@
ESw

- e
=28
g0
SH9
R

The Star Ledger - August 27, 1975

SWIINUD

By ARTHUR K. LENEHAN

An empioye of the Johns-
Manville asbestos plamt in
Manville charged in a civil suit
Iled in Newark yesterday that
the company has willully ex-
pused thousands of its em-
ployes to serious health haz-
ards by obliging them to
hreathe air conlaminated with
asbestos dust and (ibers.

The employe, 50-year-old
lonzo Murray of Plainfield,
filed the suit as a class action
on behalf of himself and every
other Johns-Manville employe
whe may have become ill be-
cause of working conditions at
the international company's
plants.

According to Murray’s law-
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by ill cist:c stos worker

sor loRay Gipson of Plain-
field. M.rray is suffering from
asbestosis, @ respiratory ail-
ment which is caused by the
chronie inhalation of asbestos
particles Gipson asserts in the
suit that in other cases, inhala-
tion of asbestos may have
caused scarring of the lungs or
cancer of the lungs or stom-
ach.

[ think that almoest every
long-term _employe at that
pla is suffering from asbes-
tosis,” Gipson said yesterday.
“This is a serious condition,
sometimes a fata) one. It's like
btack tung. 1t's definitely caus-
ed by inhaling excessive
amounts of asbestos.”

Gipson sard that any em-

ploye of the company who
wishes 1o join in the suit filed
yesterday will be entitled 1o
damayes should the suit sue-
ceed. There are about 2.200
employes at the Manville
plant, and many times that
number at other Johns-Man-
ville plants elsewhere. Gipson
said that federal court rules
prohibited him from d:scuss-
ing the total amount of the
damages he will seek.

Along with Johns-Manville,
the suit named as defendants
three companies that supplied
raw asbestos to Johns-Man-
ville or bought finished asbes-
tos products from Johns-
Manville. The three other de-
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fendant companies are Bell's
Asbestos, Cassier Asbestos,
and the Asbestos Corp. Lid .
all of which are localed in
Canada.

The suit charges that
Johns-Manville and the other
defendants neghgently faded
to provide Johns-Manville em-
ployes  with  appropriate
protective clothing, failed 10
package asbestos in a way that
would have reduced hazards,
and failed o warn the em.
ployes about health hazards,
ahhough those hazards were
well known W executives in the
industry. .

In its form and in its specif-
le allegations, the suit filed
yesterday resembles a suit
that was filed in lederal court
last May by 163 asbestos work-
e*s forvarrty pmelaved ) the

Passaic plant of the now de-
funct  Raybestos-Manhattan
Corp. .
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The Raybestos workers
made the same allegations
about health hazards entailed
in the manulacture of asbestos
ﬂ:&:am. They named as de-
endants Johns-Manville; the
Metropolitan Life Insurance
Co of New York_ which report-
edly advised the Raybestos
company on matters of safety;
The Asbestos Corp of Ameri-
ca. which is located in Gar-
wood, and the three Canadian
companies named in yester-
day's suit.

Karl Asch, the attorney
representing the Raybeslos
workers, said that Raybestos
was nol named as a defendant
in the suit he .._va hecause of
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free to discuss.
Asch filed his suit before
the establishment of new

. federal court rules on the

specification of money de-
mands. e is seeking $326 mil-
lion in damages from the de-
fendant companies — $2 mil-
lion lor each of the workers he
represents.
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The Raybestos Corp. used
asbestos (0 manufacture ilems
such as brake linings. John-
Manville, the largest manufac
turer of asbestos products in
the world, concentrates on
producing insulation, roofing,
and pipe.

Johns-Manville ~mployes
who received teiéphone in
quiries about the suit al the
company’s plant in Manville
yesterday referred them to the
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Denver, Col. A spokesman for
the company in Denver said he
could not respond to the alle-
gations made in the suit.

The company, which sells
about $t billion worth of bwlid-
ing materials each year, has
long been embroiled in nation-
al and local controversies over
the effects of asbestos in the
air. It has maintained that its
uperations present no Serious
health hazard, either 10 1ts em-
ployes or to residents of com-
munities  surrounding  its
plants. Some employes and
some medical authorities have
argued voci{erously to the eon-
trary.

According to Dr. Maxwell
Borow, a surgeon from Bound
Brook who made a study of the
side eifects of ashestos in 1972,
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articles in and around the

anville plant have been
greal  enough 1o  produce
scores of cases of mesothelio-
ma, a form of lung cancer as-
sociated with the inhalation of
asbestos particles.
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Borow has testilied before a
congressional committee that
mesothelioma and asbestosis
are almost invariably con-
tracted in middle or old age,
after the patient has been
breathing contaminated air for
many years.

The US. Department of
Labor anmounced four years:
ago that it would implement
more stringent regulations on
the contamination of air with
asbestos, but that action was
later postponed for four years,
at the request of Johns-Man-
L Ma




