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All of the employees have worked at

DuPont for at least 19 years, and ac-

. cording to Watson, are between 50 and
$6 years old. T

The physiclans named as defendants
Include Dr. G. F. Relchwein, former
company physician at Repaunos!Dr.

, Albinas  Smulkstys, the , current
physician at Repauno; Dr. Willlam E.
Neild Jr., compeny physiclan at
Deepwater; and Dr. H.J, Stein.

In addition to Johns-Manville, the
suppliers named 'as delendants are

Owens-Corning Fiberglas _Corp., .

Raybestos-Manhattan Corp., Sepco
Corp., Celotex Corp., Keene Corp.,
Amatex Corp., Fhillip Carey Co. and
Limpet Corp.

Also llsted among the defendants are
zeveral “John Doe” partles, because

other physictans and firms may De
brought into the sult later, the em-
ployees’ attorneys said. .

DuPont officals at the two plants
declined to comment on the sult
Wednesday, saying they had not been
notified of it. )

“We have never used asbestos as
part of a process, raw material or end
product, sald Robert Schmalbach,
employee reiations supervisor at the
Greenwich Township lacllity. “'We put
it on plping or vesselsto retain heat.”

“We have discontinued the use of
any new asbestos matecials at the
plant and haven't put in any asbestos
since 1972," he sald. .

Schmalbach said *'60 to 70 percent of
the asbestos-bearing Insulation has
been removed over the years.”

In Aprl! 1979, however, (OSHA) fined

DuPont ¥83,000 based on ‘“‘wilfui”
‘wshestos handling and other violatlons
it alleges occurred at the Repauno
plant between July 1978 and March
1979.

The OSHA citation sald DuPont
exposed workers to concentrated
levels of ashestos fibers by failing to

,supply alr purifiers and apecial
clothing, such as coveralls, head
coverings, gloves and boots, for
workers in areas where the insulation
was belng removed from pipes and
valves, -

The company further exposed
workers to asbestos dus and [Ibers by
failing to wet the materials sufficently
to hold down levels of the alrborne
particles to acceptable levels, OSHA

. chacged. The company also falled to
post signs and cautlon labels to wam

* employees of the hazards where

e

necessary, the citation sald. DuPont
slso falled to monitor the amount of
time its workers had speat removing
asbestos insulation. v

In additton, OSHA said, DuPont and
its physiclans failed to keep complete
and accurate medical records of the
employees exposed to high asbestos®
levels, clalming tests for asbestos
exposure were not made properly.

OSHA also sald 40 percent of the
chest X-rays taken of the employees
exposed to asbestos were overexposed,
underexposed or falled to show the
subject'sentirechest. .

The agency also said the corhpany
failed to provide requested nedical
records to OSHA officials and falled to
notify the employees of the rexults of *
the medical tests. " g

The company and its physiclans
falled to interpret correctly data that

. “gives evidence of seven. cases of

plenral (lung wall) thickening and two

!

cases of asbestosls,” - the, agency °
charged.

“We've contested that citation a
are currently in litigation with OSHA
to solve some of the problems,™
Schmalbach said. Don Allendocf, arda
director of OSHA, copfirmed that the

citation Is currently before am OSHA. .

review board. :
In April, company officials safd thaf -
reviews of the medical records showed®
no conclusive evidence to support a:
diagnosis of asbestosis among any of '
the workers. .
Watson, who sald he initiated the
complalnt “that led to the OSHA |
citations, claimed as many as 48 of the |
350 union workers at the Repauno plant h
may be suffering from the asbestos- .
related health disorders. : ...
He clalmed that since the OSHA .
Inspections, the company has followed !
the asbestos regulations and has*“
allowed the employees to visit outside,
medical specialists at company ex-
pense for additional tests. "
“Jt wasn't until OSHA came on the }
plant that all the precautions that:®
should have been taken years ago were
taken,” Watson charged. N
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