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IN THE UNITED STATES OISTRICT GURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF S0UTH ZAROLINA
CHARLESTON JIVISION

HAROLD 8. SRAY, JR.,

Plaintifef,

C.A. No. 30-2053-3
¥S.

. RAYBESTOS-MANHATTAN, INC., :
. 8t al,

ot
Jefendants.

»

AHSWERS TQ INTZRROGATORIES PROPOUNDED
PROPQUNDED BY PLAINTIFF ON 3EHALF OF
DEFENDANT THE BENDIX CORPORATION

The Defendant, THE BENNIX CORPORATION, would answer the Intarrogatories
l sropounded by the Plaintiff herein as follows:

1. State the name, present business address, sresent residence and capacity

y or title of the individual signing these [nterragatories on behalf of =ne
gi answering defendant,

i A. Robert H. Michaud

' 2. Please state wh_ether or not yau have ever held a certificate of authority
to do business in the State of South Carolina and the date thereof and the
address of your principal place of business and whether you have assumed
the assets and/or 1fabilities of any predecessor corporation or entity
{such predecessor corporations being limited to any associatfon whatsoever

with the asbestos aspect of the defendant's bysiness). Answer these

Interrogatories for each such acquired company which manufactured insylation
products containing asbestos.

A. Defendant Bendix has been qualified to do business and actively does

business in South Carolima since November 21, 1967. I[ts principal

place of business is Southfield, Michigan.
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Has defandant, at any time, engaged in the manuficture 3f 2rccucts

containing ashestos fibers?

A. Yes.

Has defendant, at any time, engaged in the wining and/or nilling of

material containing asbestos fibers?

A. Ne.

Has defendant, at any time, engaged in the processing, marketing ind sala

of any products containing asbestos fibers?

A. Yes, Jefendant Bendix has engaged in the processing, marketing and
sale of friction material brake linings and clutch facings zantaining
asbestos fibers.

If the answer to one ar more of the last three gjuestions is affirmative,

olease state as to each affirmative answer 2he following: %

{a) The trade or brand name of such product mined, manufac:ured, and/ar

marketed.

A. As the answer relates tg the manufacture and marketing af “rictian

. material brake linings containing asbestos fibers and %o zlutcn facings:

Marshall
Eclipse
dendix
Master
EDF
FK
Friction King
Clutch Facings

(b) The dates each such products were placed on the market:

A. Marshall - 1939
Eclipse - 1939
Bendix - 1939
Master - 1945
EDF - 1946
FK - 1955
Friction King - 1960

Cluteh Facings - 1974
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{c) The sates 2ach of such droducts were withdrawn from <he narxar,

A. All are presently on the market except 3endix-woven molied 1nings us2d
in industrial applications (nan-vehicular) w#ithdrawn from the marke:
in 1359, and clutch facings sold only to Sorg and 3Jeck and withdrawn
from the market in 1978.

(d) A description of the physical (the chemical) composition of 2ach such

product including the type of asbestos contained in each such Jroduct

(f.e., amosite, chrysotile ar crocidolite) and the quantitative sercentage

of asbestos  in each product. s

A. Defendant Bendix objects to this interrogatory sfnce the com;o‘si::‘on
of the friction material brake linings is a trade secret and there-
fore proprietary. However, in the spirit of cooperation, :he
percentage by weight of chrysotile asbestos fibers in tne ‘riction
material brake 1ining varies from 25%=to 50% depending on the'
particular composition. The friction material brake lining also
contains 3 resin binder system and various friction mod{fiers and
fillers.

(e) A description of the physical appearance of sach such araduc:.

A. The color varies from tan to light gray depending on the cimogsitian.
The dimensions of Arcuate Brake segments vary from 7" <0 13° in
diameter: 1-1/2" to 7° in width; 3/16" to 374" in thickness and 57°
to 125° in Tength. The dimensions of dfsc brake pads vary from 2" <a
7° {n length; 2° to 3" in width and 1/4” to 1/2" in thickness.

(f) A detailed description of the intended uses of each such product.

A. (1) to stap or slow motor vehicles relattve ta friction material
brake l1inings.

(1) to stop industrial ecguipment (e.g., elevators).
(111) to connect and disconnect a driving and a driven part of a
mechanism smoothly relative to clutch facings.

(g) The name of the manufacturer of each such product.

A. Defendant Bendix.

(1) The mining or milling concern. from which the raw asbestaos fiber was

obtained,

A. Canmadfan Johns-Manville Ltd,
Asbestos, Quebec JIT3NZ
Chrysotile
1939 to present.
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Lake Asdestost (Lag d'Amiante 4y Quebec Lt2e)
122 8roadway

New ‘fork, New Yorx 10008

Chrysotile

1957 o present

Yermont Asbestos Group

Hyde Park, Vermont 05653
Chrysotile

1975 to present - successor to,
The Ruberoid Ca.

New York, New York

Chrysatile

1945 to 1975,

Bell Asbestos Mines Ltd.

p. 0. 30x 99

Thetford Mines, Quebec G6GSS4

Chrysotile b
1973 to present, %

Does defendant claim that any patent would cover any aroduc: listed adove
in Interrogatory No. §?

A, No. _

[f so, for each such product, please state:

(a) The number of each patent.

A. Not applicable.

{b) The date same was issued,

A. Not applicable.

(c) The number of each patent application that is pending.

A. Not applicable.

Have any of the products listed in [nterrogatory 6 above been altered in

chemical composition or asbestas type or content since first Jeing marxetes”

A. Defendant Bendix objects to this interrogatory since the composition
of the friction material brake 1inings is a trade secret and therefore
considered proprietary. However, in the spirit of cooperation,
Defendant Sendix has only used chrysotile asbestos fibers in its -
friction material brake linings. The percentage by weight of asbestos
fibers varies from 25% to 502 depending on the particular composition.

If so, please state: ’

(2) The trade name of each such product. i

A. See answer to Interrcgatory 9. i

{b) The date esach such product was altered. :

A. See answer ta Interrogatary 9.

{c) The nature of the alteration. -

A. See answer to [nterrogatory 9.

(d) The reason for the alteration.

A. See answer to [nterrogatory 9.



1. Do any written memoranda, specifications, Slueosrints ar jthar 4rittan
materials of any kind ar character axist relating <q the testing 3f
said products?

A. QDefendant Bendix objects to this interrogatory as being jverly

aneraus. The burden upon Bendix in terms of cost and manhours to
respond <0 this interrogatory with respect to each test would far
Outweigh the benefit, if any, that said information would arovide.
However, in the spirit of cooperation, hundreds of tests on 3endix' -
friction material brake 1inings containing asbestos are conducted
annually to meet federal, state and vehicle manufacturers’ requiraments
relative to effectiveness (friction level), friction stability,
durability and noise level. Tests are conducted in high and:@w
temperature environments, low and high humidity situations on

1
!
1}
i broad and unlimited - scope so as to be patently burdensome ind
i
1

vehicles and under zantrolled conditions on laboratory dynamometers.
.12, If so, please state:
{a) List each such written matsrial or document..
A.- See answer to [nterrogatory 11.
i {5) Who presently has possassion of each such document and whers it ig
u located?
' A. See answer to [nterrogatory 11,
413. Did defendant make any design changes as a resylt of such tests?
A. Defendant 3endix objects to this interrogatory as being vague,
| ambiguous, unclear and incapable of being intelligencly answered
{ in itg present form: However, in the spirit of cooperation, motor
l vehicle manufacturers make changes in vehicle design (weight, chassis.
length, engine performance, etc.) and brake performance criteria
(noise, duradility and stapping distance 1imits) which require
Defendant Sendix to make changes in its friction material brake
linings to meet these changes and criterfa.
14. If so, please state:
(a) The nature of the change made,
A. See answer to Interrogatery 11.
(b) The name, address, and job classification of each person in charge of
making a change.
A. See answer to Interrogatory 13.
15. Do any written memoranda, specifications, recommendations or other written
i materials of any kind or character relating to the testing of the said
| products exists?
" A. See answer to Iaterrogatory 11.
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16, If so, please state:
(a) List esach such written material or document.
A. See answer o [nterrogatory 13,
{5) Who presently has possession of each such document, ind where is %
located.
: A. See answer to Interrogatory 13.
_ ‘ i 17. D0id defendant make any design changes as a result of such tests?
. s » o ; A. See answer %0 I[nterrsgatory 13.
Do 18. If so, please state:

(a) The nature of the change made.

A. See answer to Interrogatory 13.
(b) The name, address, and job classification of each cerson resignsible
for making such a change.

" . A. See answer to Interrogatory 13.

19. Has Defendant, at any time, published and/or distributed any SraCnures,
sales literature, pamphlets or aother written materials [aside from iny
caution labels on containers) of any kind or character that zanzain any

' warnings, cautions, caveats or directions concerning the possibility of

! - . . L -

i injury resylting from the yse of the products listed in interragatary 5
- LRGN above?

A. Defendant Jendix objects to this interrogatory as being vague,

ambiguous, unclear and incapable of being intelligently answereq
in fts sresent form. Oefendant 8endix also objects to this interrogator

as being overly broad and unlimited in scope so as to be patently

_burdensome and onerous. However, in the spirit of cooperation, in
1977, Defendant Bendix mailed to 1ts rebuilder customers, the
Friction Materials Standards [nstitute 8rake Lining & Clutch Facing
- . Automotive Data Book or a Supplement thereto, which contained a page
entitled "Recommended Procedures for Reducing Asbestos Oust During
8rake Servicing” (see Attachment A). In March, 1379, Defendant
Sendix mailed to fts distributor and rebuilder customers, a Friction
Materfals Standards Institute, Inc. publication dated October 1978
entitled “Friction Materials Work Practfces Guide (see Attachment 3)
and transmitted Attachment B by means of a General Bulletin (see
Attachment C).
20. If so, please state:
(a) The wording of each such warning.
A. See answer to Interrogatory 19.
(b) A description of each such printéd material.
i ' A. See answer to Interrogatory 19.
?l (c) The method used to distribute the warning to persons who are likely
il ta use the sroducts.
2 5 it A. See answer to Interrogatory 19. )
'! (d) The date each such warning was fssued.

- Sea - . - .. . .-
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!e) The name, address, and job classificazion of sach sJerscn anQ Srasgans’
has possession of the above described documents.

A. See answer to [nterrpgatory 19.

{f) If you w#ill without a motion, please attacn a copy of suct ~arning.
A. See answer to Interrogatory 19.

{g) State whetner any industrial psychalogist ar human factors anginaesrs
were consylted prior to utilizing such warnings, cautions, atc.

A. See answer to [nterrogatory 19.

From 1930 until the present, did the asbestos oroducts manufactursd ar
distributed by you, contain any warning, caution, caveat ar ather
statement on the product or its packaging.

A. VYes.
If so, please state: <
(a) When did the warning first appear. *

A. Octoder, 1973,
(b) What was the precise wording of the warning wien it “irs: ioceared.

A. CAUTION
CONTAINS ASBESTOS FIBERS
- AVOID CREATING DUST
SREATHING ASBESTOS DUST MAY
CAUSE SERIOUS 30DILY HARM

(c) Was the warning altered, amended or changed in any manner. °f ;o,

how and when.

A, No.

(d) Where was the warning located on the product or jackaging.

A. On the side of the carton or package.

(e) When did you beco;e aware that warnings were placed on sroducts

distributed by other defendants? State the reason warnings of the ather

defendants were not placed on your products.

A. Unknown to Defendant Bendix.

(f) State the manner in which your product is shipped and the type af

container it {s shipped in to retailers.

A. Defendant Bendix objects to this interrogatory as being vague,
ambiguous and ynclear in {ts present form. However, in the spirit
of cooperation, Defendant Bendix does not ship its friction material

brake 1fnings to retailers, but ships to its distributor and rebuilder

customers as follows: Brake linings shipped in bulk are packaged in

corrugated tan cartons bearing a blue/white label reflecting the dendix
name, logo, address, part nuuber; and quantity. Brake lining sets are
shipped in white chipboard cartons with the Bendix name, logo, address,

part number and quantity reflected thereon in blue/black printing or a

black/yellow stylized sunset logo when marketed under the “Sclipse” name.

Lined brake shoes and lined disc brake shoes when shipped in bulk or in
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axle sets are packaged in tan corrugated cartons with the 3endix
name logo, address, part number and quantity printed, stampec ot
labeled thereon. Lined brake shoes and lines disc brake shoes
when wnit packaged are shipped in a folding kraft
blue/black/white carton and then six-packed in a tan corruqated
carton with the Berdix name, logo, address, part cumber and
quantity printed, stamped or labeled thereocn.

State whether any industrial psychologists or human factors

engineers were consulted prior to utilizing such warnings, cautions,

etc.

A

«
No. Deferdant Bendix utilized the CSHA label. :

Have you received notice that any other perxmn was claiming injury as
a result of using asbestcs products manufactured and/or sold by your
company (both prior to and subsequent to the filing of this actioni?

A,

Deferxiant Berxiix cbjects to this interrogatory as 1z
relates to other than worker's compensaticn claims
on the grounds that it seeks information that is
oot relevant to tha matter involved in this action
and is oot calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence. However, in the spirit of
cooperation and subject to this cbjectian, Defendant
Berdix has been involved in 189 cases begimning in
1975 in which plaintiffs allege exposure to and
injury fros Bendix products containing asbestos
with 169 cases parding and no case reduced to
Judcment against Eendix.

Ses Answer to Interrogatory No. 23.
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J0 you nave 3ny records ingicating that any of sour 2roducis z:mtiining

asbestds fibers «ere sold o any companies engaged ‘n Jusiness -

condycting sales in the state of South Carolina?

A, VYes.

if so, please state:

(a) The name, address, and job classification of 2ach fngividual eno

currently has possession of such records. '

A. Sue Leader, anager Sales Administration, The 3endix Carcoration,
Automotive Aftermarket Operations, Jackson, Tennessee.

(b) Please list the names of each company to whom your Jroducts have

been soid.

A. Distributor Custormers

Central 011 & Supply
510 dest Palmerto St. %

Florence, South Carolina

Japco Auto Parts Warshouse
110 .est Wasnington Street
Sraenville, South larolina

Dixie Toals Jistributor, Inc.
Sunset 3lvd.
lest Columpia, South Carolina

Parks Auto Parts <arehouse Co.
€429 livers Avenue
Charleston Heignts, South Carolina

Parts Distributors

P.0. Box 1316

1824 Carnwell St.
Columdia, South Carolina

8rad Ragan, Inc.

c/o Carolina Tire Co.

201 Elm Street

Lancaster, South Carolina

Cherry Road
RockHill, South Caralina

c/o Ross Tire and Battery
100 Westfield St.
Greenville, Souyth Carolina i

Warehouse Distributors
605 N. Magnolia St.
Summerville, South Carslina

Hdagnetto & £lectric Service
102 Assemdly Street
Columpia, South Carolina

Thain's, Inc.
1517 Taylor Street
Columbia, South Cirolina



H
i

- 4.
P -

B dl e 2T e = e el Do T

27.

30.

-10-

Reouilder Customers

Asnland Auto Parts, Inc.
3141 Rivers Ave.
Charlestown, South Carolira

Neil Parts Rebuilders, Inc.
224 Wayme St.
Columbia. South Carolina

(c) Please state the dates of aach such sale and the amourt and <1nd

of matarials sold.

A. Defendant Bendix cbjects to this Interrogatory as
being overly broad and unlimited in scope 30 as o
be patently burdenscme and cnercus. However, in
the spirit of cooperation, Defendant 3erdix sold
lined brake shoes and disc brakes to its
distributor customers listed in Interrogatedy (b)  °

beginning in 1968 and fricrion marerial brake

S ]

linings "and disc pads to its rebu ilder customers

beginning in 1964.

(d) State whether your company manufacrured asbestos containing
praduces for a company but placed said corpany's labels, loges or
contairers an said products and list each such company.
A. Defendant Berdix cbjects to this Interzogatary

as being vague,ambiguous, unclear and incapable

of being intelligently answered in its present

form. However, in the spirir of cooperation,
Oefendant Bendix would answer w\:;_e_u;t_i_xg_:o
those cospanies listed in Interrogatory No. 26

(b).

Doss defendant contenc that plaintiff improperly used their products?

A, Unknown to Defenclant Bendix at this time.

Investigation continues.

If so, please set cut in detail in what respect said products were

improperly used.

A. See answar to Interrogatory No. 27.

Doea defsndant have palicies of insurance that might cover the claims

that have been mxie by plaintiff herein?

A. Yes.

If s0, please list the name of each insurance carrier who may have
coverage, the amount of such coverage, and the dates of each such

policy?
A. Fidelity & Casualty of N.Y.

" " »
- ' [y -

10/1/50-53 250/500 BI:100/100PD
10/1/53-56 250/500 BI:100/100PD
10/1/56~59 -250/500 BI:100/100PD
10/1/59-62 250/500 BI:100/100PD
10/1/62-65 250/500 8I:100/100P0



Continental Ins. Ca., N.Y. 10/1/63-87  280/330 3 3

N " " 10/1/87-70  350/%30 3::133/72C o0

K : ! * " 19/1/70-75  1.3€0,300/1.200,232 IS4
i " " " 10/1/75- 1,3€0,300/7,3C0,250 250
: 12/31/75

o . b ' " " " 12/31/75- 2,200,200/2,200,2C0 5L
h 10/1/77
:: : : " " 10/1/77-718  5,200,300/5,2C0,2C0 CSL
. " " 10/1/78-79  5,500,200/5.300,3C9 Csi
: " " o 10/1/79-82  3,300,300/5.300.3G3 s

o . J1. Does defendant contend that products containing ashestos can Se
~ ) Sl K manufactured or treated so as to eliminate all potential nealth

I hazards to workers installing same?

s A. Defendant Bendix objects to this [nterrogatory since 1= improper'y

: calls for Defendant Bendix to make medical and/or expert cgnclusions

i and/or give expert opinions. L 3

32. [f so, please explain.

A. See answer to [nterrogatory #31.

33. Please describe in detail the type of packages in #hicn zerfandant Aas
s01d asbestos matarial, listing tne dates each =ype of packiage was used,
a‘pnysical description thereof, and a description of any arintea
material or zrademarks that appeared therean.

A. Brake linings shipped in bulk are packaged in corrugated =an
cartons bearing a blue/white label reflecting tne 3endix name,
1ogo, address, part number, and quantity. 3rake lining sats ire

shipped in white chipboard cartons with the 3endix name, ‘0go,
address, part numier and quantity reflected thereon in biuesdlack
printing or a black/yellow stylized sunset 1ggo when marketed under
the "Eclipse” name. Lined brake shoes and lined disc Jrake snoes
when shipped in bulk or in axle sets are packaged in tan corrugated
cartons with the Bendix name, logo, address, part number and
quantity printed, stamped or labeled thereon. Lined brake shoes
and lined disc brake shoes when unit packaged are shipped in-a
folding kraft blue/black/white carton and then six-packed in a tan
corrugated carton with the Bendix name, Togo, address, part number
and quantity printed, stamped or labeled therson.

34. Did you receive any reports or commnications from your workmen's
compensation insurance carrier or products liability insurance carrier
with regard to the hazards incident to use of asbestos containing
products? [f so, please state who had possession of said reports, the
Tocation of said reports and the substance of the contents of said

“ reports, listing for each such report the respective insurance company,

i its address, and the agent signing such correspondence.

A. Defendant Bendix has ng kocwledge.
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[f the answer to Interrogatory Four (mining ang Milling) is ses, state:
{a) Where the asbestos was mined ind milled.
A. Not applicable.
(b) How long the defendant has mined and milled asoestos.
A. Not aoplicable.
(c) whether the defendant has supplied this mined and/or milled
asbestos to any of the cther defendants since 1950; when these
transactions took place, and the doilar and tonnage amount 3f such
sales.
A. Not aoplicable.
(d) ‘hether any warnings, cautions, caveats or directions accgmpanied
the materials referred ta in (¢) and the date these first appedipd.
A. Not applicable.
[f the answer to [nterrogatory Four is no, state:
(a) From what source or sources, if any, did your company cotain
mined asbestos since 1950.
A. See answer to Interrogatory 6(h).
(b} whether any warnings, cautions, caveats, or diractions acccmpany
the material referred to in {a) and the nature and axtent >f said
warnings, cautions, caveats or directions accompanying said asoestos.
A{1) CAUTION
THIS 8AG CONTAINS ASBESTOS FIBER.
PERSONS EXPOSED TQ THIS MATERIAL SHOULD
USE ADEQUATE PROTECTIVE DEVICES AS
INHALATION OF THIS MATERIAL OVER LONG
PERIODS MAY BE HARMFUL

(11) CAUTION
CONTAINS ASBESTOS FIBER .
AVOID CREATING OUST
BREATHING ASBESTOS DUST MAY CAUSE
SERIOUS BODILY HARM
(it1) CAUTION
CONTAINS ASBESTOS FIBERS
AVOID BREATHING OUST

BREATHING ASBESTOS DUST MAY
CAUSE SERIOUS BODILY HARM

SMOKING GREATLY INCREASES THE
RISK OF SERIOUS BODILY HARM
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or di

A (i)
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Approximately what date said warnings, cautions, caveats
recrions first appeared on muned asbestos.
Approximately 1969 to 1972
) Approximarely 1972 ro 1978
i) Approximately 1978 to Present

If the answer to Interrogatory Three 1s yes, state:

(a)
(D)

Where the asbestos or asbestos naterials were mamifacturad.
How long the defendant has manufactured asbestcs or asvestos

natecrials.

(e)

#Whether the defendant has suplied rhis manufactured a.ﬁsros

or asbestos materials to any of the other defendants since (945,

when
oaid
{a)

these transactions took place, where, and the corpensaricn
for the manufactured asbestos or asbestos materials.
Whether any warnings, cautions, caveats or directiocs

accarpanied the materials referred to in (¢) and the Jate “hese

first
A,

(a)A.
(b)A.
(clA.

(d)A.

appeared.
Deferdant Berxdix cbjects to thesa Interrcgatories as deing
vague, ambiguous, unclear ard incapable of being intelligently
answered 1n its present form. tHowever, in the sparit of
cooperation, if these Interrogatories refer *0 the manufaciurer
of frictian gnterm brake linings containing asbestos fibers.,
the answers are as follows:

Defandant Barxlix facilities in Troy, New York.

Ses answer to Intsrrogatory 6(a).

(i) No, as it rmlates to mpplying such friction material

linings to Defendant Raybestos Manhattan, Inc. and Defendant

Johns Manville.

(i1) Yes, as it relates to spplying such friction material

brake linings to Dgfendant Wagner begiming in 1972.

Yes, since Octocber 1973.

If the answer to Intsrrogatery Thres is ro, state: H

{a)

From what source o scurces, if any, did your company cbrain ,

asbestos containing products since 194S.
A. Not applicable. ’

(b}

Whather any warnings, cautions, caveats, or directions accowpany

the material refered to in (a) and the nature and exrent of said
warnings, cauficns, caveats or gitacfzms accompanying said asbesros
or asbestos materials.

A. Not applicable.
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«ith respect to dollars, quantity, and dates would “ar sytweijn
— S P | the Senefit, if any, that said information would srovide.
43. If the answer to subpart {c) of [nterrogatory 32 is in the 3ffirmative,
tate:
1) Jhether any warnings, cautions, caveats, or directives iczamcany
he 3sDestos or asbestos materials sold or distributed to these other
..... - " Jefandants, the content of said warnings, cautions, caveats ar
' direc:ives accompany said asbestos.
A. See answer to [nterrogatory No. 22/b).
‘s) Approximately what date said warnings, castions, caveats 3r

H
{
\
-
c

directives first appearea on asbestds materials istributed to Me

sther zefendants.

A, See answer to Interrogatory No. 22{a).

34. [f the defendant has discontinued manufacturing and/or sei.‘ag 1sZestos

products, please state the reason or reasons therefor.

A. Jefendant Sendix objects to this Interrogatory as Jeing vague,
ambiguous, unclear and incapable of being intelligently answered
in its present form. However, in the spirit of cooperation, if
this interrogatory refers to friction material brake linings and

ThA w . wme Toe

cluteh facings [sold only to Borg and 3eck) containing iasbestos
5 fibers, see answer to [nterrogatory ¥o. 6(c).

(i) Bendix-woven malded linings for industrial applications -

tog expensive,

(ii) Cluteh Facings - lacked market senetration and igcsarange.
4S. Have any of the other defendantsggzicd in the litigation ever furnished
- the defendant answering these Interrogatories with information 3as to the
state of the medical knowledge regarding the connection between asbesos
sxposure and the contracting of pulmonary diseases including cancer and

asbestosis?

34 R - A. Defendant Bendix has no knowledge.

Lol 46. 1f the answer to the preceding Interrogatory is in the affirmative,
' ; . state:

- : T X (a) what information was the defendant furnished with.

: : R A. Not applicable. -

(b) wWhen the defendant was furnished the information.

A. Not applicable.

(c) By whom was the defendant furriished with the information.

A. Not applicable.
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Has the defendant imported asbestos or isoestos naterials ;:nc2 3307

A. No.

[f the answer to the preceding [nterrogatory is in “he afirmative,

state:

(a) From where the asbestos or asbestos materials was imported.

A. Not aoplicable.

(b) How long the defendant has imported asbestos 3r asbestos materials.

A. Not applicable.

(c) whether the defendant nas supplied this imoorted 1sbestos or

asbestos materials £o any of the other Jdefendants since 1945, wnen

these transactions took place and when. <

A. Not applicable. *

(d) 4hether any warnings, cautions, caveats or directions acczmoanied

the materials referred to in (c) and the data thesa first apoeareq.

A. Mot apolicadle.

Has the defendant sold or distributed asbestos containing ma:arials

at any time since 1930?

A. Defendant 3endix objects to this [nterrogatory as being vague,
ambiguous, unclear and incapable of being intelligently answereq
in its present form. However, in the spirit of cooperation,
Defendant 3endix has zzig_or distributed jenerally througnout the
United States Friction material brake linings and clutch facings
{only =o 8org and Beck) containing asbestos fibers.

If the answer to the preceding Interrogatory is in the affirmative

state:

(a) Where the defendant has sold or distributed such products since

1930.

A. See answer to [nterrogatory No. 41.

(b) How long the defendant has sold or distributed such products.

A. See answer %o Interrogatory No. 6(b).

(c) Whether the defendant has sold or distributed such products to

any of the other defendants named in this litigation since 1945 and

state the dollar and tonnage amounts of such sales and the dates of
same.

A. See answer to [nterrogatory No. 37(c) as it relates to the first
part of this [nterrogatory. Oefendant Bendix objects to the
second part of this I[nterrogatory as being overly broad and
unlimited in scope so as to be patently burdensome and onerous.
The burden upon Bendix in terms of cost and maahours to respond
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Have the defendants intercnanged resyits of research, asts, =4zl
studies or experiments regarding the state of tne medical nowlodge
regarding the connection between asbestos exposure and the zantriciing
of pulmonary diseases including lung cancer and asbestosis sincz 19307
A. Defendant 3endix has no knowledge.

[f the answer to the preceding [nterrogatory is in the affirmative, stata:

(a) when these intarchanges took place.
A, Not applicable.

‘(b) Who participated in tnese interchanges.

A. Not apolicabie. <

(c} Summarize the content of these interchanaes af studias. <«

A. Not apslicable.

Has the defendant become aware of the result of other Titigat 10 ar

by any ather means of any studies, research, experiments ar zasis

conducted by another defendant which, if known 1t the “ime s53id szudyv,
research, experiment or tests were made would have altersd :nc manner
or way the defendant answering these [nterrogatories actagd in
distributing these products.

A. Defendant Bendix objects to this [nterrogatory as bdeing vague,
ambiguous, unclear and incapable of being intelligently answered
in its present form.

If the answer to the preceding [nterrogatory is in the affirmative,

state:

(a) When these studies, research, experiments or tests were mage.

A. See answer to I[nterrogatory No. 49.

(b) By whom vere these studies, research, experiments or tests 7ade.

A. See answer to Interrogatory No. 49.

(c) Surmarize the contents of these studies and how the defendant

would have acted differently.

A. See answer to [nterrogatory No. 49.

Please state if the defendant or anybody on behalf of the defenaants

ever conducted or sponsored or contributed rinancially to any studias

or research to determine if the inhalation of asbestos fibers may be
harmfyl. [f so, please state: _

A. Defendant Sendix has no knowledge.

(a) By whom the research was conducted, giving complete names and

addresses.

A. Not applicable.

(b) The dates that each such test was conducted.

A. Not applicabie.

(c) The compiete results of each test or study.

A. Not aoplicable.
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(d) Sunply copies of reports of the research desartment sertarning 9 e

use by the carporation of asbestos in their manufactured sracuc:s.

A. Not applicable.

Please state the names and addresses of the defendant's chief medical

officers from 1930 until the present time, listing the period of Zime

each such medical officer was employed by defendant in 2ha® zapacity.

A. Mot applicable since Defendant 3endix has never had & chief sedical
officer.

Please state o whom in the corporate structiure :he chief medical

officer resorts, also giving that person’s position or job title wizh

defendant.

A. See answer 0 Interrogatory 32. <

Please state the duties and responsibilities of :he :arnora:ion‘;.!hief

medical officer.

A. See answer to Interrogatory 352.

?lease state the names and addresses of all pnysicians who wer2 2moigses,

retained or otherwise engaged dy the defendant at any of its “acilities

from the years of 1930 until the pressnt time.

A. Oefendant 8endix objects to this interrogatory as being overiy aroad
SO as to be patently burdensome and onergus. However, in the s3iri:
of cooperation, Defendant Bendix employed or retained dhysiciaas,
from the lncal community in which its facilities are located to
perform routine physical examinations and to administer routine
medical treatment when and if necessary.

Please state the names and addresses of all persons employed by defendant

from 1930 until the present time who functloned as indystrial nygienists.

As contemplated by these [nterrogatories, an industrial hygienist is one
who perfarms engineering or health studies to identify, and evaluate
patential occupational health hazard and suggest methods of Zealing
with same. Please state:
A. Charles C. Clarke, Edison, N.J. (1973-1974)
Stanford K. Christian, Skokie, IL (1974.1976)
James, R. Weber, Southfield, MI (1976-present)
8en Wong, West Bloomfield, MI (1977-1978)
Sondra Johnson, Southfield, MI (1980-present)
Tom Rancour, Southfield, MI (1980-present)
(a) The facility or office to which they were assigned:
A. Executive Offices of Defendant Bendix, Southfield, Michigan
{b) Their complete and precise duti€s and responsidilities.
A. To assist Defendant Bendix in complying with OSHA regulations.
Monitoring and evaluating manufacturing facilities of Oefendant
Bendix relative to industrial hygiene matters.
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dlease state if the defendant's medical officers ever nade a: any -ime

any recommendazions and/or suggestions to the defendant pertaining %o

the risxs or hazards to persons involved in the manufacturing ar yse of

products containing asbestos. [f so, please state:

A. Mot applicable to Defendant Bendix. See answer to {nterrogatory 32.

(a) Where were such recommendations and/or suggestions made?

A. Not applicable.

(b) To whom were such recommendations and/or suggestions made?

A. Not applicable.

(¢) 8y whom were these recommendations and/or suggestions made?

A. Nét applicaple.

{d) The substance of the recommendations and/or suggestions.

A. Not applicable.

Please state the names of trade association periodicals %o which the

defendant subscribed from 1328 to the present date. State whether or

not the defendant had any knowledge of any articles being printed in

industry trade journals, essays, memoranda and other similar sources

per%aining to the hazardous potentials of asbestos and which of such

articles were received by you.

A. Defendant 3endix objects to this interrogatory as being ovarly broad
and unlimited in scope so as to be patently burdensome and onerous.
The burden upon Bendix in terms of cost and manhours to respond to
this interrogqatory with respect to sach trade association periodical
that Defendant Bendix subscribed to since 1928 would far outweigh
the benefit, if any, that said information would provide. However,
in the spirit of cooperation, Defendant BSendix, for example,
subscribes to Automotive Aftermarket News‘ Warehouse Distridbutors
and Jobber Topics.

Please state organizations, groups, inter-company or industrial

orjanizations to which the defendant belongs which conducted studies
or researched the relationship, if any, between exposure to asbestos
fibers or products and asbestosis and lung cancer from 1945 to 1970.

" A. Defendant Bendix has no knowledge.

In reference to Interrogatory 59, please state:
(a) The type of nature of the studies.

A. See answer to I[nterrogatory 59.

(b) When the studies were conducted.

A. See answer to I[nterrogatory S59.

(c) The complete resylts of the studies.

A. See answer to Interrogatory S9.

(d) The recommendation of the studies.

A. See answer to Interrogatory 59.

(e) The resulting impliementation of the studies by defendant.
A. See answer to Interrogatory 59.

(f) The date when first implemented.
- See answer to Interrogatory 59.

-
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?le:sef??}te the amounts spent or contributed by the defendan: innually
from 1335 until zne oresent time on research specifically directed to
the relatiognsnia, if any, oetween 3 worker's exposure to asdestos in
brake 1ining products and asbestosis, lung cancer, or any other asbestos
related disease.

A. Defendant 3endix has no knowledge.

Please state the amount annually contributed by the defendant to any
independent medical research group or groups conducting research into
the relationship, if any, between the exposure of brake lining workers
to asbestos and any pulmonary diseases.

A. Defendant 8endix has no knowledge.

please state the names and addresses of the organizations or groups
conducting the studies referred to in answer to Interrcgatory 61 and/or 62.
A. ot applicable. See answer to [nterrogatories 51 and 52.

Please state whether the defendant has 3 department, division or section
devoted to scientific and/or medical research dyring the period from

1936 until the present time. [f so, please state when it was first formed.
A. Defendant 3endix has no knowledge.

Please state the scientific or medical periodicals to which the defendant,
its medical department or industrial hygiene division subscribed during
the period between 1350 and 1964 specifying the date such subcriptions
were hegun. )

A. Defendant 3endix has no knowiedge.

Please state whether any of the distributors of your asbestos containing
products were provided with any special instructions, oral or written, in
regard to utilizing said products in a manner so as to avoid exposing
workers to amounts of dust exceeding the MAC or TLV. [f so, please

state:

(a) When these instryctions were given,

A. See answer to Interrogatory 19.

(b) By whom these instructions were given.

A. See answer to Interrogatory 19.

(c) Were the instructions oral or written.

A. See answer to Intarrogatory 19.

{d) The precise content of the instructions.

A. See answer to Interrogatory 19.

(e) If the instructions were written, please attach a copy.

A. See answer to [nterrogatory 19.
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Please siate whether any 2mployee of the iefendant has aver =aze 3 =ig'm
for asdestasis under the Cccupational Jisease or Workmen's >imceasacian
Statute of any state. [f o, please state =he date that the 2efandant
first received notice of any claim for asbestosis under the Jccupazio=al
Disease or Workmen's Compensation Statute of any state and 3%ate =he
total number of claims filed for the years 1945 to 1965.

A. See answer to [nterrogitories 23 and 24 as it relates to =he firs:
part of this interrogatory. Oefendant Sendix has no knowiedge raljtiua
to the last part of this interrogatory.

Did the defendant sponsor since 1930 for its smployees or distridutors

any meetings, seminars, conferences, or conventions where %te subjec:

of occupational health and exposure to asbestos was discussed.

A. Defendant 3endix made jresentations relative to the handaling af
asbestos to various Bendix amployees at cartain facilities jince ~ 372
Yarious amployees of Jefendant 3endix sarticioated in theseqqy
presentations.

[f the answer to I[nterrogatory 53 is in the affirmative, stata:

(a) The tate and place of such meeting, seminar, conference, :r zaaven:-3n

where the subject of accupational nhealth and exposure to 31sDEStOS +3s

discussed.

A. See answer to Interrogatory 38.

(b) The name and address of the speaker or discussant.

A. See answer to Interrogatory 68.

Did the defendant at any time give any advise, sublication, warning,

order, directive, requirement or recommendation, written or oral,

including by U.S. mail, which purported to:

(a) Advise the plaintiff sersonally and directly of the possible harmful

effects of exposure to, or inhalation of, asbestos ar asbestos cantaining

products.

A. See answer to [nterrogatory 22.

(b) Advise or recommend to the plaintiff personally and directly as o

techniques, methods or equipment which would serve to reduce or zuara

against such potentially harmful exposure.

A. See answer to Interrogatory 19.

If your answer to any part of the above [nterrogatory 7Q is in the

affirmative, state:

{a) The nature and exact wording of such advice, warning, recommendatian,

etc. .

A. See answer to Interrogatory 22(b).

(b} The complete identity of each source of such advise, warning,

recommendation, etc.

A. See answer to [nterrogatory 22.
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(c) The sate, time, slace, manner and circumstinces shen ;.ca avise,

warning, recommendation, etc., was jiven,

A. See answer to [nterrogatory 22.

(d) The name, business address and telephone number, job -itls, resigenca

address and telephone number of each and every witness to the Plaingifé's

reception of such advice, warning, recommendation, etc.

A. Defendant 3endix objects to this interrogatory as being averly Sroad
and unlimited in scope so as to bBe patently hurdensome and onerous
and not reasonably calculated to lead %o the discovery of admissidle
evidence.

(e} The name, business address and telephone number, job Sitle, residenca

address and telepnone number of each and every co-worker or similar

member 3f their trade and oczupation who also received the same:.‘
similar advice, warning, recammendation, etc. ’

A. Jefendant 3endix ocbjects %o this interrogatory as being vague.
ambiguous, unclear and incapable of Seing intelligent!y answersd
in its present form. [efencdant Bendix also objects :o :iis

= interrogatory as being overly broad and unlimited in scope s0 1s =3
be patently burdensome and onerous and not reasonably caiculated =3
lead to the discovery of admisstble evidence.

Has any investigation or other reports been prepared, compiled, submiztea

or made dy or on your behalf in this actfon? [f so, as to each such

investigation or report, state fully and in getail.

A. Defendant Bendix has no knowledge.

(a) The identity of same by date, sybject matier, name, address, job

title or capacity of the person or persons to whom addressed or directed.

(b) The name, address, job title or capacity of the person or persons 3

whom addressed or directed.

{¢c) The name, address and present whereabouts of the person who has present

custody or control thereof and the purpose of such preparation.

A. Not applicable to Defendant Bendix.

Do you, your agents, employees or representatives, know of any statement

having been made by the plaintiff qr the defendants pertaining to iny

circumstances of the illness which is the subject of this law suit?

A. In the course of discovery in this case, Plaintiff's counsel has
provided Jefendant 3endix' counsel with various documents and medical
records. I[n addition, Plaintiff's deposition has been taken.
Investigation continyes.

If the answer to the foregoing interrogatory is in the affirmative, was

any such statement in writing and, if so, in whose possession is such

statement, and when and where it may be inspected by the plaintiff?

A. Plaintiff has copies of all information referred %0 in the answer
to Interrogatory 73.
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since it improperly calls for DJefendant 3endix *o make exser:
conclysions and/or give expert opinions.
State the date and the source from which you received your fi-s: ~0%ic2
—_—
and awareness of threshold 'imit values pertaining to the concantrizion
of airborne asbestos fibers.
A. OSHA Regulations publtshed in THE FEDERAL REGISTER in 1972.
State your knowledge as to the manner {n which your asbestos zontaining
brake lining products were removed or used by mechanics since 1340 ind
also state your knowledge as to the manner in which said mechanics using
your brake lining products were exposed to or created dyst in the form
of asbestos airborne fibers.
A. Jefendant 3endix objects to this interrogatory as deing vague,
amdiguous, unclear and incapable of being intelligently ansu|‘F4
in its present form. Qefendant Sendix alsoc objects to this
interrogatory as being overly broad and unlimited in scooe so s
to be patently burdensome and gnerous.
Please state whether or not you ever obtained any xnowiedge zancarning
the likelihood of asbestos inhalatton being hazardous %0 "eal*h, and 1 ¥

s0, state when the corporation first became aware of the naZardous
potential of asbestos and tts products. State how the defendant firs:
obtained this knowledge and became so aware of said hazards and from wna:
source this {nformation was obtained.

A. See answer to Interrogatory 82.

Please state whether or nat defé;dant ever maintained a library or
collection of medical informatfon pertaining to effects of asbestos uoon
human health, including 1ts hazardous effects, and if so, who maintained
it, and what bibliography of medical articles, materials, and other
reports were a part of said library on said subject, including journals,
publications, reports and all memoranda published and received by you
since 1930.

A. Oefendant 8endix has no Rnowledge.

Please state whether or not any governmental agency has ever written
Tetters of warning to defendant pertaining to the likeiihood of injury
ta persons being expased to asbestos and asbestos related materials of
the defendant.

A. Defendant 3endix has no knowlédge.

If the answer to the preceding ioterrogatory is yes, which agency, when
and wha possesses a copy of the letter?

A. Not applicable.

Please annex copies of all such correspondence and notice of governmentai
agencies pertaining to said warnings. :
A. Not applicable.

—
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Please state the date when you first notified sour amployess wgreing n
your manufacturing plants and factaries as 3 the need *a wear i~c .32
respirators.

A. In 1972, employees of Jefendant 3endix were requirad Lo Jear rasi-i-
tory protection if they were exposed to more than the (SHA Jermissidie
Tevels of asbestos fibers.

Please state the date when you first notified mechanics enqaged in She

application or removal of asbestos containing brake linings as %o the

need %o wear respirators.

A. See answer to [nterrogatory 19.

State whether or not defendant has syer published oulletins, #arning i3

employees concerning the hazards of inhaling asbestos and coming inta

contact with the praducts 3f this defendant containing asdestos. [f so.
please attach copies of bulletins issued by he iefendant -0 ici.'moloyees
on said subject stating the date and year that said bulleting were
distributed %o your employees and the name of *ne author f said sullatin
in the employ of the defendant.

A. Yes, in 1980, Defendant 3endix Safety & Protsction Servicas Jesartment

" authorized the pamphlet “ASBESTOS AND YOU". See Attachment “J".

[f it is your contention that plaintiff as a mechanic applying and

removing asbestos containing brake 1inings knew that the inhalation of

asbestos fibers was harmful to his health, please state how plaintiff
would have acquired safd knowledge. Please state the date plaintiff
became aware of the harmful effects of the inhalation of asbestos fibers.

A. Defendant Bendix has no specific infarmation relative %o plaintifé’s
knowledge of the effects of the inhalation of asbestos fibers on his
health or the date plainttff acqul;;d such knowledqge. However,
Defendant Bendix contends that plaintiff's empioyer was a user of
brake 1ining products containing asbestos and that such xnowledge or
information was available to plaintiff's employer who had the
responsibility of creating and maintaining safe working conditions
for its employees including the dissemination of information concern-
ing safety and health measures.

State the names of any expert witness that you intend to rely ypon at the

trial of this action, and identify the subject matter ypon which 2ach

of safd axperts will testify, his opinions, and the grounds upon which

the apinions are based.

A. Unknown to Defendant Bendix at the present time. I[nvestigation
continues.

If written documentation in the form of "scientific data” will be intro-

duced into evidence upon a trial of this cause by the defendant, describe -

each such document, and include its title, author, and the date and
identity of any publication in which such data was published.

A. Unknown to Defendant Be;dix at the present time. Investigation
continues. —_
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35. State the fyll name, present fyull address, teleshane numoer =€ 3!}

witnesses who will testify on behalf of the defendant upon 1 -3l af =913
Cause, and identify the subject matter upon whicn sach such ~izness will

i testify.
R R R A % A. Unknown to Defendant Sendix at the present time. [nvestigation
B continyes.
- R 96, Describe all written documentation which will be offered upon 2 trial of

. - - this cause on behalf of the defendant against plaintiff.
4 - _' Ll : A. Unknown to Defendant Bendfx at the present time. Investigation

" continues.

3137. Please state if the defendant intends to assert a jefense af contributary
negligence. {f so, state all facts on which the sefendant dasas its
contention that the plaintiff was contributorily negligent. |
A. nknown o Jefendant 3endix at the present time. I[nvestigation

continues,
38. [If the answer %3 :he preceding [nterrogatory is in the affirmative, staze
. . in detail those witnesses who may be called to testify in raference =2

- N contributory negligence.

i A. See answer to [nterrogatory 97.

u 99. Please state if the defendant fntends to assert a defense of incurred

1

T e - - . T ideT.

and/or assumed risk, If so, state all facts on which the defendant bases
its contention that the platntiff incurred and/or assumed the risk.
. A, Unknown to Defendant Bendix at the present time. Investigation
continyes. -
:100. If the answer ta the preceding Interrogatory is in the affirmative, state
in detail those witnesses who may be called to testify in reference to
incyrred and/or assumed risk.
A. See answer to [nterrogatory 99.
) 101. Please state if the defendant intends to assert a defense of the Statute
i of Limitations. [f so, state all facts on which the defendant dases its
contentions that the Statute of Limitations had run on the plaintiff's
claim.
A. Unknown to Defendant Bendix at the present time. Investigation
continues.
1102. [f the answer to the preceding [nterrogatory is in the affirmative, statz
| in detail those witnesses who may be called to testify in reference %o
Statyte of Limitations. ’
A. See answer to Interrogatory 101.
103. Please state if the defendant intends to assert the defense that there
is no causal relationship between plaintiff*s injuries and the exposure toi
asbestos and asbestos materials, [f so, state all—facts on which the
defendant bases this contention.

r A. Unknown o Defendant Bendix at the present time. Investigation
= ‘i continyes.
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[f the answer to the preceding Interrogatory is in the affirmative,
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in detail those witnesses who may be called %o testify in reference 23 M0

causal relationship Between plaintiff’s injlurfes and :he sxposure <9

asbestos and asbestos materials.

A. See answer to Interrogatory 103.

Please state if the defendant intends ta assert hat it does not many-

facture, sell, distribute, or supply asbestos materials to the southeast

area, including Soyth Carolina, North Carolina, Geargia, Florida,

Tennessee, Virginia, West Virginia and Maryland.

A. Defendant 3endix objects o this interrogatory as deing vague,
ambiguous, unclear and incapable of deing intelligently answered :n
its present form. However, in the spirit of caoperation, i€ <he
interrogatory is intended to refer to the sale, distributioﬁ'.r
supplying of friction matartal brake linings zontaining asbeszas %
South larolina, North Carolina, Geargia, Florida g ennessee, Virginia,
4est Yirginia and Maryland, the answer is "ng".

If the answer to the preceding Interrogatory is in the affirmative, staze

in detail those witnesses who may be called %0 testify in referenca %o

said contention.

A. See answer ta lnterrogatory 105.

State all distributors and companies to which the defendant sold ar

distributed asbestos or asbestos materials in Georgia, South Carolina

and Florida for the years 1950-70.

A. Qefendant Bendix ohjects to this interrogatory as being overly broad
S0 as to be patently durdensome and onerous and irrelevant as %o
Florida and Georgia. See answer to Interrogatory 26{b) as to South
Carolfna.

State whether the plaintiff was ever employed by you. If so, which one

and when? 0o you intend to attempt to set up the Workmen's Compensation

shield as a defense?

A. No. See also plainttff”s deposition.

Please state any product within your knowledge which could be or is being

used for the same purpose as asbestos containing materfal, and state when ?:

was determined that said materials could be used as a substitute for :
asbestos products.

A. Oefendant Sendix objects to this interrogatory as being vague,
ambiguous, unclear and incapable of being intelligently answered in
its present form.

Prior to answering these interrogatories, have you made due and diligent

search of all Books, records and paﬁ;rs of the defendant and due and

diligent inquiry of all agents and employees of the defendant with a view
to eliciting all information available in this action.

A. Yes. See attached Veriffcatfon.
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Relative to ashestos mines, please state whether or not on any occasion
defendant provided respirators to {ts asbestos miners,

A. HNot applicable. See answer to Interrogatory 122.

If the answer to Interrogatory 125 1s "yes”, please state whether
respirators were proyided to all mine employees.

A. Not applicadle. See answer to Interrogatory 122.

[¢ the answer to [nterrogatory 125 fs “no* please state to what mine
employees respirators were provided, giving job classification.

A. Not applicable. See answer to Interrogatory 122.

Please State the type respirators provided describing in detail from the
first respirator provided through current date if respirators are still yse
A. Not applicaBle. See answer to Interrogatory 122.

Please state whether any physical examinations are jiven to ang mine
employees prior to thetr befng furnished respirators of any tyi!§

A. Hot applicable. See answer to Interrogatory 122.

dere any studies or tests done at any defendant mines relative o jangers
or hazards of inhalation and/or ingestion of asbestos fibers?

A. Not applicable. See answer to Interragatory 122.

1f answer to [nterrogatory 130 {s "yes™, please attach copies of all

such studfes.

A. Not applicable. See answer to [nterrogatory 122.

1f any medical examination of any mine employees of defendant were made, o
any such medfcal test reveal that mine employees of defendant were developi
asbestosis even though their job was an “outside type job" as contrasted
with a job wherein they worked tn a confined or limited area?

A. Not applicable. See answer to Interrogatory 122.
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J11. If the answer to the preceding [nterrsgatory {s in the 3#éimmaziva, 5727
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and identify what recards of books and papers were searcned and sta%e ing

1 identify what agents and employees who were juestioned.

; A. Files of various departments of Defendant Bendix including Ingineering,

Marketing, Sales, Health & Safety, Office of the General Counsel, 3nd

H numerous employees of Defendant Bendix.
- i?12' State whether any distributive catalogs or other advertising material is

- - ﬂ disseminated in South Carolina dy you.

) ' A. Defendant Bendix objects to thts interrogatory as deing vague,
amoiguous, unclear and incapable of being intelligently answered in
its present form, However, in the spirit of coooceration, Jefendant
. Sendix distributes product catalogs, sales brochures, syltetigs and
service materials ta its customers in South Carolina.

113, Zo sou advertise by any media whatsoever which reiches a South Zarolina

audience?
A. Ddefendant Sendix objects o this interrogatory as being vague,

- ambiguous, unclear and incapable of being intelligentiy answered in
its present form. However, in the spirit of cooperation, Defendant
3endix has placed advertisements in trade magazines pudlisned by
[rving Cloud, Hunter, Hearst, Babcox, Chilton and Stanley.

114, Have any residents or corporations or other entities of South Carolina

: ordered your products by mail or telephone from South Carolina? [f so.

H how many during 1980 and 1981?

i A. Defendant 8endix afjects to this interrogatory as being vague,

] ambiguous, unclear and tncapable of deing intelligently answered in
its present form. However, in the spirit of cooperation, relative o
the first part of this tnterrogatory, Defendant Bendix has sold its
friction material drake 1inings containing asbestos to its customers
Tisted in the answer to Interrogatory 26(b) as a result of orders
received by mail and telephone. Defendant Bendix objects to the
second part of this interrogatory an the grounds that it seeks
information that is not relevant to the matters invoived in this
action and is not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence.

115. What percentage of your total sales for the years 1970 through the present

were made in South Carolfinma? )

A. Defendant Bendix objects to this interrogatory as being vague,
ambiguous, unclear and incapadle of being intelligently answered in
its present form. ODefendant 8endix also objects to this interrogatory:
on the grounds that it seeks fnformatton that {s not relevant to the
matter involved in this action and is not calcutated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence.

116. What {s the total gross sales for the years 1970 through the present made -

in South Carolina by you?
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A. Defendant Bendix objects to this fnterragatory as deing /ague,
ambiguous, unclear and incapadle of being intelligently answersd -n
its present form. Qefendant Bendfx also objects s this inzarragatory
on the grounds that !t seeks information that is not relevant o ne
matter involved in this actton and Is not calculated to l=ad %o tne
discovery of admtssible eyidence.

By what method do you solicit Business in South Carolina?

A. Defendant Bendix” Sales Representatives.

Do you purzhase any items from South Caroltna? I[f so, from ~rom and in

what amount?

A. Defendant 3endix objects to this interrogatory as being vague.
ambiguous, uncliear and incapable of being inteiligently answered in
its present form. Defendant Sendix also objects o this ini“rogatary
on the grounds that is seeks information that is not relevant g the
matter involved fn this action and s not calculated *o lead 3 <ne
discavery of admissible evidence.

What percentage of your total purchases are from South Cargciina?

AT Defendant 3endix objects to this interrogatory as being vague,
ambiquous, unclear and incapable of being intelligently answered in
its present form. Defendant Bendix also objects to this interrogatary
on the grounds that it seeks information that {s not relevant to Zne
matter involved in this action and is not calculated o 'ead %o :he
discovery of admissible eyidence.

State whether you sold any asbestos products to any Unfted States

governmentalaqencyand-if so:

(a) List each such agency.

(b) The year of each such sale.

(c) The final government destination of each such product sold.

A. Defendant Bendfx has no Rnowledge.

Do you do business in the area designated by the U.S. Dfstrict Court as

the District of South Carolina?

A. Yes.

State whether defendant owned or possessed an ownership interest in any

asbestos mines. [f the answer is "yes", please answer numoers 123

through 132.

A. No.

State whether defendant’'s mining employees in the course of extracting
asbestos from the earth were exposed to dusts other than asbestos dust.
A. Not applicable. See answer to Interrogataory 122.

Relative to asbestos mines owned by defendant, please describe in detail
the afning operation; that is, whether defendant's asbestos mines are

of the gravel pit type -- that is, above ground, where asbestos is mined
by surfiace method; or whether its asbestos mines are "shaft type”

requiring tunnels and penetration into the sarth to extract asbestos.
A. Not appiicable. See answer to Interrogatory 122.
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STATE OF INDIANA }
SS:
COUNTY OF ST. JOSEPH)

Robert H. Michaud, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that he is
Automotive Group Operations Counsel for the Defendant, The 3endix
Corporation; that while he does not have personal knowledge of all the
facts recited in the foregoing answers to interrogatories of plaintiff,
the information contained in the answers has been furnished to Nm®
various personnel and departments of The Bendix Corporation and that said
answers are true %o the best of his knowledge and bSelief based upon the
information made available 2o him, and therefore, the foregoing answers
are verified on hehalf of The Bendix Corporation.

1

R ph

Rodert H, Michaud Q

Subscribed and sworn to bsfore

me this K& dayof /J.r 1982,

tary Pubd c' /

My Commission Expires:vzfax/ 2197
Ay L S

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Phrsathilbntimalae mnl

The undermened hereby cornfies that 3 U8
cowy of ™e foregumng Diesding has been served
wpon ovpomng counsel Ly iing 2 COW

preserly ssdressed smith  sulfignt L]
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