o |985A © SUPERICR COURT CF NEW JERSEY
R 8 . . LAW DIVISION
 MIDDLESEX COUNTY

GEORGE GARTNER, et al.,

Plaxnt;ff . . Civil Action
o. L-085525-85
vs. : '

EAGLE-PICHER INDUSTRIES,
INC., et al.,

Defendants.

RESPONSE OF DEFENDANT FORD MOTOR COMPANY
‘ TO PLAINTIFES' INTERROGATORIES -

The reépanes- pr&Qided herein héve':been prepared
_bﬁ;suant to a reasongble'and dhly diliéent invesﬁigation and
§earch for the informapion requested.l For mény years, Ford.

: haS'had'sevéral huhdred thousand'eﬁployges. Many.eméloyees
have workéd at seVgral of Ford's faéi}ities. In_éondUcting,
its buéiness,:ford has each yeaf created mahy millions of

7 aocuments that have beén kép; iﬁ numerous locations and havgr
been moved as the organizations chapged and‘as employees
Chanééd jobs. Accordingly; Ford.dées not'repfesent that the
:equnses:contgined herein provide alL of the‘informatiOn
requested; rathg:,: these'vresponsés »reflect -inﬁorﬁatidn
obﬁained-befofe this date by Ford puréu;ntvto a.reasoﬁable
and duly diligent_search énd investiqation in those afeas.'

where <he infofmation 'is expected to be found. To the

,;:- FORD DEFENDANT #1 S EXHIBIT -~ - EXHIBIT




" extent that the regquest purports =0 reguire more, Tord
.objects on grounds that include that ccmpliance with reguest
‘probably is not feasible and wouid impcse an undue .burden or

expense.

"Eurthzer,A if additional 'disco\)ery requests are
"served upg;n ‘E‘rozv'd.vin this ac_tion,»'E‘o'rd‘__will not review the
present discovery requééfs .to'a-scertai“n whether, subsequent
_ﬁo v‘th'e'sérv'ing §£ this r'espé.hée,. neiw iAnformatl:iqn that. might _ :
be. responsive to the p:esent discovery 'requesﬁs ‘has been
obt-ainéd. To the ‘extent that the present refque’st purports
to "im;‘:dse’ sl;lc.;h A an- oblvi'qaticn, 'Eord' 6bjectsv on »tl‘me gfounds
that the regquest éontraveﬁes the rules and, in addition','

3

seeksS to impose an undue burden and expense.

'er‘make responses to these requests feasible and
the responses pertineht to .ﬁhe' al.le?;at‘ion' that there wa:s‘_.
‘deleterious exposure to 'asbest'o's in brake. lining dust or
-debris in Férd. vehicles, it génerally is appré‘priate~‘to
iimit théir scope to friction products and in particular to
brake lining dust;. Ford Qb’j_ecf,s to requests for i A
ab-out-.othevr -subjeéts within the'history or scope of the
acti‘.'vitiies of Eorci on the grou'ndsr that the reéuesté seek

information that is neither relevant nor likely to lead to

the discovery of admissible evidence and the requests are




overly broad and burdensome. Also, -c*d obJec
for ”anyvAand "all" on grounds that the.requestsla:enoverly

broad and burdensome.
laiﬁtiffsdhave‘served Ford with interrogazof:es

vperhaps even some Ford documents not recelved from ;ord.
Ford objects on the grounds that 1t would be less burdeneome,
'moreiconVenient and lessAe#pensive for plaintiffs'to identify
'what documents they already-have that fall Qithin the accpe
of the requeets. Thls would accomplish several purposes:
(a) it would obv1ate Ford's hav‘ng to search fo- nd copy
documents already 1n plalntlffs possession;, (b) it would
'enable Ford to use the documents prov1ded by plaintifis a;
guides in lookzng for related mater;al and (c) it would, if
plalntszs'Acpurpose we;e. to obtain authenticatien of
particular documedtS{:enable Ford to authenticate the copies
'prqvided'by plaintiff without having to conduct an uninforﬁed_

search for those documents in Ford's files.

Ford objects to requestS'where the matter sought

is nelther relevant to the sub,ect matter ‘invol ved i

pendzng actlon nor reasonably calculated to lead to th

discovery of_adm1551ble evidence.




. Where ' Ford personnel have  stored respgensive
documents _togethe: with . nonreSpohsive documents, whether
kept.together,by.folder; clip, staple or ctherwise, only the -

. responsive document will be prodgced;

Docurents offered by Ford can be made'availébie by
’pr'ovAidi'ng marked useable copies for review in the office of

Eord's counsel.
These comments and objections are "incorporated
into each Ford Response -set forth below as if they were set

forth in their entirety as they apply to.each response.

INTERROGATORIES

K jINTERROCATORY_B. 1.

State name, address and job position of each and
every individual signing these ihtérr‘ogatories on behalf of

the defendant.

... state the name, address and erployer and job .
pos’ition of each person whether defendant's employees
or otherwise who were consulted wi;h»orA who éssi__ste:i in

the answering of these interrogatories.




Vasspbuss

The  manner in. which Ford's ‘attorneys  assemble
information pertaining to pending litigation is protectedAby

the attoiney-client'privilege and work product dqetriﬁe.

‘Fordvebjeets to'thie,intetrogatory'ee overly broad
end unduly berdeneoﬁe and expehéi&e because tﬁe:respoﬁses te
these interrogatories were prepared bY'CohsuIting; directly
or 1nd1tectly, scores of -1nd1v1duals and thousands_ of
documents prepared by perhaps hundreds of other 1nd1v1duals;
The responses to_these_lnterrogatprxes constitute a corporate
respense which has beep verified by an aqthori;ed eeent»of
?orq; Ihe person ,signing these interrogatotiee' is -an

empioyee of Ford who is' an authorized agent for the purpose

'j?eg“ver;ﬁyingﬂdiseoye:y;responses}.j?hatNperson‘worksﬂat,one“j-*

Parkland Boulevard, Dearborn,. Michigan 48126. For the

person S name, please refer to the venflcatzon page

INTERROGATORY B. 2.

G;ve a full and detalled deser p*zon of the ‘hature

.of the bus;ness that your company is engaged in.




_ Eerd is a COrperetidn.:‘ The registere&' name Is -
Fo*d Motor Company chd was incorpofatéd ih.the State ef
Deleware in. 1919. Ford ' acquxred the bqs:.ness of El b.lcnlgan
company{,aiso-known asAFord“Motor~Company,;1ncerporeted in
.1903. to produce cars, trueks ‘and othefeVehicies desiéhedv"
and eng:neered by Henry Ford E"ofd"srérincipai ‘piace-.'of_
' _buszness is the State of Mlchlgan 'The—' heedquart_:ers Aevr:e |

located at The Amerzcan Road, Dearbo;n, Michigan.

INTERRQGATORY B, 3..

When did your corﬁpany comence its business?
. RESPONSE - .

See response B. 2.

INTERROGATORY B. 4.

a. Are or have an,' of- defendan s predecessors
afflllates subszd;anes or parent corporatzons engaged

in the mlnlng, sale and d:.stnbutlon of asbestos and/or

asbestos , fiber and/or: asbestos conta:.runq 1nsulatzon .

products? If so, state the name of each such ent1ty,




descfibe ‘the. nature of the, involvement that each ent ‘ty
has or has had 1n the mlnlng, distribution or sale of -
" these products: a"d materials, and set. forth the

inclusive dates each

‘b. as to each such entity referred to in

above, state:

1'_..» he relatzonshlp between defendant

each such entity;
‘ 2. Vthe'date,each such relationship'beqan
- and terminated; . |
3. ‘the names "and addresses of each such
entity's corporate officers and Boarduof Directors;
4. the names and addresses of your corporate' K

"offlcers and Board of Dlrectors. R

RESPONSE

See response B. 2. Ford never has mined asbestos.

" Ford never has processed or nanufactured ‘brake’ la.m.nqs or

:::-clutch faczngs "~ for: A---productlon‘ vehzcles : Manufacture,"_"-- e

assembly and sale of cars and trucks, -and related parts and

'»,.4.accessories,- constitute the pr1nc1p1e busmess of Ford-~

Many of he cars and trucks had brake llmngs or pads whxch_

contained asbestos.




’Vord notes that at one txme 1t sold new cars a.d'

'trucks to Ford Market1ng Corporatlon, which in turn sold the

“-products to Ford authorized dealershlps;‘ Also, Eofd'has in

relatively few instances, been a minority and majority

shareholder in Ford - authorlzed dealershlp cofporation

whlch sold Ford cars and trucks and similar. used products.

Ifathzs 1nterrogatory were to be construed‘to requlre Ford

to‘report the details of such activities, Ford would object

to it on the,grounds-which‘would”include'unduly burdensome,

overly broad,

"irrelevant and not reasonably calculated to

,lead to the discovery of admlssxble ev1dence and’ 1n the

context of thzs l;tlgatlon is of‘de mlnlmus 51gn151cance

. INTERROGATORY' B. S.

ideﬁtify.aad'

state the adress_of any organization in which defendant;‘its

officers, agents or employees have belonged,fhaving anything

to do with settlng standards, requlatzons or the conductlng

of research 1nto _the use of asbestos, asbestos produc.s or

“ asbestos flber

RESPONSE

Ford or Ford employees, os”both} have had member-

ships.

in the American Society for Testing and ﬁateria!s;

_soc;ety_Lof Automotive Engineers and- American - Industrial

-8-



- Hygiene Aésociatior For obJects to thzs 1‘nr.'e‘-r.'ogar.ory as'

~be1ng overly broad -and unduly burdensome to the extent ‘that

it requests individual employee 1dent1f1cation It wceld"

not be fea51ble for Ford- to 1dentify all - of its employees'

who have been or. are nembers of these organizations rord

also had a membership from January,71947 through December

-1974 in the Industrial Health Eoundation

Eord is a member of the National Assoc1ation of

-Manufactureers 1776 E St.

" N.W.,

Washington, D.C, 20006;

Miohigan'

Manufactures 'Association; A Motor  Vehicle

Manufacturers Assotiation,'300 New Center Building, Detroit,-

Michigan 48202; and the National Safety Council, 444 N.

MichHigan Avenue, Chicago, Illinois 50611.

“In addftioﬁf?it“has'beenireported by representaJ

tives of ~the respective organizations that' there is no-

record of Ford's membe*ship in the following organizations

Institute of Occupational & Environmental Health, Quebec

Asbestos Mining Assoc1ation

Brake Lining Mandfacturers,
Assoczation Friction Materials Standavds Institute, Grindinq
tAWheel

Institute. Asbestos Textile Institute,e Asbestos

Information Association, Trudeau Foundation,-Asbestos Brake

~~Lining Nanufacturers Institute.'

Ford "has db .recordf‘of

membership in any’of the renaining'organizations.



INTERROGCATORY B. 6.

Has de‘endant ever been a member of or a filiazed

with any trade groups professzonal associations or organi-

zations? If so, identify each such group, association or
organization and set forth the inclusive dates of defendant's

membership in each.
- RESPONSE

Yes.' Ford objects to this 1nterroqatory as belng

overly broad and unduly burdensome See response B. 5.

INTERROGATORY B. 7.

. Has-defenaént ever been a'membetjbf er affiliated
wlth the Asbestos Textile Inst;tute’ 1f so, 1nd1cate when
your company was affiliated or was a member of th1s organz-

~zation..

RESPONSE




- INTERROGATORY B.. 8.

' Does. your comban" publish or distribute a

ooor booklet whlch desc.lbes the nature of the business

de:endant is engaqed in? 1f so, set forg.h the tztl f such
manual or*booklet 1nd1cate when it was publlshed and attachv'

a.copy of same hereto.
- RESPONSE

Fb_r_d d'oes,'not publish or distribute a manual or
booklet describing the nature of 1its business, however, a -

copy of a recent Annual Report is offered.
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INTERROGATORY B. '9'.'

Has any employee or representaﬁivé of your corpo-
ration ever "at.:tende'd_‘ ‘a meeting of the Asbne’srtos Textile
Inst:.tute’ If so, id‘entify eéch such'individual who attended
these meetlngs and set forth the dates on whlch each such

» 1nd1v1dual went to such a con"erence or meet:.ng
RESPONSE -

Ford has.no record of such attendance.




" INTERROGATORY B. 10.

Has your company ever been a mgmber of, affiliazed
" with or- provided:'funding for the..Indugi;ial Hygienez
‘Egundation? }§3 so,Aindicgte'when your company ;asla:member>
or: gffiliatea' with‘jCh;s o:ganization' and set: fotth the

’ ‘détes, if applicable, when you prdﬁidéd. funding to this.

organization{'
RESPONSE -

Yes, Ford was a member. See response B. 5.

INTERROGATORY B. 11.

VDoes‘your company have a Board of Directors?
RESPONSE

Yes.

INTERROGATORY B. 12.
Does your company's Board oi' DiréétorS' éondgct”

meetings?




RESPONSE .

Yes.

' INTERROGATORY 8. 13..

Have minutes of the Board: of Directors »meetAir'.qs‘
been taken and maintained by your company? If so, indi_éate

. who has custody of the minutes at this time.

RESPONSE

Yes. They are in the cus.tody of the Off.ic'e of the

Secretary, World Headguarters, Dearborn, Michigan.

" INTERROGATORY ‘B. 4. "™

Has your company, and/or its subsidiaries or
affiliates ever manufactured or distributed asbestos
ccntaihing products?

T

' RESPONSE -

... See response B..4... .. ...




INTE Rqocsrcef's.-ls[

Give a oom;lete and ‘cetailed description'of the
partibular qUalities :hat asbestos has or had that caused
~your comoany and’or its sub51d1ary or af‘lllaee to uti llee'

asbestos in your'produc S.
RESPONSE

Ford does not manufacture brake linings for use in
p:oductionAvehiéles. Ford purchases brake assemblies and
bfa3e,1inings from suppliers. The asbestos in brake linings

assists in braking and friction.

INTERROGATORY B. 16.

Did any of the entities‘.fron\ whom you received
asbestos fiber or any of the entities referred to in B6, E?,
BBAsnd BlO ever ihform yoq or your company‘sremployees‘that.‘
asbestos was potentially " hazardous - to the ehealth of

‘individuals who were exposed to it?
RESPONSE

'.Fofd does not manufacture brake llnlngs and there-.-

‘fore does not purchase the asbestos £1ber' used in thezr '




manufacture. Fcrd ras no re-or'4 of *ewelvlng any r‘arning
from 1its 'suppliérs of potentzal havards associated with

asbestos in brake linings.

INTER ROGATORY .17,

£ so, for each such company that transnluted sach

1nformatlon to you and your comoany, set forth the £ollow1ng

information:

a. - the-name of each'and every entity that infdrmed
your company that =sbesvos was potentlally hazardous to
health; 7

b. | the datésAYOu received this iﬁformatﬁqn_from
Aceach such company.
‘.lnf'c' : 1nd~cahe how th*s lnformatlon ‘was transm1tted:"
»to yéu;
| d. -~ the substance of éach'warning;‘

e. annex hereto copies of each such warning.

 RESPONSE

applicable. See response B. 16.




Has defendant -distributed or sold asbesics or
ashestos ¢on'taini‘ng products in the State of New Jersey? If

so, set forth the following information:

a.  the date At:hat défendant commenced selling
asbestos or ‘asbestos contauunq products J.n the State
of New Jersey;~ .

b the date the defendant terminated the sale of
asbestos or asbestos contalnlng products in the State»

- 0f New Jer,sey,_
: ¢. the areas of New Jevrs'ey \Aahér‘e" asbéstos‘- or

‘asbestos containing products were sold.

Ford distributes .its vehicles and replacement
parts through thousands ‘of fr'an'chised' dealerships and
authorized distributors around the ‘nation, including New

Jersey.

a. Ford has had a Certificate of Authority to do

business in New Jersey since Ma_zj;h;zlzu,__ -920 ‘
b. Not . applicable. . Ford continues <to sell

vehicles and replacement parts in New Jersey;




"

_c.. Ford objects to this interrogatory as overly

" 'broad and unduly bﬁrdensome.

Did defendant ever affix ‘any warnings to. any of-
_ the -asbestos or asbestos c_oncairiing products it marketed and
distributed? 'If so, for each such produ‘ct‘tk‘m‘at contained a

\éai‘ning sét fo,rth' the onlllowir‘lg _invformation:

a. the brand and tradename of ’e_ach such produ’ct.

that contained a wérﬁing;
b. the date a warning was attached to each such
produc<; ‘ | ' |
the substance of each warnlng,

- annex hereto cop:.es of each such’ warm.ng

RESPONSE

With respect for example, t:o. aftermarket brake
“hm.ngs sold by E'ord labels pi aced on ca ons since "éad“

“-read-along lines such as:.

- “CAUTION: CONTAINS.- -ASBESTOS - FIZERS.
AVOID CREATING DUST. 'BREATEING ASB3ESTOS
DUST MAY CAUSE SERIOUS BODILY HARM.
WHEN SERVICING THIS BRAKE LINING OR ANY
COMPONENT RELATED TO IT OR LOCATED NEAR




CIT, PREVENT 233I3TCS DUST FXOM - BEING
AIRBORNE BY VACUUMING THIS ASSEMBLY WITH
AN INDUSTRIAL ~TYPE 'VACUUM CLEANER

- EQUIFFED WITH A KICH EFTICIENCY FILTIER
SYSTEM. AND EY WASHING THE ASSIMSLY WITH
AN APPROPRIATE BRAKE PARTS WASHER IF
 NECESSARY. NEVER REMOVE DUST OR DIRT
FROM_  THIS ASSEMBLY BY BLOWING WITH
CO;iTRISSED AIR."

The carton also would have the Ford logo.

INTERROGATORY B. 20.

Set forth the name, }address and Job p051tlon of
each and every individual who took part in your company s
~dec1510n to place a. wa*‘nlng on its asoestos or asbestos

containing products. ' !

7 RESPONSE

Eord objects to thls 1nterrogatory as overly broad
and unduly burdensome. There is no identifiable person or

group of‘persons} It was a corporate activity.

‘INTERROGATORY- B. 2

Priofuto.1964» did - an y employee of the defendan:t’
‘ever recommend that xt u-lllze a warning on 1ts asbestos

'contaznlng products’ If so identify each such employee,




*‘ndicate when he made such a.recommendation, indicazte what
_the recom. iendation was, to whom 1t was ‘given and what_ action:

was taken thereon.

RESPONSE .

INTERROGATORY B. 22.

'Has defendant evér :estébli'shed or maintained a'
llbrary or llbrarz_es w}uch in any way dealt wlth industrial
hyqlene med1c1ne, safety and englneerlng’ If so, state

. .a.  where the llbfary was or is, located

b -.‘_'wthe names of all Journals whlch that llbrary

subscribed to;.
_ e forAwhcm and for what éufpose the library was
‘established; |

d. : whether there is ‘an 1nventory of the books

and publ;canons wh:.cn are or wvere housed in thls

_.lxbrary, and if so, atta‘.hed a copy hereto

Ford objects to this interrogatory as being overly

broad ahd burdensome. Without" waiving its objection, Ford
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states that ib-:-ér;e‘sv are maintained in he following -func-_ '
ti.onabl areas. in Dearborn, Michigaﬁ: .medical, industrial
~hygiene, ;ox;: logy. 7 and health -A.su:'v.'eilvlar;cé-. Among. the
items inA these libraries; there surely ‘are journé}.s. boo‘Rs,
andiother pu’blication_s with refez"ences.__';o asbestos. There
ié no sp'et‘:ifii'c depositéry solely dédi'catea ‘to the topic’ of

~asbestos.

Thé followinq journals, among E othefs w‘ere
subscrlbed to at some tlme during the perlod frorn 1928 to

the present by the medical and health 1nterests

- In‘c_l_'u's‘trial' Health
Industrial Medicihe & S-urge_ry'
Journal o;"-Q‘cs:_g'p;'tioﬁail Medi'c;i_n_e.
Journal of 1Axneric.:'a"ri'Mec'i'ic'é"]. Assn.
‘Archives of'Enviro;L'nental Health
British Jo_u:n;?\l of Industrial Medicine

Annals of Occupazional Hygiene

Journal of American Industrial Hygiene Assn.

The . “'ollowng -jAou'-na""s among - ‘others, were

subsc*;bed to at some time by industrial hygzene 1nterests




Archives of Environmental Peal th
American Indus:rial Hygiene Jeurnal
iene and lox1co‘:g’

h Journal of Industrial Medicine

tiona:i Hygiene

Some'health lnformation relatiVe to‘asbestos'is'
'maxntalned at Industvzal Hyg:ene and the Employee Health

ereoartment.

INTERROGATORY B. 23.

D1d defendant or 1ts agents or employees ever make

any effort to keep abreast of medical llterature concerning

wpotentlal health hazards posed by the use of and/or exposurefu'“

to asbestos’ Indzcate the names, addresses and Job pOSItIORS'

of all your company ] employees who revxewed thls l;terature.

Yes. Ford obJects to thzs 1nterrogaeory as overly'

; ':'_""‘broad and undulY burdensome

 INTZRROGATORY B. 24.

Prior to 1964 had your company done any studies or

 tests or had your company participated in, been the subject

21~




of, or been aware. of any studies or tests by ‘others :on-

cerning the potential effects of inhalation of asbestos dust

or fibers by -cne using or being exposed to asbestils .or

' asbestos containing procducts. If so, state:

A'a;l the'daté each study 6: test was cénducﬁéd and
. the date defgndant.becaﬁe aﬁare of”saidIStudy“or test;
b. the names and addresses of ‘thé 'éersons
A éénducting egchrtést or stuay;
7 c.. the purpbse‘ngthe study or test;
d. ' the fésults of each study or test;

e. i€ reduced to writing attach a copy hereto.

. RESEONSE . e S

. No“-,f

INTERROGATORY B. 25.

Prior to 1964, d;d»defendaﬁt’s agents:or employees

conduct any experiments with laboratory animals to determine
"~ whether or-not-its asbestos containing products weré"po:en-f

‘tially hazardous to the health of workers who were using

them? If. so, -for each such experiment which was  conduczed,
indicate who conducted it, state when it was .conducted and

describe the results of each suéhkexperiment.
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. of, or been aware 6f any studies or tests by others :on-

cerning the po.tentia’ll effects of inhalati'on-of asbestos dust

.or fibers by one using or being -exposed to asbestds or:

a. the date each study or test was conducted and

. the dat:e'deferida'ntvbeca}ne‘ aware ofA_said 'study or test; -

b. the names and addresses of the persons

con‘ducf;iné each test or study;
" ¢.  the purpose of the study or test;.
d. the results of each study or test;

e. ~ if reduced to writing attach a copy hereto.

-No.

INTERROGATORY B. 25.

Prior to 1964, did defendant's agents.or employees

conduct any experiments with laboratory animals to determine

whethér or not its asbestos contairing products were poten=-:

tially hazardous to the health of workers. who were using

them? If so, for each such experimen: ‘which was conducted; -

indicate who conducted it, “state when it was conducted and

describe the results of each such experiment.
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RESPONSE

Since 1964 hesvyog: compasy done anyAstudies_or
tests or hes yout eompany-participated in, been‘the subject
'of otsbeen-awere <33 any studieSAby otﬂers-concerning'the
effects of inhalation of asbestos dust and flbers by one
ﬁ51ng or bezng exposed to asbestos or asbestos contalnlan

products? 1€ so,~state the followlng:

a.  the date Ieach 'such study or test was coh-
,ducted and the date de‘endant became aware Aof ssid

b. the names and addresses of persons conducting
the tests ot studies; | |

c. the purpose.of the tests;

d.  the results of each test.or.study,

é? ‘attach a copy of any reports based up01 each"

-study or: test. ;

Ford objects to this interrogatory as overly broad

_.and unduly burdensome. However, without waiving its objec-




ticns, Ford states that commencing in the early 1970's Fcocrd
participated in and provided partial -funding for studies
‘done by Dr. 'Irving Selikoff and others at what now 1is.the

Mount Sinai School of dedicine in New YorkK which work was

reported on in a paper entitled Asbestos Exposure CDuring

Brake Lining . Maintenance and Repair, . published in

* "Environmental Reseereh"' Vol. ”12,'pp 110-128 (1976). | The
-uerk'donelﬁas a study of the envxronnental pollutlon,~ if
eny,.caused by asbestos in brake linings. The study came to -
£ocus on the ocegpetiona} expoeure-of'mebhanics dufing brake
-repair. ahd' haintenance;,’ Ford's‘ Research '& Englneerlng

Jepartnen“ and ’nc“st;lal Hyglene Deoa tment were advised o‘-

.ethe study. The 1976 publzcatxon acknowledges the support

recelved from Ford. ’ ' s

" INTERROGATORY B. 27.

Since 1964, has defendant or its agents or
employees sponsored or performed any laboratory experiments -
wlth animals to determine whether or not its asbestos

‘conta1n1ng produc*s were potentlally hazardous to the health

'”fof'yorkerS'who”were uszng ‘them? If'sd['state'who'éonducfed'”:%'

each study, indicate where each study was conducted, eﬁd

vgaescrzbe what ehe resulits-of ea-“ test we*e.




RESPONSE

-INTERRCGATIORY B.

Prior to 1.9764, dJ.d defendént ord‘ijt‘s -égehts_ ort'
employees ’eve.r go- out to'éohstrﬂctionj s_ités,‘ ‘factories or
'power houses - where its asbestos or _asb'e_stos. containing
pr'oducts were being used to determine ‘or. measufe the lefzels
of asbestos dqst‘or fibers in the _work envirohment?‘ .If so,
for. each such study‘o:' expe'rimént that was conducted, set

forth the following in'fdrmatioh:

a2

.a.. _when and where each measurement, study

. test was conducted; =

b. who conducted each measurement, study

c vhat tfpes =33 :equi‘pmen‘:. were utilized to
measure the levels of ésbestos dusf: or fibers in the
ai_r;.. e e

gL what the results of each measureémenz, =es:t or
study wvere; | | |
‘-;"A'e.":"atta'ch""‘a-'C'opy ‘of any reports c_ohcér_fﬁ;‘m; “;:he

measurements, tests or studies.




Sin{:e_ 19_64,. h'aé deféndaﬁ; and/or its ‘agents 'orA.

. émpibyejes ever gbng ‘out to any construction sites, factori’es_
..or' perr houses where its as'Be‘stbs: or asbestos coh;aihihg
'-<pro'clu;ts were béing' used to determ_ine the levels ox‘f asbestos
dust‘ or fibers which were in the work environment? If so,

€or each such s:tudy or experiment which was conducted, set

forth fhe following informa.tion:

R

~a. who conducted each measu

remén;, .study or
“test; e '

b. when and  where 'eaéh measurement, study or
test was conducted; .

c. what type of equip;.ﬁent was utilized to.-measure.
the levels of asbestos in the working 'envirlonmen;;
ﬂ | d B w‘x;mat the résults of 'ga;éh st\_;.dy_,. mévas-.;':eér.e:nt':
‘or ‘test were; "

el - a_t:ach a copy of ahy iz"eport concerning each

"measurement, “study or-test:




RESPONSE

Eo:d. cojects :oi_:his i:;er:odatofy-'as vague,
overly'oroad ‘and unduly_ourdensome.' Without waivfng such
.objections ford 's azes :nat -in_ the' early' 1970'5 Asne
Anderson and Roy Gealer of t-‘ord S Sc‘entxflc Research Staf£
conducted testS‘to determlne-tne'quantlty of asbestos flbers
llberated from brake 1 nlngs durlng the brak;ng process
They concluded that over 99.98% of the asbestos flbers in
brake l:n;ngs decomposed durzng the braking process ;nto

other materials. Thelr resules were publxshed in 1973.

In l973, Eo;d's 'Industrial"quiene activity
conducted air sampling zests on brake linings oeing cleanedv
" by brake mechanlcs u51ng a1r hoses. They deternined:that_
.A-asbestos"levels ‘were: oe’ow exlst1n5€iof:fbfdﬁés3diu5SﬁgA
standards. lhls testlng was done by Mr. Andefson and Henry

Liék,'under the superv1sxon ‘of Paul Toth, the then supervzsor

of Industrial H?giene.

" INTERROGATORY ‘B. 30.

Give ' r : description of programs
- implemented .2 vt zaken-by -the defendant a% “its
plants ‘and <facilities where it man"‘actures - asbestos or

asbestos containing products to refucs =ne levels of asbestos




.dust and fibers in the air. Include in this descripticn all
programs implemented .and precautions.taken.sinée each plancs
was in operaticn.  Include in zhi:s answer the date that ‘cach

precaution was taken or procedure was implemented.

RESPONSE

Not applicable. Ford has never manufactured brake

linings for use in its production vehicles.

_ INTERROGATORY B. 31.

Did defendant aﬁ aﬁy ﬁ‘mé'require its enployees

who worked in tne manufacture’ of aspestocs or asbestos con-
taining products to wear resnlrators, face masks or other_

ibrotect1ve devzces? If so, 'set forth whzch employee (Sy.i
type) was féquired to wea: such protective devices, when thé
difecéive relétive to same was issued for each type. of
employee and'specify what type of device was to be worn by

each type of employee.
RESPONSE -

Net . arp licable. : See,rresoonse-E" 30 - However,
0.s5.H.A. spec;f:ed *esplra ors were made avallable o3 Eord '
in conneczion with vacuums for brake and clutch service in

the Spring of 1976....




INTEZRROGATORY B. 32.

‘Give a complete explanation of why each and every

employee set forth in the preceding answer was recuired to

wear a respirator, face mask. or other protective device

il " while working with asbestos.

' RESPONSE

E Not applicable.
F ,
i : .
. . INTZRROGATCRY B. 33,
i .
: Has any worker emplcyed by your company, its

subsidiaries or affiliates ever filed a worker's compensation

" claim against defendant or its’ predecessors, affiliates.or . .~

subsidiaries, for an occupational disease or condition which

was alleq_edly caused by exposure to asbestos, asbestos

products, asbestos dust or fibers? If so, set forth:

a. the date each ¢laim was made; -

'b." ‘where each.claim was made;

' . c. the name and address of the party making the
[ . . . .. : )
e ~ claim; -

¢ . . .d. . the name and address of the party against

whom the ¢claim was made.




Eecause of the differen;eS»' in roceupa:ional
exposure, ﬁhe information eought Gould not be reievanﬁ to
the .c1aims asserted hereiﬁ, and ?qr& o?jects :ef‘this
iﬁ;eriogatqry as irre1e§ant; immeteriel, overly_b;oad and
'.Burdehseme.A |

- INTERROGATORY B. 34.

1f an employee or officer of defendant has testi-
fied at trial or by deposition in any , 'involﬁiﬁgn
:an alleged.occupetional ekposure to asbestos, state:

3

a. . name, addvess and tltle of each such Derson

" who' testxfzed : *“l“kﬂ”“"7“1¢*~ﬂ,“ Lo
b. = date, locatien and form of testimony;
c. whether defendant_ has

a copy of such
testimony.

"RESPONSE

Ford objects to ‘this ‘interrogatery as 'everly
broad, unduly ouvdeqsome and *ecuestlng' bt -mat on which 15-5
fpr1v1leged from dzscovery and. nezther relevant nor llkely to

lead to t e dzscovery of admlssable ev1dence.




INTERROGATORY 3. 35.

Has  defendant - at any =time since its inception;
maintained any office or department dealing with medical

researcih? [f so, state:

a.. :he-name:of each 5u§h departmeht{
b.. thendaﬁes.ea;h sugh departmen;AwasAin opera-
tion; . | . V - |
e. ;hé name, addtess and,job'positioﬁAof.each>i
suth'pefsod Qhorhas been in_charge'of,séid departmeﬁt

or departments. -

RESPONSE

Ford has various activities devoted to scientific
research. Ford has no department which as its sole function

‘does medical research.

INTERROGATORY B. 36.

"When was the first time the defendant became aware
. of or knowledgeable of any disease or illness associated
" with or "casually related to the inhalation of asbestos,

asbestos fibers or ‘asbestos dust in any form ‘whatsoever?




.ndlcate whlcn disease de‘endant cecame aware of and describe
rhow defendant became aware of its alleged "elatxonsh p- to

‘inhalation or exposure toO aspestos.

v
1
n
Y
O
d
19
tn

The flrst case report assoczatlng asbestos exposure

with asbest051s was publlshed in the Unlted Kingdem in 1907

s : . Scattered case reports_of Carc;nomalln persons occupatzonally
enposed to asbestos:began appearing in fne literature in the -

1930's. Ford cannot state when a Ford employee first'had

knowledge of such in‘ormatlon‘r It ls Known, honever, that
some no»lce of potentzal hazards assoc1ated with asbestos'

lined brakes came in a telephone call from Dr Sellkoff to

.a,DrL Roy Gealer of Eord Researcn and Englneerlng in. August

“1975

' INTERROGATORY B. 37.

In reference to the preced*nq 11terrogatory, if
~defendant acknowledges a casual relatlonsh-p between asbestos
'.and<dlsease or zllness, set forth vhe follow ng lnformat;on:
T L 7afw"§haif” diseases ‘or “illnesses:;'defendant;
acknowledQes are casually related_to’or'associated'with

exposure to asbestos dust or fibers;




b. . the date upon uhlch defendant becaie aware of
:the association with or casua; ‘elapzon to each such -
disease or illness;

c. the date upOn-thch defendahtAconfirmed the
cast sal réistion.of each such disease4tosekposure to
asbestos dust or fibers; |

: .'- e - d. how . defendant became ”syare ~of eacﬁ such
casual ~relst10nsh1p> or -assocciation, indicating -the

source of all such information.

RESPONSE

Ford refers to the voluminous medical iiterature

1]

freely available in medical and general libraries. HoweVer,

»fsfqrd:;§sn§es that there exlsts today any medlcal and/oruﬂ.....“J

scientific knowledge hat establlshed r1sks assoc;ated u1th

- exposure to its friction p:oducts.

INTERROGATORY B. 38.

If your company manufactqred any products wh1ch
contalned asbestos and whlch were commonly used by 1nsu1atloﬁ -
'workers and plpe coverers, _descrlbe how the following:

'products were cut shased;”hixed sné‘sbiiiéa thh.ﬁssaéﬂ h

R




asbestes cé;neht;
asbeétols containi‘n.q pip_é covering;
asbestos shget'inq;l

d. asbestos insulatior to cover extremes of '

as well as cold.
- RESPONSE

Not appllcable. Ford has never been in the insula-

tion bus:.ness .

INTER ROGATORY B. 39.

Prior »'to '1A964, weré therle any memoréndé w*:::eﬁ
__by,Adlstrlbuted or c1rculated among defendant s e-\ployees
'Hagents or representat1ves concerrung the potent:.al healtn
hazards concerned with asbestqs-,contalnlng products? I1f so,
state: ‘

a. dates of each memorandum;

'b.  name, address and Job posltlon of
11:1d1v1dual who wrote each memo*‘andum .

e. - "'né_m'e‘ "an_dj- address .‘iand- “job "“"p.o's.ii:idr{""df'v

individual to vhom the mémcra__ndx._mm was dii‘ected;

‘d. - - where:each m‘emorandum"is-'vkept':

e. .attach copies of each memorandum hereto.




RESPONSE

‘Has defendant or its predecesser corporatxons.eve*"
 had a div:.s;on, affiliate or sub51d1ary wh:.ch was involved
in-contracti’ng for or ;nstallatlon of asb.estos-_cqntalmng
natefials in New. _JeArsey? .If‘ so, "fo-r "each such enti:.y
involved in the ‘contracting -or. installation of vthes‘e

products, set forth the following inform'ation:‘

a. naine of each such entity and the nature of

1'cs relat:.onsh:.p to the parent corporatlon,

b. the exclus:.ve dates that each of. the aiﬁeve

mentioned entities were in .exlstence.

RESPONSE

Ford objects to  this 1n"e:ro<;atory as overly

' broad unduly burdensome and requesulng .nfo*‘matlon wn,.ch is

neither relevant nor likely to lead to the discovery_of
) éd;:(i_éSibl:e_"éfr_ilcienée. For examole i:*o’r;‘d:~ nas had, rﬁenﬁf‘a‘:ciuf"néf h
~fa_c_ili-.tie‘s in New Jersey, but E‘ord's .activities were not
-di.rec.tedv to issues related to an automob:.le mechanic's

‘exposiire to brake lining dust.
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INTERROGATCRY B. 41.

' pid deféndanffevéf pfo?ide any-of'thé:e:p;cyées
yho worxed in the ccntracting f{or or ins:alla;ion of easbesics
cecntalining materials with any :espira:ors} face. hésks cr

protectivg clothing?_ If so, indicate;yhatrt}pes df,protgc-
fiye clothing; respitaﬁoré §r face masks were provi&éd,»
describe when e;ch type wés first provided to eachvemployée

-and descfibe‘why.theywdere provided to eé¢h type of employee.

RESPONSE’

Not applicable. See response B. 40..

T s

.. INTERROGATORY B. 42. .. ..

Has any individual who waSiever employed in the
contracting and insulation business referred to above ever
filed a claim for workmen's cbmpehsa:ion because of an.
Aa;lgéed_occupqtional di;gase’sus;ained allegedly because of

occupational'exbosure to ;sbéstoé? If-sé:. _‘.éach suéh
employee who Has filed a claim, set ~ forth “the follswing

. information:




‘name of each such e."r.plq'yee;-
‘wﬁen each claim was filed;
c. wheréleacﬁ cléih wés filed;j~
d. ‘name' of t’-nel atﬁcfﬁey who represented

petitioner and respondent.

RESPONSE

See responses B.33 and B. 40.

INTERROGATORY B. 43..
State the full name, job title and present
"Aresidences( business and.professiohal'addrésses of any and
“all persons who have kowledge of any relevant facts relating

to this case and the defense of your company. -
RESPONSE
Ford objects .to this .interrogatory as overly broad

- and unduly burdensome ' and .seeking information which 1is

privilgged.from dié¢dvery. Sée'response B.1.




INTERROGATCRY 5. 443.

- State the name, address and credentials of each
and every expert witness you intend to utilize at the time
of trial, and annex hereto a copy of their report.

RESPONSE

Ford has not yet determined which expert_witnesées

it may call at the trial of this matter.

INTERROGATORY B. 4a5.

Do you contend :haf'thé plaintiff's illness is>a‘
_consequence of the negligence or the ‘fault of a third party
or AﬁyohefQﬁb"{é'héfﬂ;mbarf§ téefhig'aéﬁféﬁ?a:ff#éb;xﬁfgfé“‘
the name and address of each such party and set forth all

facts which suppof; your contention.
RESPONSE

“‘Unknown. &

- - INTERRGGATORY B. 45.

Do you contend that the illness and/or death

- the decedent in-.thils action was notvcésually related to

~-38-




occupational exposure to asbestos dust and . fibers? I{ so,

‘give a full and detailed description of your contentions..
RESPONSE

Unknown.

INTERROGATORY B. 47.

Do you contend that otherfagénts and/or substances
caused the illness and/or death of the plaintiff in this
matter? If so, identify each such agent and/or substance

and set forth all facts to support your contentions.

3

Unknown. -

INTERROGATORY B. 48.

Has defendant and/or its .agents or employees
obtained any statements from‘anyone who has knowledge of the’
facts surrounding this cause of action? If so, set forth:

a. name, adcéress and job position of the person

that obtained the statement;




5. | the name, é@dréss and job poéi;ion
person whb gave'fhels:atement;;

'c.7  the éa:e the statement was ;ivéﬁ;

d. whether the statement is'ihlﬁfiting; and

so, who has custody of it.
-RESPONSE
No.

INTERROGATORY B. 49.

Does defendant contend that plaintiff or .
plaintiff's decendent suffered injuries and/or death due ot
~his own negligence? If so, set forth all facts which support

your contentions.:

RESPONSE

Unknown. _

“ INTERROGATORY B. 50.

" "Does’ deféndant'-”contend:i that plaintiff ‘or
" plaintiff's failed to use defendant's asbestos or asbestos
cgntaining’products properly? If so, set forth all facts

which support your contentions. -
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RESPONSE

INTERROGATGCRY C. 1.

has defendant and/or 1ts affllxates or subsld1ar1es
purchased asbestos flber for use in 1ts,busxness_or for
manufactu*1ng its products’ If£f so, set forth the followiné

) 1n£ormatlon:_'

“a. . the 'inclusiye : dates" vthat. yout_ - company
purchased asbestos-fiber; . |
b. the nane and address of each and every entity
“Vthat you purchased the asbestos fzber from°-' IR
c. the natu*e and types of products-that yous
" company used asbestos fiber for;

d. _the type of asbestos fiber that your company'

pufchased.

RESPONSE

Eord has never manufactu*ed brake linings for use

s in 1ts product*on'vehlcles




INTERROGATORY C. 2.

Does _defendant',hévé or has ‘it had "any plants,

factories or production facilities located in the State of

Mew Jersey which was or is engaged in- the imporctation,

manufacture, processing, coverting, compounding, packaging,

diétribution,‘éhd/orfsale'bf asbestos, | asbestos containing

products and/or asbestos containing -insulation products? If
>so,_50t_¢ach such plant, factory 6;‘facility-which is or has

' been located in Newaersey( set forth the. following informa-

tion:

a. the name énd addresé 'ofl eachfisuch. planﬁ{_
’factoﬁy or prbduction facility;' |

bthe _',incllu.sivs.éayﬁs_..thaé .each plant, factory

or facilityexisted; e

c. »a-complete and detailed description of a;i

pfdduqts tﬁatteach pléﬁt, factofy or production fﬁqility.

was éngaged in p;oducihg‘(ihqludé~in yodr description

the type of product and its generic and tradé name).

7" RESPONSE

“ " Ford dbjects to ‘this interrogatcry as overly broad = °

and unduly.-burdensome.

-42-




INTERROGATORY C. 3.

Indicate which asbestos products "and  asbestds
materials manufactured and distributed by the defendant are
or were classified as "insulating materials"”.

RESPONSE

None. -

INTERROGATORY C. 4.

With reference to the preceding q\ie,stion,. give a
full and complete descriptioA of the purposes for which.
Adefendant_'s insulating materi_alsrcontaAining asbestos were

“desighed.

RESPONSE

Not applic_able .

" INTERROGATORY C.~" 5. = + = -

.- Set..forth. the name- and -addéress.cZ.each .and every .-
entity that your company purchased or received asbestos

fiber from which was utilized in . the manufacture of Vyour




" company's asbestos containing insula:ion products. Include
.in your answer the inclusive dates that your company pur-

‘chased asbestos from each such entity.’

Not applicable.

: INTERROGATOR_Y C. 6.

"As to a‘ny asbes-tbs—pr‘oaucté or _ra@asb’estos m_ix_ued_,
Eon(:ertedi, fabr'ica;ted, prod,uced; compounded, manufactured,
processed, so.ldA or diétributed by defendant, state wh.ether'
any was shipped or sold to,plvaintiff"‘s employer in Néw
- v-_.;{_e.r.se‘_y e:.ther d:_;_;-_ectly -or ;‘:thr.q_.y.x_gh«»a .t}u;-r;l_:_pggt;_y-;'_: stgiipg .

which.

RESPONSE

_ Unknown. Ford would not directly have sold vehic-

les or replacement parts to plaintiff's employer..




INTERROGATORY C. 7. .

If the answer to C6 is in the affirmative, state

as to each asbestos preduct, or raw asbestos:

a. exactly what product(s) or type(s) of asbestos
was (were) shlpped or sold to plai nt:.‘f ] employer,

b. the dates and quantztles of each such ‘product
shioped or sol'd; .

c. whre_ther Van_y warnings,_ ca,dtions, caveats or’
direotions_. accor_n‘pa-nied.. the . materials so shipped, the
date' these ‘appeared_ ar_xd. the exact wordings . of the
"warning‘s,rrcrautions caveats or directions and where the.
warnings, cautions, caveats or direcfions appe_ared;

d the ~name. and address of any *ntermedlate
supplzer or dlstnbutor who sold thzs de‘endant s
roducts to pla:.ntsz s employe: duri’nq the period

Vreferred to above; ' |

e. did your c_ohpahy affix its corporate loge or
-insignia on the packages of asbestos containihg in_sx‘;la_-'
tion products that it dlst"lbu'ed and so‘d" AI" sc, )

» descrzbe the type of logo or 1ns:.g'ua whlch was used
indicate which products it was affixed to, and set
_forth.the inclusive dates that each ‘ias'ighia,':tor logé -

was utilized. - Annex hereto a photogsaph or copy of

each such logo described in this matter;




dea Ama il el S LR AR AR

f. please describe ‘in detail the type of packages
in which defendant has sold, dis;ributed or manufactured.
asbestc'::s rat er:al ‘listing :he“da:es .each t‘,-’p_e of
backage was used, a physical description thereof and
qescr'_:i.pti'on of any_.pr-inted (naterial °or tr aderma ark t'na_t.

appeared thereon.

RESPONSE

See resp_onse C. 6. w:.th respect to 1ts fnct1on

products in genera . E‘ord states

a-b) Ford has sold, since"1919_,. and c'cntini.l'es
to”sellr vehicles and parts,- 'nclud:.ng brake -linings, pads,
: .:;A-and clutch £ac1~1gs, under names such as’ Eord ~Edsel __ap;lr
'Mercury and under various makes and model names aslwe-il-as

names such as Motorcrafrt. Afterz_narket parts azfe sold under

the name of Ford or Tord 'Aut,horized Remanufacturers.

vv_eh_ielve:s rpa-aufactured by .Ford :iqcerpgrate, brake .
l:.rungs which were comoosed 1n part of asbestos 'ford
V'purchased these brake ;ungs from suppllers ) Eord under-‘
'srtand_s the”. type of asbestos fibers in brake linings- ﬁo be
'ehryse‘;i'ie'.?,j Bec‘aus'e.' Ford does not manuﬂfac'ture :...the -Abx:ake -
linings, it does noct . know the _pe-i-centage_ of asbestos they

contain but generally it is thought. to be between :10)/4 and

‘60/ asbestos by welgﬁt in brake llnlngs
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‘A brake lining is a .narrow rec;angie‘shaéed~to>fit
around a 'cirq_lé.-" A clutch facing is ‘é' flat, round: mef.aj.
;;late: with tv..{b 'ring‘s, one. qﬁ each side. of »"‘chel' fr'ictiéh:
ma:erial; :hé fécing'lxs between t_he- filywheel of the engine

and the pressure plate of the transmission.

c)- With respect, for example, to“aftetmarket
~brake linings soid'by Ford, labels placed on cartons 51nce'

1980 read along the llnes such as

"CAUTION: CONTAINS ASBESTOS FIBERS.
AVOID CREATING DUST. RBRREATHING 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 . EILTER -~ ..~ .
" '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."

The:cafton also would have the Ford logo.

‘d) - A liét of scme Ford suppliers-is:offered. . .

e).. See response, (c).above.




-

"€) Vehicles are not generally shipped 'in

ipackaQes. Aftermarkec‘bééke linings, padé and clutch.faéings

are in carLons.

INTERROGATCRY C. 8.

Have any of_the-produété listed in Interrogatory
C; 7.labove been altered in chemical_Composition‘since being .

marketed? If so, set‘forth the following information:

a. thebda£e ofbeath alteration; 7
b. a detailed'descriptionAof the nature of each
alteration; .
| c.. the réasqn for such altgtation;.

'RESPONSE

Yes. .The first Ford application of non-aébest§s
brakes - was on light trucks irxlapproximateiy 1976. Oﬁhé:
.- Ford ~makés-v§resently ~u£ili;ei-£iberglass,~75teel Qool‘*and**'
‘semiémetallic mater*alsv The reason for ﬁgg_qhapqgiwés_to‘ 

reduce the asbestos 1n.brake llnlngs

INTERROGATORY C. 9.

Have you dlscontlnued manufacturlng and/or

d1str1but1ng and/or supplylng or selling any ~asbestos or
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asbestos contalnlnq products referred tovin c. 7.2 1If so,.

Set_forth the follOwing info;mation:

what such product'is;
the reasons tberefore,

when the dzscontlnuance took place.
If your answer to C. 6. is either "No" .or "Unknown"
-but_your'answer.to B. 14. is "Yes" provide answers to C. 10.-
" through C. 18,’Otherwiseiyou,may'proceed to C. 19.

RESPONSE

.See response C. 8.

INTERROGATORY C. 10.

Give a-complete and detailed deecripticn of each
and every asbestos ccncaining,proddctzthac your company hase-
designed *manufacturmi-and distributed into the stream. of .
- commerce. Include 1n your descrlptlon the trade, brard and”

fgenerlc names of each such product and 1nd1cate the type and”'

.amount of asbestos that was contalned ‘in each partzcula*

product Include in thlS answer the 1ncluszve dates that~

each.particular'product was manufactured‘and.distributed.




- RESPONSE

Ford objects to th‘s 1n;er*oga~o*v as overly hmrzad

and unduly burden.some' .

INTERROGATORY C. 11.

With réfe_rence to your answer to B. 18. .state the
names and addresses of the ent'it_iesA tb_ whom the products

were sold.

RESPONSE

*

Ford objects to this interrogatory as overly broad

.. and unduly burdensome.

INTERROGATORY c. 12.

Did your company and/ot its affiliates or
‘ subs;d:.arles do busxness w:Lth or utlllze any d:.strlbutors 1n '

‘ the State of New Jersey for purposes of selllng or 1ns~al

Azts asbestos products? If’ o, ;‘dentlfy “éach such entity,

indicate -and describe the nature ‘of ‘the business that you
dzd with each “such entity," and set’ forth the’ dates “this

business _relationshib existed.




RESPONSE .

FordA‘sell its vohicLes ‘and- replacement rparts
fhrouéh'thousénds ot franchised dealersﬁips and authorized
distribﬁtofs»across the{natioﬁ, iociuoing New Jersey. Ford
obfect to the  remaining information lrequested oy. this
,znterrogatory as erelevant overlj broad and undu;y bﬁrdeh-'

some .

INTERROGATORY C.- 13.

Has youf company ever'enployed any employeés or
salesmen whose reSpon51b111ty 1t was to sell your company s

- asbestos conta1n1ng products to a geographlcal area

'sjgencompa551ng the State of New Jersey7 If so, for each such L

employee or salesman who worked for your company, 1nd1cate

the dates of his employment hls name and address.
RESPONSE

See responsé'c..lz.

INTERROGATORY C. 14.

Give a complete and detailed description of the

manner in whiéh your company packaged each of the asbeétos




. containing products that it manufa;tured and/or distribuzed
" in the State of New Jersey. Include in your description the
- type of packégihq which was used and the material each type

of packaging was comprised of.

RESPONSE

'See response C. 7.
,IA
o

. INTERROGATORY C. .15.

Did your company affix 1its corporate logo ‘or
i ’ insignia on the packages of asbestos containing prbducts
that it distributed and sold in the State of New Jersey? If

. so, describe the'type~of;10qo*p;;insignianwhich;w§s qsed,;n-~«~

" indicate which products it was affixed tb,,and set forth the
"ﬂ " inclusive dates that each insignia or logo was utilized.
Annex hereto a phétograph or copy of each such logo described

in this answer.
" RESPONSE -

o - ' : -Sée'résponéevc.'7.

 -52-

cavn rm e — e




INTERROGATCRY C. 16.

Dld tne packages or containers for the asbestos
containing products that your com::any sold or dxstnbuted 1n_'
the State of New oer;ey cortain any writing or labels’ 1f
so, for each such Dackage or contalner whlch contalned a
label “set- forth the followzng 1nformat1on about the wr1t1ng

on the packaqe or label

‘a. - the size of eacb' lébelz;

b ‘the substance of all writing on tﬁé label;

¢.  the :anlus:.ve dates . .that each wtitingA orA
label appeared on each type of product- | |

d. annex nereto coples of or photographs of each

.such label that your company used .
'RESPONSE '

See response C. 7.

INTERROGATORY C. '17.

Give a complete andA detailed Vdescripti’dnfo'f each
and every asbestos con..anung product that your company has-_"
deszgned manufactured and distributed 1nto the stream of

~commerce. Include in your description the tréd'e, brand and




generic names of each .such product and indicate the type and
amount of asbestos that was cdntained in -each parti"uler_
‘product. Include in this ansuer ‘the 1nclus1ve dates that

. each.partxcular product was manufactu*ed and dlstr buted.
 RESPONSE

- See response C. 10.

INTERROGATORY C. 18.

' Durlng the years ‘that your company'jnanufaCtured

and/or sold asbestos containing materzals did your compahy

s -

prepare and/or publlsh and sales or promotxonal llterature'

whlch deplcted and descrlbed these products’ If so. descr1be[;j_ti

" £he partlcular llterature whzch your company prepared and

xndlcated the ;nformatlon the literature contained. Describe

who has custody df_this literature at the present time.
RESPONSE

Ford's advertising materials relate to the sale of
~ Ford vehicles end ﬁarts.‘ Ford objects todreeponding fu rtner..;
'to thzs 1nterrogatory on’ the qrounds that 1t 1s 1trelevant

overly b_r:oa_d and unduly burdensome .




b

;
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INTERROGATORY C. i9..

Has your. company manufactured asbestos containing
products and materials which were distributed by ‘another
entlty or corporation under thexr name or trademark’ if so,

identify each such enelty which sold or dxstr1buted these

»iproducts, 1nd1cate which of your company s products this

company marketed and 1nd1cate the 1nc1u51ve dates that thzs-'

pa:tlcular commerc1al arrangement,ex;sted.

RESPONSE

Assuming that this interrogatory asks whether Ford

:_Sells any asbestos products to others for resale Eofd_
._.responds that 1t has been and is engaged 1n the sale of,

asbestos contalnzng brake and clutch ‘service replacement

parts. Ford purchases new brake and clutch assemblies from

suppliers and markets them under the Ford logo. The remanu-

“factured product‘is produced’by "Authorized" remanufacturers

who elther buy components dlrectly from Eord or use "Ford

Quality components. purchased elsewhere. These products are

:'marketed under the ‘name of Ford Authorlzed Remanufacturers

A list of sqme Ford Authorzzed,Remanufacturers is offered.’
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INTERROGATORY C. -0.

'_ Has your company marrke't_ed. under its own name or .
trademark any asbestos containing insulation products which
were manufactured by'another cofporation?A'If so, identify:
'_each'and'every product whichlyour companyAmarketed which was
'maanactuted by anothe:;corporation,-indicate the>inciuaive
_dates that you.marketed’each.product and describe the:name;k-
~tradename and generic name of each such product thCh your

'<companyxnarketed

RESPONSE

" INTERROGATORY €. 21.

Were any vof the asbestos . contalnlng 1nsulatlon
pfoducts that defendant Sold or distributed into the stream
of commerce accompanzed by wrltten 1nstructlons or package
“1nsetts? If-so, 1nd1cate whlch such products were prov1ded
with"snch instructions and package";nsertSp’indicate_wheni

each product was-accompanied by thesenmaterials,-state the

'>substance of what the 1nstruct1ons or package 1nserts sta.ed'~~-

A and annex copzes of same hereto




RESPONSE

Not applicable.
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