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It was determined that.in lieu of the ewal Prohie:s Sub-comnzitzee
Meeting. scheduled for July 15, 1969, a second meeting of counsel
of a2sbestos industrial insulatlion manufacturers would be held.
Such meeting was held at the gereral headquariers of Johas-Nanville
on August 12, 19698. . Tire following companies (in addition to J-X)
were represented by Their house cdunsel apd/or outrside counsel:
Arnstrong Cork Co. Inc.
Certain-teed Products Corporation
. . Ovens-Coraning Tiverglas Corp.
fibreboard Corporation
Combustion Engineering, Iac.
Eagle-Picher Conmpany
.tnarco Industries, Inc.
Keene Corp. -~ Baldwin-Ehret-Hill Div.

Herbert Morton Ball and the writer attended on behalf of the J-M
Legal Problems Sub-committes.

The morning portion of the program was devoted to a lecture
Dr. ¥right on asbestos and health probleas. The purpose of
presexntation was to "hit .home"” To the group the seriousness
the problex wiich counfrouts them. t appeared that Dr. VWrig
preseu.at*on had the desired efiect.
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After lunch there was a short discussion of the Tomplait case
(now settled) and the new case instituted in BeaUzout (oy Vard
Stephenson, Esq., the same lawyer vho reuresented lir. Tompluit)
of Potzer vs. Fibreboard Paper Products Corporation. et al..

e ¥erce told tHaT .ir. SLEDAGANSOA fas InSTitticd & talird case
in wiiiect we are 2 ramed defendant, this time in Loulsiana.

The bulk of the afterncon discussion was devoted to devisiug the
best mcaus of baudlxn" tnese.cas=w on an ind}str}-wldc Lasis,



" Everybody seemed to favor fhe formation of nn industiry-wide
committce .of house counsel and indicated a general desire to
cooperate in these matters. Further, the majority feeiing was
-'that if the litigation in thais arca becomes as extensive as is
.anticipated the most feszsible way to conduct the matter on an
industry-wide basis wculd be through the r2tention of a singlei.e

large "prestige'” law firm. This firm would coerdinate legal”™
activities on behalf of all of the companies in the industry
- and direct the conduct of the iitigation by the ¥arious lecal
counsel that would have to be retained in the different areas
where individual suits are ‘instituted from time to time. Th
previous experience of the manufacturers in the electrical and.
tobacco industries in using such an approach and the consider-
able success which resulted therefrom was discussed.

The essential concept underlying such an approach is that the
use of one law firm will result in: .

1. economies of adaministratiorn: of the defense; and
2., a2 more efficient and unified defense posture on the
part of 2ll of the cozpanies in the indust*).

Such 2 law firm will develop expertzse in handling the cases

{wiich in l&arge measure «ill be gsscentizlly siwmilar) and this

law firm will utilize its ‘developed expertise to more quickly o
and cheaply educate local counsel and direct the activities of
local counsel. Among other things, the law firm will develc)
such things as: ) ’

1. memoranrda of law and legal briefs which will be of 1
general applicability; . '

2., a library of lezal and non-legal relevant information, o
including the pertinent medical knowledge; and

3. a 1ist of medical and'other‘expgrt.witnesses best -
qualified to appear. on behalf of the defendants. - I

The firm chosen will kave 2 sufficient number of "young lawyers"
to engage in the extensive legal research and brief writing that
will prove necessary if any significant number of cases do in
fact arise.

The fundamental thought is that the firm can perform these func-
tions on behalf of all of. tlie companies .in the industry and that
this will avoid a2 ten-fold duplication of effort and expense which
. will result if each company has to prepare its own defense in e
case (and particularly if this must be done "from scratch” by
.various local counsel in each action instituted from time to t1~°}



