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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

Ford's Response to Plamntiffs' Interrogatories and Requests has been prepared in full
comphiance with the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure ("TRCP"), pursuant to a reasonable and duly
diligent search for information properly requested For many vears Ford has had at any ume
hundreds of thousands of emplovees in different locations throughout =ne world In conducting its
business Ford has created every vear mullions of documents tha: za.2 pesn kept in numerous
different locations and have been moved frequently from site to site 2s 2mriovees have changed jocs
Accordingly, Ford does not, and could not possibly, represent that 125 r2sponses consttute all of the
information re;uested Rather, as required by the TRCP, Ford's rescenses reflect all responsive
information 1dentified by Ford before the date of the responses pursuart to a reasonable and duly
diligent search and investigation conducted 1n connection with these -z:uests  To the extent that the
requests purport to require more, Ford objects on the grounds that (2) the requests seek to compel
Ford 1o conduct a search beyond the scope of permussible discovery coctemplated by the TRCP and
(b) compliance with the requests would impose an undue burden arc 2xpense

Furthermore, 1n compliance with the TRCP, Ford responds i0 2.anutfs' Interrogatones arc
Requests onlv with respect to information and,or documents i ~or2's possession, custody. Ot
control Some or all of Planuffs' Interrogator:2s and Requests piorert -0 call ror informai.on o~
documents not 1n the possession, custody or conwol of Ford but 1n the cossession, cus?c;d}, or conizol
of other, separate legal enuties To the extent that Plainuffs' Interrogatonies and Requests anzmpt

to require Ford to obtain information and/or documents not in Ford's possession, custody, or control,

Ford objects on the grounds that they (a) seek to compel Ford to conduct a search beyond the scope

t-J
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of permussible discovery contemplated by the TRCP and (b) tmpose an undue burden and expense
on Ford.
Ford does not concede that any of 1ts responses wll be admissible evidence at trial Further,
Ford does not waive any objections, whether or not stated herein, to use such answers at tnal
When Ford uses any terms or phrases that Plantiffs have purporiec o define, such terms and
phrases should be given either (a) the mearungs set out by Ford herewn or = e individual responses
or (b) 1n cases of ordinary words that Plaintiffs have attempted to der:-2 = 2 manner inconsisiz=!

with their meamngs, the ordinary meaning of such words

W
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INTERROGATORY NOQ. 1

State the name, address, job utle, length of tme employed by Defendant, and a year-by-year
list of all other positions, titles, or jobs held when working for Defendant of each person who has
supphied any information used 1n answering these interrogatories

OBJECTIONS:

Ford objects on the grounds that the interrogatory seeks informzuon orotected under
the artornev-chent pnvilege or work product tmmuruty, and on the zcdinonal grounds
that the :nterrogatory (a) 1s overly broad and (b) seeks winform:2- ¢~ that is neither
relevant to the subject marter of this action nor reasonably calc..2:22 %0 lead to the
discovery of acrmussible evidence

ANSWER

Ford states that these are the answers of Defendant Ford Motor Zcmpany and are
signed on behalf of Ford by the authorized agent idenui.e. on the attached
ventfication They were prepared under the direction and sepenvision of Ford's
attornets, including outside counsel

INTERROGATORY NQ. 2

State whether or not you are a corporation If so, state vour corrac: corporate name, the stz
of your incorporauon, the address of your principal place of business, Zie zame and address of the
person or entity authonzed to accept service of process on your behalf, and whether or not vou have
ever held a Ceruficate of Authonty to do business wn the State of Texas

ANSWER.

Ford Motor Company was incorporated tn the State of Delawo-z cn Julv 9, 1919
Fora's princ:ral place of business is located at The Amencas Roaa. Dearborn.
Michigan 48121 Fora has orilces, assemaly plants and other = .25 at vanous
'ocauons throvghout the world  Ford 1s qualified to conduct busiress n all 50 states

of tne Urnutea Siates

INTERROGATORY NO. 3

Has Defendant or any of 1ts predecessor or subsidiary comparues at any time engaged in the
munng and subsequent sale of matenal contaiung, asbestos fibers? If so, identfy the location of the
mune(s), the vears of its operation, the type of asbestos mined and whether vou sold any asbestos to
any Defendants 1n the Dallas County asbestos lLitigation
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OBJECTIONS:

Ford behieves that most or all of the documents for which the informanon requested
1n thus nterrogatory could only be denved from are no longer available due to the
extreme passage of ime Ford objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it (a)
1s overly broad and unlimited 1n scope, (b) seeks information that 1s neither relevant
to the subject matter of this action nor reasonably calculated to !ead -o the discovery
of admissible evidence. and (c) 1s unduly burdensome and oggrassive

ANSWER:

Ford states that 1t has never muned raw asbestos or manufactura. z:cesws-containing
products Ford states that 1t did sell vehicles and replacemeni -2r-s vhich mcluded
asbestos-contaning orake hmngs, pads and clutch facings throw 2~ Tanchused Fora
dealers and authorized distnbutors in the Unuzed States, unaer =27es such as Ford,
Mercury, Ford Authonzed Remanufacturers, and under varc.s .nes and senes
names such as Motorcraft Such components were purchased &o= s.ooliers to Ford

INTERROGATORY NO. 4

[denufv by name each product contaimung asbestos fibers =-2- Delzndant or any of 3
predecessor or subsidiary companies at any time manufactured or so =

ANSWER:
Ford refers 1o and wcorporates herein its Answer to Interrogato~ No 5.

INTERROGATORY NO. 5

A e

[denufy by ~ame each product containung asbestos ifiters -2- De2f2ndant or any oI 75
predecessor or subsiaiary companies at any tme marketed or sold

ANSWER.

Ford sold rzeiacement parts. which includea asbestos-containr - =-2xe2 luungs pads
and clutch facings, through franchised Ford dealers and authorizzc zustrioutors in the
United States Aftermarket parts were sold under the namz cf Ford or Ford
Authonzed Remanufacturers, as well as vanous hines and senes names, such as
Motorcraft.  Ford states that 1t has not manufactured asbestos-containing brake
linings, pads or clutch facings. Ford purchased these products from suppliers Ford
understands the type of asbestos fibers in these to be chrysotle However, since Ford
did not manufacture these products, 1t does not know percentages of asbestos that
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they contain, but, generally, it is thought to be, for example, betwezn 40% and 60%
asbestos, by weight, 1n brake linings.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6

If the answer 0 one or more of the last three nterrogatones is (& “ze arfirmative or lists any
products, state as to each named product the following

A

B

F

G
H
I
J

ANSWER-

As to each product, state whether such product was m.-: . ~anufacrured,
marketed, and. or sold

The names of the compantes miung manuiacturng = - - ~2 and’or
setl.ng 2ach product minea. manusactured. marketec on. -.nd

Tre wrade or brand ~ame of 2ach o7 those products m.mr - ~.acrurec
~—arxered and or so!ld

The vate each of the narmed proauers aas piaced on == ~ .- .2

A descripuon of the pavsical (chemicai) composinen - -_:= »f the named
preducts, wncluding the tvpe of asbestos contained 1n =22 -z crand the

percentage of asbestos put in each prodict

The date each of the products was removed from the =0 :z- 23a no longer
sold or distnbuted and the reason or reasons therefor

17 cate asbestos +as ramoved Jom sweh procuets. . oo -2 the reasens
therator

A descnption of the physical appearance of each of the -2z products

A detailed description of the intended uses of the narrez =->1ucts

[denuy the last; 2ar thar » ou sold 2ach asbestos- cona.m - ~racuct

Ford states as fodows

A
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Ford sold replacemens omits welon SCALCRC ASPEITT.-t TANLRI CTAN2
..mngs. pads anc olelta e ogs Trolzn fancwIzs Tl zzalers and
autonzed dismbutors 11 the Unirea States.

T 370 UICQAsed INESe 2roCucis IO sLTouiers Tors cTtIlcz A st OT
same ustoric suerwers Zof Plainicls -2 arence

Aftermarket parts were soid under the name o Forz -- Z::z2 Authonzaec

Remanufacturers. as well as vanous lines and ser2y -a2mes, such as
Motoreraft,

Ford believes asbestos-contaiung fncuon producis were zcorporated wnto its
vehucles since 1t began selling mass production vehicles i ine early 1900's.
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E Ford understands the type of asbestos fibers in these to be chrysotile.
However, since Ford did not manufacture these products, it does not know
percentages of asbestos that they contain, but, generally, it 1s thought to be,
for example, between 40% and 60% asbestos, by weight. 1n brake linings

F Ford states that the use of asbestos-containing friction products were phased
out of the majonty of Ford's vehucles by 1984 By 1993, ihe only vehicles in
which asbestos-containing fricuon products were still used were low-voiume
limousine applications Their use 1n limousines was disconunued in 1997

G Ford states that the use of asbestos-contaiung friction =rec.cis were phased
out of the majonity of Ford's vehucles by 1984 By 1963 122 >nlv vehicles in
w rych asbestos-containing fmeuon products were sull use.. v2ce low-volume
..mousine applications  Their use wn limousines was ¢ s¢:rnnzued in 1997
No one person authonzed or directed the "stoppage” 37 ..-esios-containg
mcuon products Such products were phased out as - SHA regulations
changed and switable alternanives were discovered,

H A brake limng 1s a narrow rectangle, shaped to fit arou-c 1 circle A brake
pad 1s a narrow arc-shaped matenal mounted to an arc-snaved flat plate A
ciuten facing 1s a flat, round. metal plate with two rings :-. on each side of
micuon matenal The facing 1s between the fly-wheet ¢ 2 engine and the
pressure plate of the ransmussion,

I Ford refers Plainnff to the Answer to0 Interrogatory No = =,

J Ford refers Plainuff to the Answer to Interrogatory No 5 G)

INTERROGATORY NO 7

Do anv Jocuments. inctuding but =ot lmited to written —e~cranda, specificatcons.
recommarcators. oluepnnts or other wntten matenais of any kina ¢~ :-aracter, relating @ e
des.zn precara.en. of .noduction 1o the market of the products hsizo - niz2mogatory No 6 stk
st [Tso. st

A A descnipuon of each such document
B The name, address, and job utle of each person who currzzi:. has possession of 2ach
document, and where the documents are currently locatzc

OBJECTIONS:

Ford beheves that most or all of the documents for which the nformation requested i this
mterrogatory could only be denved from are no longer available due to the extreme passage of ume.
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Ford objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it (a) is overly broad and unlimited 1n scope,
(b) seeks information that 1s neither relevant to the subject matter of thus action nor reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admussible evidence, and (c) 1s unduly burdensome and
oppressive

ANSWER:

Ford purchased brake Limings, pads and clutch facings from 1ts suppliers Aspects of
design and preparation of these products are propnetary with their manufacturers

Ford prepared performance specifications, not manufacturing specifications

Specificanons would be 1ssued, samples received, samples tested against
speciicauons and purchase orders issued  Many Ford emplovess vere involved in
this process

INTERROGATORY NO. 8

Before dismbuung, selling, or placing the products listed 1n your -esponses to Interrogatory
Nos 3-6 into the streams of commerce, were any tests conducted to zetzrmine potential health
hazards involved n the use of, or exposure to, the materials such as asbestos, contained wn those
products? If the answer 1s affirmative, state.

A The names of the products tested and the date of each test

B The name, address, and job utle of each person conaucung the tests or

involved with conducting the tests.
C. The results of the tests.

ANSWER:

Ford states that 1n the early 1970's Armold Anderson and Ros Gealer of Ford's
Scientific Research Staff conducted tests to determune the quanuts ot asbestos fibers
"iberated Zrom brake limngs during the braking process They corcluded that over
99 98%4 oi ke asbestos fibers 1n brake hrungs decomposed dunicg che braking process
.ato other matenals Thewr results were published 1n a 1975 SAE paper by A

Anderson and R Gealer enutled "Asbestos Emussions From Bra<e Dynamometer
Tests

In 1973, Ford's Industnal Hymene Deparument conducted air sampiing tests on brake
linings being cleaned by brake mechanics using air hoses They determined that
asbestos levels were well below existing or proposed OSHA standards This testing
was done by Mr Anderson and Henry Lick, under the superviston of Paul Toth, who
was then manager of Industrial Hygiene

In addition, Ford states that commencing in the early 1970's, Ford participated in and
provided partial funding for studies done by Dr. [rving Sefikoff and others at what
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1s now the Mt. Sinai School of Medicine in New York, which work was reported on
in a paper entitled "Asbestos Exposure During Brake Liming and Maintenance and
Repair," published in Environmental Research, Vol. 12, pp. 110-128 (1976). The
work done was a study of the environmental pollution, if any, caused by asbestos in
brake linings The study came to focus on the occupational exposure of mechanics
during brake repair and maintenance. Ford's Research and Engineenng Department
and Industnal Hygiene Department were advised of the study

INTERROGATORY NO. 9

Do any documents, mncluding but not hmited to written memoranda, specifications,
recommendations, bluepnnts, or other written matenals of any kind or character, relating to the
testing of the products referred to i Interrogatory iNo 6 now exist? [fso state

A A description of each such document.

B. The name, address, and job title of each person who currently has possession

of each document, and where 1t 15 presently located

SWER:

Ford refers to and incorporates herein its answer and objections to Interrogatory
No 7.

E GATORY NO. 10

Did Defendant or any of its predecessor or subsidiary companies make any destgn changes
or modifications as a result of those tests described 1n responses to Interrogatory No 8? If the answer
is affirmative, state

A. The trade names of the products changed.

B The nature of the changes made and the date of such ckanges or
modifications

C The name, address, and job title of each person respons.ble for having caused

a change to be made, or having made a change or modification

ANSWER:
Ford refers to and incorporates herein tts answer and objecuons to Interrogatory
No 7

INTE ORY NO.

After releasing the products listed in Interrogatory No 6 to the public, were any tests
conducted on them to determine potential health bazards resulting from the use of or exposure to the
materials, such as asbestos, contained in those products? If the answer 1s affirmative, state.
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A. The names of the products tested and the dates of such tests.

B The name, address, and job title of each person who conducted those tests.

C. The results of those tests.

D. Whether, as a result of the tests, any products were removed from the
market.

E The names of all products removed from the market as a result of these
tests.

ANSWER:
Ford refers to and incorporates herewn its answer and object.ons to laterrogatory
No 8.

ATORY NQ. 12

Do any documents, including wntten memoranda, specifications, recommendations,
blueprints, or other wnitten matenals of any kind or character, relating to the potential health hazards
of the products listed in Interrogatory No 6 now exast? If so, state:

A. The name of each product.

B A descrniption of each document and how 1t relates to each product.

C The name, address, and job title of each person who cuirently has possession

of each document, and where 1t 1s presently located

ANSWER:

Ford refers to and incorporates herein its answer and objecuons to Interrogatory
No 7

INTERROGATORY NO. 13

D1d Defendant or any of its subsidiary companies make any design changes as a result of the
tests discussed wn your response to Interrogatories No 8 or 11? If the answer 1s affirmatve, state
A The names of the products changed or modified.
B The name, address, and job title of each person responsible for baving made
a change or modification —
C The nature of the hazard or defect which resulted 1n such change or

modification.
ANSWER:
Ford refers to and incorporates herein its answer and objections to Interrogatory
No. 7.
F'DATA DOCS41-23I' MASTER D20 10
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INTERROGATORY NO. 14

Has Defendant or any of its predecessor or subsidiary companies at any time published or
distributed any printed matenal, including brochures, pamphlets, catalogs, packaging or other written
matenal or any kind or character containing any warnings concerning the possibility of injury
resulting from the use of the asbestos-contaming products listed in Interrogatory No. 67 If so, state:
The names of each relevant product.

The exact wording of each warning statement on each pninted matenal.

A description of the printed matenal other than the warning statement

The method used to distnibute the warning to persons liket+ to use the

product.

The date each warning was first 1ssued, distnibuted, or 2.ac2d on packaging

The name, address, and job title of each person responsiciz for having

dratted or 1ssued the warning

G The current location of any such printed matenal and the custodian thereof

H The form 1n which such literature or printed matenal can ce accessed, 1.e,
the manner tn which such literature is indexed or stored

vowy

™

ANSWER:

Ford states that 1t did not manufacture asbestos-contatning brak= or clutch products
for sale mn 1ts vehucles. Ford purchased preassembled brake ana ciutch assemblies
which were installed 1n vehicles or sold as replacement parts Therefore, most
promotional matenal concerning brakes or clutch assemblies would pertain to the
vehicle as a whole or to pre-assembled replacement parts

However, Ford states that it began using the following warming on its cartons in
1980 CAUTION CONTAINS ASBESTOS FIBERS AVOID CREATING DUST
BREATHING ASBESTOS DUST MAY CAUSE SERIOUS BODILY HARM
WHEN SERVICING THIS BRAKE LINING OR ANY COMPONENT RELATED
TO IT OR LOCATED NEAR IT, PREVENT ASBESTOS DUST FROM BEING
AIRBORNE BY VACUUMING THIS ASSEMBLY WITH AN INDUSTRIAL
TYPE VACUUM CLEANER EQUIPPED WITH A HIGH EFFICIENCY FILTER
SYSTEM AND BY WASHING THE ASSEMBLY WITH AN APPROPRIATE
BRAKE PARTS WASHER IF NECESSARY NEVER REMOVE DUST OR DIRT
FROM THIS ASSEMBLY BY BLOWING WITH COMPRESSED AIR

In addition, Ford 1ssued an August 3, 1973, memorandum to Plant Safety
Engneers directing that brake drums be cleaned using industmal type vacuum
cleaners The memo directed that air hoses should not be used to clean brake
drums Simultaneously, Maintenance Bulletin 137 was issued by the Plant
Engineening Office to the same effect

F\DATADOCS+1-23 '"MASTER D20 il
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On October 24, 1975, Ford Technical Service Bulletin 99 was distnbuted to Ford and
Lincoln-Mercury Dealers. It recommended that a vacuum cleaner be used for cleaning
brakes. In January 1976, a Technical Service Bulletin 104 was issued to the dealers
indicating that Ford recommended the use of an industrial vacuum cleaner in brake
cleaming operations. The 1977 edition of the Rotunda Catalog and Ford's Shop Manual
for Dealerships recommended that brakes not be cleaned with an air hose and that a
vacuum cleaner be used for this purpose In November 1983, Ford 1ssued Bulletin No.
83-22 on brake and clutch servicing Technical Service Bulleuns are presently
distnbuted to approxumately 29,000 Ford and Lincoln-Mercury dealer technicians
These documents are the results of corporate acavity and are not the work of any single
author These bulletins have not been superseded Additionally, as mennoned 1n Ford's
Preliminary Statement, Ford will make available for wspection at a murually agreeable
ume in Dearborn, Michigan, a collection of documents and other m.aienials pertaining
1o asbestos, which may contain information responsive to this request.

INTERROGATORY NO. 15

Before 1970, had you received notice that any individual or indivicuals, other than those
Plamntffs who have filed personal injury actions in Dallas County, Texas. s or are claiming or has
or have claimed an njury as a result of using asbestos products manufactured and/or sold by your
company or any of 1ts predecessors or subsidianes before 19707 If so, siate
The name and address of each claimant.

The date of notice of each claim

A description of the claim.

The tvpe of injuries allegedly sustained

The name and address of each attorney who represents each individual
making a claim

F The style and court number of each claim.

G The disposition of each claym that has been settled or taken 10 judgment

MmooOw»

OBJECTIQNS:

Ford objects to this interrogatorv on the grounds that it (a) 1s over!s troad, (b) seeks
information that is neither relevant to the subject matter of tus lawswt nor
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admussible evidence at the tnal of .
this matter, and (c) 1s unduly burdensome and oppressive

ANSWER:
Ford's records do not permit retrieval of this information as injunes alleged are
described in general terms such as: lungs, chest, back, silicosis, bronchitis,

emphysema, pneurnoconiosis, cough, pulmonary system, etc, resulting from
exposure to “deletenous substances" or "atmospheric pollutants " It is impossible to
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ascertain from these records whether or not the alleged injury was associated with
asbestos exposure. Furthermore, because of the differences in occupational exposure,
the information sought would not be relevant to the claims asserted herein.

INTERROGATORY NO. 16

Were your asbestos products distnbuted, marketed, packaged, labeled and/or sold by
companies other than your own? If the answer 1s affirmative, list the names and addresses of each
of those companies, and the products in question

NSWER:

Ford states that 1t sold replacement parts which included asbestos-cortaining brake
linings, pads and cluich facings through franchised Ford dealers and authonzed
disthbutors 1n the Umuted States, under names such as Forz Mercury, Ford
Authonized Remanufacturers, and under various lines and ser:es names such as
Motorcraft Aftermarket parts were sold under the name of Ford or Ford Authorized
Remanufacturers Ford will produce a list of Ford Authorized Remanufacturers.

RR RY NO. 17

Did you or any of your predecessors, successors, or subsidianes have any distnbutors or sales
representatives of asbestos products in the States of Alabama, Flonda, Mississippi, Oregon,
Washington, Georgia, Tennessee, Texas and Virginia? If so, state:

A The name and address of each such distnibutor or sales representatives
B The years in which such company or person distributed, marketed, or sold
your products
C What products were distnbuted, marketed, or sold and 1n what years
OBJECTIONS:

Ford objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it (a) 1s overiv oroad, (b) seeks
information that 1s neither relevant to the subject matter oI ihis lawsuit nor
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence at the tnal of
this matter, and (c) 15 unduly burdensome and oppressive

ANSWER:

Ford states that 1t sold replacement parts which included asbestos-containing brake
linings, pads and clutch facings through franchised Ford dealers and authonzed
distributors 1 the United States, under names such as Ford, Mercury, Ford
Authorized Remanufacturers, and under various lines and series names such as

.,
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Motorcraft. Ford also sold vehicles which included asbestos-contaming friction
products to the United States government.

IN TORY NO.

List each employee (including only physicians and/or hygienists) who has acted 1n
a medical advisory capacity to your company at any time dunng the past 40 years,
including, but not limited to, physicians and industmal hygiensts and the current
address, telephone number and job tile of each of those indivaiduass 2nd who has, had
or may have had any knowledge regarding the hazards of asbesics

ANSWER:

Ford has employed medical directors as part of the Staff to mor "¢~ e health and
safety of the emplovees They are located tn Dearborn, Michiza~  Thes have been

Harley Kneger, M D ?to 1954, nowdeceased, E A Irvin, M D <3236 1970, now
deceased. Duane L. Block, M D 1970 to 1987, and John Triet * zsser M D 1987

to present

An aggregate of approximately 40 wndustnal hygiensts have bee:: 2~rloved at Ford
in the past 45 vears Indusmal Hygiene at Ford 1s a central sta 7.~ Uz of the Staff
In general, all 40 were classified as indusmal hygiemsts wiin r2sponsibility to
perform industnal hygiene field studies only at Ford locations The names of the 40
are presented as follows m two groups--those presently employed and those who
have left Ford Credentials and dates of emplovment will be 115222 ‘s rere known

Present Industnal Hvgienists
D S Carruthers, BS.. M.S
Occ & Env Health. CIH

L Latome.BS MS
Industnal Hygiene CIH, CSP, 1976

HB Lick,BA,MBA,MS
Occ & Enve Health, CIH, CSP, 1968

S S Mingela, BS, M.S
Occ & Env Health, CIH, CSP, 1977

MD Kelly,BS, CIH

TF. Strow, BS.,M.S,CH
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P.A. Brogan, M.S
Occ & Env Health, CIH

D Hands, M S., CIH

Past Industnial Hygienists

R. Anderson 1960s L Pamsh 1978-81

E Brown 1960s W Preston

N Brush 1972-77 S Rabuwowitz 197Cs

W Delhey 1950s J Radcliff, fmr mz .948-72
H Drver 1978-80 L Redmond 19305

D Eschelbach 1950s E Ross 1950s

A Frazho 1960s J Sanelmeser 156¢s

L Jenson 1960s J Slosar 1960s

A Karpowich [978-80 F Stz 1960s

R. Kersten 1977 J Sproat 1977

W Kronberger J Stanko 1973

T Mooney 1930s R Stites 1940s

M. O'Bnen 1977-81 P. Toth, fime mgr ~<)-82

D Padden 1930s J. Ware 1960s

D Greschaw 1956-80s R Wabeke, fmr mgr 1970s and

C Plasters 1950s-80s 1980s
K. Swaney 1980s

INTE ATORY XN

Does Defendant have 1n 1ts possession any books, pamphlets. me~oranda, or written
matenals of any kund or character that would wndicate that asbestos fibez>  «nen inhaled, can de
hazardous to the health of human-beings? If so, state
The name of each such publicauon
The date of publicanon and the names of the author anc cuousher (if any)

Tte date recerved by Defendant, 1f known
The name, job title, and address of each person who curzr+Iv has possession
of each publication and 1ts present locauon

o Owy

OBJECTIONS-

Ford objects to this nterrogatory on the grounds that 1t (a) 1s overly broad, (b) seeks
information that is neither relevant to the subject matter of this lawsuit nor
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence at the trial of
this matter, and (c) 1s unduly burdensome and oppressive
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ANSWER:

Ford states that libranes are maintained 1n the following functional areas in Dearbomn,
Michigan. medical, industrial hygiene, toxicology, and health surveillance. Among
the 1tems in these libraries there surely are journals, books, and other publications
that contain references to asbestos. There is no specific depository solely dedicated
to the toptc of asbestos.

The following journals, among others, were subscribed to at some ume during the
penod from 1928 to the present by the medical and health interests

Industrial Health
Industrial Medicine & Surgery
Journal of Occupauonal Medicine
Journal of American Medical Association
Archives of Environmental Health
Bnitish Journal of Industnal Medicine
Annals of Occupational Hygiene
Joumnal of American Industnal Hygiene
Association
The following journals, among others, were subscribed to at some :me by industrial
hygiene interests

Archives of Environmental Health
American [ndustnal Hygiene Journal
Industnal Hygiene and Toxicology
British Journal of Industnal Medicine
The Annals of Occupational Hygiene

Some health informauon relative to asbestos 1s maintained at the Irdustnial Hygiene
and Emplovee Health Department

Addinonallv. as mentuoned i Ford's Prelimunaryv Statement, Ford w1l make available
for nspecton at a mutually agreeable ume i Dearborn, Michigan, a collection of
documents and other matenals pertaiung to asbestos, which may contamn information
responsive to this request.

TERR RY NO. 20

Has Defendant or any of its subsidiary or predecessor companies at any time been a member
of any trade organization or association that published or disseminated any documents or information
relating to the hazards of asbestos compnsed of other manufacturers, miners, marketers, and/or
sellers of asbestos products? If so, state:
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ANSWER:

The name and address of each such association or organization.

The dates during which Defendant or any of its subsidiaries or predecessors were
members.

The names and dates of any publications, minutes, or reports published, written, or
disseminated by any of the named associations or organizations

Whether any of those publications are still in your possession, and if so:

1. A descnption of the publications, including the date

2 The current location of such publications

3 The custodian of such publications

4 The method or manner in which such publications are maintained

Ford states as follows:

A.

Ford or Ford employees, or both, have had memberships in the American
Society for Tesung and Materials, Society of Automotive Engineers and the
Amencan Industnal Hygiene Association. Ford cannot idenufy all of its
emplovees who have been or are members of these orgauzatuons Ford also
had a membership from January 1947 through December 1974 in the
[ndustnal Health Foundation, formerly known as the Industnal Hygiene
Foundation

Ford 1s a member of the National Association of Manufacturers, 1176 F. St.,
N W, Washington, D C. 20006, Michigan Manufacturers Association; Motor
Vehicle Manufacturers Association, 300 New Center Building, Detroit,
Michigan 48202, and the National Safety Council, 444 N Michugan Ave,
Chicago, llmnos 60611.

Please refer to 20A

Ford states that Mr Paul Toth, former [ndustnal Hygiene Manager, and H L.
Northrop, M.D, former Associate Medical Director, represented Ford at
NIOSH brake/clutch assembly hazards meetings 1n 1975 and 1976 A copy
of munutes of a 1975 meeting 1s available Other meetings and seminars were
antended by several other industrial hygiensts of Ford rom 1970 to the
present The Asbestos Information Association reports that representatives.
of Ford sometimes attended an industry government conference, held
annually by the Association Mr James Stock, Sept. 19-20, 1978, Mr R. A
Husen Sept. 16-17, 1981

It would be impossible for Ford to identify all Ford employees who may have
attended meetings at which asbestos may have been a topic.

A copy of minutes of a 1975 meeting is available.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 21

Identify by name and location each plant or manufacturing facility in which the products
listed in your answers to Interrogatory Nos. 3-6 were manufactured, assembled, or prepared for sale
or marketing, specifying which plants produced each item, the dates each plant is or was in
operation, and the time span during which each named item was produced or manufactured.

OBJECTIQNS:

Ford objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it (a) is overly broad, (b) seeks
information that 1s neither relevant to the subject matter of this lawsuit nor
reasonably calculated to lead to the discoverv of admissible evidence at the tnal of
thus matter, and (c) 1s unduly burdensome and oppressive

ANSWER:

Ford believes asbestos-containing fricion products were incorporated into its
vehicles since 1t began selling mass production vehicles in the early 1900’s. Ford
further states that the use of asbestos-containing friction products were phased out
of the majority of Ford's vehicles by 1984 By 1993, the oniy vehicles in which
asbestos-containing fniction products were still used were low-volume limousine
apphications Their use in limousines was discontinued 1n 1997 Ford additionally,
sold replacement parts, which included asbestos-contaiming brake linings, pads and
clutch facings, through franchised Ford dealers and authonzed distnbutors 1n the
United States. Aftermarket parts were sold under the name of Ford or Ford
Authonized Remanufacturers, as well as various lines and senes names, such as
Motorcraft Ford states that 1t has not manufactured asbestos-containing brake
linings, pads or clutch facings Ford purchased these products from suppliers.

INTERROGATORY NO. 22

Have printed sales matenals been prepared by Defendant or any of its subsidiary or
predecessor compamies or their agents for purposes of marketing or advertising products containing
asbestos” If so;-state

Al The name, address, and job title of each person or entiry who prepared such
materials
B. The name, address, and job title of each person who currently has possession

of such materials and their present location.
C. The date the materials were prepared.
D. The media used to disseminate the sales matenals.
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ANSWER:

Ford states that it did not manufacture asbestos-containing brake or clutch products
for use in its vehicles. Ford purchased preassembled brake and clutch assemblies
which were installed m vehicles or sold as replacement parts. Therefore, most
promotional material concerning brakes or clutch assemblies would pertain to the
vehicle as a whole or to pre-assembled replacement parts.

E ATOR 23

Have any wnitten or printed matenals or instrucuons of any kind or character been prepared
by Defendant or any of its subsidiary or predecessor comparues or their agents indicating how
asbestos products should be used and maintained? If so,

A. The name, address, and job title of each person who prepared such matenals
or wnstructions or assisted 1n thewr preparation.

B. The name, address and job title of each person who currently has possession
of such materials or instructions and their present location

C The dates of distribution or use and the manner in which such materials or

mstructions were distnibuted to purchasers of Defendant's products or those
of its subsidiaries or predecessors

D The vear each such wntten matenal or instruction was precared and
disclosed to potential consumers

ANSWER:

Ford refers to and incorporates herein its answer and objections to Interrogatory
No 14

INTERROGATORY NO. 24

Does Defendant have tnsurance policies that might cover the claims made by Plawnuffs in
these cases? If so, list the name of each msurance carner, the amount of imual coverage, amount of
coverage remaining at the present time, and the effective dates of each poiicv (If properly answered.
this Interrogatory need not be supplemented as to the remaining amount of coverage)

ANSWER:

Yes Ford states that a summary of its liability msurance 1s offered
T .25
As to the disease asbestosis, state:

A. The date on which Defendant or its subsidiary or predecessor first learned
that such disease was caused by inhalation of asbestos fibers by humans,
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How Defendant became aware of the existence of the disease.

Who within the company first discovered, recognized or understood the
adverse consequences or effects of the disease and/or of asbestos exposure.
What information was disseminated within Defendant’s company or its
subsidiary or predecessor regarding such adverse consequences or effects.
E. Whether any such information 1s still maintained by Defendant or its
subsidiary or predecessor in any written form.

O ow

F. Who is the custodian of such information
G The date on which you first received knowledge or informauon that
asbestosts was caused by inhalation of asbestos fibers.
ANSWER:

Ford states that the first case report associating asbestos exposure w-th asbestosis was
published 1n the United Kingdom 1n 1907. Scattered case reports of carcinoma in
persons occupauonally-exposed to asbestos began appearing 1n the iiterature n the
1930s. Ford cannot state when a Ford employee first had knowledge of such
information. [t 1s known, however, that the wutial knowledge of a suggestion of
potenual bazards associated with asbestos lined brakes came in a tziephone call from
Dr. Selikoff to Dr Roy Gealer of Ford Research and Engineering in Apnl 1975

Ford cannot state when 1t or one of 1ts emplovees first had knowledge of asbestos-
related disease among its employees. Furthermore, because of the difference m
occupational exposure, the information sought would not be relevant to the claims
asserted herein

RR RY NO. 26
As to the disease lung cancer, state

A The date on which Defendant or its subsidiary or predecessor first leamed
that such disease was caused by whalation of asbestos fibers by humans

B How Defendant or 1ts subsidiary or predecessor became aware of the disease
and 1ts relationship to asbestos exposure

C. Who within the company or 1ts subsidiary or predecessor rirst discovered or
recogruzed the adverse consequences or effects of asbestos exposure.

D What information was disseminated withun Defendant's company or its
subsidiary or predecessor regarding such adverse consequences or effects

E. Whether any such information s still maintained by Defendants or its

subsidianes or predecessors in a written form

Who is the custodian of such information.

G.  The date on which you first received knowledge or information that lung
cancer was caused by inhalation of asbestos dust and fibers

m
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* ANSWER:

Ford states that the first case report associating asbestos exposure with asbestosis was
published in the United Kingdom in 1907. Scattered case reports of carcinoma in
persons occupationally-exposed to asbestos began appearing 1n the literature in the
1930s. Ford cannot state when a Ford employee first had knowledge of such
information. It is known, however, that the initial knowledge of a suggestion of
potential hazards associated with asbestos lined brakes came in a telephone call from
Dr Selikoff to Dr Roy Gealer of Ford Research and Engineering :n Apnil 1975

Ford cannot state when 1t or one of its employees first had know!edge of asbestos-
related disease among its employees. Furthermore, because or +he difference in
occupational exposure, the information sought would not be reles ant io the claims
asserted herein

RR TORY NQ. 27

As to pleural disease, pleural thickening or pleural plaques, state

A. The date on which Defendant or 1ts subsidiary or predecessor learned such
disease was caused by inhalation of asbestos fibers by humans

B How Defendant or its subsidiary or predecessor became aware of the disease
and that 1t was caused by exposure to asbestos.

C Who within the company or its subsidiary or predecessor first discovered or
recognized the adverse consequences or effects of asbestos exposure

D What information was disseminated within Defendant's company or its

subsidiary or predecessor regarding such adverse consequences or effects.
E Whether any such information is still maintained by Defendant or its
subsidiary or predecessor n a wrtten form
F. Who 1s the custodian of such information.

ANSWER:

Ford states that the first case report associating asbestos exposure ~ii asbestosis was
published in the United Kingdom 1n 1907 Scartered case reports ot carcinoma in
persons occupationally-exposed to asbestos began appeaning in the hterature in the
1930s Ford cannot state when a Ford employee first had knowledge of such
information. It 1s known, however, that the initial knowledge of a suggestion of
potential hazards associated with asbestos hined brakes came in a telephone call from
Dr. Selikoff to Dr Roy Gealer of Ford Research and Engineering 1n Apnl 1975.

Ford cannot state when it or one of its employees first had knowledge of asbestos-
related disease among its employees. Furthermore, because of the difference in
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occupational exposure, the information sought would not be relevant to the claims
asserted herein.

RR! T .2

As to the disease mesothelioma, state.

A. The date on which Defendant or its subsidiary or predecessor first learned
such disease was caused by inhalation of asbestos fibers bv aumans.

The date on which Defendant first suspected that mesothe'.oma was caused
by inhalation of asbestos dust and fibers.

w

and that 1t was caused by exposure to asbestos

o O

recognized the adverse consequences or effects of asbes:cs 2xposure
What informauon was disseminated within Defendant s :cpany or its
subsidiary or predecessor regarding such adverse consec.e=ces or effects
F. Whether any such information 1s sull maintained by Dezzzcants or its
subsidiary or predecessor i1 a written form

Who is the custodian of such information

Whether Defendant agrees that there is no known mecica. c.ore for
mesothelioma

m

o aQ

ANSWER:

Ford states that the first case report associating asbestos exposure 1~ asbestosis was
published n the United Kingdom 1n 1907 Scattered case repor:s of carcinoma in
persons occupationally-exposed to asbestos began appearing 1n he .:erature 1n the
1930s Ford cannot state when a Ford employee first had <nowredge of such
informauon It 1s known. however, that the iutial knowleczz =7 1 suggestion of
potential hazards associated with asbestos iined brakes came 1 2 2 2ccone call from
Dr Selikoff to Dr Roy Gealer of Ford Research and Engineer-z n Aonl 1975

Ford cannot state when it or one of 1ts employvess first had kno ~+.22:22 of asbestos-
related disease among 1ts emplovees Furthermore, becauss o7 e aifference 1n
occupational exposure, the information sought would not be re+2. 221 © the claims
asserted herein. -

RROGATORY NO. 2

As to gastrointestinal cancer, laryngeal cancer, pharyngeal cancer or lymphatic cancer, state

A. The type of cancer and the date on which Defendant or its subsidiary or
predecessor first learned that such diseases were caused by tnhalation of
asbestos fibers by humans.

o
[0S
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B. What cancers has the Defendant or its subsidiary or predecessor become
aware can be caused by exposure to asbestos fibers?

C. The date on which Defendant first suspected other cancers were caused by
asbestos inhalation.

D. Who within the company or 1ts subsidiary or predecessor first discovered the
adverse consequences or effects of asbestos exposure

E. What information was disseminated with Defendant's company or 1its
subsidiary-or predecessor regarding such. adverse consequences or effects.

F Whether any such information is still maintained by Defencant or its
subsidiary or predecessor 1n a written form.

G Who 15 the custodian of such information.

ANSWER:

Ford states that the first case report associaung asbestos exposurz I ispestosis was
published in the Umted Kingdom 1n 1907 Scattered case repcits of carcinoma in
persons occupationally-exposed to asbestos began appearing in ¢ literature i the
1930s Ford cannot state when a Ford employee first had k-owledge of such
information It is known, however, that the imtial knowledge or a suggestion of
potential hazards associated with asbestos lined brakes came in a :etephone call from
Dr Selikoff to Dr Roy Gealer of Ford Research and Engineenzy = April 1975

Ford cannot state when it or one of its employees first had knowledge of asbestos-
related disease among its employees. Furthermore, because oI the difference 1n
occupational exposure, the information sought would not be relevant to the claims
asserted herein

ANTERROQGATORY NO. 30

eliminate all potential health hazards to persons working wath or exposea o them? If the answer 13
affirmauve. explain in detail, and attach any studies or survevs on whica “us answer 1s based

ANSWER:

Ford was not aware of satisfactory subsututes for fricuon products contaimung
asbestos whuch were technologically feasible prior to 1973 Such products were
phased out as OSHA regulations changed and suitable alternatives were discovered

"
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INTERROGATORY NO. 31

Descnbe in detail the types of packages or packaging which Defendant or any of its
subsidiary or predecessor companies used for asbestos material or products, listing the dates each
type of package was used, a physical description of each type of package, and providing a description
of any printed material or trademarks that appeared thereon.

ANSWER:

Ford sold replacement parts, which included asbestos-containing brake linings, pads
and clutch facings, through franchised Ford dealers and authorized dismbutors in the
Uruted States Aftermarket parts were sold under the name of Ford or Ford
Authonzed Remanufacturers, as well as vanous lines and series names, such as
Motorcraft  Ford states that 1t has not manufactured asbestos-containing brake
linings, pads or clutch facings. Ford purchased these products from suppliers. Ford
understands the type of asbestos fibers in these to be chrysotile However, since Ford
did not manufacture these products, it does not know percentages of asbestos that
they contawn. but, generally, it is thought to be, for example, between 40% and 60%
asbestos, by weight, in brake linings

Ford additionally responds to this interrogatory by stating that a brake lining is a
narrow rectangle, shaped to fit around a circle A brake pad is a narrow arc-shaped
matenal mounted to an arc-shaped flat plate A clutch facing 1s a flat, round, metal
plate with two nngs, one on each side of friction matenal The facing 1s between the
tly-wheel of the engine and the pressure plate of the transmission

Vehicles are not generally shupped in packages. Aftermarket brake linings, pads and
clutch facings are shipped 1n cartons Ford states that 1t began using the following
warning on its cartons wn 1980.

CAUTION CONTAINS ASBESTOS FIBERS. AVOID CREATING
DUST BREATHING ASBESTOS DUST MAY CAUSE SERIOUS
BODILY HARM WHEN SERVICING THIS BRAKE LINING OR
ANY COMPONENT RELATED TO IT OR LOCATED NEARIT,
PREVENT ASBESTOS DUST FROM BEING AIRBORNE BY
VACUUMING THIS ASSEMBLY WITH AN INDUSTRIAL TYPE
VACUUM CLEANER EQUIPPED WITH A HIGH EFFICIENCY
FILTER SYSTEM AND BY WASHING THE ASSEMBLY WITH
AN APPROPRIATE BRAKE PARTS WASHER IF NECESSARY.
NEVER REMOVE DUST OR DIRT FROM THIS ASSEMBLY BY
BLOWING WITH COMPRESSED AIR.
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- A sample aftermarket carton is offered.

INTERROGATORY NO. 32

Has Defendant or any of its subsidiary or predecessor companues at any time entered into a
"rebranding" agreement with any other company, either as buyer or seller, concerning asbestos
materials or asbestos products? If so, state, as to each such agreement:

A, The name of the company manufacturing the asbestos products.
B. The trade name affixed to those products.
C. The periods of time covered by each such agreement.
D The volume, in dollar amount, of each transaction.
E The imnal purchaser of the products.
- ANSWER:
No

INTERROGATORY NO. 33

List the name and address of each company from which Defendant or its subsidiary or
predecessor purchased matenals or asbestos products which Defendant sold or distributed 1n any
form, stating the form of the materials, the dates of such purchases, and the ulumate disposal of such
materials.

OBJECTIONS:

Ford believes that most or all of the documents for which the information requested
1n this interrogatory could only be derived from are no longer available due to the
extreme passage of ume. Ford objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that 1t (a)
1s overly broad and unlimited 1n scope, (b) seeks information that (s neither relevant
to the subject matter of this action nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery
of admussible evidence, and (c) 1s unduly burdensome and oppressive

NSW

FordStates that it sold vehicles and replacement parts which mcluded asbestos-
containing brake linings, pads and clutch facings through franchised Ford dealers and
authorized distributors in the United States, under names such as Ford, Mercury, Ford
Authorized Remanufacturers, and under various lines and series names such as
Motorcraft. Ford has not manufactured asbestos-containing brake linings, pads or
clutch facings. Such components were purchased from suppliers to Ford.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 34

Does Defendant or any of its subsidiaries or predecessor currently have possession of any
writings or contracts on those rebranding agreements set forth 1n the answer to Interrogatory No. 32?
If the answer is affirmative, state-

A. The name, address, and job title of each person having custody of each of

those documents and their current location.

B A brief descniption of each such document, including the dates and the

parties signatory

ANSWER:
Not applicable

INTERROGATORY NO. 35

Prior to 1968, did any person file a claim against a Worker's Compensation carrier covenng
Defendant or any of its subsidianes or predecessors alleging that he/she contracted a disease from

mnhaling asbestos fibers? If so, provide:
A. A list of the claums, including each claimant's name, add:ess and the date
each claim was filed, and including the caption and junisdiction of the claim.
B The disease alleged 1n each such claim
C A brief summary of the disposition of each such claim
D The name, address and title of the person having custody of the records
pertaining to each such claim

OBJECTIONS:

Ford objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it (a) 1s overly broad, (b) seeks
information that 1s neirther relevant to the subject matter of thus lawswit nor
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence at the tnal of
this matter, and (c) 1s unduly burdensome and oppressive.

ANSWER:

Ford's records do not permut retneval of this information as injunes alleged are
described n general terms such as lungs, chest, back, silicosis, bronchuts,
emphysema, pneumoconiosts, cough, pulmonary system, etc, resulting from
exposure to "deleterious substances" or "atmospheric pollutants " It is impossible to
ascertain from these records whether or not the alleged injury was associated with
asbestos exposure. Furthermore, because of the differences in occupational exposure,
the information sought would not be relevant to the claims asserted herein.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 36

Did Defendant or any of its subsidiaries or predecessors maintain written minutes of
corporate meetings, either board of directors, departmental, or otherwise, which reflect discussions
pertaining to any subject matter related to asbestos, asbestos health hazards or asbestos products?
If so, for each such set of minutes, state.

The dates of each such meeting.

The general subject matter discussed at each meeting.

Who was 1n attendance at each meeting

Where and by whom the written minutes are presently maintained.

By whom the minutes were taken and put into final format

Whether the minutes were abstracted and reports dissem.naied to other
individuals, and if so, the names and job utles of those individuals.

MOYU 0wy

OBJECTIONS:

Ford objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it (a) is overly oroad, (b) seeks
information that i1s neither relevant to the subject matter of thus lawsuit nor
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence at the trial of
this matter, (c) is unduly burdensome and oppresstve, (d) 1s argumentative in nature
and (e) assumes facts not in evidence. Ford further objects to this tnterrogatory to the
extent 1t seeks information protected from disclosure by the attomnes -client privilege
and/or attorney work-product immunity

ANSWER:

Ford denies that there exists today any medical or scientific knowledge that
establishes nsks associated with exposure to its asbestos-containing tncuon products
However, 1n the spunt of cooperation, Ford will conduct a reasonable and duly
dihgent search for, and if available wall produce copies of, mecung minutes,
attendance lists and related matenals from the Product Planmirg Commuttee and
Board of Directors whuch discuss asbestos containing friction preavcts

INTE ATORY NO. 37

Do you ot any of your subsidianes, including foreign busimess enaues currently manufacture

any products containing asbestos? If so, state:
A. As to each product, whether such product 1s mined, manufactured, and/or
marketed or sold.
B. The names and addresses of the companies mining, manufacturing,
marketing, and/or selling each of those products.
C. The trade or brand name of each of those products mined, manufactured,
marketed, and/or sold.
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D. The date each of the named products was placed on the market.

E. A description of the physical (chemical) composition of each of the named
products, including the type of asbestos contained in the product.

F. A description of the physical appearance of each product and its packaging.

G. A detailed description of the intended uses of each of the named products.

H Whether there are any warning labels on said products or containers
regarding potential asbestos-related health hazards.

ANSWER:

Not applicable
INTERROGATORY NQ. 38

State whether you or any of your predecessors and/or subsid.aries maintain, from 1940
through the present or for any portion thereof, copies of invoices, shipping documents, bills of
lading, purchase orders, or other documents of a similar nature relating to the munng, manufacture,
marketing, sale or distibution of asbestos products If so, state: -

A. The locaton of such documents
B The name and address of the custodian of the documents
C The format in which the documents are kept, L.e., hard copy microfilm,

mucrofiche, etc.
D In what form the documents can be accessed, | e., by state, by product, etc,
and 1f by product, whether kept according to asbestos or non-asbestos.

OBJECTIONS:

Ford believes that most or all of the documents for which the informauon requested
1n this interrogatory could only be derived from are no longer available due to the
exwreme passage of ume Ford objects to this interrogatory on the Zrounds that 1t (a)
15 overly broad and unlimited in scope, (b) seeks information that 1s neither relevant
to the subject matter of this action nor reasonably calculated to leaa 1o the discovery
of admussible evidence, and (c) 1s unduly burdensome and oppressive

ANSWER:

Ford states that it sold vehicles and replacement parts which included asbestos-
containing brake linings, pads and clutch facings through franchised Ford dealers and
authorized distributors in the Umted States, under names such as Ford, Mercury, Ford
Authorized Remanufacturers, and under vanious lines and senes names such as
Motorcraft. Ford has not manufactured asbestos-containing brake linings, pads or
clutch facings. Such components were purchased from suppliers to Ford.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 39

May you call company representatives as witnesses at the trial of any of these cases? If so,

list:

A The name, address, aad job title of each company representative who may be
called

B A summary of the tesimony expected to be given by each wimess.

C. List any and all previous tumes that the named witnesses have either given
deposition or mal teshmony in an asbestos-related case. including the
junsdiction, style of the case, case number, date of testimony, and the name
of the attorney taking the deposition for the Plaintiffs in' that case.

ANSWER:

Ford wall supplement 1ts Response to this Interrogatory

INTERROGATORY NO. 40

Have Defendant or its subsidiaries or predecessors ever acquired through purchase,
reorganization, or merger another corporation, company, or business which manufactured, sold,
processed, distributed, or contracted or supplied products containing asbestos? If so, for each such
entity, state

A Full and correct name,
B Principal place of business,
C. State of incorporation,
D Date of acquisition by Defendant;
E. Whether or not the business entity was ever authonzed to transact business
in the State of Texas,
ANSWER:
No

INTERROGATORY NO. 41

Was each of your asbestos products generally expected to reach. or packaged to reach, the
consumer or user, without substantial change m the condition in which 1t was sold? If not, with
respect to any such product, explain in what way the Defendant claims 1ts products were altered or
substantially changed after sale or distribution and before reaching the user.
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Ford did not manufacture brake linings or clutch facings for use in its vehicles. It
purchased brake and clutch assemblies which had already been preassembled and
affixed to metal shoes or plates. These products were then installed as assemblies in
vehicle components and were sold as original equpment on vehicles and as
replacernent parts

At one time, 1t was the practice to shape and fit inngs by cur:ag, gnnding and
beveling Also, at one tume, 1t was the practice to affix fricucr satenal to metal
shoes or plates by nveung and bonding. It 1s impossible to answer -2 remainng part
of this interrogatory because each application and use wall diifer = some respect
Ford certuinly would have supphied new cars and replacece~ -as 10 a Ford
authonized dealer The asbestos 1n the later model linings was emcezcec w resmn and
encapsulated The linings were preshaped and no grinding, arc.r.z .- zeveling would
have been necessary

INTERROGATORY NO. 42

For each asbestos-containing product identified 1 response to [x-2zogatory No. 6, idenufv

all foreseeable users such as insulators, helpers, pipefitters, welders, mac:.~sts, plasterers, drywall
fimishers, carpenters, boilermakers, shupwrights and nggers, etc. of am >t Defendant's asbestos-
containing products

ANSWER:

Ford refers to the voluminous medical hiterature freely availacis i medical and
general libranes, among others, Ford refers to a statement Tazz ov Dr Irving
Selikoff 1n lus landmark study published 1n 1965-

With the growth of asbestos utilizanon, «ncluding rapid ~. ~.7: cation
of the number and vanety of its applications, 1t would sernass be
- more accurate to categorize workmen exposed 10 1s50esi0s as
“asbestos muill workers”, "asbestos insulauon workers® ‘ascestos
muners”, "asbestos cement workers”, etc  The different >cc.rauons
vary widely in important respects in intimacy, mtensity, and curauon
of exposure, 1n variety and grade of asbestos used. :n ‘orking

conditions, 1n concomitant exposure to other dusts or inhalants

The Occurrence of Asbestosis Among Insulation Workers in the
United States, Ann. NY Academy Science, Vol. 132, p 139
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INTERROGATORY NO. 43

Based upon the matenal contents of your asbestos-containing products, the method of

manufacturing, and the method of application, can such products be generally applied without
liberating asbestos fibers into the air?

A If there 1s a different answer concerning different products manufactured, sold,
distributed, or used by your company, then specify the different products by precise
manufacturer’s name and popular name

B If there 15 a difference in your answer depending on the vear or years in which a
particular product was used, then specify n detail what year or vears you are refemng
to and the specific products you are refernng to and year =.olved

ANSWER:

In the fricuon process, 99 9% of the asbestos fibers in brake --.ms becomes a
harmless fibrous matenial The remaining asbestos fibers, if an.. 2 embedded 1n
resin which prevents enuy mto the arrways. Medical and :ecznical literature
discussing this process is equally availablé to Plaintiffs

INTERROGATORY NO. 44

Was it a foreseeable use of your asbestos-contaiung products :at they may have been

removed, stripped, or replaced at some time afier installation?

ANSWER:

Ford refers to and incorporates herein its answer and objections 1o Inierrogatory .
No 41 ’

INTERROGATORY NO. 45

Before 1970, did you or vour subsidianes or predecessor(s) ¢.2r arrange for any labor

LOSpectors, surance company wnspectors or anvone from your company ;o 2o *0 job sites where vour
products were being used or installed to make or take dust level couz's™ If so, state when this
procedure started, the purpose of such procedures. and all results of suc: 2rocedures

ANSWER:
Ford refers to and incorporates herein its answer and objections to Interrogatory }
No. 8 |
i
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INTERROGATORY NO. 46
If Defendant performed or had performed any dust level counts, what action, based on the
results, did your company take?
ANSWER:
Ford refers to and incorporates herein its answer and objections to Interrogatory

No 3l1.

INTERROGATORY NO. 47

Has vour company or its subsidianes or predecessor(s) ever concucted or caused to be
conducted any studies designed to assist 10 munimuzing or elimunating the mhalanon of asbestos dust
and fibers by those exposed to the use of your company’s products? If so z2:ve the following-

- A. Name of the person or firm conducting such studes,

B The-date the studies began and the date they were completed,

C Any publicanon or other wntten disseminauon of the results of the studies;
D The nature of any action to elumunate or minimize the inhalation of asbestos

dust fibers;
ANSWER:

Ford refers to and incorporates herein its answer and objections to Interrogatory
No 8§

INTERROGATORY NOQ. 48

Does vour company have, has 1t ever had, or have your predecessoris) or subsidiaries ever
had, a Research Department” If so, give the vear such Research Deparcnent was established, and
whether or not such Research Department has operated continuously since oeing established State

also

A The amount of time and money expended each vear on rzsearch concermung
asbestos or asbestos-containing products® —
B What percentage of gross sales did vour company or 1ts predecessor(s) spend

on research concerning the health effects of asbestos?
C. State in detail the purposes, duties, and responsibilities or such Research
Department.
ANSWER:
Ford states that it has various activities devoted to scientific research. Ford has no
department which as its sole function performs medical research.

"
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INTERROGATORY NO. 49

Does your company have, or has it ever had, or have your predecessor(s) or subsidiaries ever
had, a Medical Department? If so, state:

A. The year such Medical Department was established;

B. Whether or not such Medical Department has operated continuously since
being established;

C. The name of each director, chief, or head of your Medical Department year by
year, beginning with the first year you had a Medical Director or Medical
Department, and the last known address and phone number of each,

D. State the duties and responsibilities of such Medical Department.

NSWER:

Ford has employed medical directors as part of the Staff to mornu:or the health and
safety of the emplovees. They are located in Dearborn, Michigan. They have been.

Harley Kneger, M D : ? to 1954, now deceased; E A. Irvin, M D :
1954 to 1970, now deceased, Duane L. Block, M D : 1970 to 1987,
and John Trniebwasser, M.D.: 1987 to present.

The Associate Medical Director responsible for environmental matters 1s Dr. Patrick
Beecher. Ford maintains medical facilities at its plants and faciliues to treat 1ll or
injured emplovees for all medical complaints or refers them elsewhere for
appropriate medical care

INTERROGATORY NO. 50

Did your company or its predecessor(s) or subsidiaries ever place any waming directly on
any of 1ts asbestos-contaiming product or on their packaging If so, ident:$ the product(s) and year
said warning was first apphed

ANSWER:
Ford refers to and incorporates herem its answer and objections 1o [nterrogatory No
3L

INTE AT NO.5

Did your company or its predecessor(s) or subsidiaries ever stamp or place the name of the
company, its initials, or any identifying logo on any of its asbestos-containing products? If so, please
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state the name brand names of such products, a description of such stamp or logo and the dates such
were placed on the referred products.

ANSWER:

With respect to the aftermarket brake liings sold by Ford, for example, the Ford
logo, as well as a label which reads along the following lines has been placed on
cartons smce 1980-

CAUTION. CONTAINS ASBESTOS FIBERS. AVOID CREATING
DUST BREATHING ASBESTOS DUST MAY CAUSE SERIOUS
BODILY HARM WHEN SERVICING THIS BRAKE LINING OR
ANY COMPONENT RELATED TO IT OR LOCATED NEARIT,
PREVENT ASBESTOS DUST FROM BEING AIR30ORNE BY
VACUUMING THIS ASSEMBLY WITH AN INDUSTRIAL TYPE
VACUUM CLEANER EQUIPPED WITH A HIGH EFFICIENCY
FILTER SYSTEM AND BY WASHING THE ASSEMBLY WITH
AN APPROPRIATE BRAKE PARTS WASHER IF NECESSARY
NEVER REMOVE DUST OR DIRT FROM THIS ASSEMBLY BY
BLOWING WITH COMPRESSED AIR.

INTERROGATORY NO. 52

Has your company, or your predecessor(s) or subsidiaries, ever devised a research plan to
develop, or actually developed or had developed, a product which did not contain asbestos and which
could be substituted for one or more of your asbestos-contaiung products? If so, state the date that
such research plan was begun and when such asbestos-free product was first placed on the market

ANSWER:

Because Ford did not manufacture brake himings. pads and clutch facings, it does not
have adequate information with which to answer

RROGATORY NO. 53

D1d your company or its predecessor(s) or subsidianes ever recall any products containing
asbestos from the market or stream of commerce? If so, state:

A All details of such recall,

B. The name of the product recalled, including the reason for the recall and the
names and current addresses of those individuals who determined that it
should take place;

C. The dates of recall;

D. The purpose for the recall.

“
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No.

INTERROGATORY NO. 54

Before 1970, did you ever manufacture or sell products which did not contain asbestos and
which could be substituted for your asbestos-containing products? If so, state the date such asbestos-
free products were first placed on the market.

ANSWER:

Ford 1s not aware of sausfactory substitutes for friction products coraning asbestos
which were technologically feasible prior to 1973

INTERROGATORY NO. 55

Have any products you identified in your response to Interrogatory Nos. 52 and 54
not performed as intended? Please list all such products that have not performed as

intended.
ANSWER:

Not applicable
INTERROGATORY NO. 56

D1d your company or its predecessor(s) or subsidianies ever make. order, or arrange for anv
industnal hygiene' surveys regarding asbestos or asbestos-containing dust’ If so, give the date of
such surveys and state who, or what entity, was responsible for complet.cn of such surveys

ANSWER:

Ford refers to and incorporates heren its answer and objections w0 I[nterrogatory
No 8 —

TORY NO. 57

As to erther the threshold limit values or maximum allowable concentrations of both asbestos
dust and total dust provided by the American Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygiemsts,
state:

A. The year in which Defendant or any predecessor(s) or subsidiaries were first

advised of such limits or concentrations;

|5
wh
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B. The name of the employee or official of the company receiving such advice;
C. How Defendant received notice of such limuts or concentrations.

ANSWER:

Ford cannot state the date and source from which it first received notice and
awareness of asbestos threshold limit values.

E ATORY NO.

Were the threshold limut values or maximum allowable concentratvons inquired about
wn Interrogatory No 57 for total dust, and not asbestos dust alone’

ANSWER:
Unknown
A NO. 5
State 1n detail what tests, if any, Defendant ever made with regard to the quantity,

quality, or threshold it values of asbestos dust or particles to which workers were
exposed while using, working with or around, or installing your asbestos-containing

products.

ANSWER:
Ford refers to and incorporates herein its answer and objections to Interrogatory
No 8.

INTE ATORY NO. 60

Please state the following with respect to each expert witness vou that vou may call during
trial of these cases. Please designate with specificity the expert wimesses that you will call.

including
(a) The name, address, and job classification of each such expert witness,

()  The subject matter on which the expert 1s expected to tesury,

{c) The substance of the facts and opintons to which the expert 1s expected to
testify and a summary of the grounds for each opnion,

(d)  Whether any person identified in subparagraph (a) above has provided a
report or other documentation to you, and if so, identify each such document
or report,

(¢)  Identify all documents that you have provided to each person identified 1n
response to subparagraph (a) above;
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()  Descnbe in detail the education and work history of, and identify any books,
treatises, articles, published and unpublished reports, studies or other
scholarly works authored by any individual 1dentified in response to
subparagraph (a) above Alternatively, in lieu of said response, attach a copy
of a resume or curriculum vitae and a list of publications to your answers.

ANSWER:

Ford wll supplement 1ts Response to thus Interrogatory.

INTERRQGATORY NO. 61

Please state the name, present address and present telephone zumoer, along wath the
expenence and qualifications, if applicable, of each and every person. xzown to Defendant or t0
Defendant's agents, having knowledge of tacts relevant to these cases i+ olvirg, but not limuted to

(a) identification of asbestos-containing products to which eaca and every

individual Plainaff, separate and distinct from all other Pla:nuffs within the
- group, allegedly was exposed or facts disputing the idennficanon of asbestos-
contairung products in this case

©) Each and every individual Plaintiff's, separate and distinct trom all other

Plainuffs wathin the group, alleged damages, injuries and or facts disputing
each and every Plaintiff's alleged damages and/or injunes

(c) the negligence of any person or entity other than Defendant which Defendant

contends was a cause of each and every individual Plainuff's, separate and
distinct from all other Plaintiffs within the group, alleged injunes and/or
damages,

(d)  each of Defendant's defenses enumerated 1n Defendant's last filed Answer 1n

each of these cases

OBJECTIONS:

Defendant objects to this Interrogatory as being overbroad.

ANSWER:

Ford will supplement 1ts Response to this Interrogatory

INTERROGATORY NO. 62

Please identify documents which will be used at time of trial, (Extubit List, Deposition List),
which are relevant to each of Defendant's enumerated defenses in Defendant's last filed Answer
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Ford states that 1t has not yet determined which exhibits it intends to introduce at the
trial of this lawsuit. Ford further states that it will disclose its intended exhibits in
accordance with the applicable court rules or as otherwise may be mutually agreed
upon by the parties.

INTERROGATORY NO. 63

When, 1f ever, did Defendant or any of 1ts predecessor-in-interes: .:s: recetve a copy of the
article entitled "A Health Survey of Pipe Covering Operations wn Cc-»m-ciing Naval Vessels"
published in January, 1946 in the Journal of Industnal Hygiene & Toxicc..¢  and authored by W
Fleischer and P Drinker, et al ("the Fleischer-Dninker Report")?

a [denufy the name and posiuion of the emplovee or officer «-¢ received same.

b please produce all documents generated by Defendant + = := ziscuss or n
any way reference the "Fleischer-Dninker" study prior to . -»8

c please produce all documents upon which your responses :120ve are based,

d please 1dentify the name(s) and address(es) of any persor.: ‘no can venfy
your above response,

e did Defendant ever rely on the Fleischer-Drinker Repor: .2 vrole or in part

as a basis that Defendant's asbestos products could be v:2x .2 e workplace
wiathout risk of asbestos-related health impacts to the corns.mer and/or
bystander,

f if so, please produce every document which evidences 1r a0 way that
Defendant relied on the Fleischer-Dninker Report in whe.2 or ta part for the
proposition stated in [nterrogatory No 63(a) above;

g 1f your answer to 63(e) 1s yes, when was the first date DeZz~cant relied on
the Fleischer-Drinker report in whole or 1n part for the c2-os.non stated 1
65(e) above”

NSWER:
Ford has no record of receiving this arucle

INTERROGATORY NO. 64

When, if ever, did Defendant or any of its predecessors-in-interest Irst receive a copy ot the
article entitled "A Study of Asbestos in the Asbestos Textile Industry”, published in 1938 in Public
Health Bill, No. 241, U.S Public Health Service and authored by W C Dreessen ("the Dreessen

Report")?
a Ident:fy the name and position of the employee or officer who received same,
b. please produce all documents generated by Defendant which discuss or 1n
any way reference the "Dreessen" study prior to 1968;
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c please produce all documents upon which your responses above are based;

d please 1dentify the name(s) and address(es) of any person(s) who can verify
your above response,

e did Defendant ever rely on the Dreessen Report in whole or in part as a basis
that Defendant's asbestos products could be used 1n the workplace without
nisk of asbestos-related health impacts to the consumer and or bystander;

f. if so, please produce every document which evidences in any way that
Defendant relied on the Dreessen Report in whole or tn part for the
proposition stated in Interrogatory 63(a) above;

g if your answer to 63(e) 1s ves, when was the first date De:excant relied on
the Dreessen Report in whole or in part for the proposit:on stated 1n 63(e)
above?
ANSWER:

Ford has no record of receiving this article

- ; lﬁ’D!!!DQAL_RESPQNSES TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION
T FO D NO. 1

Please produce a true and correct copy of each photograph or ¢aca asbestos-containing
product 1dentified tn answer to Interrogatory No. 4

RESPONSE:
Not applicable

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ 2

Please produce any diagrams or schematics indicating, stating cr detaihing the existencs ot
any of vour subsidiaries, predecessors, or divisions as defined on Page | ci zese Interrogatones and
Request for Producton

RESPONSE: _

Ford wall produce a copy of the most recent organizational directorx

-
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