBROSE, ERGCOD & ASBELL, P.A. 
A PROFESSICNAL CORPORATION ) 
76 Euclid Avenue ¢ : 
Haddonfield, N.J. 0BO033 - 
(609) 795-1380 

MORTON J. AUSTIN, 

Plainciff, : - 

vs. : 

: INTERROCGATORIES 
JOHNS MANVIILE CORPORATION, : 
LAKT ASEZSTUS CO.L, IRC. NNy : 
AMCRICAN ASBEZSTOS CO., INC., : 
PHILIP QARZY COMEANY, A Division H 
of 2Paraccr Ccrporation (a/w/a : 
CAREY CANADIAMN, A Subsidiary of : 
JIM WATZRS, INC.}) ILLILO1S H 
MINERAL § SILICIA CO., 1UC. : 
anéd JOHN DCE (S}, : 

Cefenlancs. : 
> 

T0: Defendant, - NORTH AMERICAN AS3ESTOS CO., INC. 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that pi.::tiff requires Answers 

to the following Interrcgatories in acc . .ufe with the rules 

rovided. | - . 
. ASRELL, AMBROS. . Ek-.:0D .& ASBELL 

! : . 
By /s/ Foste - C. Ergcod . 

Foster C. :.yiaxl, Attorneys 
for Plaint.®f 
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. Please identify yourself by stating your name, present address, . 
.~2 position vou occupy in the defencant company and describe your usual 
s+ies in that posicioen. - 

NSWER: C.G. Morgan, 150 M. Vacker Drive, Cbicago{ Illincis E0606. _ 
oresident and Chief Executive Officer. *** : . 

» 

t 

r**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. Mever, whose signature is annexed t¢ the Certification . 
is the lLiguidating Trustee anc has custody of all North American . 
Asbestos' records. He has reviewed and assisted in providing infor- - - 
mation with respect to these Answers to Interrogatories. His address 5 
is in care of Lord, Bissell & Brook, 115 Socuth LaSalle Street, 
Chicago, Illinois 60603. L . ) T 
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inder of these interrogctories, kindly make 
emzloyees nf the defendant and makse 
materials in the pcssession of the . 
full and truce cnswers~to these P 

ore answering the rema 
i of 211 agents, servants, and 
rence to all records ané written 
ncdant as will enzble you to maXxe 

errogatories. Have you first done so ? 
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ANSWER: Yes. to the extent possible. Horth American Astestos Corpcrasticn 
was disolved as of May 19, 1978 and is rnow in liguidaticn. 

~ 
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.. With respacs to the defendant: 
=) The addérecss of 

(a) State its State of incorporation, 

incorporation. 
its priacipael place of business, {(c) the date cf its 

2 ANSWER: (a) Illizncis; . 
(b) 150 N. Wacker Drive, Chicago, Illinois 60608, until May 195, 1978. 
(¢) October 14, 1933. : 

«. On and before January, 1972, was the def endant engaged in the mining 
vd/o* producing and/or manufacturing anéd/or processing, and/or 
upplying and/or distributing of raw asbestos, and/o: asbestcs products 
Sd compounds ? 

ANSVER Distribution of raw asbestos fibres and certaln asbesbos products 
such as yarn and rope. 

State the names and present adiresses of z2ll companies which wmined, 
7;duced, manuiactured, processed, s;-a--ec, and/or distributed raw 

nestos and/or ascestos prcoéucts on dehazlZ of the defendant to the 
"r2ns Zorning Fikserglas glant in Berlin, New Jersey on ard befcore Jancary 
Jeh 

7ia 

ANSWZIR: Trom 1558 to 1867, Owens Cocraing purchased raw ashestos 
fibres frcm EGNEP (Pty.) Limited on zn FOB South Africa basis. From 
1968 to October 1C, 1972, this Defandant scld directly raw ashestes 
fibres to Owens Cornlng on an :DE Philadelphia, Pennsylvania bhasis. 

-G 
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ch compary listed in aonswer # 5 above state: (a) tne inclusive 
which it mined, produced, manufactured, processed, supglied, 

ibuted rawv asbestos anc/or asbestes products and compounds 
trne defendant to the Owens Corning Fiberglas p ant, Berlin, 

(L) the exzc:t terms and contents of any and all contracts 
nts between defendant in each sazd company cancc'nlng the 

roducing, manufacturing, process ing, supplying and/cr distributing 
w asbestos and/or a*buscos products and compounds to the Ovens 

tzning Fiberglas plant, Berlin, New Jersey, (c) the name, company pesition | 
S present 2address of the perscn wno negotiated said contract or agree- 

~:at on defencdant's behalsf. ' 
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ANSWER: (a) See answer to #5. ' - o 
(b) See answer to #5. : 
(c) From 1956 to 1970, Robert Cryor (now deceased) and from 
December 1, 1871 to October, 1972, C.G. Morgan. 

[
 

List the generic nares_and trade names of all types of raw asbescos . 
c/0v asbestos products and compounds mirned, produced, manufactured, . 
.plaied and/cr distrizuted by you, or your contrac:ual agents ard s0.d ~ 
the Owens Corning Fiberglas plant, Berlin, New Jersey, giving the dote 

.= vou began tec mine, produce, manuviacture, procflss, supply, and/or 
stribute such materials (including your contrac 2l agents),starting 
1526, 2 description of tne materiais and what. they contained. 

ANSWER:. Amosite asbestos in the form of raw asbestos ZIibres 
cduring the period 1856 to'October,}972. 

» 

- 
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Tor each ingredient listed in answer § 7 above de 
:se2fulness, purpose and/or functicn was. 

- AXSVWER: As insulation and re-enforcement of ash 

:. Tor each ingredient listed in answer 2 7: 

(2a) State whether your company prcduced said incr 
iz was supplied by another company. 

/~ANSVER: (2) Raw asbestos fibres were mined by EGNE: 

+ 

(b) If it were suppled by another company, list t 
sdéresses of all companies which supplied each suzn 
1936 to 1972. - - 

(b) EGNEP (Pty.) Limited, Burlington House, 22 Ris: 
2000, Scuth Africa. . 
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Yor each ingredient listed in answar # 7 above describe what its 
:s¢iuvlness, purpose &nd/or function wes. : 

- ANSWER: As insulation and re-enforcement of ashestos cement products. 

;. Tor each ingredient listed in answer % 7: 

(a) State whether your company produced said ingredient or whether’ 
it was suprlied by another company. ‘ 

/~ANSWER: (a) Raw asbestos fibres were mined by EGNEP (Pty.) Limited; 

(b) If it were suprled by another company, list the names and 
cddresses ¢ all ccmpanzes which supplied each such Ingredient from 
1538 to 1972. 

(t) EGNEP (Pty.) Limited, Burlington ”ouse,."Z Rissik Stree., Johannasbu:g- 
20040, SouthA:rlfla. 
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ate the inclusive dates during which each supplied each such 
£

t 
q

r 

) 195€ to Dctober ., 1972; 

. 

- 

(d) State the exact terms and contents of any and all contracts 
.d“agrgements between delendant and each such company concerning 
rcduction and supply. of each such ingredient. . ‘ 

See answer to guestion 5. 

(e} State the name, present address and comganv position of the 
:xson who negotiated eaclh sush contract or agreement on defendant! 
.half. - ) 

See answer to question 6(c¢); 

{f) State the physical form (including size, shape, color and any" 
.3&r Partinent descriptive charac:eriscics) in which Jdefendant and/or 
18 contractual agents shipped and/or suprlied 2nd/or distributed its 
1w asvestos and/or asbestos products and compounds to Owens Corning 
berglas Plant, Berlin, New Jersey, furnishing the dates thereof. 

. 
L d 

. v, , N 
Raw asbestos fibres were shipped in bags during the period 1956 
to October, 1872. . 

. . 

3
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. Describe in full and complete detail the intended uses or purpcses 
delencdant's raw asbcstos und/or ascestos products and compeounds which 

.r2 scidé through the mark ng process to Owens Corning Fiberglas plant, 
22lin, New Jersey. 

e 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 as othars) of the dangercus nature or propensity of your 
. asbestes and/or asbestos p:eéucts mined, produced, manufaciured, 
‘zcessed, scpplied and/or distributed ? If so, describe your warninags, 
ve the dztes such warning were issued and to whem such warnings were 
ven and how they were published or made known. 

ANSWZIR: Since June'19, 1872, on a*“no“‘edgme its of purchase orders 
& zad on ba;s containiag raw asoes.os fibres the ;ollcw1ng is stzateq: 

"CAUTION cautions should be taken wnen handling asbestes to aveid 
creating dus». Breathing asbestos dust may cause serious bodily hnara.” 

Wnat studies have you macde ta determine the effect of your rawv T 
e¢st0s and/cr asbestos produects on the lungs, and/or ghysical conditiosn 
nersens whose em:logmenb exyoses tham to you: raw asbestos and/or 

zbestos products and cumpounds ? 

ANSWER: This Defendant at one time furnished samples of asbestos 
fibres to Dr. Irving Selikoff in connection with his studias. This 
Defendant also is a member of the Asbestos Informaticn Associztioa 
and bhas access to its etudzes. 

C - 

[
\
 

\)
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3. “ho made such studies, when were they made, and attach 
coports of such studies. : 

ANSVER: See answer to #12. ’ . 

-4. Did you package and/or sell any raw asbestos and/cr asbestos products 
Irom +he years 193€ to 1972 2 1If so, 

-~ 

how was the raw asbestos and/or 
-sbhestos procucts solé (by and through whom), houv was the raw asbestos 
n3d/cr ascestos profucts packaged, and was the raw asbestos ané/cr 
1shestos products universally used through out the Uniced Stazes, 
.ncluiding the Cwens Corning Fiberglas plant, Berlin, lHew Jexsey. 

‘ve 
¥ P VER: This Defendant during the period 1954 to 1372 azted 2s a sales 
-spresentative and also bought and scld raw asbestoss and certzin asvestcs 
=roducts such as rope and yarn. The-raw asbestos was shipped in bags from . 
Szvth Africa. Such raw material was used by various meoaufacturers of - ’ 
wsbestos products in the United States, such as the Owens Ccrning Fiberglass 
nlant, Berlin, New Jersey. 

- 

. 

- 

.5. If your raw asbestos aznd/or azsbestos products were usad.primari}y 

.n any specific location or area, state where such raw gsbestos and/or 
zsbestos procducts were primarily usedl. 

A SWER: See answer #14. , . 
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2. Do vou recogynize that prolonjed exuusure and/or use cf raw 
32¢s520s and/or ashestos preoiucts which are either mined, produced, 
iznufoczurad, processed, distributed and/or supplied by you can cause 
v cenitrizute to cause varicus occupational diseases, includine but 
cc limiced to, asbestosis, silicosis, emphysema, deormatitis and/or 
angar ? 

AN ANSWER: No. Although asbestosis is a disease associated with the inhalatic 
of high concentrations of asbestos fitres over many years, hygiene standard: 
have been established for zasbestos dust which are designed to virtually 

v eiiminate the risk of geveloping the earliest recognizable clinical signs . 
Hzs your company perzormed any studies or has your company ordered (gee 

A srnr’\' rudies by others concerning the effects of inhalation of asbestos attac! 
= or £ibers by one using or being exposed to any of the asbestos, (includ: 
erials manufactured by your company ? In answer to this guestion raw) 
ase give the date and nature of such studies, if any, the name or 
es 0% the persons concducting the studies anéd their addresses, what . 

i@ purpose of the studies was, and attach a copy of any report based 
.30n such studies, .showing to whom such report was given and when. 

Y
 

R
S

 T
 

.
t
 

ANSWER: See answer #12. 
- 

|} 

liave you cr any of your employees conducted studies designod 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/ 
zestos products compounds ? If so, give the name .or names of such 
as conducting such studies, attach copies of such studics, by 
-y e SN IO arrl P crtmmmm e lmr A ~i A el tabame el eeaem 
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CONTINUATION OF #16: 

. « . .0f asbestosis. The minimization of ashestosis at the 
same time minimizes any associated risk of silicosis, emnhysema, 
dermatitis and cancer. 
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i9. Did you or do you or your company have any inspection of areas whers 
orkers are using raw asbestos and/or asbestos products mined, produced, 
wanufactured, processed, supplied and/or distributed by your company as 
to the dust count ? If you do not, then please explain why thishas or is not 
ione, and if you do, please explain what action, has been and/or is . 
ta2ken by your company following the taking of dust counts in any of the - 
.ocations referreé to above. Also, please give the dates and places, 
if 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. 

- 

ANSWER: No. This Defendant is a sales representative and 
distributor and its customers are well known manu:acturers in thne 
asbestos preocducts industry. : 

20. Does your company recognize that as early as 1900 Dr. H. Montagque 
Murray, a physician in lLenéon's Charing Cross Hospital, found spicules 
>f 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 
2liminate the dangers to those using your raw asbestos and/or asbestos 
zroducts from inhaling the dust and fibers. 

ANSWER: This information has not beea made avalilable to this 
Defendant. . 
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R Do ;. yourcompany recognizoe that in 1924 Dr. W.EZ. Cook, 2lso 
z tngland founc clcar evidence of ashesteosis and that such discavery 
25 published in British Medical Journzal of July 26, 1924 and re- ) 

.ablished in 1927 ? If the answer is yves, then please stats what 
=tisn, if any, was taxen by yocur compary based upon these studies to 

- zavent, recduce or eliminate asbestosis in those using your raw asbestos 
-nd/or asbestos products. If your answer is that you do not recegrnize 
.ae truth of such statement, then please state what your company ras 
.2me in an effort to keep abreast of medical literature concerzning the 
..sease and/or diseases procduced £rom the raw asbestos and/or asbestos 
szoducts which you mine, produce, manufacture, process, distribute and/ 
.z supply, if in truth you have. 

2
2

7
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4
 

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

» 

Goes your company recoygnize that in 1831, the English Parliament 
efl xegxs‘g icen makirm asbestosis a cfifloansable discase ang reguecsting 

ed mcthols of exhaust vencilztion and dust suppveselcfl in asbestos- 
e factcrices, and also instituted periodical medical examinztiorns 
rkers engaged in particularly éusty processes in the asbe:-cs~ 
e industzy ? If you do recognize the truth of the statement above, 

)
 

n
H

'J
l 

in
 

\l 

ile 
Sal 

i 

1
=

 
J
 

w
 

0
 
N

 
T

S
 

uu
 

o 

-~
 

Z
m

n
 

?
JO

M
O

“
U

. state what actior, if any, your company took in response to suins 
ge in an effort to prevent, reduce and/or eliminate the effecus 

£tos to those using your raw asbestos and/or asbustes products. 
i dv not recognize the truth of such statement pleasc stata why your 
ny éid not keep in =ouch with leg:slation and/cr programs adoptred 

avorinc tc reduce or eliminate the disease of asbes tos4is in those 
ng raw asbestos and/cr asbestos products. Do ycu agree that once 

hes:os fibers or dust are inhaled into the lungs, thare is no way 
the body to naturally eliminate such dust or fibers from the lungs 
the balance of such person's life ? 
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NSWER: Yes. See answver #12, Tkis Deteadant does not zgree with the 
stax-ment zhat there is no way iIor the tedy to naturally eliminzte dust 
cr fibres from the lungs. . . 

R
 ] 
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2. What technique, if any, does your cocmpany use to make dust samplings, 
.glaining the technigue and when it was commenced and what the purpose was' 
~d what action has bheen taken in response to the findings as to the dust - 
unples? ) 

ANSWER: This deferiant did not make éust 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 o process asbestos products. . - 
‘e wamw - 

- . . 

. 

‘. Does your company recognize that asbestos causes asbestos-induced . 
ing cancer ? If you answer is “"Yes"”, when did you come to such . 
.alization and what action did you take in response thereto ? If your 
i5Wer is “Nc" then please explain why no studies were made by your 
~mpany toO ascer:tain thaz this fact was indeed true and thereafter ta take 
s=icn to advise those exposed toc your raw asbestos and/or asbestos products 
! +heir dangersus natura or propensity2 - - 

ANSWER: No. 'See answers #12 and 16. 

5. Does your company recognizs that .there is a diract connection between 
e inhalation of asbestcs. dust and £ibars and tl.: diseaacs of mesothelioma 2 
< your answer is “"yes" , to this question then pleas: advise what notices 
:ze given to those exposed to your raw askestos end/or asbestos procucIs 

tnis fact, tke date of such notices ani the methzds of dissemination 
publication c¢f same. . . ‘ 

ty
 

+
h

 

- . . - 
- 

ANSYWZR: See answer #i6.. . 
- 
- 
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« . ! 3 . . 
Doas -Your sompany place any warning signs on its raw asbestss and/o 

- .estos preducss? If so, please state cxactly what the warning is, wh 

“is-used and when 1ts usa was first begun. £ yocur answer to this 

£
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‘stion 13 "Yes" then please explain why your ccmpany uses such warning 
..CGSs. . . 

ANSVER: See answer £11. 

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

ANSVER: No. 

. Does your comgany recognize the physical characteristics of and L. 
:mical properties of asbestos fibers persist unimparied beyond the . 
ajevity of humans ? In other words, unlike scme danqgerous croducts, it 
:5 not eventually dissipate or reduce itself in danger to those who might 
exposed to it ? . 

. 

. 

+ 

ANSVER: No. 

. Does veour ccmpany recocunize that yeazr by vear. more asbes:tos is used 
“he United States, andé ther:zfore the zublic is therspy exposszd to a 

‘zater and greatar extent to the inhalztion of zsbostos dust and f£lber ? 
yow answer 1s "Yes" then pl:ase state what actien yocur company has 

.n2a to preven:z, reduce or eliminate this canger and what actien, if 
-7, you have <taxken to notify the public at large of this dangear. 

ANSWER: Nc. The use of amosite fibres has Leen decreasirg. Furtherm:c::», 
tests in the urban atmosphére have recorded the presence-c’ asbestos - 
in 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 the urban environment can cause damzge T 
the lungs oif the general pubtiic. 8See rerort or the Adviscry 

cemittee on Asbestcs Cancers to the Director ¢of the Internatioral Agsncy. 

.. Hos ysur company censulted wikt Dr. Izving J. Selikeff, of New York. (se2e 
York, eancerning asbestosis,and if so. pleas2 state when and under I:low w 

-1+ gircumstances and what information, if any, was furnished by voar 
- 

.mpany to him, giving dates of such information. 

ANEWEE: Yes. See answer #12. 

CONTINUATION OF #29: ’ 
. . .for Research on Cancer.(Worth Health Organization), Lyon, October. 
1972. 
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1 la2bor inspectors or anyone from your company whose 
GO to areas where raw asbestes and/ocr asbestos products 

ec to make a dust level count, and if so, pleass state - 
mpany sterted such procedure, the purpose of it, and what 

£ any, was taken in response to your findings. 

v have any 
o] 

AMNSWER: No. This Defendant is 2 sales representative and distributor 
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, 
Zore the Hcouse of Representatives of the United States Congress Sub-- 
mrnittee on .abor’, : (

V
X

Y
L

 

ANSWER: No. - 

. 

i. Do you ag:eé that the problem of asbhestos dust extends,further than 
> those merely handli“g your raw asbestos and/or ugtustos prcducts but 
23t the exposure is shared with other censtruction wcrke's using same . 
s well ? . " 

ANSVER: No. See answer to question #29. 

3. Xf your answer t0 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 

.~mmittee mentioned above that probably three and one-half million 
:3-5.-Lct-on workers or more are being exposed to asbestcs dust and in 
.idicion to those workers actually hanéling the materials coataining 
-3bestos ? : 

. - 4 N Or——— e P S 2o 
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i= ponsists of. 
- 

iNSfiER: No. See answer #29. . ' 

T
v
L

2
0

8
 

. Is it possible to distinguish your raw asbestos and/cr asbestos 
rcducts from those mined, manufactured, produced, processed, distributed 
-i/or supplied from thcse cf a competitor ? If your answer is "Yes” 
_s2ase describe how you contend your raw asbestos and/or asbestos products . 
-~ all instances can be distinguished from.those of a competitor, ie, - 
rzely by names or package or by appearance of the products themselves, - 
7 theze are asbestos products anéd/or raw asbestos which caanot be, in . . 
-1z opinion, distinguished from raw asbestos and/or asbestos products . | 
T a similar kind mined, produced, manufactured, 'processed, supplied and/ - 
- distributed by a competitor, please state the name of such rav asbestos 
13/o0or asbestos product, wno mines, produces, manufacturers, processes, 
.gplies and/or distributes it, as well as the trade name cf the asbestecs 

rzsduct and/or raw.asbestos mined, produced, manufactured, processed, 
.oplied and/or distrxibuted by your competitox. ’ . 

ANSVER: Amosite fibres differ in color, length of fibre and are less ) 
~owdery in consistency. Jchms Manville and many other corporations have 
~ined raw asbestos fibres in many parts of the United States agd Canacda 
waich products are sold:in competition with the raw aspestos fitres . 
distributed and sold by, this Defendant. : - 

-] . 
. . 

compary centainirg asbestcs will in most instances have to be cut, 
. It is true, is it not, that most of the products manufactured by’ - 

vs2d, scribed, shaved or mixed by the ultimate user and his emplovees 2 
354 Y 

1. . _———— T e . . G e B e - 

ANSWER:. This defexndant did not .mextfacture aay product. - 

¢ iz t&ze, is it no%, that a majority of your product is raw | S 

ANSWEE: Yes. the majority of psoduct sgld by this éefendant was ra~s 
asbestos. ’ . . : . 

.. Please provide the names of the ,states and countries whare your . 
2+ asbestos and/or asbestos products are used, giving the beglnning 
-2 ending cdates (if applicable). . . 

ANSTER: 19354 to date'throughout the United States, Canada and exico, 
. 
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.. How'many ycars has your company been encaged in the niq'ng, 
aguc-ng, munufaccnrzng processing, shipoinc and/or ¢ istributing 

raw asbastos an“/or asbestos products and which are cemmonly 1..sefa 
insulators and asbestos workers, e%c.? 

2
2

0
8

 

V ANSWER: 1954 to date. 

. If you, your company, or your companv $ attorneys, sontend that any 
'spizrators or other o:eath-ng device is currently on the marke: that 
.1 prevent the inhalation of asbestos dust and fibers, give a detailed 
‘scbipcicn of such respirator or other breathing device , together with 
. you know that this will prevent the inhalation of such dust and 
.n»ars, what tests were conducted by waom and where, with sufficient 
xzail ¢o enable us to obtain the results of such tes:s, also the dates 
~2n said respirators.were firstc markeced. 

ANSWER: Employees of customers of 'this Defendant have used respirators 
or other breathingdevices to prevent the inhalation of asbestecs dust. This 
Defendant has no knowledge as to what testing has been done with respect to 
the manufacture and distribution of such devices and refers to the general 
literature of the manufacturers of such dev;ces. i 

. It is ¢rue, is-it nct, that your cemsany has for mary years mined, 
rcduced, manufactured, processed, suc;l;ac and.or distributed raw 
:zestos and/or asbestos insulating materials and that such products 
«72 been placad upcn the open market to be purchased and used by the 
:zlic ? 

ANSVYER: Yes, to the externt that such raw material Las béea scld to 
‘manufacturers of asbestos prroducts. 

. Do you or your ccmpany. racognize that raw asbestos and/or asbestes 
salating materials are dancarous and harmiul tc human keings and t2 

;:2 health of man ? If your answer to this cuzsticn is "Yes", thean 
..ease explain when you came to this conclusion;what, if anything, youw 

ave done about it to notify the public. If your answer is that your raw 
.sbestos and/or asbestos products are not harmful then explain what tes=: 
~re 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 

.d Zibers and who have worked for your company 10 years or longer who 
.7e lung disease ? If so, please give such figures. 

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

¥ Do you have any information derived frcm medical experiments or - 

- 

- ner sources or information of your own knowled::, »cezurmnist the 
1282 common cause 0f death of one having asbeste..n; L. S.p it 
t3cribe what the most frequent cause of death i omr sullovinge from [1s3-1 
ch diszase is. 

ANSVEIR: Ne. 

7 State: 
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‘(c) “hg total dollar volume of sales ef raw gsacstos ancé/or asbestos 
ducts mined, produced, manufactured, Frocessed, distributed and/or plied by your company for each cf the years since l193€. . 

. Give the name and address of the presiden:t of your company. .. 

ANSWER: C.G. Morgan, 150 M. Vacker Drive, Chicago, Illinois €0606. 
" was formerly President of Nerth American Asbestos Corporation. 

. 

atories herein precrouncded, please state tne name and addr 
e perscn in ycur company having knowledge cf£ the matters -nqaz-ed 
in these interrogatoriés. 

y ur company has been unable to answer any of the 'creco*ng 

_
_
a

n
. 

£
 

: 
m

 

(v
t 

e
t 

[
 

3 

fiNSfiER: n/a 

- . * ’ . 

. Does your company recognize that Dr. ::ving J. Selikocff of Mew York, 
an outstanding authority in the field of asbuzstosis, particularly 

"ong workers expos2d to asbestos dust anéd £ibers, incliuding but nct 
-nit2d to insuvlation workers and handlers of raw asbestos ? 

AVSW;R. Yes. Howéver, Dr. Selikoii's flnclngs are not wholly accepted 
ty other egqualiy quali fiea auhnoritze 

-. Do you agre= that the following states have a Workmen's Compensation 
.7 covering the cccupational dxseu-; of asbestoszs beginning in theyearc-s 
‘. opposite their respective names: 
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52. Does your company recoynize that asbestos causes asbestosis ? 
1% your answer is "Yes" when did you come to such realization, and 
what action did you take in response thereto ? If your answer is . 
“Wo", then please explain why no studies were made by your compary 
to ascertain that this fact was indszed true and thercafter to take 
action %o advise those cvxposed to your raw asbestos and/or asbestos 

roducts of their édangerous nature a2nd/or propensity ? 

ANSWER: See answer #16; 

W - - . A = S YA 
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§3. Is or has ¥.J. Sclon, Jr., been Vice Preeident for Environmental 
NEfairs of Johns-ianville Corporaticn, the parent cerpcration of Johr 
ranville Products Corwvoration anéd if so, since whet cate and what 
other capacities has F.J. Solon, Jr., been 2ffiliated with Johns- 
Manville Corporation since 1852 2 : 

ANSVWER: 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 cfficer or 
employee of said company, oppose publicizing the hazards that workers 
who had been exposed to. asbestos dust and fibers were subject to 
becauvse of such exposure and if so, when .and wherce did he make his 

tatement opposing such publication? ) 
. 

ANSWER: n/a to this Defendant, 

53. Did any officers of the Johns-Manville Corporation or its Lo 
subsiaiaries refuse to permit Dr. Selikoff to obtain a list ef = - *° 
their personnel raceris ? 

ANSWER: n/a to this Deiendant, 

56. Was Johns-Manville Corpcraction ané/er any of its subesid:zries 
<he owner ani/or operator of the Unior Asbastas ané Rubkber Company 
plant of Patterson, New Jersey at any <time from 154C %o the press-t 
tame ? . N 

ANSTER: n/a to this Defendant,. 

57. Did Johns-Manville Corperation's officers or its subsidiary 
officers at Manville, New Jersey refuse to cooparate with Dr. Irving 
J. Selikecff reczzding 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 Januarv 
1, 19592 . - 
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89. when dié deferdant first install machines for 
asbestos ? 

ANSWER: n/a to this Defendant. 

60. Has defencdant 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 Hcdgson, early in 1572 ref:u 
standard of two fibers per c.c. only and permittir L 1) 

of five fibers per c.c. was to the advantage of t 
and earnings? 

- 

ANSVER: n/a to this Defendant. 

62. List the a2ddresses of 2ll manulazcturin 
srocuction plants cf the cdaiendant used in . 

£ raw ashestos and/or asbestos produzts fruin 

" ANSYER: None 
3

 
i
 

n
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0
o

 

w
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- because ©of breathing it into the lungs. 

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

ANSWER: n/a to this Defendant. 

80. 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 stockhcléers that the ruling by the 
Labor Secretary, James Hodgson, early in 1972 refusing to adcgt ths 
standard 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? ’ 

" ANSVER: n/a to this Defendant. 

Pa— 

62. List trhe addresses of all manuiacturing, packaging and/or 
orocduction plants ¢f the defendant used in :nim mivng and producing 
¢f raw asbestos and/or asbestos procucts fruin iS.L Lo 1573 : 

" ANSVER: None 

. 4 — 

"583. Of the physical properties and/or ingredients contzined in your 
raw asbestos describe for each such property or ingredient the full 
axtent of decfendant's knowledge, on and before January, 1573, as <> 
tne effect of said properties and/or ingredients on the human body 

- Because of breathing it into the lungs. 

ANSWER: See answers #12, 16 and 29. 
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64. List the author, title, publication date, and identify the 
volume ancd page number, if any, of all literature known to th:z 
defandant belore January, 1973, concerning the effects described 
in answer £ 63 akove. 

ANSYER: See answers #12, 16 and 28. 

ibe in sequential detail how raw asbestos is mined, producesd, 63. Descr 
processec, manuifzctured, and/or marketed, and/or supplied and . 
distrliluted, star:iny frem the raw materials and centinuing until the 
rzw asbestos ané/or aszestos product in Its finished stacte la2aves 
the &efendzant's possession or the peossession of any companies acting 
on ge:l end ans! <'s “eha;-. 

ANSVER: Raw asbestcs is extracted by miring processes from the 2arth, 
is baggec¢ and shipped tc various customers for use in the manuiaciuTe 
of asbestos products. . 

66. Describe in seguential detail how raw zsbestos is mined, producel, 
processed, manufactured ard/or marketed, and/cr supglied and 
distributed, starting from ths raw materials and coatinuing untii the 
raw asbest-os and/or astestoss product..in its £inished state leaves 
the defendant’'s possagsicn or the rossession of any companies acting 

dcfendant's behalf and in what state said raw material and/or . 
bestos produst is in when it would reach Qwens Corning Fiberglas 

plant, Berlin, New Jersey. . ‘ 

ANSWER: See answer 65. 
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67. List any and all safety regulations in force for employees of 
the defendant at any cf its mines, production and/cr prccessing 
plants, concerning the handling, manufacturing, transporting, 
packacing, and/cr storing of its raw asbhestos and/or asbestos produccs 
£rom 1940 to 1973. 

ANSWER: From the time of its incorporaticn until 1873, this 
defendant was a2 sales representative and/or a dis- 
tributor of asbestos. It did not mine, manufacture or 
process asbestos. It therefore had no mines, produc- 
tion and/or processing plants as refe-red to in 
Interrogatory 4#67. The reguest that safety regulations 
in force for employees of such plants be listed is 
therefore not applicable to.this defendant. 

E8. Describe in detail the clothing and/or equipment worn by 
defendant's employees engaced in the mining, manufacturing, 
producing, processing, packaging, storing, and/or transporting 
¢ its raw asbestos and/cr askbestos products. : 

ANSVWER: See k67 

. . . A 

‘69, State the full and complete purpese for each piece of eguipment 
and/cxr clothing. . 

ANSUVER: See {67 

90. State the name, company posifion and present address of the 
percson or persons: 

(a) Inh charge of formulating safety rcgulations, 

See #67 

(b) Designing clothing or ecquipment worn by cmployges 
. R o = o3 in plants wnich mined, oroduced, maaufaceured, processed, and/or 
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74. Tor each such parson state: 

See #8687 

His educaticnal and technical background and 

(b} Any and 2ll information utilized by said person 
or parsons in formulating safety regulations and/or designing 
enployees clothing or equipment. ‘ 

P 

- e 

. (c) In chronological order what each person did or 
czcicded and when the act took place. 

72. Describe in £full and complet= detail any and all safety precautions 
cnd procecdures designed td prevent Or minimize the possibility of 
assestosis anéd/or other sericus lung diseases to defendant's emplovees ' 
ergaged in the mining, producing, manuiacturing, proce€ssing, and/cx - 

"hanédling of raw asbestos and/or asbestes products. 
ANSWER: See #67 

‘ . 
- 

73. State the purpose of each physical plant accomodation describec 
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74. Did your company receive any communications, complaints or 
corresponcence concerning merscnal injuries associated with the 
use of your raw asbestes and/or asbestos products prior to 1970 
and subseqguent to 19507 ' 

NSVER: No. 

. 

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

(a) to (£) n/a. 
(a) The name and adldress of the person making each such 

comnmunication. ’ ' » 

{b) The o
 

Y
 

("
 

& ysur company received each such communication 

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

. 

- 

, (3) The events or the iniury described in each such 
cecmmunication. . . 

* - 
~ - 

3 

(e) Your company's response to each such communication. 
- 
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76. Were any legal actions brought against your coipany for 
personal injuries by any purchaser's or purchasers' employoces 
claiming personal injuriecs 2s a result of oxposure to your raw 
asbostos and/or asbezsics products ? 15 so, please provide the 
name and oddress cf the porties in each such acticn; the caption, 
jurisdiction ané cdochet nunber of eash such action, when each such 
action was <filed, the dispositien and presert status of each such 
action, the name and address of the plaintiff's counsel in each 
such acticn, the maaner in which injury was alleged to occurred 
in each such action, the names and addresses of all expert witnesses 
or employees of ycur company who will testify or who have testified 
for the defandant, either a: trial or during discovery, in each 
such acticn. : 

ANISYZR: Answering Defencdant is advised by counsel that this 
Interrogatory is improper. 

a
t
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77. State the namec and present address of each person whom the 
éefefi;gn: expacts may be called by the cdefendant as an expers 

itness at trial of this actisa. 

ANSWER: Investigation still continuing. 

78. Describe in detalil the subject matter on which sach 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 contents of all opinions to which each exper: 
nuy be expected to testify at trial. 

ANSWER: Investigation Stlll con.lnulng 
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‘ 82. State whether there » 
. " #ists any policy of liability insurance 

h insures the defendant for liability for personal injury damages i 
rising from c;:cums ances alleged in plaintiff's complaint. 

ANSVER: See attached letter dated June 24, 1977 from Rollins Burdick 
Hunter Co. to Stephen 4. Milwid, Esg. 

tate: 
83. I{ the answer to the preceding Ln.er*ogatcry is in the arrirmative 

See answer #82. 

(a) The name and address of the insurance company Lssulng 
2id polzcg.l 

(5) The number cf sa2id policy. 

1 

() Thégeffec 
H 

ive date and expirztion date therecf. 

(€) The limits of liakili Eility iasurance coverage affordad by 
1id pol;cv for injury to any one person. 

o 3 

J
G

J
 

T 

e person. 

(@) The limits of total liability instrance coverage afforded 
said policy for injuries sustaired in any one occurrance by more than 

1) 

() 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 insurarnce 
vrerage to the defendant (for personal injurv damages arising frem 
‘2 circumstances alleged in plaintiff's Complaint) in excess of the 
.nits described in your answer to interrogateory % 83 above. k-4 

ANSYER: See answer §2. 

1f the answer to the preceding interrogatory is in the afiirmativ 
ce: . ) 

See answer 82. 

‘(a) The name, address of the insurance issuing each such policy. 

(») The number of said policy. 

(¢} The effectcive date and expiration date tharecl. 

- 

(d) The i1imits of liability insurance coverage aftforced by sail 
~.icy for injurv to any one person. 

- 

(e} The limits of liability insurance ccverage afforded by saic 
cy for injuries sustained .in any ore occurance by mcre than one 
on. 0

 
b

 

c1E\ mus eaamn amd add-ass of the emlovee of the insurer wnhc M
 

fe
 

t
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Suate whether therc exists any pollcv of liability insurance 
rage to the defendant (for personal injury danagcs 2rieing from 
c;*c;nstances alleged in olazntz‘f s Complaznt) in excess of the 

.uits described in your answer to interrogatory # 83 abova. 

'y 
L 

Y 
» - 

ANSWZR:‘See'anSwer 82. 

the answer to the precedzng xnterrcgatory is in the af 

e
 

e 

"
 firmative, 

See answer S2. 

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

(E) The nuxber of said poiicy. 

(c) The effective date anéd expiration date thereof. 

- 

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

(e} The limits of lxabxlxty insuranrce coverage afforded by said 
licy for xnju*Les sustained .in any ¢re ocsurance by more than one . 
rsen. : 

‘() The namc and adcdress of the emloyee of the insurer who has 
NervicAry emgnn eI il ik Faw shs Alemmeieoline af alalacd 881 a a0 o 
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. Do you have ccpies of you 
so, will you furnish plal 

sales literature available? 
les 

- ¢ inspection and copying? 
of such sales litezacure 

- 

be 

ntl 

"ANSVWER: This Defendant uses 2 pémphlet entitled "Amphibole Asbestos.TM 
A copy wlll be mace available at the offices of the attorneys for 
this Defendant. . . 

. Do you have copies of your sales literature for the years 1950 
=~ 1960 available ? If so, will you furnish plaintiff with copies.of 
.=h sales literature for inspection and copying as it relates to its 

<+ asbestos product or products ? 

ANSWER: See auswver 8§7. 

Do you have copies of yvour sales literature for the years 1320 ‘to 
0 availakle ? If so, xincély furnish zlaintiff copies of such sales 
.arature for inspection and copying as it pertains to raw asbestos 
duet or prceducts. ¢ 

LIISWER: See answer 87. 

. Hus your company been nameé as a defendant or been made a party to 
# law suit in the United States in which your company is being sued 
. damages for breach of warranties or under the doctrine of strict 
22ility growing out of the use of your raw asbestos and/or asbestcs 
.sulation products 7 If so, state the style and number of such cases, 
.» place where it is pending, ané disgpcsition, If &ny, whicn has bteen 
22 of-such case or cases. . 

L
 

ANSWER: Answering Defendant is advised by counsel that this 
‘Interrogatory is improper. : 
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1. Dous vour company have, or has it ever had, a Ruscarch Department? 
i{ so, give the name and address of the present head of such department, 
the year that such Research LDepar:im oy - nent was established and whether or net 
svch Research Department has operated continuously since being established. 

ANSVWER: No. 
. 

- 72. Please state in detail the duties and responsibilities of such Research 
~2partment, ) ) : “ 

. ANSTER: n/a 

. 

Does your company have, or has it ever had, 2 Medical Deparcment? 
" 30, give the name and address ©f the present head cf such department, 
ive the ysarz that such Mediczl Department was established and whether 

"1 not such Medical Department has operated continucusly since being 
-stablishez. : ‘ : 

'ANSWER: - No. 
- 

-3. State in detail the duties and responsibilities cf such Medical 
‘epartment. : 

ANSVER: n/a Lo b 

A
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. Give the full namc and address of afly andall companies, firms, or 
:rsons who have distrizuted yvour preducts from the year 13940 to the 
asent date in the State of New Jersey and specifically to Owens 

rning Fiberglas Plant, Berlin, New Jersey. 

ANSWER: n/a 

i. Please state the full name and address of any and. all insulation 
antractors or industries in New Jersey who have purchased your raw 
,bestos product anéd/or asbestos insulation products from the year 

"230 to the present date. 

ANSWER: Owens Corning Fiberglass plant at Berlin, New Jersey, and 
. cohns-llanville Corporation, Mansville, New Jersey. 

7. Does vour sales ‘literature which is dms risuted to contractors, 
'uustrxas, and/or perspactive purchasers, of your raw asb estgs arnd/ox 
vestos insulation products contain any type of warning, such as: 

ADSWER See answer 11l. - 

"THIS PRODUCT CONTAINS ASBISTOS FIBERS 

“IF DUST IS5 CREATED WHEN THIS PRODUCT IS HANDLED, AVOID BREATHING 
1E DUST ) TN : 

RESPIRATCR 
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. Set forth the facts on which vou 1nuend to 'ely to suppaort your : 
ross-claim and each and every one of the separate defense asserted ' 

"o your answer 

ANSVER: Investzgation still continuing. 

intiils ccnce*nlng this acticn or 1’5 S\.\bjeC“ 'nat.r.ez whicn ycu Cr 
0. Attach a copy of 'any and all statements made by plaintiff or 

- 

¥ 9% your agents possess. ,n
u

 

ANSYER: This Defendant has no statarents made by -any Plaintiff conczrning 
this action. 

(
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