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GENERAL OBJECTIONS

sarlock poses the following general objections tg piaintiffs' interrogatories and
Requests for Production and incorporates eacn of these ob3ect1ons oy "eference
10 every answer provided hereafter. _

The interrogatories anag Requests request information going back many
years and Garlock has found it difficult, if not impossible, to
reconstruct or retrieve much of the information requested. The
answers given are based on the present facts known or beliesved by
Garlock &t the time of its answer.

The interrogatories and Requests 3re overly broad. burdensome, and
in places, vague and ambiguous. [n addition, the interrogatories
are not sufficiently limited in time and use zerms which do not
refer 15 products manufactured by Garlock.

Garlock does not now manufacture or seli, and has never manufactured

or sold, asbestos-containing insulation products as that term is-

commonly used and understood in this iitigation, Therefore, Garlock
objects to any interrogatory or Request referring to or assuming
that such products are or have been manufactured by Gariock.
Garlock presumes that questions referring to insulation products are
thus not applicable to Garlock.

Garlock does not now manufacture or sell, and has never manufactured
or sold, asbestos-containing building products as that term is
commonly used and understood in this litigation. Therefore, Garlock
objects to any interrogatory or Request referring to or assuming
that such products are or have been manufactured by Garlock.

Garlock presumes that questions referring to building products are
thus not applicable to Garlock.

The interrogatories and Requests themselves are overly broad in that
they tend to bunch together all of the defendants. There has never
been any competent scientific or medical evidence or reason to
believe that Garlock products, upon reasonable use, release asbestos
fibers in sufficient quantities, if any, to pose a health hazard,
potential or otherwise, to persons using said products. Garlock
denies that the use of, or exposure to, its asbestos-containing
products poses any health hazard. Furthermore, the plaintiffs'
alleged problems are not related tc Garlock products.
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INTERROGATOR!Z®
i. Ideniffy the registered name of answering gerendant. as well 3s zl1% prior
names or credecessor entities by which defengant vas 2x1steq.

ANSWER:

Defendant's legal name is Garlock Inc (no punctuation). Garlock inc is.an Ohio
corporation with offices located at 430 Park Avenue, New York, New York 10022 and

a principal-manufacturing .facility and-sales c#ffice-at 1666 Division Street,

Palmyra. New York.14522.

2. ldentify all past and present divisions, subsidiaries or affiliated companies
of the answering defendant, having any function which now or in the past engaged
in any phase of mining, manufacturing, sale, supply, purchase. application,
instaliation, relabeling, processing or a2istribution of asbestos or
esbestos-containing products. With respec: o each of such divisions,
subsidiaries or companies, set forth with particularity the precise relationship

with the answering defendant the dates thereof, and identify the nature &nd"

extent cf such functions during the relevant oeriods of time in which such
activities have or had occurred.

ANSWER:

" Garlock objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is

overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant to any issue in this
case, not reasonably calculated to lead to discovery of admissible
evidence and for the further reason that the only Garlock products
at issue in this case are those to which plaintiffs zsllege to have
been exposed. Notwithstanding end without waiving the foregoing
cbjections, Garlock states that in past years. it acquired four
subsidiary companies which made and/or sold at least some asbestos-
containing products. Those companies were the Belmont Packing &
Rubber Company, Crandall Packing Company, Dealers' Steam Packing
Company and U.S. Gasket Company. The only asbestos-containing
products of which Garlock is aware that were made and/or sold by
these companies were sealing products substantially equivalent to
similar such products made and sold by Garlock. The Belmont
Packing & Rubber Company was located in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania:
Crandall Packing Company and Dealers' Steam Packing Company were
located in Palmyra, New York and U.S. Gasket Company was iocated in
Camden, New Jersey. Ultimately, each of the four subsidiaries was
merged or otherwise absorbed into Garlock., including all assets and
liabiliti=ns. As far as Garlock is aware, all business records of
these £ rmer subsidiaries were destroyed many years ago in
accordance with Garlock's long-standing record retention and
destruction program. It is probable that old corporzte minute
bocks still exist, but Garlock would not expect them to contain any
infcrmation pertinent to this litigation. In June, 1987, Garlock
Inc acguired The Anchor Packing Company of Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania which has sold asbestos-containing gaskets. casket
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materials and packing.

Further, Garlock states that the vast majority of its asbestos-
containing sealing products have been Zesigned. made and sold by
its facilities in Palmyra, New VYork. now identified as the Garlock

Mechanical 2acking Division.

3. List by brand name all of your asbestos-containing products.
Your asbestos-containing products includes all products which
contain any amount of asbestos manufactured, sold. designed,
supplied, distributed, mined. milled, reliabeled, resold. processed.
applied or instailed by you or for you by others. By you and vyours,
Praintiffs refer <5 Defendant. to &ll your predecessors in
interest, {whezher by purchase. oxerger, consolidation cor
otherwise). to &il of your subsidiaries, divisions joint ventures
or affiliates. A4s to each product, state zhe following:

&. :yge of product {e.g.. acoustical ziaster, fireproofing,
etc. )’

b. the date the product first went intc proéuction:

c. the last date the préduCt was producsd:

é. the last date the product was sold:

e. 2ll manufacturing locations:

f. dates of manufacture at each location:

-

g. the percentage of asbestos (state if percentage is by
volume or weight), and the dates and ell reasons for any

medification thereof:
h. the type ©of asbestos:
i. the specific source of asbestos with dates:

j. the color. physical characteristic. and appearance 2f the . ..
product:

. k. a full and precise description of the package in which the
product was sold, including, but not limited to, type of package,
size, color(s). and writings thereon:

.. 2ll other names ".ider which the product was sbld:

-

m. the number and dates of each patent or batent appl;catlcn as
to the product:;

n. if the product continued to be produced afrter the deletion of
asbestos, all reasons why the asbestos was deleted, the identity
cf the person who made the decision to delete the asbestes. and

———



=ne date the przéucs was Zirst produced wizthout Ithe aspbestos:

-—bd

o. if the produc: is no longer produced. =1l reasons i: was
discontinued, the identity of the person who made the decision to
discontinue the product, the brand name c=f the replacement

fir

producc. a2nd the date the replacement product ZIirst went into
production:

p. & precise description of your identiiving logo or initials and
the dates of inclusion on-the product: ‘ ‘

. & . -
q.- staté during -what ~period of cime such product hnas been
2ssociated with cefendant: identify alli sales literature. including
brochures, adverzisements, pamphlets or other material describing
such product. its uses and methods of application or installation.

r.identify any warning labels, inserts or other writings provided
with such produc: anc¢ with every such printed warning, state what
pericd of time It has or had accompanied the product., the exact
wording of the warning, any amendments made to the wording. where
the warning was located on each product or packaging. and con what

s. asbestos oroducts the warning appear (ed): geographic
distribution range of each such producrt.

* ANOWER:

Garlock objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant to any issue in this
case, not reasonably calculated to lead to discovery of admissible
evidence and for the further reason that the only Garlock products

2t issue in this case are those to which plaintiffs allege to have .

been exposed. Notwithstanding and without waiving the foregeoing
objections. Garlock states that since at least as early as 1907, it
has produced and sold asbestos-containing gasketing and packing
products. Garlock is not, and has never been a manufacturer or
seller of asbestos-containing thermal insulation materials as that
term is commonly used and -understood in this litigation. All of
its products, both those containing asbestos and those containing
no asbestos, have always been sold under the GARLOCK name. In
addition, the Calipers and Scale trademark was used with all of its
products from about 1900 until approximately 1968. A number of
secondary trademarks have also been used over the years. Principal
marks which have been used in connection with asbestos-containing
products. as well as non-asbestos-containing products, have been
BELMONT. GUARDIAN, CHEVRON LATTICE BRAID. PALMYRA and PAPERPAK.

The specific preoducts which Garlock has and does manufacture zare
asbestos gasket and asbestos sheet .(from which the purchaser cuts
gaskets). Garlock asbestos sheet is a mixture of asbestos fibers,
curing agents. reinforcing fillers and elastomers (natural rubber
or synthetic polymers having the elastic qualities of rubber).
Asbestos fibers are machine blended with the rest of the mixture

.
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vatil chey are choroughly coated. The entire zompound is then
=eated and rolled into sheets and is continually compressed to form
= <cough., Aimpermeable, homogeneous =arteriazl that looks like

~inoleum.

Other gasket materials were made frcm wcven, long fiber, ssbestos

yarn impregnated and encased in & rubberized coating. Other
gaskets have had asbestos encased Dby layers of metal or
encapsulated with a P.T.F.E. (polytetrazfluoroethylene) resin

envelope. -Garlcck asbestos '‘packing materials consisted of woven
aspestos encapsulated in either elastcmeric compounds or metal
'foils and/or impregnated with lubricancs.

Garlock gasket materials are primarily used for static sealing of
steam line flanges., cylinder heads of engines. compressors and
refrigeration ecuipment, fluid conduits, etc. Garlock packing

-materials are primarily used for dynamic sealing of machinery.

Finished compressed asbestos sheet is either cut into gaskets by
Garlock or sold for use by others in cutting gaskets. Garlock's
flexible and durable gasketing material is handled. installed and
removed in all iatended applications without releasing meaningful
quantities., if any. of asbestos fibers into the air. Garlock's
compressed asbestos sheets and gaskets are treated with an anti-
stick releasing agent which reduces any tendency of the gaskets to
adhere to pipe flanges during removal and replacement. This anti-

-stick agent facilitates the removal of old gaskets without

generating dust. Other Garlock products come in specific sizes for
zpplication and do not generally require modification before or
during application or use. Garlock objects to portions of this
interrogatory until such time as proper orders are entered
concerning the producction of proprietary information.
Notwithstanding and without waiving the foregoing objections,
Garlock states that from 95% to 98% of its asbestos-containing
products have been made only with chrysotile asbestos fibers and
that the remaining 2% to 5% of such products wWere made with
crocidolite asbestos fiber. Depending upon the type of product
involved, the percentage of asbestos contained in these products
has ranged from about 10% to about 85%.

Garlock states that it does not have records which would indicate
when it started and/or stopped using any particular type or style
of packaging. For probably at least 50 years, the dominant colors
of our:packaging materials have been yellow, red and black.
Sometimes black has predominated. and at other times, yellow has
been the domina..t color. However, .he three colors have usually

been used togethar.

The form in which Garlock asbestos-containing products are shipped
varies. depending upon the size and configuration of each item, the
number of items called for by <the <zustomer's order and the
customer's own desires. Among the ccntainers used are burlap bags.
cardboard boxes and wooden crates. In addition. asbeszos sheet s
cccasicnzlly shigped f£lilzt cn wecden sellists.

—— - -
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Introduction, distribution, improvement. modification and
discontinuance of styles of all xinds nas been & continuing prccess
at Garlock. nver - the vyears, Garlock nas discontinued cthe

manufacture and sale of numerocus stvles 2f asbestos-containing
products. The reasons were basically economic in that the market
for the particular product was such that the manufacture znd sale
was not profitapie. Also., as new ancé better products have .been
introduced. older products have become -bsolete and unprofitzable.

Garlock states that there has never been any competent scientific
or .medical evicence or -reason to Dbelieve that <1its asbestos-
containing products, upon reasonable use, release asbestos fibers
in sufficient cuantities, if any; =tc pose 2 health hazard,

potential or otherwise, to persons using such products. Garlock
denies that use o0of, or exposure =to. its asbestos-containing
products poses anry health hazard. or any significant possibiliry of
inhalaction of asbestos fibers. The csbestos fibers in Garlock
products are encapsulated or ostherwise retained. and. therefore.

fell within the exception provided :in the OSHA regulations
requiring warnings on asbestos productcs and macerials.®

Nevertheless, Garlock places the warning set forth in section.

1910.1001. paragraph 2(ii) of the OSHA regulations on its asbestos-
containing products. The warning reads: "CAUTION: Contains
Asbestos fibers. Avoid creating dust. Breathing Asbestos dust may
cause serious bodily harm." This warning has been present on all
Garlock asbestos-containing products and/or the product packaging
since late 1977.

A simjilar warning notice has been contzined in product literature
published since 1977 that describes one or more asbestos-containing
products.

Gerlock states that over the years it has prepared hundreds of
writings, instruction sheets. brochures and the like regarding its
products. The majority of said writings have long since been
discarded. All existing writings (several file cabinets full) are
available for inspection and copying at plaintiffs' expense at
Gerlock Inc, 1666 Division Street, Palmyra. New York 14522.
Carlock states that its principal suppliers of raw ésbestos have
been Lake Asbestos of Quebec, Johns-Manville and Bell:.Asbestos
Mines. ;

4. Did you claim your asbestos product(s) to be safe. effective
and/or easy to handle? If so. identify &ll documents., which have
made such assertions, inc.uding, but not lim ced to, brochures or
advertisements (radio, i2levision or prin ed). and revisions
thereof by publication(s) and date. Your asbestaos products includes
all products which contzin any amount of asbestos manufactured,
sold, designed, supplied, distributed. mined. milled. relabeled,
resold. processed. applied or installed by you or for you by

cthers.
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ANSWER:

Garlock cobjects to this interrogatcry =n the grounds that I: is
overly broad and unduly burdensome and Zor the further reason chat
the only Garlock products at issue in this case are those to which
plaintiffs allege to have been exposed. Notwithstanding and without
waiving the foregoing objections, Gariock states that it has
continually provided its customers with instructions as to the
proper handling. installation and use of its products. Such
instructions have been in various forms. ‘including instruction
sheets. .advertising_ llterature and_user seminars.. .See.alsoc answer

‘to: dterrogatory ‘No. 3.:

-

5. Did vyou specifically inform the purchaser or user 9f vyour
products =t the time your product was sold. installed. used.
supplied or subsequently, cthat your products could cause lung
cancer, asbestosis, and mesothelioma? I s0. identify rhe document
containing such Information by date and .ocation.

ANSWER:

Garlock objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
assumes the truth of matters in dispute in this 1litigation,
specifically that there are dangers associated with the use of

“Garlock products. Notwithstanding and without waiving the

foregoing objection, Garlock states that there has never been any
competent scientific or medical evidence or reason to believe that
its asbestos-centaining products, upon reasonable use, release
asbestos fibers in sufficient quantities, if any, to pose a health
hazard, potential or cotherwise, to persons using such products.
Garlock denies that use of, or exposure to, its asbestos- containing
products pose any health hazard or any significant possibility of
inhalation of asbestos fiber. See also answer toO interrogatory No.

3.

6. Identify any and all labelling or relabelling agreements between
answering defendant and other entities, including other Defendants
concerning asbestos containing products and materials.

Garlock has no record. knowledge or recollection of anv such
agreements relative to any of its 1isbestos-containing products.

7. Have you ever mined asbestos? If so, as to each mine and type
of asbestos produced there, state the Zollowing:

&. the locaticn:

Ml



=. the type (e.¢., chrysotile. amosite, etc.., produced:

. the grade of each type of asbestos ZIiber produced. zhe
rercentage of.each grade to the total fiber produced by year or
other period. and the recommended use of the grade of fiber;

e. the gross annual sales in dollars zand in volume Ior each type
znd grade of asbestos fiber:;

£, a full and precise aescription of the package 3in wnich :he

-

=sbestos fiber was sold. including, but not limited to. type of
_ package, size, color(s), and writing thereon: .g. all names.under
" T """ 'which the._asbestas. fiber was sold:

b; the identity of all records reflecting the sale or transfer of
said asbestos fiber: )

i. the identity of the present custodian 2f photographs of the
durliap bags in which the asbestos fibers was stored and/or shipped:

:. the address cf each sales cffice ené sales region fcr zhe sale

-

of the asbestos fiber:

¥. the name of each authorized distributor of the asbestos fiber
produced;

1. the identity of each owner and operator of the mine prior to

" the date you first began operation of the mine, and the dates
chereof, and.

m. the identity of each owner and operator of the mine subsequent
to your ceasing operation of the mine.

AN R

- Garlock has never mined, supplied, distributed, marketed and/or
sold raw asbestos fibers to others.

8. Is answering defendant aware of the possible connection
between exposure to asbestos or asbestos products and: g
Asbestosis?
Lung Eancer, all cell types?
Mesothelioma?
- Colon cancer?

stomach cancer?

Lafyngeal cancer?

¢. Cancer of the Xicney?



h. Cancer of the Zsophagus?
Other gastrointestinal cancers?

4, Pneumoconiosis?

ANSWER:

Garlock objects o this interrogatory or the grounds that it
calls for.an .expert medical opinion which Garlock is not
qualified to give. Notwithstanding and without waiving the.:

- foregting objection:—some-Garlock personnel haveé been aware for a
number “of{years that excessive exposure o asbestos dust may be

nazardous to one's health. Garlock 'is unable to pinpoint when or
how such perscnnel first became aware 27 the possible health
hazard. However, there has never been any competent sciencific
or mediczl evidence or reason to believe that Garliock products,
througn normal use. have caused or contributed to any hazardous
condition. potenrtial cr otherwise. since zhey are bonded and/or

enczapsulacted.

9. If your answer to the above interrogatory., &s Lo any or all

of its sub-parts., is affirmative., identify:

2. When and how cdefendant first learned of such connections:

b. If knowledge was obtained by attendance at any conference,
lecture, convention, symposium or meeting, identify such meeting

and provide the identity of person attending or documents obtained:

c. If knowledge was obtained from medical or scientific studies. or
any other published work, identify same:

d. If otherwise obtained, identify manner of receipt of document or

ccmmunicacien.
ANSWER:

Sees znswer to interrogatory No. 8.

10. Wit@ regard to any knowledge obtained subsequent to that
identified in the above interrogatory. and up until the time that
you ceased to sell and/or manufacture asbestos products, identify:

a. All documents or other communications, oral or written.
concerning the casual connection between exposure to asbestos or
asbestqs products and disease, and identify  of persons soO
communicating:;

b. Did answering defendant obtain from or ctransmit eny such
informaztion to other defendants in this zzse? If so. identify:

TR -



1. manner of receipt or communication Ior each conracrt:

-

2. 2ll Zocuments and persons involved.

ANSWER:
See answer to innerrcgatory No. 8.

11. As o any Xxnowledge possessed by answering defendant at any
time referred to in -answers to the preceding three interrogatories
did you educate your employees, distributors. or purchasers about
the. hazards known.to you and any safety precautions necessary to
guard "égainst cancer and other diseases arising Irom the use and
handling of your asbestos containing products? If so. identify:

a. When and in what manner customers. insulators. non amployee
facrory workers and the general public were so informed:

h. ~Documents communicating or octherwise disseminating such
information:

c. Programs initiated or sponsored to establish or promote safety
procedures, methods or usage of asbestos zontaining products:

d. Published articles or reports by employees (present or priocr).
including those of medical directors. scientists, engineers or

other professionals:

e. Symposia or lectures sponsored for the benefit of asbestos
workers and/cr the general public.

ANSWER:

Gzrlock objects to this interrogztory on the grounds chat the
information sought is irrelevant in this case and is not reasonably
calculated to lead to discovery of admissible evidence. The
plaintiffs have never been Garlock emplovees znd do not allege ever
visiting any Garlock facility. The only relevant issues in this
action pertain to finished asbestos-containing products after they
have left the Garlock facilities. Notwithstanding and without
waiving the foregoing objections. see answers T¢ interrogatories

Nc. 3 and No. 8.

12. When, before 1972, and by what manner were you first aware 2f
the health hazards relating to exposure toO asbestos or asbestos
products for insulators, plasterers. pipefitters, boilermakers.
operators., sheet metal workers. nelpers. drywall finishers,
mechanics. carpenters, shipfitters. machinist . and bystanders

exposed to inhalers.

Garlock objects to this interrcgatory con the grounds that it

e .
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assumes the truth of matters in dispute :in this 1litigacion,
specifically that there are dangers associated with Cthe use of
Garlock products. Notwithstanding 2a2nd without waiving the
foregoing objection. Garlock states that there has never been any
competent scientific or medical evidence or reason o believe that
its asbestos-containing products., upor reasonable use, release
asbestos fibers 1n sufficient quantities., if any, o pose & health
nazard., potentisl or otherwise, to persons using such products.
Garlock denies that use of, or exposure o, its asbestos-containing
products pose -any health ‘hazard or any significant possibility of
inhalation of ashestos fiber. e e e
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13.. Did you perform, direct to be performed, finance. sponsor or
receive the resuits of any studies or tests concerning potential
health hazards Involved with the use o©of asbestos containing
materials? If so. identify such studies or tests and state:

" a. when. where znd at what intervals such studies were performed:

b. Were such studies in writing or reported at & later date in

writing:
c. Were the results of such studies published or otherwise

disseminated? If so., state to whom and when:

d. who pergormed such studies:
e. What were the results of such studies?

See answer to interrogatory No. 12.

14. During the time period that you manufactured. sold. supplied.
applied, distributed or installed asbestos containing products,

what tests have been performed by any governmental agency, bodynn

commission or health organization including, but not limited to,
the U.S. Public Health Service, OSHA. or NIOSH., in your plants or
on job sites owned or controlled by you concerning: specific
hazards: associated with the use and handling of asbestos and
asbestos products: any restrictions in use of same: requirements
for medical surveillance and examinations for your workers, dust
menitoring or availability of safety equipment? If such findings
were made, identify:

a&. The date or dates of such findings and by which organization or
entity such findings were made:

b. The form in which such findings were made and. i
exact wording of same or lecaticn in regulaticn, ord
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report or other writing: )

¢. What steps were taken TO comply with sucn findings and the dates
wnen such acts of compliance occurred:

d. How users of or systanders exposed :to asbestos or asbestos
containing productis were informed or such findings and iI such
information was writien identifying same.

ANSWER: - - e —— e
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Garlock® objects tc¢ this interrogatory con the grounds that the
information sougnt is irrelevant in this case and is not reasonably
calculated to “ead o discovery oif admissible evidence. The
plaintiffs have never oeen Garlock employees and do not allege ever
visiting any Gariock Zacility. The only relevant issues in this
action.pertain to Zinished asbestos-containing products after they
nave left the fzarlock facilities. Notwithstanding and without
waiving the foregoingc opjections., Garlock has no record, knowledge
or recollection =f any such tests relactive t¢ any of its asbestos-

containing producsts.

15. During the time cthat you manufactured, sold., designed,
supplied, distributed, mined, milled., relabeled., resold. processed,
.2pplied or installed asbestos containing products, did you perform.
c¢irect to be performed. finance. sponsor or receive the results of
eny dust monitoring tests at job sites where asbestos-containing

T‘ products were being applied and/or removed? If so. state:
3: &. The date and location of the first such test:
b. When; where &and at what intervals subsequent tests were
) performed;
c. who performed such tests: .

¢. Where the results of such tests are maintained;
g

e. What steps were taken by you to improve results of such tests,

and dates when such improvements were made.

Garlock objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome. irrelevant to any issue in this
- case, not reasonably calculated to lead to discovery of admissible
evidence and for the further reason that the only Garlock products
at issue in this case are those to which plaintiffs allege to have
been exposed. Notwithstanding and without waiving the fcregoing
objections, Garlock states that during the course of continuous
investigation. cbservaticn, experience and study of its groducts
anc their use, there has never been any competent scientific or
medical evidence or reason to believe that Garlock products gcse



any health hazard. potential or otherwise. to persons using seaid

oroducts. Garlcck products pose no heaith hazard, potential or
] ’ ctherwise. to .persons using such products. Garlock has nad the
J following studies conducted for it by industrial hygienists: “The
: Actual Occupational Exposure to Airborne Asbestos Released by

Garlock Spiral Wound, Braided and Encapsulated Gaskets"™ py Carl A.
Mangold. CIH (December 1582); "The Actual Contribution of Garlock
Asbestos Gasket Materials to the Occupational £xposure to Asbestos
workers” by Carl A. Mangold., CIE (October 1582): ”AsbeStos Fibers
in cthe.-Ambient Air 'in ‘the Greater San Francisco Area": by Carl A.

ST T T T Metropol;.tan ‘Areds of NorfolK-pPortsmoutn- Newport News, V:Lrguua by
Joseph.D.‘Wendlizk, CIH (December 1983): "The Actual Contribution
of Asbestos Fiber Exposure During Gaske: Removal from Pipe Flanges
Aboard Ship” by Carl A. Mangold, CIH (November 1983): "The Actual
1 Release of Asbestos Fibers from New. Used and Flanged Garlock Inc
Aspestos Gasket Materials" by Carl A. Mangold, CIH ‘September
1985) ;. "Occupat:onal Exposures During Processing., Handling,
Installation and Removal of Garlock Asbestos-Containing Gaskets" by
Martin R. Bennett and Richard L. Hatfield (June 1985):. "Garlock Inc

Actual Concentration of Asbestos Fibers in the Breathing Zone of

workers" by Carl A. Mangold. CIH {(July 1586): "The Actual

! Contribution of Airborne Asbestos Fibers to the OCccupational

' Exposure of By-Standers During Selected Processing of Encapsulated

Asbestos Gaskets” by Carl A. Mangold, CIH (January 1989) - Eight

-separate-sub-divisions titled as follows: Cutting Gaskets with a

Circular Cutter; Gasket Cutting with Hand Shears: Gasket Cutting

with Ball Pien (sic) Hammer: Scribing of Gasket Materials: Opening

of 0ld Flanges and Removal of Asbestos Gaskets: Flange Face

Scraping with Putty Knife; Hand Wire Brushing of Asbestos Gasket
Residual from Flanges:; Power Wire Brushing of Flange Faces.

16. If your answer to the above interrogatory is in the negative,
state your reasons :or not performing dust monitoring tests.

ANSWER:
" See answer to interrogatory No. 15.

©17. During the time that Defendant sold. manufactured, designed.
supplied., distributed, mined, milled. relabeled, resold, processed,
applied or installed asbestos containing products, did the
Defendant ever have any inspectors or anyone from your company or
hired by your company whose job it was to go to areas where your

- asbestos containing products were being used. removed or installed
to make a dust level count? If so, state when this procedure
started. the purpose of such procedure and the findings and what
action, if any, was tazken in response tec the findings. and attach

results.

Mangold., CIH -(March 1983); "Ambient Asbestos Fiber Levels_in the

Gasket Materials -A Comparison of the Tyndall Phenomena to the.

@t



ANSWER:

Garlock objects to this interrogatcry ~n rhe g;ounds .:hat it
4 assumes the truth of matters in dispute in <this litlgation,
H specifically that there are dangers szsscciated with the use of

Garlock products. Notwithstanding znd without waiving rthe

foregoing cobjection, Garlock states that there has never deen any

: competent scientific or medical evidence or reason tO believe that

! its asbestos-containing products, uporn reasonable use., release
asbestos fibers in sufficient quantities, iI any, IO .pose = health
nazard s potentiai or ctherwise, to persons using such products.

-— ——-~-Garlock denies.tna%t use of, Or exposure =c; its asbestos-containing- ~—--
praoducts pose any health hazard or any zignificant possibility of

inhalation of asbestos fiber.

18. During the time that Defendant manufactured, sold. designed,
supplied. distributed, mined, milled, relabslied, resold. processed.
applied, or installed asbestos containing prcducts., icdentify any
medical - examination programs offered or sponsored by answering
defendant or its insurance carrier(s) for employees of its insured
handling or otherwise exposed ro asbestos and asbestos products.
with respect .to each program; state:

&. Manner of communication with employees about such program:

b. Whether examination was mandatory or optiocnal:

c. What percentage of workers permitted to undergo such examination
participated: ’

4. wWhat percentage of workers were found to have ashesrtosis or
mesothelioma:

with respect to (d), what percentage of such workers were paid
disebhility or workmen's compensation benefits or for whose benefit
medical expenses were paid to undergo ctreatment £for such

conditions.
ANSWER:

Garlock objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the --—w«-
information sought is irrelevant in this case and is not reasonably
calculated to lead to discovery of admissible evidence. The
plaintiffs have never been Garlock employees and do not allege ever
visiting any Garlock facility. The only relevant issues in this

action pertain to finished asbestos-containing products after they

have le“. the Garlock facilities.

13. Does the Defendant have or has it ever had, a Medical
department., and/or a research department and/or an Industrial
Hygiene department. If so., give the date upon which such medical
department and/or Industrial Hygiene department was established,
gnd whether or not such department has crerated continuously since
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peing establishesZ.

a. Name each director. chief or head =Z your Medicel department
and/or Industrizl HZygiene department year by Year With T he first

yvear you had a Zirector of such deparctment. Give =he last known
address of each.

b. State in detzi. che duties, responsibilities &nd purpose =f such

departmenci(s):

‘el . :
e = —— ———— —— A — " e —— b e+ Bk m Ee M e W e wm s s e fome s m. @l m
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-Garlock has not employed, retained or otherwise engaged physicians,

industrial nygiznists or others to conduct medical research.
Garlock has had =zix part-time plant physicians szince 1520. They
are as follows:

S iame 2 servic
Dr. C. <. Nesbitt (deceased! 3/30/20 -- 8/ 1/56
Dr. J. J. 3ramer {(deceased) 8/ 1736 ~ 7/24/72
Dr. K. K. Xapur 10723772 - 8/14/79%

1269 Pittsford Palmyra Road
Macedon, New York 14502

Dr. william G. Fallon 10/31/79 ~ 3/ 1/88
602 7th Street

Liverpool, New York 13088 .

Dr. E. Maureen Merritt 9/15/88 - 8/28/90

P. O. Box 477
Celoron, New York 14720

Dr. Tillman F. Farley 10/9/90 to Present
Garlock Inc ’

1666 Division Street

Palmyra, New York 14522

All of these physicians served on & part~time basis and
were at Garlock primarily for incoming employee physical,
treatment of minor injuries. 2tc. Any existing records.
reports or memoranda written by any of these physicians
and pertaining to Garlock are in the hospital receords
which ire 2ll maintained by patient name at Garlock.

20. Identcify 21l asbestos. related trade organizations,
associations, or other entities including, but not limired to the
Gypsum Association, Vermiculite Institute, Asbestos Textile
Institute, Industrial Hygiene Foundation., Magnesia Insulation
Manufacturers Asscociaticon, National Insulation Manufacturers
Association, Asbestos Information Association., National Insulaticn
Contracters Asscciztion, Thermal Insulation Manufaccturers

R o



Association, Quebec Asbestcs Manufac:turers Association. Quebec
Asbestos Producers Association to whicsh vou nave vpelonged or in
which you have

participated and as to each respective ~rganization. ldentiiy the
jztes of membership or participation.

ANSWER:
Gaerlock objects :to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is

overly. broad. .Notwithstanding and without.waiving the foregoing
objection,  .Garlock states that it has been a member of five

organizations. - wnich may .’have ~~dealt” with ~asbestos-containing =

DXoducts:

1. The Fluid Sealing Association (formerly Mechanical
Packing Association) (member from 1933 to present).

2. Asbestos Textile Institute. Inc. {member from
approximately 1966 to 1979 - Garlock acknowledges
that & review of ATI nainutes discloses an earlier

membership period during the 1940's., but Garlock.

has no other record or information as to such
period.}:

3. Asbestos Information Association of North America
{(member from approximately 1974 to 1980).

4. American Society for Testing and Materials (member
from 1945 to present).

5. National Safety Council (member from 1922 to
present).

21. Identify any dccuments, not currently on file in the Master
Asbestos File of Harris County, either received by you from those
trade organizations., associations or other entities identified in
the preceding interrogatory or.else submitted by you to those trade
gssociations, organizations or other entities that relate to any
relationship between asbestos exposure and disease.

Gerlock objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is
cverly broad. unduly burdensome. irrelevant to any issue in this
case and not reasonably calculated to lead to discovery of
zdmissible evidence. Norwithstanding and without waiving the
foregoing objections, (irlock has no record., knowledge or

recollection of any such ducuments relative to any of its asbestos-
containing products. .

22. Identify all agreements, oral or written, between you. any of
the other defendants in <this 1lawsuit. and/or any other
organizations., associations or other entities identified in your
gnswer to Interrogatery Ne. 20 and/cr any mediczl =r scientific
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~asbestos*containing prodicts.”

foundations, not currently cn file in zhe Master Asbestos File of

Harris County., relating to the standarsization of:

2. Specifications for paper cr burlap zags. or other packaging to
be used for the transport and/or storage of asbestos-containing
products during the time that you manufzactured. sold. distributed,
or applied asbeszos containing produccts.

b. Warning or caution labels to be applied to asbestos »sroducrts
and/or their pacXkaging, cartons.. concainers. Or boxes during tche

time rthat you manufactured. sold __distributed. _or __applied .

c. -Methods of fissemination of publi:c relation information to
defendant's purchasers, advertisers,.distributors. factory workers,
contractors. insulators, users., consumers of asbestos products
and/or the generzl public pertaining ¢ asbestos health hazards.

d. Safety equipment and/or protective ciosthing to be utilized while
handling defendant's asbestos products.

e. Medical programs related .to. asbestos health hazards ‘to be

offered or sponsored by defendanct.

ANSWER:

- Garlock objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is

overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant to any issue in this
case &and not reasonably calculated to lead to discovery of
admissible evidence. Notwithstanding and without waiving the
foregoing objections. Garlock has 1o record. knowledge or
recollection of any such agreements relative to any of its
ésbestos~containing products.

23. Did you direct to be performed, sponsor. finance or receive the
results of zny studies or tests performed by the Saranac Lzke
Laboratory to the Trudeau Foundation relating o asbestos exposure
and its effects upon human life?

If so, identify:

2. All documents summarizing findings or results of those studies
or tests which you have in your possession or control:;

b. All communicarions, oral or written, between answering Defendant

and Saranac personnel including, b :t not limited to. Gerrit . H.
Schepers, M.D. and George Wilbur W.ight, M.D.:

€. All documents relating to Saranac Studies received or submitted
by. you whether directly, through associated or vredecessor
companies, throuch other companies, or =hrough trade associaticns,
crganizations or other entities:

P
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d. All recommendations or findings cf zuch studies relating to:

1. adeguacy or inadequacy of threshecicé .imit valiues:

2. subscitution of materials other tx ar asbestos.

e. Mediczl programs related to asbeswmss nealtlh hazards =t be
offered or sponsored by defendant.

ANSWER: °

Garlock objects to this interrogatory on the grounds <that iz is
overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevan:t o any issue in this
case and not reasonably calculated :c lead to discovery of
admissible evidence. Notwithstanding and without waiving che
foregoin objeczions., Garlock -has - 70 recors., knowledge or
recollection of any such agreemenzs velative o zny of its
zsbestes-contairing products.

23. Did you direct to be performed. sponsor, Zinance or receive the.

results of any studies or tests performed by the Saranac Lake
Leboratory to the Trudeau Foundation relating tc asbestcs exposure
and its effects upon human life? If so, identify:

a. All documents summarizing findings or results of those studies
or tests which you have in your possession or
control:

b. All communications, oral or written., between answering defendant
and Saranac personnel including, but not llmlted to. Ge*rlc wW. H.
s:hepers. M.D. and George Wilbur Wright., M.D. .

A1) documents relating to Saranac studies received or submitted by
you whether directly, through associated or predecessor companies,
through other companies, or through trade associations.

organizations or other entities:

d. All recommendations or findings of such studies relating to:

1. adequacy or inadequacy of threshold limit values:

2. substitution 9of materizls other than ashestos.

e. Where documents and/or communications identified in answers to
(2) - (d) of this Interrogatory are maintéained.

ANSWER:
Garliock states that it was not involved in any studies and/or tests
performed by the Saranac Laboratory of ~he Trudeau Foundation.

e o
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24. Prior to December 21, 1989, has any amplioyee of answerin
Defendant ever made & claim for any asbestos related disease under
the Occupational Disease or Workmen's ZSmpensation _
Statute of any state? If so. state:

2. The cdate tha: Defendant firsrt receiwad nctice ££f such Tlaim;
b. The zotal number 2f such claims per vear received =c date:

c. The number of such claims for whicxz iisabiii:y penefi=s and/or
medical expenses were .paid by Defendanc: :

d. Identify all persons to whom disability benefits and/or medical
expenses were pzid by Defendant and zhe exact medical diagnosis.
disease and/or =sndition for which such benefits/expenses were

paid.

AN, R:

Garlock objects to this interrogatery on the grounds that the.

information sought is irrelevant in this case and is not reasonably
calculzrted to lead o discovery of admissible evidence. The
plaintiffs have never been Garlock employees and do not ellege ever
visiting any Garlock facility. The only relevant issues in this
action pertain to finished ashestos-containing products fter they
have left the Garlock facilities.

25, Identify each and every magazine or trade publicaticn in which

answering Defendant advertised its asbestos products form 1950

until the time you ceased mining, milling, selling,
istributing, and/or epplying ashestos containing products.

AN R:

Garlock does not have those records which would be necesszry for it
to make & meaningful response to thls Lnterrocatory _See zlso
&nswer to interrcgatory No. 3. -

26. As to the perscn(s) answering these interrogatories, state: a.
name: b. title or positicn with defendant: c. length of time
employed by defendants.

Deoneld E. O'Keefe, Esg.

Assistant Secretary, Garlcck Inc (no punctuation! (since 127%5)
430 Park Avenue

New York, New York 10022

TR -
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27. Have you ever sold raw asbestos {iber? If so. staie The dates
vou were involved in the sale of raw asbesctos Iiber.

ANSWER:

Nc.

28. State wheth2r or not you have zany Information 2s to your
relztive market share regarding each ©f your _asbesteos conteaining
products. If so., as to each year between 1940 or the time that you
began mining., =2illing, selling, distributing and/or a&applying
asbestos containing products until of same. and with respect to
each type of przduct, provide such information or opinion as to
your market share and identify each document which provides any
information to 32ssist you in this determination. Give the same
answers as to asbestcs containing procdéuct: in the Texas Gulf Coast

gresa.

ANSWER:

Garlock does not nave those records which would be necessary for it

to make a meaningful response to this interrogatory.

29. Eave you designated distributors of your asbestos containing
products in the State of Texas? If so. then state the name of all
companies. their &addresses, give the years that each was a
designated distributor and the products each distriburted.

Garlock objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome. does not call for relevant
evidence and is not calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence and the further reason that the only Garlock
products at issue in this case are those to which plaintiffs allege
tc have been exposed. Notwithstanding and without waiving the
foregoing objections, Garlock:-states that most of its product sales
were on a direct basis until the mid-1960°'s. At that time. the
decision was made to utilize distributors for szles to maintenance
and repair customers and after a conversion period of several
years, the majority of Garlock product sales are made through
distributors. Garlock has continued to sell directly to original
equipment manufacturers who use Garlock products in making their
products.

Garlock does not have records of its di:rect sales prior to the
utilization of Zistributors nor of sales by its distributors to
specific customers.

30. If you did rot have designated distributors :in the State of
TexasT then state by what methed sales of asbestos containing
materizls were made. GCive the name and addresses of all Defendant's




saies c:fices, relating tC 2sbestos contszining producIs. Lz2cated in
the Stare of Texas. -

Garlock has a szles office at 8027 3lankenship Drive. Houston,
Texas. See alsc answer toO interrogatory No. 29. s

31. Dié you ever have 2 division or subsidiary company engaged in
the conc*actlng husiness of applying insulation products? If so,
give the name cf such division or subsidiary company. the full
address of the hcme office of such division or subsidiary company,
and the dates such division or subsidiary company was engaged in

che concracting zusiness.

ANSWER:

Jo.

32. Based upon the contents of your products, the method of

menufacturing and the method of application., could or can your
products be generally applied or removed without ..iiberating
asbestos fibers? Your answer may be limiced to those
asbestos-containing products that have been identified in any
Harris County ésbestos case.

a. If there is a different answer concerning different products
manufactured, sold, distributed, or used by your company then
specify the different products by manufacturer's name and popula*

name.

b. If there is & difference in your answer depending on the year or
yezrs in which a particular product was used, then specify in
detzil what year or years you are referring to and the specific
products you are referring to and the year involved. '
If there is a difference in your answer depending .on the trade or
type worker, then specify which type workers you are referring. to.

ANSWER: .

Garlock objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
éssumes the truth of matters in dispute in this litigation,
specifically that there are dangers associated wirh~ the use of
Garlock products. Notwithstanding and without waiving the
foregoing objection, Garlock states that there has never been any
competent scientific or medical evidence or reason to believe that
its asbestos-containing products, upon reasonable use, release
asbestos fibers in sufficient quantities, if any. to pose & health
hazard, potentizl or otherwise, to persons using such prcducts.
Garlock denies that use of, or exposure to. 1ts asbestos-conteining
products pose &ny health hazard or any sicnificant possibiliszy cf£




inhalztion of asbestos Zfiber.

33. Was it anticipated that your asbestcs containing products may
have To0 be removad, stripped. disturbed. Or repléeced 2T 20y time
after installati=zn?

ANSWER:
It is anticipated that Garlock sealing products, 2f -whatever
material., will have to be replaced from zime tTO time. .

34. Did the defendant, during the time it mined. manufactured,
milled. sold or zpplied a2sbestos-containing products, give users or
other persons exposed to asbestes containing products or their
employers -who wculd be applying, using, removing your zsbestos
contéining products instructions concerning safety precautions to

use in applying. using or removing such products? If so. describe.

such instructions, to whom they were civen, the dates they were
given, andé the manner of giving such instructions.

ANSWER:

erleck objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is
overly broad and unduly burdensome and for the further reason that
the only Garlock products at issue in this case are those to which
plaintiffs allege to have been exposed. Notwithstanding and without
waiving the foregoing objections, Garlock states that it has
centinually provided 1its customers with instructions. as -to the
proper handling, installation and use of its products. . Such
instructions have been in various forms, including instruction
sheets, &dvertising literature and user seminars.

35. If you have pled that the Plaintiff misused Deferidant's
asbestos containing products, then state in what .manner  the
defendant contends that Plaintiff misused its products? If "Yes",
then state in what manner and under what circumstances each product
was misused. Also state what Plaintiff could have done- to avoid

such misuse.

ANSWER:
Objection. The response of Garlock to pleintiffs’' complzint speaks
for itself. As to the factual basis £for such contentions,

\

discovery is continuing.

36. List all the job sites, contractors and/or facilities in the
Gulf Coast area o2f Texas. including., but not liimited to. oil
refineries, chemiczl plants., power plants. shipyards. commercizl

USRS P S
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buildings. and mznufacturing plants, where or to whom defendant's
asbestos products were supplied., discributed.sold and/or used.
Also, list ‘which -products were  involved, of such sale.
distribution, use =r installation znd if know, the physical
location within zhe facility listed. :iternative, you may product
the documents rezuested in Request Zor 2rvoducrion No. 1.

Garlock does not nzve those records wnizxz woulf be necessa
o make -a meanirnsivl response to this in:errogatory..

b T4 ‘Qv 1P

37. fFfor <the =zt:zzched list of sSar Antonio Jjob site or not
Defendant's askbeztos products were supplied. distributed, sold
znd/or used. Alss. .iist which products were involved. the date or
vime period of such sale, distribution. se of installacion and, if
known, the physzzzl lccation within zhe facilicy listed.

ANSWER:

Garlock deoes not have those records which would be necessary for it

to make & meaningful response to this interrogatory.

38. Up until the time that yvou ceased to sell and/or manufacture
asbestos containing products, had the defendant ever conducted or
czused to be <conducted any studies designed to minimize or
eliminate the Iinhalation of asbestos dust or fibers by those
exposed to the use of the defendant's asbestos containing products?

If so, give the following:
g. Name of the person or firm conducting such studies: b. The date
the studies began and the date completed; .

¢c. Any publication or dissemination of the_resulcs of the studies:

d. The nature of any action to eliminate or mlnlmlze 1nhalatlon cf
- asbestos dust or fibers: [

e. Attach copies. ' ‘ ’ s
ANSWER: : i

Garlock objects to this interrogatory on the grounds chat it
assumes the truth of matters in dispute in this litigation,
specificzlly that there &are dangers associasted with the use c¢f
Garlock products. Notwithstanding 2a2nd without waiving the
foregoing objection., Garlock states thazt there has never been any
competent scientific or medical evidence or reason to believe that
its asbestos-containing products, upon reasonable use, release
asbestos fibers in sufficient quanticies, if any., to pose & health
hazzard, potentiel or otherwise, to perscons using such products.
Garlock denies thet use of, or exposure -2, its asbestos-cecntaining



- Droducts pose any

pealth hazard or a2ny s'}_gnj_:”_:ar Dossibnilizy of
irnnalation of =2srnestos Iiber. ‘

23, Has the defendant ever Zirectly advised 2ny perscn dr parcy
-0 whom you sel'. wvour asbestos containing products oI =hreshold
iimit wvalues Zfc. exposure to asbestos dust recommended oy . the

American <Confersnce of Governmental ITndusctrial Hyglenists, or

mandated by any zovernmental entity? £ 3c. scate the date That you
so advised such nerson or party. the manner in wnich you advised
such person or rnarty, and the name cf sachn.

ANSWER:

Jo.

“45. State the -:ea&r zhat cthis defendant was Zirst advised of

chreshold 1imit rzives and maximum zilowable concentratisns of both
espestos Zust :nd totel dust by -=he American <onference of

Governmental Incustrial Kygienists. 3zsnd state =the name of the.

employee of the Zompany receiving such information, the information
received, the rsthod 9of receipt of such information and attach
copies of the instrument communicating such advice.

Garlock objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is
overly broad and vague, in that it makes no reference to the
circumstances, conditions and locations relevant to this
litigation., and is not reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible or relevant material. Notwithstanding and
without waiving the foregoing objections, Garlock states upon
information and pelief that in the early or mid-1950's.- Garlock
beczme aware of the prevailing TLV or safe limit for exposure to

zshestos fibers.

-41. Was such rthreshold 1limit wvalues of maximum allowable
concentrations inguired about in the preceding lnterrogatrfv total
c¢ust or just asbestos dust? < -

ANSWER:

Unknown.

42. Up until the time that Defendant ceased =0 sell and/or
manufacture asbestos containing products. state in detail what
test, if any., your company or its predecessor(s) ever made with
regard to the quantity, quality. or zthreshold limit values of
asbestos dust cr particles to which users or bystanders were
exposed while using vour asbestos containing produc:ts.

TR -



. If there were any SUCl Tests or studies. Tive The name >r names
f the person(s; conducIing tle Tests. the date Oof the zests and
- evv-s

-

tach true copies of zny repor:Iz, findi-gs 2r memoranda concerning
such tests or studies.

miw O

ANSWER:

Garlock objects o this interrogatory o cthe grounds :that it
assumes the truth of matters in <Jdispute in this litigation,
‘specifically thet there -are -dangers =associated with the use of
Garlock produczs. .- Notwithsnanding znd without waiving =zhe
foregoing objection. Garlock states ‘that there has never been any
competent scientific or medical evidence or-reason rto believe that
its asbestos-containing products, upon reasonable use, release
asbestos fibers In sufficient guantities. if any. t¢ pose 3 health
hazard. potentizl or otherwise, to gsersons using such groducts.
carlock denies tiiat use oI, Oor exposure IS, its asbestos-containing
products pose arny health hazarZ or znv significant possibility of
inhelaction of ashestos Ziber.

43. Does the Defendant possess or have in its control any written
documents &nd/or written materials prior to 1980 which indicéate .
that other manufacturers of asbestos containing products had any
kxnowledge, information. or understanding cthat easbestos would,
could, or might be harmful? If so., Iist each document and/or
written material, and attach a copy.

ANSWER: . ' _

Garlock objects to this interrogatory on the grounds -that- it is
vague, overly broad and unduly burdensome and oppressivée and not
czlculated ¢to lead to discovery of admissible evidence.
Notwithstanding &and without  waiving .the foregoing objections,
Garlock states that elthough 1nd1v1dual employees of Garlock- Inc
may have become aware of the alleged dangers of exposure. to
asbestos dust, Garlock states that its. knowledge of- the - dlleged
hazards of asbestos.inhalation cannot..pe -equated-with any -knowledge ---
of an existence of any hazardous potential of asbestos from use of
its products., since there has never been any competent scientific
or medicel evidence that its products nave caused or contributed to
any hazardous ccecnditions.

Furthermore. since the &asbestos fibers in Garlock products are
encapsulated and/or bonded and/or treated in such & manner as to
not emit meaningiful levels., if any. of asbestos fibers. the receipt
of eany such information by Garlock Inc ‘would be irrelevant.

44. Did your ceompany or its predecessor({s) ever place any warning
directly on any of its asbestos contzining products? ‘i.e. on
insulation pipe ~overing itselif). If sc., stzte che wording of such

s



warning., the size, now it was markec =nd rhe dates of pilacemen:.

— - ; |

Not applizable. 3ee General Objecticn Na.

45. Dicd the Derfendant ever provide = warning within“iis szales
literazcure pertzining o asbestos conctaining preducts? If so., List
rhe wording. che dates and what litersture i: was piaced
ANSWER ;
See answer ¢ in-errcgatory Nc. 3. .
46. Were zny Mzrerizl safety Data :zheslsz ever prepared oy the
] Defendant Sor vour asbestos products? € 3¢, attach «~obies,
ks ANSWER:

] Material Safety Data Sheets are prepared for =ny product upon,
request. To reproduce copies of all such sheets is objectionable
as unduly burdensome and calling for masses of irrelevant material,
since the only products at issue are those to which plaintiffs
], allege exposure. Notwithstanding and without waiving the foregoing .
objections, we attach as Exhibit _, Material Safety Data Sheets for
our gasket styles S00 and 7021, as being the most likely Garlock
] products, if any, to which the plaintiff was exposed.

47. Does Defendznt have insurance policies that might cover the
claims made by Plaintiff in this case?

AN R:

Garlock objects to this interrogatory.on.the grounds chat it is
overly broad., unduly burdensome, irreievant to any issue in .this
case and not reasonably calculated to lead cto dlsccvery of

admissible evidence. Notwithstanding ~and withourt :waiving" the
foregoing objecctions, product._;abll1:y-;nsurance-coverage for - o
Garlock has been available under various policies, ‘including the
following primary policies: ) g
Cazzjez i XQE?
Travelers Insurance Company 1951 - 1961
Emplovers Mutual of Wausau ’ 1961 - 1976
B Aetna Life and Casualty Ccmpany ’ 1975 - 1986
National Union ' 1986 - Present

The full amount of coverage available under such policies
is subject to differing views between the insured and the
insurers.
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{Note: National iniecn =-avsarage 2xcludes aspestos-
containing producrs..

f the answer 7o the z2bove interrogznory . arilrmative, please

&. =he amounts o: ;nsurance coverage the

s
of the date vou =nswer these interrogartsries. and

Q [a)

b. now much is in dispute.
ANSWER:

See answer to in-arragatory No. 47.

-

29, If yvou have ot previously supplied <he requested information
in cthe Master asbestos File, then Zfor each and every exper:t

witness, medical cr otherwise, whom you aay call To testilv during

the triel of this zause, please state the foliowing:
2. Full name,
b. Address,

c. Phone number,

¢. Each subject matter on which the expert witness is expectec to

testify,

e. The mental impressions and opinions held by rhe expe*t whlch
relate to this case in any way., and

£f. The facts known to the expert (regardless of when the factual
informetion was acquired) which relate to or form the bas*s of the
mental impression and opinions held by the expertc. .

g. Who will be paying each_such exper%uandfhow_much}. f e e i e

Mr. Carl Mangold
3033 170th Place S.E.
Bellevue, Washington 98008

Mr. Mangeld is an industrial hygienisct who will testify as to
background levelr of airborne asbestos fiber znd concerning testing
and &nalysis o. asbestos-containing oproducts manufaczured by
Gerlock. the acrtual fiber levels encountered during che use of
Garlock asbestosg-containing products and fiber counts sampled in
connection with the application of Garlock materials in ships.




. ANSWER: . o

Stanley Fiel, M.D.
Medical College I Fesnnsyivaniz

The New Paviliorn. Zcom 4051 .
3300 Eenry Aventcs

Shilzdelphia., Pennsvivznie 1129

- .o -

pA Lo

v. ZTilark Zooper., X.C.
23130 3aohuch Avenue

- o=

Berkeiey, Califcrniz 4704

Dr. fiel and/or 2Qr. Zooper will testiiv concerning the levels of

et o

fibers necessary to cause various diseases associsted with

aspestos I
aspestos and wiil compare those leveis tc the levels encountered

during zhe use 7% Zzrlcock asbestos-containing products.

50. If you have sreviously supplied the requested informacion in
the Master Asbestos File, then for zzachh axper:t whce will not be
called as & wituess. zut whose work product forms the hasis in
whole cr in part -I <he opinions of arn =2xpert who will be ::2lled as

- was

& witness, scate.

2. the name. address znd telephone number of :he non zestifying
expert:

the subject mat —er of .the work product on which the. testifying
expert will rely: the mental impression of the non-testifying
expert: and the facts known to the non-testifying expert.

ANSWER:

Not applicable.

51. Identify the name, &address and telephone number every person

whom you intend to call as a witness at =trial. who has not

previcusly been listed as a2 witness in Defendant's Master witness
ist on file in the Master Asbestos File.-

A list-of witnesses which Garlock expéc::":o"tall"ét,tfiql'wlll'bé
supplied when that determination is made. L

S2. wWhat is Defendant's present net orch?

ANSWER:

Gerlockx objects :c this interrogatory on the grounds that it is
over.y broad, unduly bur ensome., irrelevant to any issue :in this
case &nd not reasonably calculated =z lead =to disccvery of
admissible evidence.




5. Has this defencant, Or iis presen: iirectors or oificers acting

osn itz cehalf, made monetary contributiasns in excess 2f 335.00C.00

wrizhiz the past ten years o =the following scientists or
suiztect 0f szsbestss-relzted

researchars whe have written on che s
diseases Dr to their emploving universz:rnies 7n benali =i 2r at the

equest 2f the scientist ¢r researcher:
Zaymend HAurphy Harvard Medical =sS=hcel and Harvers Ichoel of
Fublic Hezlzh.
Mercaresz Zecklak= - McCGill Jn*"er Ty. Mentreal. Tanede.
Stuer: Srooks. - ‘‘niversity of Floricd:z z<- lampa.
dwarc A. Gaenslars - 3oston Universizy 7 sMedizine. Harvard Medical
Z. Tufgs Medizcal School.
Zernzsrs Jee - Y=z_.e& CUniversicy 3chool 7 Medizine.

LI AN

tlzn Scidman - -ouc: Tloride Zollege -5f Medicine. Ji-sision of
sulmeonsry, Iritizl Tzre and Occupatiznal Medicine

Jercme ¥.elnermar - Case Western Reserwvs lniversity Scheool of
Medicine.

Hilton Lewinsohn .- Univérsity of Connecticut., Yale University.
Hans Weill - Tulane University

Morton Corn - John Eopkins

Brooke Mossman - University of Vermont.

Zcnn Crazighead - University of Vermont.

>. Christopher Wagner
J. Corbett McDonald - McGill University Peter Elmes

Pzul E. Wheeler - Johns Hopkins

Lee Reichman - University of Medical =rnc¢ Denzistry cf New Jersey.
Newark, New Jersey.

J.M.G. Davis - Institute of Occupeaticneai Medicine. Zdinburgh., U.K.

(England).

J.N.P. Davies - Albany Medical College. New VYork.

ANSWER:

Garlock objects to this interrocgatory or the grounds that it is
overly broad, unduly burdensome, irreievant to any issue in this

case znd not reasonably calculated =z iead o0 discoverv of
ecémlissible evidence.

e
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22, In what year Zid& this defendant Z:irz=z become =wére oI the
Public Health Bulletin No. 241 entizlzs "3 Study 2% Asbesros?

the Textile. Induszry”?

ANSWER:

{i) Garlock has =o record, knowledge =23 recollecztion 0f 2any such
contributions relztive to any of its =sbestos-=ontaining products.
(2) Unknown. Sae &nswer '£o interrecgzanovy Ne. <2,

24. In what yezr &i¢é =zhis defendan- 3
article entitlel '% Zealth Survey 3£ ?ipe Zovering pe
Construccing Navs=. “/e2gsels” oy fleiszner. 2rinker. et &L,

ANSWER:

Jnknown. See ans.er "I lnterrngatory o, 4

55. How many claims or lawsuits (other zhan workers' compensation claims)
were filed against this Defendant in the 1930's alleging. in whole or in
part injury. damage or disease from exposure to or inhalzation of various
dusts? This interrogatory includes cases of asbestosis. pneumoconiosis
and silicosis due to the fact individuals were or may have been exposed

to mixed types of dusts.
ANSWER:

Garlock objects o this interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly
broad. unduly burdensome., irrelevant zo any issue in this case and not

ezsonably calculzted to lead to discovery of admissible evidence.
Notwithstanding and without waiving the. foregoing objections. Garlock has
no record, Kknowledge or recollection of any such claims or law suits
relative ro any of its asbestos~-contsining products. .

S56. Has this Defendant in other litigation ever alleged or admictted tnat
the health hazards of asbestos contaln-nc insulacion products were known ~
prior to 19457 .

ANSWER:
Not applicable. 3ee Ge-z2rzl Objecrticr YNc.
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i. Defendant, izs predecessor(s: or acquired dusinessi{es). or any
of its subsidiary companies are now I the Dbusiness of
manufacturing, vrelabeling. selling. =r ZistriZer~ing products
coataining asbesctos.

ADMIT OR DENY:
Garlock., as of cthis date, .is still manufacruring. seiling and

distributing gasket products which zsontain fully ancapsulated
aspbestos fibers. .

2. Defendant, its predecessor(s! or acquired businesc(eslw oI

%Yﬁ

&~ . [
of its subsidiary companies have been in the past .in the! businasg
of manufacturing. selling. relabeling or a*scr:*hn.zt‘*.«,’--e:rc-a c g;
containing asbestos. T o o l‘
.= o
. S
ADMIT OR DENY: Sz W
(a) This was true during & part of the time between :34%.=nd S
. - U= &
. . =Tl o 1
(b) This was true since 1972.: < OV o>
= =

{c) Between 1940 and 1972, ycur products were sold and distributed
in Texas.

ADMIT OR DENY:
Admitted. .

32, Defendant, its predecessor{s) or acquired business(es). or any

of its subsidiary companies knew its products lncu*red ghout above
contained asbestos.

ADMIT OR DENY:
Admitted.

4. Defendant, its predecessor(s) or acguired business({es)., or any
of its subsidiary companies gave no warning tc the piaintiff(s) in
this case of the dangers of ashestos.

ADMIT OR DENY:

Objection. overly broad, vague. Not limited to any .ime, place or
person. Further, it is unclezr what dangers to whic.. Plaintiff is
referring. After reasonable investigation. Garlock states that it
is without sufficient information to enable it to admir or deny
this Request and it is. therefore. denied.

L



RESPON TO RE T FOR P

1. All documents invoices, and/or purchase crders Ihat reflecrt all
sales, purchases. Zor application or resale. payment and use of
asbestos end/or s2asbestos containing prcducts in the 7Texas Gulf

Coast areaz from :330 to the date ci vour last sais oY purchase.

PONSE:

1

Garlock objects o this Request on the grounds Ihat it is overly
broad., unduly burdensome, irrelevant to anv issue in cpls case, not
reasonably calculated to lead to . discovery of admissible evidence

and for the further reason that the only Garlock products at issue .

- -

in this zase are those to which plaintiffs allege =2 hnave been
exposed. Notwithstanding and without waiving the foregoing
cbjections, Garlock states that it does not maintain separate
compilations of sales records for its asbeszos-containing oroducts
or for sales in specific states or sub-divisions =zherent.

Such older records 2s still exist are retained in ?2Palmyra in 40"
x 40" x 40" cardboard boxes. each containing several cartons of
records. These records will be made available to plaintiff for
inspection and copying at plaintiff's expense and upon appropriate
prior arrangements. It is believed that =he oldesr such records
generally date Trom epproximately 1278,

2. All internal =r external memorandz or documents that identify
the suppliers and/or distributors of your asbestos and asbestos
containing products /{limited to those asbestos ccntaining products
supplied and/or distributed in the Texas Gulf Zoast area) from 1930
to the date cof ycur last sale or purchase. o

R NSE:

Garlock objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly
broad. unduly burdensome. irrelevant to any issue in this-case. not
reasonably calculated to lead to discovery of admissible _evidence
an¢ for the further reason that the only Garlock products’ at issue
in this case are those to which plaintiffs allege to have been
exposed. Notwithstanding and without waiving the foregoing
objections, a recent listing of Garlock distributors in Texas is
attached as Exhipit A. See also answer to interrogatoary No. 29.

3. A1l pictures cf all products and/or pic-.res of 2il packaginc of
&ll products that contained asbestos. ¢

RESPONSE:

Garlock objects o this Request on the grounds that it is overly

TR



oroad. unduly burdensome. irrelevant t:s zny issue in this case, not
reasonzbly calculated to lead to discovery oI a2dmissible evidence
&nd for the further reason that the only Gariock products at issue
in this case are those to which plaintiffs zllege to have been
exposed. Notwithstanding and without waiving the ZIoregoing
objections, some product and product packaging photographs appear
in Gariock product literature. Garlock states that over the years
it has prepared hundreds of writings., brochures and the like
regarding its products. The majority of said writings have long
since been discarded. All existing writings are available for
inspection and copying at plaintiffs' expense at Garlock Inc, 1666
Division Street. 2almyra, New York.

4 All sales brochures, and/or literature pertaining to asbestos
containing procducts manufactured, purchased for designed,
distributed, installed, applied, and/or sold by the Defendant, its

predecessor(s) cr subsidiaries in the Texas Gulf Coast area from

1930 until the date of vour last sale.
RESPONSE:
See answer tO Request for Production number three ().

3. All documents reflecting how and when the 3Defendant or its
employees first learned of the health hazards associated with

2sbhestos exposure.
ESP :

Garlock objects to this Request for Production on the grounds that
it is overly broad and not reasonable limited to the specific
esbestos-containing products manufactured by Garlock to which the
Plaintiff was allegedly exposed. Notwithstanding and without
weziving the foregoing objections, some Garlock personmnel have been
eéware for a number of years that excessive exposure to asbestos

dust may be hazardous to ocne's hezlth. Garlock is unable to
pinpoint when or how such personnel -first became aware of the
possible health hazard. However, <there has never been any

competent scientific or medical evidence or reason to believe that
Carlock products., through normal use. have caused or contributed to
any hazardous condition. potentiazl or otherwise. since -they are
bonded and/or encapsulated. '

6(a). All documents from 1930 till the date of your last sale or
purchase which indicate when other manufacturers of asbestos
contzining products. and Metropolitan Life Insurance Company had
gny knowledge, information or understanding that =asbestos would,
could, or might produce harmful effects to a person's nealth.

RESPONSE:

Gerlock objects to this Request For Production on the grounds that
it is overly broad, unduly burdensome., irrelevant to any issue in

e



this case and nct reasonably calcuiated zo iead tZ discovery of
admissible evidence. Notwithstanding and without waiving the
foregoing objections, Garlock states zhat 1T does ot have any
record or informaticon which would enabie it To respond to cthis
Request with any certainty. However, =zince other defendants'
products are primarily asbestos cherma- insulation or friable,
unencapsulated gsbestos—-containing produccs. this defendant would
have no reason =2 place the warnings of the products of other
defendants on its own products in which asbestos flbers are fully

encapsulated and/or bonded.

6(b). All documents from 1930 till the date of your last sale or
purchase that indicate when other manufacturers of asbestos
containing products and Metropolitan Life Insurance Company first
issued health warnings associated with the use 2of the;r products.

RESPONSEL

Garlock objects no this Request For Production on the grounds that
it is overly broad. unduly burdensome. irrelevant to any issue in

_this case and not reascnably calculated to lead tc discovery of,
admissible evidence. Notwithstanding and without waiving the

foregoing objections, Garlock states that it does not have any
record or information which would enable it to respond to this
Request with any certainty. However, since other defendants'
products are primarily asbestos thermal insulation or friable,
unencapsulated asbestos-containing products, this defendant would
have no reason to place the warnings of the products of other
defendants on its own products in which asbestos fibers are fully

encapsulated and/or bonded.

7. All documents relating to research and testing of  products
containing asbestos conducted by the defendant's personnel
pertaining to the health hazards to human beings from 1930 until
the date of your last sale or purchase. .

RESPONSE:
See answer to interrogatory number nineteen {19). ; -

8. All books, pamphlets, memoranda, or written materials of any
kind or character in the Defendant's possession., prior to 1972,
that would indiczte that asbestos fibers. when inhaled. can be
hazardous to the health of human beings.

RESPONSE:

Garlock objects =o this Request on the grounds that it presumes the
truth of matters in dispute in this litigation. specifically that
there ere dangers associated with the use of Garlock products.
Notwithstanding and without waiving che Zoregoing objecticn,

-
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Garlock states that there has never been any competent scientific
-+ medical evidence or reason to Dbelieve that 31ts asbestos-

itaining products. ‘upon reasonable use, release zasbestos fibers

. sufficient "~ quantities, if any. to pose =2 health hazard,
potential or otherwise. to persons using such products. Garlock
denies that use 92f, or exposure =0, 3lts asbestos-containing
products pose any health hazard or any significant possibility of

inhalacion of ashestos fiber.

9. All material safety data sheets pertaining ~c Defendants and/or
its predecessor':z asbestos and asbestcs sontaining products.

RESP :

See answer toO incterrogatory No. 46.

20. Any and &ll records which reflect the dollar value amount spent
aznnually on medical research since 1930 by <zhis defendant,

including all subsidiaries, divisicns, and predecessor entities

pertaining to the health effects of asbestos.

RESPONSE:

See answer To interrogatory No. 19.

1la. All correspondence, in-house memos. correspondence to or from
1ird parties, and/or correspondence between defendant and

-efendant's customers concerning the hazards of asbestos from 1930
until the date of your last sale or purchase.

RESPONSE:

. See answer to Request No. 8.

11b. All correspondence, in-house memos, correspondence to and
from third parties, and/or correspondence between defendant and
defendant's customers regarding the content of defendant's :
&sbestos-containing products from 1930 until.the date of your
last sale or purchase.

RESPONSE:

Gzrlock objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly
broad. unduly burdensome, irrelevant to any issue in this case,
not reasonably calculated to lead to discovery of admissible
evidence and for the further reason that the only Garlock

“products at issue in this case are those to which plaintiffs

gllege to have been exposed.

12. qu;es of all photographs of warnings placed on the asbestos
containing procducts manufactured by the defendant. or any
Troducts it sold. distributed. purchased. applied or installed

TRt
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with reference =~ =he date and broduc: Zinvolved.

R NSE: ' .

v
.

See attached Exhibit B and answer ¢ interrogatory No.

13. All records reflecting any warnings given o you bv =he mining
companies or suppbliers of raw asbestos.

RESPONSE:

Garlock objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly
broad., unduly burdensome, irrelevant to any issue in this case and
not reasonably calculated to lead :o discovery of admissible
evidence. Notwicthstanding and waiving the foregoing cbjections,
annexed hereto as Exhibit £ is & Warring Labe:l from i.2ake Asbesrtos.

i4. Any correspondence and/or records =¢ Or IrOm purcnasers, Uusers
of defendants'’ products or services. insurance czarriers,

distributors., suppliers. or subsidiary reflecting any warnings-

mertaining to asbestos. and/or asbestos-containing products.
RESPONSE:

Garlock objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly
broad. unduly burdensome, irrelevant to any issue in this case, not
reasonably calculated to lead to discovery of admissible evidence
and for the further reason that the only Garlock products at issue
in this case are those to which plaintiffs allege to have been
exposed. Notwithstanding and without waiving the - foregoing
objections, Garlock does not have any record, knowledge or
recollection of any such correspondence or records relative to any
of its asbestos-containing produccs.

15. All documents which indicate any instructions and/or safety
precautions relating to the removal, replacement. application
and/or installation of defendant's asbestos containing. products
from 1930 until the date of your last sale or’ purchase.

RESPONSEZ

Garlock objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly
broad. unduly burdensome, irrelevant to any issue in this case. not
reasonably calculated to lead to discovery of admissible evidence
and for the further reason that the only Garlock products at issue
in this case are those to which plaintiffs allege to have been
exposed. See also answer to interrogatory No. 34.

-

16. All documents that indicate the location of the mine, identity
of the mine, and/or present or prior ownership of the mine from

R



which the asbecsmcs contazined :in the defendant's products was
obtained.

NSE:
See answer to interrcgatory No. 3.

17. All documenzs and depositions containing ;nzormatﬁon about
worker's compensation claims or suits by employees of the defendant

where there was = claim that the iniury was due ¢ asbestos

exposure.

RESPONSE:

Garlock objects to this Request on the grounds that the information
sought is irrelevant in these cases and is not reasonably
calculated to ead to discovery of admissible evidence. The
plaintiffs have never been Garlock employees and do not &llege ever
visiting any Garliock facility. The only relevant issues in this
action pertain te finished asbestos-containing producrs &fter they
have left Garlock's facilities.

18. All correspondence between the defendant and its worker's
compensaticn agents or insurers that refers to changes in rates due
to asbestos exposure for the period in which defendant's products
containing asbestos were sold, used., supplied or installed.

RESPONSE:

Garlock objects to this Request on the grounds that the information
sought is irrelevant in these cases and is not reasonably
cslculated to leaéd to discovery of admissible evidence. The
plaintiffs have never been Garlock employees and do not allege ever
visiting any Garleck facility. The only relevant issues in this
gction pertain to finished asbestos- contalnlng products after they
have left Garlock's facilities.

19. All Segu;ities and Exchange Commission filings that refer to
gsbestos litigaticn agzinst the defendant. its predecessor(s) or
subsidiaries. . .

RESPONSE:

Garlock cobjects te this Request on the grounds chat it is overly
broad. unduly burdensome, irrelevant to any issue in this case and
not reasonably calculated to lead to discovervy of admissible

evidence.

20. For each of the past five years, an annual report of this
cefendant o©r & belance sheet that reflects the defendant's
corporate worth, end financial status. .

-
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RESPONSE :

Garlock objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly
broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant to any issue in this case and
not reasonably <calculated o lead teo discovery of admissible

evidence.

21. Any and aii documents referred tc in vour responses to
Plaintiffs' Interrogatories.

op )
Garlock objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly
broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant tc any issue in this case and

not reasonably <calculated to lead tc discovery of admissible
evidence.

22. Any and &ll patents issued or assicned o this defendant for
asbestos produc:ts. T

RESPONSE;

Garlock holds no patents specific to asbestos-containing products.

N
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STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

1 hereby certify that I am authorized to respond to.these interrogatories on behalf of Garlock Inc in my
capacity as Assistant Secretary and that to the extent that I am personally familiar with the information
set forth in the answers, I certify that the answers are correct, and to the extent that I am not personally
familiar with the information provided in the said answers, [ certify thar the information is correct to the
best of my information and belief based on my investigation of these marters.

. st /(_‘{ ) é/_/;(

DONALD E. O’KEEFE,’

Sworn to and subscribed before me tﬁis
/2 day of _Q%«AJ_L 1992

Ak rrsncd P4 LS

NOTARY PUBLIC

State of New York VERONICA McCARTAN i
Notary Pubirc, Siate ot Now York

My commission expires Pz an s TS .

Commissicn Sxzires AJPest 31, 1932
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