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SUPPLEASHTAL INTLIROGATORY No. 1

Have you ever advised tnhose using your products
If you did, describe
exactly how you advlscd those using your producto of such

of your so-called threshold limits?

thresnold l1limits.
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A4SV PO SUPPLE UINGAL TUTERROTATORY. 1O, 1

j
|
|

Woohave never specifilcally advised those using
t
i
our products of our specific tareshold limits on our products
|
{

in a formal way until our recent letter to Industrial Insu-
' l
lators, Inc. of April 3, 1979. !
|
i

SUPPLutIZdTAL TNTSRROGATORY 1HO. 2

|

If you did not advise those using your products
of suca threshold limit, explain why you did not.

ANSWeR TO SUPPLoLolAL INTSRROGATORY WO, 2

We did not formally advise those using our
product of our specific threshold limits prior to this date
simply because most of our customers who use the product in
significant amounts to have a serious problem, sucn as Unlon
Carbide, Dow Chemical, Inc., etec., have their own technical
staff and "in house' hyglenists who are well aware of the
problems and threshold limits on broducts used in thelr
organizations.
SUPPLAMENTAL TNTERROGATORY NO. 3

What do you contend to be the "threhold limits”
as used in answering written interrogatories previously pro-

pounded to you.

ANSWER_TO_SUPPLEMswPAL INTERROGATORY NO. 3

In the product produced until September 23, 1969,
since it contained approximately 6% of asbestos fiber, we
considered the threshold limit on dust generated in the use
andaapplicatlion of our product to te five million parts per
cubic feet of air. In the product produced since that date,
we consider tne threshold limits to be fifty million parts
per.cugic feet of air, since it no longer contains asbestos
fiber. Some consideration 1s being given to reducing tnis
to twenty-five million parts per cubic feet of air.
SUPPL:ENTAL LiTSRROGATORY NO. 4 |

Wihere didyou obtain such information concerning
threshold limits, and when did you get sueh information?
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ANSWER 10 SUPPLEMENTAL TUTERROGATORY NO. 4

ihils Informatlon was obtained from the Livision
of Safety and dygiene of the Industrial Commission when they
¢onducted dust tests in our own manufacturing facllity in
nApril of 1967. Other information in this regard was ootained
from publications of the HWNational Safety Counsel, and follows
the American Conference of Governmental Industrial llygienlsts
of 1962 who adopted these values at their meeting of that date.
SUPPLEMANTAL LiTLRROGATORY 0. 5

Has your company ever gone into the ficld and
seen, observed, or counted, or in any way shown any interest in
ascertaining now much dust is created by the worker applying
your products when he is in an enclosed area such as a bullding,
factory, room, cr ccnfined spacs? Answer “Yes' or "io.*

AJdSWuR 1O SUPPLEVENTAL INTLRROGATORY H40. 5

Yes.

SUPPLLIESTAL T4TSRROGATORY 0. §

If your answer is “"Yes™ to Interrogatory id. 5,
then please explain the details of when and where such obser-
vations were taken, by whom they were taken, giving the
complete name and address, the system used for such observa-
tion and the complete results, and to whom the results were
reported. .

ANSWLR TO SUPPLEASNTAL InTERROGATORY #0. 6

Dust counts were made in our own plant in April
of 1967; also at the Union Carbide snops, located at Institute,
West Virginia in the fall of 1967, and again in the spring of
1370 at the Union Carbide shops. The first tests were on
material containing 6% asbestos. The second tests [spring
of 1970] were on asbestos-frece products.
Ihe second test was done by Robert Peal, Unilon
Carbide Company hyglenist. We have no copy of the results of
thils test since tihls was an "in house"' document. We have
been advised that Phillp Carey meets current standards. |
Results of these tests have been given to Union
Caroide, Dow Chemical and other significant users of this

product.
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If your company 1is one contending that some dust
count constitutes a threshold level, please cxplain in detail
wiien you got sueh information, exactly wiat it is, setting out
all the details which you have concerning tinls in its entirety,
and what your company has done to advisc those wio migiit use
your products.

éﬁﬁ?§{“19h§9¥£#£ﬁéﬁiﬁﬁ.EﬂiﬁﬁﬁQGé?QBXnﬂgan

In talkrng about threshold limit values referred
to in prior interrogatories, tials information Was received by
your defendant from fmerican Conference of Industrial Hygienists,
described in 3 scrles of publications entitled "Threshold Limit
Values of Airborne Contaminants,

DATED this 21st day of Septemver, 1370.

FULBRIGAT, CﬁOdﬂEH, PREAVAN,
BATES & JAWORSKI

By

——— st o,

w.7ﬁwﬂrﬂiﬂﬁhﬁrf““""f“"*"

Bank of the Southwest Building
Houston, Texas 77002 224-7070

Attorneys for Defendant, Panacon
.Corporation [Philip Carey Corporation]

THe STATE OF TEXAS

(27 XXt Y 2o

COUNTY OF HARRIS

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, on this day
bersonally appeared W. ii. ARNWOLD JR., known to me to be tue
attorney of record forthe vefendant mentioned above ang to
be the person wnose name is subscribed to tie foregoing instruy-
ment, and acxknowlcdged to me that he executed tne same for tle
purposes and consideration therein €Xpressed and that the same
is truc andg correct.

Given under my hand and seal of office this the
215t day of Septemver, 1270.

A— e

 NOTARY "PUELTC T4 A0D T R
HARRIS COUATY, T & X 4 8

CLRIIFICATE OF SLRVICH
I certify that a copy of tha foregoing instrument
was served on the following attorneys by mailing a trge apd
correct copy thercof to thelr respective offices on this 21st
day of September, 1970, '
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iir. Ward Stephenson
Stopheason & Jaompgon
Stephenson sullding
Orange, Texas

iir. Geo. A. Weller

Weller, Wheelus, Green & uvrocato
Beaumont Savings Bullding

P. 0. pBox 359

Beaumont, Texas T7T704

Mr. George . Duncan
P. 0. Box 3708
Beaumont, fexas 77704

Mr. Gordon R. Pate
BSeaunont Savings Bulilding
Beaumont, Texas 77701

“r. Ben L. Reynolds
Roystor, Rayzor &« Cook
877 San Jacinto Building
Houston, Texas 77702

Mr. Dale Dowell
707 Beaumont Savings Building
Beaumont, Texas 77701

Yr. James W. HMehaffy, Sr.

San Jacinto -Bullding

Beaumont, Texas 77701 ?
M

#ir. Charles S. Pipkin

P. 0. Box 1632

Beaumont, Texas 77794

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

Mr. Gerald P. Coley

Vinson, Llkins, Searls & Connally
First City iational Bank Buillding
Houston, Texas 77002

[ir. Robert . bBarnes, Jr.
P. 0. Box 5038
Beaumont, Texas 77706

dAr. rank Bean

Bean & Hanning

500 Jefferson Building
Houston, Texas 77702

W. N, Arnold, Jr.
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