STATE OF MISSOURI)
} sS.
CITY OF ST. LOUIS)

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE CITY Of ST. LCUIS
STATE OF MISSCURI

RAY C. ANDERSON,

Plaintiff,
Cause No. 812-11605
VS,
Divisicn No. 1
THE CELOTEX CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

PLAINTIFFS' INTERROGATORIES
TO DEFZEANT GARICCK, INC.

COMES NOW plaintiff, in the above captioned matter, pursuant to Rule 57.01
Of the Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure, demand that the above named deferdant,
answer the following Interrcgatories separately, fully and in writing, under oath,.
within twenty (20) days of service thereof:

1. When did the defendant first manufacture any proéuct containing asbestos
or asbestos conponents?

ANSWER: Garlock has made and sold asbestos-containing produccs

since at least as early as 1507.

2, When did the defendant first sell any product containing asbestos or

asbestos components?

ANSWER: See answer to Interrogatory No. 1.
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Garlock's
General Objections .

Garlock Inc poses the following objections to plain-
tifZ's Interrogatories:

1. The interrogatories are overly broad, unduly
burdensome, vague and ambiguous in that they utilize terms
0f excessive breadth (e.g., "asbestos products"), are often
multiple or compound in form, £reguently assume the truth cof
matters in dispute and are nct sulficiently limited in time.
Garlock manufactures manvy stvles o0f asbestos-containing products,
the vast majority ©ZI wnich are not conceivably related to this
litication and none of which present a hezlth hazard to the
user thereof. Garlock does not manufacture or sell and has
never manufactured or sold asbestos-containing "insulation
products" as that term is commonly used. Therefore, Garlock
objects to any interrogatory referring or relating to such
products.

2. Many ©of the interrogatories presuppose that the
products ¢ Garlcck emit harmiul levels ¢ asbestos dust and
fiber. The products of Garlock are bonded ané/or incapsulated
and/or impregnated with lubricants and/or treated in such other
manner as to prevent the emission of harmful levels of asbestos
dust ané fiber when used in the manner for which they were in-
tended.

3. The burden is upon plaintiff to establish his
exposure to products manufactured by Garlock in order to recover
under his allegations against Garlock. To the extent that
plaintiff has not identified any product of Garlock to which
he has been exposed, the interrogatories herein are irrelevant
and immaterial to any issue in this litigation and are not

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
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Further, to require Garlock, under such circumstances, to
respond to guestions reguiring disclosure of masses of ir-
relevant information is beyond the scope of permissible

discovery.
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3. Does the defendant now manufacture any product containing asbestos or
asbestos components?

ANSWER: Yes.

4. Does the defendant now sell any product containing asbestos or askbestos
components?

BNSWER: Yes.

S. Please state each and every product, including trade name, manufzctured
and sold by the defendant which contain asbestos in any form and the gercentage
of asbestos between when defendant first began manufacturing and sélling asbestos

containing proeducts to the present time.
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ANSWER: “See general objections 1, 2 and 3.

6. From the date of the first manufacture of asbestos containing products
by the defendant until the present time, did the asbestos products manufactured
axjd/or sold by the defendant contain any caution, warning, caveat or other state—
ment or explanation on the product or its packaging?

(a} If so, when did the warning or statement first
appear?

(b) What was the precise wording of the warning or
other statement when it first appeared?

{¢) Has the warning or statement been altered,
amended or changed in any manner? If so, how
and when was it amended;

{d) Where was the warning or statement located on
each product or packaging;

{e) On what asbestos products did the caution, warnihgs
and caveat appear; :
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(£) For each product, when did the warning first appear?

ANSWER: See general objections 1, 2 and 3. Subject to those
objections, Garlock states that all Garlock asbestos-containing
products have carried warning labels since at least 1977. A
sample 0f a current label is set forth below:

CAUTION
Contains Asbestos fibers.
Avoid creating dust. Breathing
Asbestos dust may cause
serious bhodily harm

3

(continued on page 3A)

7. Do the asbestos products now manufactured and/or sold by the defendant
centain any cauticn, waming, caveat or cther stztement or exzlenaticn cn th
product or its packaging? If so, when did the warning or other statement first
appear?

MSWER: gee objections and answer to Interrogatory No. 6.

8. What now is the precise wording of the warning or statement and whers is

it located on each preduct or packaging?

ANSWER: See objections and answer to Interrogatory No. 6.

9. Please state if the defendant or anybody on behalf of the defendant
aver conducted any studies or research to determine if the inhalation of asbestos
fibers may be harmful. If so, please state:

(a) By whom the research was conducted, giving camplete
names and addresses; —

(b} "The dates that each such test was conducted;

{c) The camplete results of each test or study.

ANSWER: (See- answer on page 33)



(Continuation of Answeyr to Interrocatoryv No. §)

These warning labels were placed on asbestos-containing p oducts
so that customers would be aware of the fact that they were
receiving products containing asbestos. The decision to warn
was made even though it is the position of Garlock that its
current products are exempt from OSHA labelling requirements

in that they contain only asbestos fibers which "have been
modified by a ‘bonding agent, coating, binder, or other material
so that during any reasonably foreseeable use, handling,
storage, disposal, processing or transportation no airborne
concentrations of asbestos fibers in excess of the exposure
limits pzescribed in [the OSHA labelling recuirement, 29 CTR
§1901. lOOl(g)(Z)(l)] will be released."

{Answer to Interrogatory No. 9)

Garlock objects to this interrcgaicry on the grounds that
it is vague and ambiguous and to the extent that it calls
for privileged work product and privileged information prepared
in anticipation of litigation. Garlock further objects to this
1nterrogatory in that it presupposes that Garlock procucts -
give off asbestos dust or fibers which mlght be inhaled in
sufficient guantity to have an effect on one's physical con-
dition. .Subject to and without waiving these objections,
Garlock states that, through continuous investigation, ob-
servation, experience and study of its products and their use,
Garlock learned and knew that its products pose no health hazard,
potential or otherwise, to persons using such produc--.
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"10. Please state the names and addresses of the defendant's chief medical
officers from the date when defendant first manufactured any asbestos containing
products until the present time, listing the periods of time each such medical
officer was employed by the defendant in that capacity.

ANSWER: Garlock has never had a chief medical officer.

11. Please state the duties and resronsibilites of the corporation's chief
medical officer.

ANSWER: See answer to Interrogatory No. 10.

12. Did the defendant itself or through any insurance carrier, conduct or
otherwise engage in studies at any laboratory or entity anytime since defendant
first manufactured and/or soid products containing asbestos. If so, please pro~ -
vide the details of periocds of time that defendant and/or its insurance carrier
conducted and/or participated in such wor!? and the results of any such findings
of the studies conducted with respect to the relationship between the inhalation

of asbestos dust and fibers and any resulting pulmonary pathologies.

MNSWER:  See objections and answer to Interrogatory No. 9.
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13. Please state the names and addresses of all physicians who were erployed,
retained or otherwise engaged by the defendant at any of its facilities from the
date when defendant first manufactured any asbestos containing products until the
present time.

ANSWER: Garlock has employed part-time plant physicians

as follows:
(continued on pacge 35a)

14, Please state if the defendant or anyone cn behalf of the defendant ever
engaged in any research of asbestos fikers and their effect, if any, on the persons
coming in contact with the asbestos fibers. If so, please state:

(a) The names and addresses of the individuals or groups
engaged in such research;

(b} The complete results of said research;

(¢) What recommendations, if any, were made as a
result of said research; )

{d) If either the results or recommendations of such
research were written, please attach copies of
either or both.

ANSWER: See objections and answer to Interrcgatory Ne. 9.

15. Please state if the defendant's medical officers ever made at any time
any recommendation and/or suggestions to the defendant pertaining to the risks
of hazards to persons involved in the manufacturing or use of asbestos products.
If so, please state:

(a) When were such recommendations and/or suggestions made;

-5~



(Continuation of Answer to Interrogatorv No. 13)
Phvsicians Date of Service

Dr. C. C. Nesbitt (deceased) 1920 to 1936

Dr. J.D. Bramer (deceased) 1956 to 1972

Dr. K. X. Kapur

1265 PittsZord-Palmyra Road

Macedon, New York 143502 1972 to 1979,

Dr. W. G. Fallen

¢/0 Garlock Inc

1666 Division Street

Palnoyra, New York 14522 1979 to the present
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(b) To whoem were such recommendations and/or
suggestions made;

{(c) By whom were these recommendations and/or
suggestions made;

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

ANSWER:  Garlock has no record of such recommendations and/or

suggestions being made by its part-time physicians.

16. Please state what organizations, groups, inter-company or industriel
organizations to which the defendant belongs or belonged which conducted studies
or researched the relationship between exposure to asbestos dust and fibers,
énd specifically those asbestos containing products manufactured by defendant,
and ahy resulting pulmcnary pathologies.

ANSWER: See general objections 1, 2 and 3 and objections

and answer to Interrogatory No. 9.

17. In reference to Interrogatory No. 16, please state:

(a) The type or nature of the studies;

(b) When the studies were conducted;

(c) The complete results of the studies;

{d) The recommendations of the studies;

(e} The resulting implementation of the studies
by defendant;

{£) The date when first implemented.

ANSWER: See objection to Interrogatory No. 16.

18. Please state whether the defendant has a department, division or section
devoted to scientific and/or medical research during that period when defendant
first manufactured any asbestcs containing preducts until the present time. If

so, please state when it was first formed.
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ANSWER: See cgeneral objections 1, 2 and 3. Subject o these
obJjecticns, Garlock states that it had 2 Research § Devalozmens
Department during most of the 1960's (exact dates unknown)
which department was concerned with product develorment an
improvement and not with medical resasarch.

19. Please state the scientific or medical pericéicals to which the defendant,
its medical department or industrial hygiene division subscribed during the pericd
when defendant first manufactured any asbestos containing products until the present
time.

ANSWER: pecords do not exist which would permit Garlsck

reszond o zhis interrocaszory

20. Deces the defendant manufacture any asbestos preducts undex any tradenames,
brandnames or registered trademarks? If so, please state:

(2) The name or tradename and with whem it was
registered anc wren.

ANSWER: See general obijections 1, 2 and 3. Subiect to those
objections, Garlock states that it has always sold all of its
products under the Garlock name. Further, Garlock states that
it used the calipers and scale mark in association with all
its products from about 1900 to about 1968. A number of other
secondary trademarks have also been used with both asbestos-
containing and non~asbestos containing products.

21. Please state the distributor(s) of the defendant's asbestos products
in the states of Missouri, Illinois, and Iowa during the past thirty years.

ANSWER: See general objections 1, 2 and 3. Garlock also objects
to Interrogatory No. 21 on the basis that it is overly broad and
burdensome in that it relates to three entire states without a showing
that plaintiff was, or could have been, exposed to producis sold by
distributors in all three states. Without waiving those objections,
Garlock states that, upon a showing that said information is relevant
and necessary, Garlock could supply plaintiff with a list of current
distributors in a specified, but limited and relevant geographical
area, since Garlock maintains no records of former distributors.




22. Please state whether any of the distributors were provided with any
special instructions, oral or written, in regard to the use of the deferdant's
asbestos products. If so, please state:

(a} When these instructions were given;

(b) By whcm these instructions wers given;
(c) Were the instructions oral or written;
{3} The precise ccntent of the instructions;

(e) If the instructions wers wricten, please attach .
a cogy of the instructicns.

ANSWER: See cereral objections 1, 2 and 3. Subject to 2=é

ithout Ya* ing said objections, Garlock szates that iz has no
*°c~*t of proeviding any szecial instructions with ra2gard to ths
use O asbestos- ccnta_.':g sroducts exce:: To the extent that zhe
use 0T The warning labels rsferred %o in rzstonse to Interrocazore
Ne. 6 would comstitute such special lﬂs::_ctlon. Garleck has ale-
ways provided information on the proper application of all of its

products.

23. Please state the location and name of each and every facility cwred or
controlled by the defendant or any of its divisicns or subsidiaries or contract

units which manufactured any asbestos product.

ENSVER:  Garlisck facilities in the Unized Stztss that haves manue
factured or édo manufacture asbestcs-containing products have cperated

under the Garlock name in Palmyra and Sodus, New York and Gastonia,
North Carolina. Former facilities manu:acturzng asbestos-containing
products were U. S. Gasket Company located in Camden, New Jersey

and The Belmont Packing & Rubber Company located in Philadelphiz,
Pen:sylvanla. Garlock has never had or otherwise operated "contract
units

24. Please state whether any employee of the defendant has ever made a claim for

asbestosis under the Occupational Disease or Workman's Compensaticn Statute of

~ ——

any state. If so, please state the date that the defendant first received notice of

any claim for ashestosis under the Occupational Disease or Workman's Compensation
Statute of any state.

ANSWER: gariock Objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that there is no allegation that plaintiff ever was a Garlock
employee nor that he ever visited any Garlock facility. What
transpired within the facilities of Garlock is totally irrelevant
to this lawsuit ané is not reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence.



25. Please state whether any employee of "che defendant has ever made a claim
for mesothelioma and/or brochogenic carcinoma under the Occupational Disease or
Workman's Compensation Statute of any state. If so, please state the date that
the defendant first received notice of any claim for mesothelioma and/or brocho—
genic carcinomé urder the Occupational Disease or Workman's Compensation Statute
of any state.

ANSWER: See objections to Interrogatory No. 24.

26, Please state the total number 'of employees of the defendant receiving
benefits urder any Occupational Disease or Workman's Compensation Statute for
asbestosis or any lung pathology for each year from the date that defendant first
_ manufactured any asbestos containing products until the present time.

ANSWER: See objections to Interrogatory No. 24.

27. 1s the defendant a member of the Asbestos Textile Institute? If so,

when did it first beccme a member?

. ANSWER: although it is no longer a member, Garlock's records
indicate that it was a member of the Asbestos Textile Institute
from approximately 1966 until about 1979.

28. Has the defendant ever been a member of the American Health Foundation
or the Industrial Realth Foundation? If so, please state the years it was a

member of the organization.
ANSWER: No.

29, Please state each and every magazine or trade publication in which the
defendant advertised its asbestos products from the date defendant first manu-—
factured any asbestos containing products until the present time.

BNSWER: (See answer on page 93)




{Answer to Interrocatory No. 29)

See general objections 1, 2 and 3. Additionally,
Garlock objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
is overly broad and burdensome in that there is no allegation
that plaintiff ever saw, or was in a position to see, advertise-
ments of Garlock products in any magazine or trade publication
or that the contents of those advertisements could in any way
be related to the matters in this livigation or coulé lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to those
objections, Garlock states that it has no complete record of
such advertisements although, upcen suitable prior arrangements,
it will permit counsel for wlaintiff to examine the files which
it does have concerning old advertising records, which said
file is located a% Garlock's Palmyra facility.

PSR
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30. Please state how many employees of the defendant are known by the defen-

dant to be suffering from, have suffered from or whose deaths have been caused

by asbestosis, giving the date such disease of any employee was first krown by

the defendant.

ANSWER: See objection to Interrcgatory No. 24.

31, Please state how many employees of the defendant are known by the defen-

dant to be suffering frem, have suffered from or whose deaths have been caused by

lung cancer or asbestosis, giving the date when such disease of any enployee was

first known by the defendant.
ANSWER: ﬁeepb_jgac‘gion tc Interrogatory No. 24.

32. Please state how many employees of the defendant are known by the defen-

dant to be suffering from, have suffered from or whose deaths have been caused by-

mesotheioma or asbestosis, giving the date when such disease of any employee was -

first known by the defendant.
ANSWER: See objection to Interrogatory No. 24.

33. Dees the defendant recognize the relationship between the inhalation

of asbestoé fibers and dust and the resulting pleural and/or peritoneal cancer
known as mesothelioma or ashestosis.

ANSWER:  Garlock objects to this interrogatory in that it
calls for an expert medical opinion or c¢onclusion which-Garlock

is not qualified to give.
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34. If the defendant recognizes such relationshic between the inhalazicn
of asbestos fibers and dust and mesothelicma or asbestosis, please state the date
when defendant f£irst recognized such relationship, also stating what specific
persons within the corporate structure now ard at what points in time recognized

such relaticnship.

MSWER:  ges objection to Interrogatory No. 33.

35. ©Ppleazse stats each person who provided the informaticn in enswer to these
Interrogatories, indicating with specificity what gerscn(s) was(were) reszcnsindle
for each such answer.

ANSWER: The answers and objections to these interrogatories were
prepared by counsel for Garleock utilizing information gathered by
Garlock employees and/or counsel for Garlock. The final answers
were .reviewed by Missouri counsel, Harold D. Ret:ing, Ceneral .
Counsel of Garlock, and Richard W. Watson, Patent Agent and Paralecal
for Garlock."

36. Did the defendant~ccmpany at any time manufacture asbestos-containing
products which were sold to ancther manufacturer of asbestos-containing preducts?

If so, please state:

(a) Manufacturer with whom agreement was made:;

(b} Product or products involved:
(¢) Dates agreements were in effect.

ANSWER: See general objections 1, 2 and 3. 1In addition, Garlock
objects to this interrogatory in that the material sought is ir=-
relevant to any issue in this litigation and is not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. With-
out waiving these objections, Garlock states that it has no infor-
mation concerning any "agreements” with other manufacturers, although
it is pessible that there were such agrzements many, Many years ago,
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37. Did defendant-company ever purchase asbestos-containing prodﬁcts of any
manufacturer for distribution? If so, please state:
{a) Manufacturer from whom products were purchased;
(b) Names of products;

(¢} Dates of such purchase and distribution,

ANSWER: Garlock has never acted as a distributor for any
other manufacturer of asbestos~-containing products.

38. Did defendant-company ever enter into national distribution agreements
with any manufacturer of asbkestos-~containing products? If so, please state:
(a) Manufacturers with whom agreement was entered into;
{b) Effective dates of agreements;
(c) Products involved;
(d) Geographic areas where product was distributed.

NE%ER; Garlock has never entered inte national distribution
agreements with any other manufacturer of asbestos-conrtzining
products.

39. Did defendant-company ever purchase ashbestos—containing products and rebrand
the products? 1E s0, please state:
{a) Original brand name and manufacturer from whom purchased;
(b) Brand name applied by defendant;

{c) Dates involved in the purchase, rebranding and resale
of preducts.

ANSWER: See general objections 1, 2 and 3. Garlock further
objects te this interrogatory in that the material sought by
said interrogatory is irrelevant to any issue in this litigation
and is not calculated to lead to discovery of admissible evidence.
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40, Identify each expert witness which you expect to call at the time of
trial and please state:

(2) The subject matter on which the expert is expected to
testify;

(b} The substance of facts and opinions to which the expert
is expected to testify;

{c} A summary of the grounds for each opinion;

{d) The address of each such person and his field
of expertise.

ANSWER: Exvert witnesses to be used by Garlock at th

trial of this matter have not yet been determined. This

information will be provideé when such a determination has been
made.

41. State the date of your incorporation or formation, the manner in
which your corporation came into existence, i.e, merger,consolidation incorporation,
purchésing or being purchased by another corporation. If your answer is that YOQr
corporation was merged into or purchased by another corporation, or that your corpor-
ation purchased a corporation or entity or the assets thereof, which previously manu-
factured astestos insulation preducts, slease state:

(a)} The dates of said merger or purchase;

(b) The name of said corporation merged, purchased,
or with whom you became associated as stated
above;

{c) The asbestos-containing product line acquired if

these products have not been listed in response
to Interrcgatory No. 1.

ANSWER: rhe Garlock Packing Company was incorporated-in New
York on March 27, 1905. On April 25, 1960, the name was changed
to Garlock Inc. On May 12, 1975, it was merged into a Delaware
corporation of the same name which had been incorporated on March 3,
1975. It was merged into Colt Industries of Chioc on January 28,
1976, which immediately changed its name to Garlock Inc.
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42. If any person or company carrying on an insurance business may bé liable
to satisfy part or all of a judgment which may.be entered in this action, or to
indemnify or reimburse for payments made to satisfy the judgment, identify their
name and address, the effective dates of the policy, the policy number, the name
of the insured and the limits of the policy.

ANSWER: The following carriers provided coverage to Garlock
during the years indicated: Travelers Insurance Company, 1951
to 1961; Emplovers of Wausau, 1961 to 1976; and Aetna Life g
Casuaity Company, 19+5 to 198l. The full amount of coverage
provided by these carriers is subject to different views between
the insured and the insurers.

43, If you are aware of the existence of any statements or writings of plaintiff
pertaining to the occurrence alleged in plaintiff's petition, please state the date of

each statement, whether written or oral, the name and address of the person presently

possessing same, andattach a gopy to your answers. = . I

ANSWER: Garlock is aware of no statements or writings of
plaintiff pertaining to any occurrence alleged in plaintiff's
petition herein.

NEWMAN & BRONSON

BY:
Mark I. Bronson #23183

1015 Locust Street, Suite 728
St. Louis, Missouri 63101
(314) 231-4800

ATTCRNEYS POR PLAINTIFFS
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STATE OF TIXAS )
) ss.
Counsy  ©% Harvison )

Harold D. Retting, being duly sworn on his ocath,

states that he is the General Counsel of Garlock Inc; that

ot

n that capacity, he has read the foregoing answers to

-

interrogatcrias; and that the facts contained in those answers

~

were derived from the files and records of Garleck Inc andéd are

“rue %o the best ¢ his knowladgs, infeormacion and bellesf,
Fal
Ezrglé D. Zetzing N

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public,

this _4th day of May . 1982,

/ Notary Publiiy

My Commission expires:

11-2-33

ITERS & McROBERTS

Hecker #14130
Sﬁzvkin $21712
500 North Broadway
St. Louis, Missouri 63102
(314) 231-8600

Attorneys for Defendant
Garlock Inc
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SERVICE

Defendant Garlock Inc files herewith

its Answers and

Obiections to Plaintiff's Interrogatories directed to it

and certifies that copies thereof were mailed, first class,

postage prepaid, to Mark I. Bronson, counsel for plaintiff,

and to counsel for defendants this IY*L\day of

1982.

BRYAY,' cave,

BY

‘%_'
z{CPH ETERS & McROBERTS

ol G

Ceorce S., Eecker 2
David S./Slavkin
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