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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

WESTERN DISTRICT OF

JULIOUS ADAMS

LEROY BARKSDALE
WILLIAM C. BARKSDALE
HOPE BREEDLOVE

LiARY L. BROOKS
BESSIE MAE BURRELL
GRACIE CHILDRESS
EDWARD CREWS

HELEN CREWS

MAE CREWS

RUSSELL V. DODSON
ERMA GARLAND

JOSEPH R. GRAVES
ROBERT HAIRSTON o
TCMMIE L. HAIRSTON :
BENDIE HALL

LORETTA HARRIS
ROBERT . HEREFORD
WILLIAM HEREFORD
LEROY JOHNSON
JAMES MONTGOMERY
WILLIE RICHARDSON
BERNARD LEE ROBERTSON
HARRY SLADE .
CHARLIE SMITH
WILLIAM STOKES

HENRY WILSON,

Individually and on behalf
of all persons szmllarly
situated,

Plaintiffs
versus

DAN RIVER MILLS, INC.,

Defendant
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This action is brought by the plaintiffs on their own behalf and on

behalf of_the class they represent to enforce the provisions of Title VII of

the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. §2000e et seq., and Section 1 of the

Civil Rights Act of 1866, 42 U.S.C. 51981.

equitable and legal relief, mcludmg back pay, are sought.

Injunctive and other appropriate

Jurisdiction is

conferred on this Court by §706(f) of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S.Ce

§2000-5(f), and by 23 U.S.C. §1343(4).-

2.

(a) Plaintiffs Hope Breedlove, Mary L. Brooks, Bessie Mae Burrell,

Bendie Hall, Loretta Harris and Willie Richardson are Negro citizens of the
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United States and residents of Pittsylvania Countv, Virginia. Each of these
plaintiffs applied for employment at Dan River Mills, Inc. in Danville, .
Virginia at various times in 1968 and 1969 and was ggfgfggwgmploymant.

(b) Plaintiffs Julious Adams, Leroy M. Barksdale, William C.
Barksdale, Edward Crews, Helen Crews, Mae Crews, Russell Dodson, Erma Garland,
Joseph R. Graves, Robert J. Hairston, Tommie Hairston, Robert V. Hereford,
William Hereford, Leroy Johnson, James Montgomery, Bernard Les Robertson,
Harry Slade, Charlie Smith, William Stokes and Henry Wilson are Negro citizens
of the United States and residents of Pittsylvania Couaty, Virginia. Each of

these plaintiffs is an employee of Dan River Mills, Inc. at that company’s

- facility in Danville, Virginia.

(c) Plaintiff Gracie Childress is a Negro citizen of the United
States and a resident of Pittsylvania County, Virginia. She was recently A
Employed by Pan River Mills, Inc. for a short perigd of time and was thereafter|
laid'offtand not recalled for worg.

(d) This action is brought by the piain@iffs as a class action
pursuant to Rule 23 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure on behalf of all
Hegro employees, all Negro applicants for employment and all potential Negro

employees and applicants for employment at all the plants operated by Dan

River Miils, Inc. in Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia and

. Alabama. The class is so numerous that joinder of all members is impracti~

cable; there ars questions of law or.fact common to the class; the plaintiffs
will fairly and adequately protect the interests of the class. The defendant -
has acted or refused to act on grounds generally appiicable to the class,
thereby making appropriate final injunctive relief with respect to the clasg
ac a whole.

3. Defendant Dan River Mills, Inc. (hereafter "Dan River") is a
corporation inccrporated under the laws of Virginia. It has plants for the
manufacture of textile products in Danville, Virginia; Burlington, North
Carolina; Fountain Inn, Clifton, Converse, Easley, Liberty, Caieechee,
Anderson, Greenville and Simﬁsonville, South Carolina; Vhite, Georgia; and

Benton, Clanton, Dadeville, Greenville, and Wetumpka, Alabama. The defendant
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employs more than twenty-five persons and is engaged in an industry affecting )
coinmerce.

4. Dan River has discriminated and is continuing to discriminate against
the laintiffs and the clas ° hey represent on the grounds of race. The
methods of discrimination include, but are not "~ 'mited to, the folloﬁing:

(a) the refusal to hire Negro applicants, and particularly
Negro women applicants, on grounds of race;

(b) the discriminatory application of purported medical

- or physical requirements for empl:syment as a basis for reject-
" ing Negro applicants;

(c) reliance, as a condition of employment, on personnel
tests that disqualify a disproportionately large number of
Negro as compared to white applicants and that do not accurately
predict perfcrmance on fheAjobs to which new employees are 4
agéigned;

(d) the discriminatory application of test requirements as

' a basis for rejecting Negro and accepting white applicants;

(e) the refusal ‘to allow persons who "Fail" personnel
tests to take them again or otherwise to be reconsidered for
employment; .

(f) the disqualification of applicants who have an arrest
'record;

(g) the-discriminatory application of employment criteria
relating to prior arrest records as a basis for rejecting black
and acceptiné vhite applicants;

(h) the maintenance of restrocm and other facilities
seéregated as to race;

(i) 1aying off, on grounds of race, Négro employees af%er
they have been employed only a ;hort time;

(i) the exclusicnh of Negro emplovees from certain Qell—paid
job cateyories and dep;rtments an& the restriction to Negro
employees of certain of the lowest paid job categories and

departments;




(k) the discriminatory denial to Ncgru employees of initial
assignment, promotion or.transfer to higher level and more
desirable jobs in the plant, including supervisory jobs;

(1) the discriminatory allocation of training opportunities
as between Nearo and white employees; 4

(m) the failure adequately to inform Negro employees of
openings in traditionally white jobs or in more desirable jobs;

(n) reliance on occupational grouping seniority in

determining the promotional rights of employees to the detriment

of Negro employees wishing to transfer to occupational groups

formerly restricted to whites;
(o) the refusal to allow Negro employees who transfer to
jobs from which they were formerly excluded on the grounds of

race from returning to their cld job in the event of a curtail-

.ment in the new job;

. (p) the different application of seniority practices upon
transfer to white aﬁd black employees, in a manner disadvantageous’
to black employees; ’

(q) reliance on the subjective decision of supervisory
persvnnel in the selection of employees for trans?er;

(r) reliance on length of service in making promotions
and lay-offs, where presently employed Negroes were prevented, by
virtue of Pan River's history of racial discrimination im hiring,
from securing employment with the company at an earlier date;

(s) the temporary assignment of Negro employees to higher
paying jobs without compensating them at the higher rate;

(t) the classification of Negro jobs at a lower rate of
compensation than equal or equivalent jobs done by white employees;

(u) the discriminatory assignment of Negro eﬁployees to more
work than is performed by white employees in the same job
classification; o

(v) the assignment of Negro women to arduous work to which
white women are not assigned; '

(w) the discriminatory distribution of work as between white

and Negro applicants within a job category;

-4 -
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(x) discrimination in the allocation of overtime work
and production pay work'between Negro and white employees;
(v) the failure to adopt an affirmative recruitment

program that would overcome the continrued racially discriminatory

effect of Dan River's history of discrimination against Megroes

in hiring.

S. The employment practices described in Paragraph 4 hereof are in
violation of Section 703(a)(1),(2) of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C.
§2000e 2(a)(1),(2).

6. The employmeﬁt practices described in Paragraph 4 her- ° are
violative of the rights of the plaintiffs and the class they represent under
the Civil Rights Act of 1866, 42 U.S.C. 81981.

7. Plaintiffs and the class they represent are suffering irreparable
injury by virtue of the practices described iq Paragraph 4 hereof. They are
without an adequate re&edy at law.

8: Neither the State of Virginia nor the City of Danville has a law
prohibiting the practices alleged herein. All of the named plaintiffs, except
Joseéh R. Graves, have filed charges of racial discrimination against Dan

River with the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission, pursuant to Section

.706(a) of tha Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. §2000e. By letters dated

October 10, October 15, and October 22, 1969 all of the charging parties,
except plainliffs Breedlove and Hall have received notification from the
Commission, pursuant to Section 706(e), that the Commission has been unable to
secure voluntary compliance within §ixty days. The remaining plaintiffs have
not yet received any notification from the Commission. )

therefore, the plaintiffs pray that this Court:

(a) Issue a preliminary and permanent injunction enjoining

the defendant, its agents, successors, emp%oyees, attorneys, and

those acting in concert with them from engaging in each of the

unlawful employment practices set forth in Paragraph 4 hereof,

and from continuing other practices shown to be in violation of

applicable law;
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Dated:

) A

(b) Grant such other and further relief as may be just

and proper, including p::omotion, back pay, and compensatory

seniority to the plaintiffs and the members of the cl -:s they

represents
{c) Award plaintiffs the costs of this action and
reasonable attorneys'fees. as provided in §706(k) of the Civil

Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. §2000e-5(k).
Resbectfully suEmi tted,

WILLIAMS & LUCK
216 N. Ridge Street
Danville, Virginia

RICHARD B. SOBOL
) ELIZABETH MOLODOVSKY
- 1823 Jefferson Place, N.W.
oo . . Washington, D. C. 20036

JACK GREENBERG

JAMES M. NABRIT III

10 Columbus Circle

New York, New York 10019

-

wy_ WL ey

Af’}brneys for Plaintiffs

October 24, 1969
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

WESTERN DISTﬁICT OF VIRGINIA

JULICUS ADAMS, et al.,
Plaintiffs

CIVIL ACTION
NC. -

versus

DAN RIVER MILLS, INC.,
. Defendant
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INSTRUGTTONS FOR SERVICE

Serve defendant through its registered agent, Harlan H. Huntley, Dan

River Mills, Inc., 2291 Memorial Drive, Danville, Virginia.
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1. This action is brought Ly the plaintiffs on their own ~‘:3 g
Ibchulf and on hehalf of the class they represent to cenforce the fil :
) provisions of Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. G“ =
) §2000¢ ¢t seq., and Scction I of the Civil Rights Acl of LS66, t} E
-y ’<

h2 u.s.c. §1981.

Injunctive and other appropriate cquitable and

legal velief, including back pay, are sought. Jurisdiction is
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conferred on this Couri Ly §706(f) of the Civil Righls Act of
1964, 42 U,S.C. 82000¢-5(L), and by 28 U,S.C, 81343(4).
2, (a) Plainliffs llopc Breedlove, Mary L. Brooks, Bessic

Mae Burrell, Bendie Inll, Loretta lHarris and Willie Richardson
are Negro citizens of the United States and residents of .
Pittsylvania County: Virginia, Each of these plaintiffs applicd
for employment at Dan River Mills, Ine. in Danville, Virginia at
various times in 196S and 1969 and was rcfuscd employment.

(b) DPlaintiffs JuliouglAdams, Leroy M, Barksdale,
William C, Barksdale, Fdward Crews, Helen Crews, Mae Crevs,
Russell Dodson, Erma Garland, &oscph R, Graves, Robert J. Hairston,
Tqmmie HMairston, Robert W, Hereford, Williawm Ilereford, Leroy
Johnson,  James Montgoniery, Bernard Lee Robertson, Harry Slade,
Charlie Smith, William Stokes and llenry Wilson are Negro citizens
of the United Slates and residents of Pittsylvania County, Virgin-
ia. Each of these plaintiffs is an employec of Dan River Mills,
Ine, at that company's facilities in Danville, Virginia,

(¢) Plaintiff Gracie Childress is a Negro citizen of
Llte United States and a resident of Pittsylvania County, Virginia.
She was recently employed by Dan River Mills, Inec. tyice for a
short period of-time and thercafter laid off.

(d) This aétion is brought by the plaintiffs as a
class action pursuant to Rule 23 of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure on Lehalf of all Negro employees, all Negro applicants
for cmployment and all potential Negro employces and applicants
for employment at all the plants operated by Dan River Mills, Inc,
in Alabama, Georgia, Norilhr Carolina, South Carolina, and Virginia,
The eclass is so numerous that joinder of all members is
impraclicable; therc arc questions of law or fact common to ihe
class; the plaintiffs will fairly and adequately protect the

interests ol the class. The defendant has aclted or refusced to

-
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act on grounds generally applicable to the class, thereby making
appropriate final injunctive and compcusﬁtory relief wilh respect
to Lhe class as a vwhole,

3. Decfendant Dan River Mills, Inc. (hercafter "Dan River®)
is a corporation incorporatecd under the laws of Virginia. It has
plants Tor tlie manufacture of textile products in Benton, Clanion,
Dadeville, Greenville, and ¥Yetlumpka, Alabama;‘Whitc, Georgia;
Burlington, North Carolina; Anderson, Catecchee, Clifton, Couverse,
Easley, Fountain Inn, Greenville, Liberty and Simésonvillc, South
Carolina; and Danville, Virginia. The defendant employs more than
twcnty-five persons and is engaged in an industry affeecting
commelrce., .

4, Dan River has diseriminated and is continuing to
diseriminale against the praintiffs and the class they represent
on the grounds of race., The methods of discrimination include,
but arc nol limited to, in;cntionally engaging in the following
practices:

(a) the refusal to hire Negro applicants, and particu-
larly Negre women applicants, on grounds of race; -

(b) the discriminatory application of purported medical
or physical requirements for employment as a basis for rejecting
Negro applicants;

(¢) reliance, as a condition of ecmployment, on
personnel tests that disqualify a disproportionately large number
of Negro as compared to white applicants and that do noet accurately
prediel performance on the jobs to which new employces are
usﬁigucd;

(a) the discriminatory application of test require-
nients as a basis for rejecting Negro and accepling white applicants

(e) the refusal to allow persons who "fail" personnel
tests Lo Lake Lhem again or otherwise to be reconsidered for

caploymeal.,

oy g - e T 3 - 3 = 5 Lan
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(£) the disqualification of applicants who have an
arrest record;

(g) the discriminatory application of cmployment

eriteria reclating to prior arrest records as a basis for rejecting

Negro and acccptiug'white applicants, or discharging. Negro and
e, —— SEem———— - =
retaining white cmployees;

- (h) “the mai;ténance of rest room and other facilities
segregated as to race;

(i) 1laying off, on grounds of race, Negro employees
after they have been employed bnly a short time;

(j) the exclusion of Negro employees from certain
well-paid joh categories and departments and the restriction to
Negro e&pioyees of ccrtain'of the lowest-paid job categories and
departmnents; .

Q:) the discriminatory denial to Negro cﬁployees of
initial assignment, promotion or transfer to higher level and
nore desirable jobs, including supervisory jobs;‘

(1) the discriminatory'allocation of training
opportunities as between Negro and white cmployces;

(m) the failure adequately to inform Negro cmployces

of openings in traditionally white jobs or in more desirable jobs;

(n)' reliance on occupational grouping seniority in
determining the promotional rights of cmployees to the detriment
of Negro employees wishing to transfer to occupational groups
formerly restricted to whites; .

(o) the refusal to allow Negro employces who transfer
to jobs from which they were formerly excluded on the grounds of
race to return to their old job in the event of a curtailment
in the new job;

(p) the different application of seniorily praclices
upon frnnsfcr to white and Negro employees, in a manner

disadvantageous to Negro cmployces;

=t} -
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(g) reliance on the subjective decision of supervisory
personnel in the selection of employces for promotion and transferj

(r) recliance on length of service in making promotions
and lay-offs, where-presently cmploycd Negroes werc prevented, by
virtue of Dan River's lhistory of racial discrimination in hiring,
from scecuring cmployﬁent with the company at an carlier date;

(s) the temporary assignment of Negro employces to
higher paying jobs without compensating them at the higher rate;

(t) the classification of Negro jobs at a lower rate
of compeusation than tqifrmade for equal or equivalent work done
by white.employees;'

' (u) the disecriminatory assignument of Negro employees
to more work than is performed by whitc cmployees in the same job
classification;

(v) the assignment of Negro women to arduous work to
which white women arc not assigned;

(w) the discriminatory distribution of work as hetween
white and Negro employeccs within a job category;

(x) discrimination in the allocation af overtime work
and production pay work between Négro and whitc cmployees;

(y) the failure to adopt an affirmative recruitment
program that would overcome the continued effect of Dan River's
history of racial discrimination against Negroes in hiring.

5. The employment practices described in Paragraph 4
hereof are violations of Seetion 703(a)(1),(2) of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. §2000e 2(a)(1),(2).

6. The employmcnt.practiccs deseribed in Paragraph 4
heceol are violative of the rights of the plaintiffs and the class
they represent under the Civil Rights Act of 1866, 42 U.S.C.

HL9SL1.,
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7. Plaintiffs and-the class Lhey represent are sufflering
‘\ H irreparable injury by virtuc of the practices described in
Paragraph 4 hercof. They are without an adequate remedy at law.
' ~) 8, Neither the State of Virginia nox the City of Danville
has a law prohibiting the practices alleged herein. All of the
namcd plaintiffs, except Jﬁscph R. Graves, have filéd charges of
racial disérimination against Dan River with phb Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission, pursuant to Séctiou 706(a) of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S,.C, §2000e., By letters dated October
10, October 15, and Octoler 22, 1969, all of the charging parties,
except plaintiffs Bréedlove and 'Hall have ;eceived notification
from tﬁe Commissien, pursuant to Section 706(e), fhat the
Comsni ssion has becn unable to secure voluntary compliance within
sixty days, The remaining plaintiffs have not yet received any
j) notification from the Commission.
Wherefore, the plaintiffs pray that this Court:

(a) Issuec a preliminary and permanent injunction

cnjoining the defendant, its agents, successors,
employees, attorneys, and those acting in concert

' with them from engaging in cach of the unlawful

practices sct forth in Paragraph 4 hcrcéf, and

r from continuing other practices shown to be in

violation of applicable law;

(b) Grant such other and further relief as
may be just and proper, including promoiion, bhack
pay, and compensatory scniority to the plaintiffs

;) and the members of the class thoy represent;

—6-
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(¢) Award plaint s the costs of this action
-) Pr and rcasonable attorneys' fees as provided in §706(k)
~) of the Civil Rights Act df 1964, 42 U.S.C, §2000c-
f 5(k). '

Respectfully submitted,

WILLIAMS & LUCK
216 N. Ridge Strcet
Danville, Virginia -

RICHARD B. SOBOL
Ej-XZABETH MOLODOVSKY
. 1825 Jefferson Place, N.W,
5 Weshington, D. C, 20036

JACK GREEXNBERG
JAMES M. NABRIT IIX
‘ - SYLVIA DREW
10 Columbus Circle
New York, New York 10019

o B p AKX

E}torneys for Pluiutif{i)

DATFD: Jﬂnuary]7 , 1970
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA
DANVILLE DIVISTON

JULIOUS ADAMS, et al.,
Plaintifis
v.
DAN RIVFER MILLS, INC.

Defendant

. CIVIL ACTION FILE NO.
69-C-58-D

°0 *¢ o0 30 ¢ 00 a0 o4 ss o

amend their complaint, it

amended complaint,

Dated:

ORLDER

Upon consideration of plaintiffs' motion for leave to

is hereby

ORDERED that plaintiffs are granted leave to file an

° UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

g
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JULIOUS ADAMS
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Individually and

j on behalf of all persons
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i UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
i WESTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA

CIVIL ACTION
No,69-C-58-D

SECNOND AMENDED COMPLATNT

i Civil Rights Act of 1866, 42 U.S.C. § 1981.

I. JURISDICTION

1. This action is brought by the plaintiffs on their

behalf and on behalf of the class they represent to enforce

the provisions of Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42

Uu.s.C. §

2000¢ et seq., and the provisions of Section I of the

—

!, appropriate equitable relief, including back pay, are sought.

Injunctive and other

o aere
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Jurisdiction is conferred on this Court by § 706(f) of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. § 2000e-5(f), and by 28 U.S.C;
§ 1545(4).
IX. PARTIES

2, (a) Plaintiffs Mary L. Brooks, Bessie Mae Burrell,
and Loretta Harris are black citizens of the United States and
residents of Pittsylvania County, Virginia. Each of these
plaintiffs applied for employment at Dan River Mills, Inc., in
Danville, Virginia at various tiwmes in 196S and 1969 and was
refused $mployment. ‘Each was thereafter hired, but 1s.n6 longér
empioyed by the company. )

(b) Plaintiffs Julious Adams, Leroy M. Barksdale,

William C. Barksdale, Edward Crews, Russell Dodson, Joscph R. ‘
Graves, Tommie Hairston, Robert W. Hereford, William Hereford,
Leroy Johnson, James Montgomery, Bernard Lee Robertson, Harry
Slade, Charlie Smith and Henry Wilson are black citizens of the
United States and residents of Pittsylvania County, Virginia,
Fach of these plaintiffs is an cmployce of Dan River Mills, Inc.‘
at that company's facilities in Danville, Virginia,

(c) This action is brought by the plaintiffs as a

- class action pursuant to Rule 23 of the federal Rules. of Civil

Procedure.

(i) Wwith respect to the allegations of
subparagraph 4(a), infra, the subclass represented
by the plaintiffs is comprised of black applicants
for employment and potential black applicants for
employment at the plauts operated by Dun River

in ithe Danville Division.

g
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" Employmwent test, the Johnson Temperament Analysis,

(ii) With respect to the allegations of
subparagraph 4(b), infra, the subclass represented
by the plaintiffs is comprised of all black persons

who have been or who in the future might be dis-

quallfied or dxsadvanta"ed from employment in any

- - -

position at any ylants operated by Dan River in

Alabama, Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina
and Vvirginia, by virtue of the results of the ad-
ministration of the Form Buard test, the Henmon-

Nelson test, the Kuder Preference Record, the Otis

or any similar personnel tests or devices.

(iii) With respect to the allegations of sub-
paragraphs ﬁ(c) and (d), infra, the subclasses
represented by the plaintiffs are comprised of black
cuployees in the Danville Division of Dan River.

(iv)" With respect to the allegations of sub-
paragraph 4(e), infra, the subclass represented by_
the plaintiffs is comprised of black employees in

the Danville Division of Dan River, who were

prevented or discouraged; directly or indirectly,
from securing employment in the Danville Division

of Dan River at an earlier point in time by virtue

s m—— - gm .

of the company's practice of racial di§crimination;

(v) Wwith respect to the allegations of sub- :
paragraph 4(f), infra, the subclass }eprcsented
by the plaintiffs is comprised of all black employecs
at any of the plants operated by Dan River in Alabama,
Gcorgla, North Carolina, South Carolina and Vlrglnia

who are disqunllflcd or disadvantaged from promotlon
X, v

or assignment to any job LYy viriue of formal educa-

tional requirecments,

-3
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(vi) With respect to the allegations
of paragraph #4(g), infra, the subclass represented
by the plaintiffs is comprised of all black employees
in the Danville Division who are, Dy virtue of formal
educational requirements, disqualified or disadvan-
taged from prowmotion or assignment to any job where
any of the incumbents do not meet the.educational

requirement,

Each subclass is so numerous that joinder of all its members is
impractgcable; theré are questions of law or fact common to the
class; the claims of the plaintiffs are typical of the claims of
the class; the plaintiffs Qill fairly and adeguately protect the
interests of the class. .The defendant has acted or refused to
act on grounds generally applicable to the class, thereby making
appropriate final injunctive réljef with respect to the class as
a whole. Questions of law and fact common to the members of the
class predominate over any questions affecting only individual
members., A class action is superior to other évailable ﬁethods
for the fair and efficient adjudication of the controversy.

3. Defendant Dan River Mills, Inc. (hereinafter "Dan

. River") is a corporation incorporated under the laws of Virginia.

It has plants for the manufacture of textile products in Benton,

" Clanton, Dadeville, Greenville, and Wetumpka, Alabama; White,

.. Georgia; Burlington, North Carolina; Andexson, Cateechee, Clifton,;

Converse, Easley, Fountain Inn, Greenville, Liberty and Simpson-

‘ ville, South Carclina; and Danville, Virginia, The defendant

/o,

-
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cmploys more i -an twenty-five persons and is engaged in an

industry affecting commerce,

IIX, STATEMENT

4, Dan River has discriminated, and is éontinuing to

discriminate, against the plaintiffs and the class they repre-

e . = e e

sent on the grounds of race. The methods of discrimination in-
clude, but are_not limited to, intenti;nally engaging in the
following practices:

(a) the refusal to hire black applicants, and
particuiﬁrly black women'applicants, on groﬁnds of race. Plain-
tiffs Brooks, Burrell and Harris have been directly aggrieved by
this‘practicc;

(b) reliance, as a condition of employment, or
of employment or assignment to certain jobs, on personnel tests
that disqualify a disproportionately large number of black as
compared to white applicants and that have not been shown to, and
do not, precdict performance on the jobs to which new euployces
are assigned.- P]a%ntiffs Adams, Leroy Barksdale, William Barks-—
dale, podson, Graves, Rbbert Hereford, William Hereford, Mont-
gomery, Robertson, Slade, Swith and Wilson have been directly
aggrieved by this practice;

(¢) the discriminatory denial to black employees
of initial assignment, promotion or transfer to higher level,
better paid or more desirable job assignmentis, inéluding super-

visory jobs, clerical jobs and administrative jobs. Among the

e e v —— " ¢ a—
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“this practice;

policies that contribute to this result are (i) the failure to
adequately inform black employces of openings in.traditionally
white jobs or in more dcsirab%e jobs, (ii) the éompany's reliance
on the subjective discretion of super;isory peréonnel in the
selection of employces for training and transfer; (iii) the
restriction of certain of the lowest paid and‘least desirable
job categories to black employees; and (iv) the discrimination
in testing referred to in subparagraph. 4(b), supra. Plaintiffs
Adams, Leroy Barksdale, William Barksdale, Edward Crews, Dodson,
Graves,.Hairston, Robert Hereford, Williaw Hereford, Johnsen,
Montécmery, Robertson, Slade, Smith and Wilson have been directly
aggrieved by these practices; .

(a) the discriminatory allocdtion of training op-
porfuuities as between black and white employees. The failure of
the company to post training opportunities‘has céntriputed to

this result. Plaintiff Hairston has been directly aggrieved by

(e) reliance on length of service in making pro-

motions and layoffs, where presently employed blaclk workers were

prevented, by virtue of Dan River's history of racial discrimina-

i
tion, from sccuring employment with the cowpany at an earlier date.

»
.

i
(f) reliance, as a condition of assignment to cer-

Plaintiff Burvell has been directly aggrieved by this practice;

tain desirable jobs, on forwal educational requirements that oper-

ate to disqualify a disproportionately large percentage of black

candidates and that have not been shown to, and do not, predict

-6~
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performance on these jobs. Plaintiffs Adams, Leroy Barksdalq;'
Robert Hereford, Robertson, Slade, Smith >nd Wilson have been
directly aggrieved by this practice;

(g) reliance, as a condition of assignment to cer-

tain jobs from which blacks were traditionally excluded, on

educational requirements that are not met by the white incumbents
in those positions., Plaintiffs Adams, Leroy Barksdale, William
Parksdale, Robert Hereford, Robertson, Slade, Smith and Wilson

have heen aggrieved by this practice.

. IV. VIOLATIONS OF LAW

5. The employment practices described in Paragraph 4
hereof are violative of the rights of the plaintiffs and the
class they represeni sccured by Section 703(a)(1), (2) of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. § 2000e-2(a)(1), (2).

6. 'The employmcﬂt practices described in Paragraph 4
hereof are violative of the rights of the plaintiff{s and the -
class they represent secured by the Civil Rights Act of 1866, 42
U.S.C. § 1981,

. V. EQUITY

T

7. Plaintiffs and the class they represent are sulfering

irreparable injury by virtue of the practices described in Para-

graph 4 hercol, They are without an adequate remedy at law,

- PO . . . PR . e e aiees -——— .. -
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VI. EXHAUSTION

8; Neither the State of Virginia nox the City of
Danville has a law prnhibiting.the practices alleged herein.
All of the named plaintiffs have filed charges of racial dis-~
crimination against Dan River with the Equal Employment Opportu-
hiiy Commission, pursuant to Section 706(a) of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C, § 2000e. By letters dated October 10,
October 15 and October 22, 1969, all of the charging parties,‘
except Joseph R. Graves, have received notification from the
Commission, pursuant to Section 706(e), that the Commission was

unable to secure voluntary compliance with the Act.
VII. PRAYER

WHEREFORE, the plaintiffs pray that this Court:

(a) 1Issue a preliminary and permanent injunction
enjoining the defendant, its agents, successors
employees, attorhcys, and those acting in concert
with them from engaging in cach of the unlawful
practices set forth in Paragraph 4 hereof, and from
coutinuiné other practices shown to be in viola-

tion of applicable law;

(v) Grant such other and further relief as may
be just and proper, including promotion, back pay,
and compensatory seniority to the plaintiffs and

the mewbers of the class they represent;

8-




Dated:

(c) "Award plaintiffs the costs of this action

and reasonable aftorncys' fees as provided in

§ 706(k) of the Civil Rights aAct of 1964, 42

U.S.C. § 20003-5(k).

February 16 , 1972

e ed e e e - e e

—me® met it mvermen e e Sw S medmein e eeh

Respectfully submitted,

WILLIAMS & LUCK
216 N. Ridge Street
Danville, Virginia

ROBERT B. FITZPATRICK
ELIZABETH MOLODOVSKY

1823 Jefferson Place, N. W.
washington, D. C. 20036
(202) 659-4880

RICHARD B, SOBOL

1110 Royal Street .

New Orlecans, Louisiana 70116
(501) 524-2237

JACK GREEXNBERG

10 Columbus Circle
New York, New York 10019

BY:~

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

-9-
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I .certify that on February 16, 1972, I ﬁailed postage
prepaid copies of tﬁe foregoing Motion to Amend and Second
Amended Complaint to Fraunk Talbott, IIX, Esq., Dan River Mills,
Inc., 2291 Memorial Drive, Danville, Virginia 24541; Homer L.
Deakins, Jr., Esq., Thompson, Ogletree, Haynsworth and Deakins,

The Daniel Builbing, Greeﬁville, South Carolina 29602; and David

v,
b

opportunity Commission, 1800 G Street, N. W., Washington, D. C.

Dated: February 16, 1972 : .

Y. Zugschwerdt, Esq. Office of General Counsel, Equal Ewploymeant

CERTIFTCATE OF SERVICE

v

LA L AAD

RICHARD B. SOBOL

Attorney for Plaintiffs A
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COIR
WESTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA

-

JULIOUS ADAMS, LEROY BARKSDALE,
WILLIAM C. BARKSDALE, MARY L.
BROOKS, BESSIE MAE BURRELL,
EDWARD CREWS, RUSSELL V. DODSON,
JOSEPIl R. GRAVES, TOMMIE L.
JAIRSTON, LORETTA IARRIS, ROBERT : ’ .
W. HEREFORD, WILLIAM HEREFCRD, .

LIROY JO'MNSON, JAMES MONTGIMERY,

BERNARD LZE ROBERTSON, IARIY SLADE, : :

CHARLIE SxITH, HENRY WILSONW,

Plaintiifs,

° CIVIL ACTION
No. 69-C~35-D

JANIE A, HUNT, ROBERT CHANEY,
JOEL MARABLE,

Plaintiffs-Intervenors, :

V. : .
DAN RIVER MILLS, INC., . .
Deiendant.s H

THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT AND AMENDED
COMPLAINT IN INTERVINTION

I. JURISDICTION

1. This action is brought by the plaintiffs and the
plaintiffs-intervenors on their own behalf and on behali of ihe
class they represent to enforce the provisions of Title VII of
the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. § 2000e et seq., and
the provisions of Scction I of the Civil Rights Act of 1866,
42 U.s.C. § 1981. Injhndtive and other appropriate eqguitable
rclief, including back ﬁg;, are sought, Jurisdiction is conferred
on this Court by § 706(f) o the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42

U.5.C. § 2000e-5(f), and by 28 U.s.g. § 1343(4).

~ i R

CIRCUIT COURT,

RGINIA

CrEfE

DANVILLE,

FILED 1

[H

DEPUTY
CLERK

TN

ATTEST: &L«L@*‘-L/J é(q(wg_m
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II. PARTIES
' A

2. (a) Plaintiffs Mary L. Brooks, Bessie Mae Burrell,
and Lorctta'narris are black citizens of the United siatesrand
residents of Pittsylvania County, Virginia. Each of these
plaintiffs applied for employment at Dan River Mills, Inec., }n .
Danville, Virginia at various times in 1968 and 1969 and was '
nggscq employmcnt. Each was thereafter hired, but is no longer
employcd bx the company.f » . i '

(v) Plaintiffs Julious Adams, Leroy M. Barksdale,
Viiliam C. Barksdale, Edward Crews, Russell Dodson, Joseph R. .
Graves,.Tommie Hniiston, Robert W, Hereford, William Hereford,"
Lexoy Bohnson, Janes Montgomery, Bernard Lee Robertson, Harr&
Slade, ‘Charlie Smith and Henry Wilson are black citizens of the
United States and ggﬁiﬁgnfs oi‘Eijpgylvgpia County, Virginia, -
Eaéh of‘£ﬁ;se.blain§if£s,'other ihan ﬁulious Adaus, EE_EF
employece of éefendaut Dan River Mills, Inc. at thai company's
facilities in banville, Virginia. Plaintiff Julious Adams was
an employee of Dan River Mills, Inc. at these same facilities
until January 26, 1972 when he was discharged. .

(c) Plairtiif-intervenor Janie A, Hunt is a black
citizen of the United States and a2 resident of Pittsylvania
County, Virginia. He is an employee (presently on sick.leave)
of Dun River Mills, Inc., in Danville, Virginia, )

(a) Plaintiffs-intervenors Robert Chaney and Joel
Marable are black citizens of the United States and residents of
; Pittsylvenia Counly, Virginia. Each was cmploycd by Dan River
Mills, Inc, at its~facilities in Dax;il}e,“Virginié?uhtil they

were discharged in 1966, . ’ ) &>

-




(e¢) This action is brought by the plaintiffs and
the plaintifis-intervenors as a class action pursuant io Rule
23(a), (v)(2),(35) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.
The class represcnted by the plaintiffs and the plaintififs-

——

intervenors is comprised of all black persons who have unsuccess—
fully sought employment by Dan River Xills, Inc. in the Danville
Division, all future black applicants for cmployment by Dan River
Mills, Inc. in the Danville Division, and all present and future
black cuployees in the Danville Division, and all former black

cuployees in the Danville Division. The class is so numerous

-

ﬁhat‘joinder'&f all it: members is iwpraciicable; there are ques-
tions pf law or fact cownon to the‘class; the ciaims of the .
plaint;ffs are typical of the claims of the class; the plaintiffs
wil} fairly and adeguately prbtect the interests éf the c}ass.
The defendaut has acted or refused to act on grounds generzlly
applicavlce to the class, thereby making appropriate final injunc~.
tive relief with respect to ihe qldss as a whole. Questions of
lawv and fact common to the mewmbers of ithe ciass predonminate over
any questions affecting only individual mesbers. A class action
is superior to other avaiiable wethods for the Fair and efiicient
adjudication of thé controversy. .

3. Defendant Dan River Mills, Inc. (hereinafter “Dan
River”) is a corporation incorporated under the laws of Virginia.
It has plants for the manufacture of textile products in Danville,
Virginia. The defendant cmploye more than twenty-five persons

e
and is an eaployer engaged in an industry affecting commcrce,

)
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III., STATEMENT
Q‘ R

4. Dan River has discriminated, and ;E_ggpj}gﬁing to
discriminate, against the plaintiffs, plaintirﬁ-intervenérs, and
the class they renresent on the grounds of race, The methods of
discrimination includé, but are not limited to, intentionally
engaging in the following practices:

’ .
(a) the refusal to hire black applicants, and

particularly black women applicants, on grounds of race. Plain-
tifrs Brooks, Burxrell and Harris have been directly aggrieved by
thiis practice;.

(b) reliance, as a condition of employment, ox of
émployment o; assignment to certain jobs, on_gg%iPnpe} tests- g
(g;g;, the Otis Test, the lenmon-Nelson Test, the Kuder Preference
Record Test) that disqualify a disproportionately large number of
black as compared to thte applicants and that have not been
siiown to, and do not, predict performance on the jobs to which
new employees are assigned. Plainéiffs Adams, Leroy Barkséale,
Williawm Bariksdale, Dodson, Graves, Robert Hereford, William
Hereford, Montgouwery, Robertson, Slade, Smith and Wilson have
been directly aggrieved by this practiice;

(e¢) the édiscriminatory denial to black employees
of initial assignment, promotion or transfer to higher level, ~
better paid or morce desirable job assignmenis, including super-
visory jobs, clerical jobs and adminisirative jobs. Among the?
policies that contribute to this result are: (i) the failure
to adequately inform black cmployeces of openings in traditionally

~ / “ b |
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white jobs or in wore desirable jobs; (ii) the company's xreliance
on the subjective discretion of supervisory and pcrsonne; offi-
cials in making thesc decisions; (iii) the restriction of certain
of the lowest paid and least dcsirable job catezories to black
cmployees; anq (iv) the discrimination in testing referred to in
subparagraph 4(b), supra. Plaintiffs Adaﬁs, Leroy Barlksdale,
William Barksdalé, Edward Crews, Dodson, Graves, Hairston, Robert
ﬁcfcfofd, William Hereford; Johnson, Monigomery, Robextson, Slade,
Smith and Wilson have becen directly aggrieved by these praciices;

(d) reliance on length of service.in making Iayoffé
and qonsiderntién of length of service in méking prowotions and
tr§p§f5f§,“wherc mény'p;ééentiinéﬁbbeEd'Bléck‘wdrkeés were pre— _
vented, by virtue of Danlnivcr's history of racial discriuination,
from securing employment with.the comnany at an earlier date.
Plaintiff Burrell has been directly agsrieved by this practice;

(e) wreliance, as a factor in conncetion with assign-
ment to certain desirable jobs, 9n:fprma1 educational réquiremen£s
that operate to disqualify a disproportionately 1érge percentage
of black candidﬁtes and that have not been shown to, and do not,
predict performance on these jobs. Plaintiffs Adams, Leroy
Barlksdale, Robert ﬁereford, Robertson, Sladc, Smith and Wilson
have been directly aggricved by this practice;

(f) reliance, as a condition of assignment to cexr-
tain jobs from which blacks were traditionally excluded, on
qducazionul rcquircmenté/that are not met by the white incuuwbents
in those positions. Plaintiffs Adams, Leroy Barksdale, Gzlliam

Barksdale, Robert Hereford, Robertspgn, Slaﬂe, Smith and Wilson

have been direetly aggrieved by this practice.
. i o
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(g) the diseriminatory discharge of black cmployees
on grounds of race. Plaintiff Adams and plaintiffs—inte;vcnors
Chaney and Marable have been directly aggrieved by this practice.

5. On January 26, 1972, after the original filing of
this suit, Dan River discharged plaintiff Julious Adams, undér
circumstances in which he would not have been discharged hac hé&E
nov filed charges of racial discrimination against the company
with the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission and had he not
filed this action. Dan River has discriminated in employment

against other plaintiffs and against other persons in retaliation
Redbudtunk .

for their institution of suit ox their filing of charges against

the company uner Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964..

IV. VIOLATIONS OF LAW

6. The employment practices described in Paragraph &
nereof are violative of the rights of the plaintiffs and ‘the class
they represent sccured by Section 703(2)(1), (2) of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. § 2000e-(=a)(1), (2).

7. The employment practices described in Paragraph 4
hereof are violative of the rights of the plaintiffs and the
class they reprcseﬁt securcd.by the Civil Rizhts Act of 1566,

42 U.S.C. § 1981.

8. Thc dischaxrge oX plainkiff Adams and the discrimina-—
'tion against other persouns on cccount of their filing EEOC char-
ges and instituting suit against the delendant violates rights
sceured by Scetion 704 of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 4T .S.C.
§ 20000-3. S ,

- -
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V. EQUITY
?
9. Plaintiffs and the class they rcepresent are suffer—
ing irreparable injury by viriue of the practices described in

Paragraph 4 hereof. They are ﬁithout analequate remedy at law.

VI. EXIIAUSTION

. 10, Neither the State of Virginia nor the City of **
Danville has a law prohibiting the practices alleged herein., All
of the nomed plaintiffs have filed charges of racial discrimina—
tion against Dan River with the Equal Employment Opportunity
Comuission, pu;suant to Scction 706(a) of the Civil Rights Act of
1964, 4 U.S.C. § 2000e. Dy letters dated October 19, october 15
and October 22, 1969, all of‘thé charging parties, except Joseph
R. Graves, have received notification from the Commission, pur-
suant to Scction 706(e), that the Commission was unable io0 secure’
voluntary compliance with the Act. . Plaintiffis-intervenors Robert
Chauey and Joel Marable filed charges of racial discrimination
against Dan River within.ninety days of their discharge in 1986.
By letter dated December 23, 1969, they received notification
from the Commission of its inability to secure voluntary conm-
piiance with the Act. In February, 1972, plaintiff Adams filed a
charge under Section 704 of the Act with the Commission. Adams

wus notified of his right to sue on this charge on December 1% ,

1972.

of)
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VII. -PRAYER

WHEREFORE, the plaintifls pray that this Court:

(a) Issue a preliminary and permanentinjunciion enjoin-
ing the defendant, its agents, successors, employees, atiorneys,

and those acting in concexrt with them from engaging in each of the

tlnulng other pract+ccs shown t0 be in violation of applicable law

(b) Grant such other and further relief as may be just

and proper, including reinstatcment, promotion, back pay, and
compensatoxry scniority to the nlaintiffs and the members of the
class they répresent; )

(cj Reinstate plaintiff Adams with back pay from the
date of his discharge and enjoin the defendant Zrom furither discri-
minating against any person‘becauﬁe of their perticipation’in pro-
ceedings against ihe company under Title VII of the Civil Rights
Act of 1984; and )

(d) Award plaintiffs tke costs of this aciion and
reasonable atiorneys' fees as provided in § 706(k) of ihe Civil
Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. § 20003-5(k).

Respectfully sﬁbmitted,

WILLIAMS & LUCK
216 North Ridge Street
Danville, Virginia

" RICIARD B, SOBOL
1110 Royal Street
New Orleans, Louisiana 70116
(504) 524-2237

RICIARD T. SEYMOUR
ELIZABETIH MOLODOVSKY
;765 R Strceu, N. W.

. jashi n"ton C. 20009

bExds Sg—il
JACK GRLENBERG
~ 10 Columbus Cifcle b

New York, New Yorlk 10019 -

b

Dated: Ja'{lu:wy 26, '1973 By:%@az:///’/—/ .

Attorneys for Pleointiffs &
Plaintiffs-Intexrvenors
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5 Dan River Mills, Incorporated EXHIBIT PLAINHIFF NO._ o).
is: As per Endorsement #l 3 C .
ree, I(Da.nville, Virginia b~ ~H-50 W ﬁ-, A]
L )

The Insurance Company Whose Name Appears on the Declarations Page Forming a Part of This Policy

110 midh L.

BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 0.2/07

(A stock insurance company herein called the company)

Agrees with the insured, named in the declarations made a part hereof, in consideration of the payment of the premium and in reliance
upon the statements in the declarations and subject to the limits of liability, exclusions, conditions and other terms of this policy:

1L

COVERAGES: To indemnify the insured for all sums which
the insured shall be obligated to pay by reason of the liability
imposed upon him by iaw or liability assumed by him under

contract or agreement for damagesland expenses, all as in- -

cluded in the definition of “‘ultimate 'net loss”, because of:
(a) personal injuries, as hereinafter defined;
(b) property damage, as hereinafter defined; -
(¢) advertising liability, as hereinafter defined.
e

DEFINITIONS:
1. Insured.

The unqualified word “insured” includes the named insured

and also includes:

(a) except with respect to liability arising out of the
ownership, operation. maintenance, use, loading and
untloading of automobiles, aircrait and watercraft—any
director, stockholder, officer. or other employce of the
named insured, while acting within the scope of his
dutics as such, and any organization or proprictor with
respect to rcal estate management for the named in-
sured. If the named insured is a partnership, any
partner therein but only with respect to his lability
as such;

(b) any other person or organization who is an additional
insured under any underlying policy of insurance sub-
ject to all the limitations upon coverage under auch
policy other than the limits of the underlying insurer’s
liability;

(¢) with respect to any automobile owned by the named
insured or hired for use by or on behalf of the named
insured, or to any aircraft hired for use by or on behalf
of the named insured, any persou while using such
automobile or such aireraft and any person or organ-
ization leyally responsible for the use thereof, provided
the actual use thereof is with the permission of the
named insured. The insurance afforded by this sub-
division (c), with respect to any person or organiza-
tion other than the named insured does not apply—

G9024-3 (7- 62)
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INSURING AGREEMENTS

2.

3.

1. to any person or organization, or to any agent or
employee thereof, operating an automobile repair
shop, public garage, sales agency, service station
or public parking place, with respect to any occur-
rence aristng out of the operation thereoi;

. 2. to (i) any manufacturer of aircraft engines or com-
: ponent parts of aircraft or aviation accessories, or
(i) any aircraft sales or service or repair_organiza-
tion, or (iii) any seller of aircraft supplics, acces-
sories, equipment or component parts of aircrait
or (iv) any airport or hangar operator or (v) the
respective employees or agents of any of the afore-
mentioned, with respect to any occurrence arising
out of the operations of any of the aforementioned;

3. with respect to any hired automobile or aircraft, to
the owner or lessee thereof, other than the named
insured, or any employee of such owner or lessee.

Except with respect to sub-paragraph 2 hereof, this sub-
division (c) shall not apply if it restricts the insurance
granted under sub-division (b) above.

Personal Injuries.

The terma “personal injuries” shall mean bodily injury,
sickness or disease, mental injury, mental anguish, shock,
disability, false arrest, false imprisonment, wrongful evic-
ticn, detention, malicious prosccution, discrimination, hu-
miliation, invasion of right of privacy, libel, slander or
defamation of character, including death at any time re-
sulting therefrom.

Property Damage.

The term “property damage”™ shall mean (a) physical in-
jury to, or physical destruction of, tangible property, in-
cluding the loss of use thereof but excluding all other
conscquential damages, or (b) injury to or destruction of
property, including the loss of use thereof, caused by
accident.

Plaintiff's Exhibit 2
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_4. Advertising Liability. .

° The' term “advertising  liability” shall mean (1) libel,
slander or defamation, (2) any infringement of copyright
or of title or of slogan, piracy or unfair competition or
idea misappropriation under an implied contract, or (J) ey
invasion of right of privacy—all committed or alleged to
have been committed in any advertisement, publicity
article, broadcast or telecast and arising out of the named
insured's advertising activities.

5. Ultimate Net Loss.

The term “ultitmate net loss” shall mean the total sum
which the insured, or any company as his insurer, or hoth,
becomes legally obligated to pay as damages hecause of
personal injury, property damage, or advertising liability
claims, either through adjudication or compsromise, and
shall also include -hospital, medical and funcral charges
and all sums paid as salarics, wages, compensation, fees,
charges and law costs, premiums on attachment or appeal
bonds, interest on judgments, expenses for doctors, lawyers,
nurses, and investigators and other persons, and for
litigation, settlement, adjustment and investigation of claims
and suits:which are paid as a consequence of any occur-
rence covered hereunder, excluding only the salaries of
the named insured’s or of any underlying insurer’s per-
manent employees.

The company shall not be liable for any expenses as
aforesaid when payment of such expenses is included in
other valid and collectible insurance.

6. Automobile.
Thp term “gmgomobile" shall mean a land motor vehicle,
trailer or semi-trailer.

7. Aircraft.
The word_ “aircraft” shall mean heavier than air or lighter
than air aircraft designed to transport persons or property.

8. Products—Completed Operations Hazards.

performed or hecause further operatioi's may He re-
quired pursuant to an agreemeny; provided further, the
following shall not be decined to be “operations”
within the meaning of this paragraph: (a) pick-up or
delivery, except from or onto a railraad car,, (b) the
maintenance of vehicles owned or used by or in behalf
of the insured, (¢) the existence of tools, uninstalled
equipment and abandoned or unused materials, The
word “operations” includes any act or omission in con-
nection with operations performed by or on behalf of
the named insured on the premises or clsewhere,
whether or not goods or products are involved in such
operations.

9. Occurrence.

The term “occurrence” shall mean (a) an accident, or (b)
an event, or continuous or repeated exposure to conditions,
which unexncctedly resuits m personar injury, noperty
damage, or aavertising liability (either alone or in any
combination) during the policy period. With respect to
Coverages 1 _(a) and [ (b), except with respect to the
Products—Completed Operations Hazards, all personal
injury and property damage (either alone or in combina-
tion) arising out of one event or contiiuous or repeated
exposure to substantially the same general conditions exist-
ing at or emanating from one premises location shall he
deemed to be one occurrence. With respect to Coverages
I (a) and [ (b). all personal injury and property damage
(either alone or in combination) arising out of the
Products—Completed Operations Hazards shall be deemed
to be one occurrence if arising out of one lot of goods or
products prepared or acquired by the named insured or
others trading under his name. With respect to Coverage
I (c), all personal injury and propert~v damage (either
alone or in combination) involving the same injurious
material or act, regardless of the frequency or repetition
thereof, the number or kind of media used, and the number
of claimants, shall be deemed to arise out of one occurrence.

“ . . " III. POLICY PERIOD:— TERRITORY: This policy applies
g‘e‘:ntlei’al’]‘)‘“hl’m‘!‘fﬂs completed operations hazards” shall only to occurrences, as herein defined, which happen during
y arising out of 2 & . s o
1 d duect { . . the policy period anywhere in the world; provided, however, if
1) 898 s gl'bpmh“&s ma(llm.actured. sold, handled or dis- any occurrence happens during the policy period of this policy
tri lﬂeh, y the named insured or by others trading which results in personal injury, property damage or advertis-
under his name, if !;he occurrence happens after posses- ing liability of the type which would be insured under the
sion “:f -‘j“gh g;:o‘h or products has been relinquished provisions of this policy and if personal .injury, property
to (;’t e}:‘; y the “3"3_0‘! insured or by others trading damage or advertising liability resulting from that same oc-
}m er nis name and '& such occurrence happens away currence has also happened during the policy period of any
rom dpyemn:eds. owned, re‘uted or controlled by the similar policy of insurance issued by the company to any
ga“"le '“?j‘-"’e ; Pl“"i"ded- such goods or products shall ~ named insared hereunder prior to the policy period of this
e g?";‘e b‘° ""‘1“1’ € any container thereof, other than policy, that policy issued by the company which is in force
a vehicle, but s :;1! “°]' include any vending machine or at the time the first claim is made against. the insured which
lany P‘;O?e")’-_ ot fefdl_““} such CO'_\tdl“el‘. rented to or could resuit in ultimate net loss payable thereunder shall con-
ocate. or use ol others but not sold; stitute the only policy of the company which shall apply to
(2) operations, if the occurrence happens after such opera- such occurrence and to all personal injury, property damage
tions have been completed or abandoned and occurs and advertising liability (cither alone or in combination) at
away from premises owned, rented Jor controlled by any time resulting from such occurrence. regardless of the
the named insured; provided, operations shall not be number of similar policies of insurance issued by the company
deemed incomplete hecause improperly or defectively which could otherwise apply in the absence of this agreement.
) 1
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d This policy does not apply: ' (h) except as provided in exclusion (x), to bodily injury, sick-
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Thm pohcv does not apply, except insofar a-: verage is ayailable | (1)) for impro or inadequate performance, dcsn.,n c’r
*the infdred under the underlying policies o /rance set forth ,in , specificatit - - 4t nothing herein containe:d shall be con-
e declarations: N ’ steued to w....uulv claims mude against the insured ford
personal injuries or property damage tother than (% op-
(c) :‘lctl:n:t;lzflct to advertising liability, to claims made against erty damage to a product of the insnred) resulting from
(i) for failure of performance of contract, but this slall « improper or inadequate performance, design or specifi-
. 4 cation;
o ndt relate to claims for unauthorized appropriation of (f) to liability of R It 1 tted
ideas based upon alleged breach of implied contract; 1 iability of any insured for assault and hattery committec
. by or at the direction of such insured cxeept liability for
(ii) for infringement of registered trade-mark, service mark personal injury or death resulting from any act alleged to
or trade-name by use thereof as the registered trade- be an assault and battery but which was actually com-
milllik. S&!erclc fllli'll'k l?l‘ trad;::naxpe of'good'::_ or’}s:-e;'lwces mitted for the purpose of preventing or climinating danger
SO'( (: erel( or !;Z\L or advertised, but this shall not . in the operation of aircraft;
_ Telate to titles or siogans; (g) to any cmiployee with respect to personal injury to or death
(m) for incorrect description of any article or commodity; of another employee of the same employer injured in the
(iv) for mistake in advertised price. “ course of such employment;
~.(h) to liability arising out of the ownership, maintenance,
(d) to any obligation for which the insured or any carrier as his operation, use, loading or unloading of any aircraft; pro-
insurer may be held liable under any workmen’s compensa- vided, however, this exclusion shall not apply to h.nluhty of
tion, unemployment, compensation Ol'“dlaal)lhty benefits the named insured for aircraft not owuned by such insured;
lawl, or un(;icr any snm:ar Ias;(. !?_x;pvxde‘d. h'(‘)\vever thatd!l;lb (i) to liability arm.ng out of the (_)wnershtp, maintenance, opera-
:l’:c usion d oes "%‘ ap(li'»y to liability ol others assumed by tion, use, loading or unloading of any watercrait except
¢ named 1nsured under any contract or agreement; liability of the named insured for watercraft not owned by
(e) to claims made against the insured: M such ‘“S;f':",llf f the i 4d L. ¢
. .. . . j) to any liability of the insured due to war, invasion, acts o
@ f'-;; d:::‘:m:giu?;ct;igljmzfd 31'1‘;' (ﬁ:&e‘;‘;"s. r‘:‘l”ﬁ‘t‘:a {;’" foreign enemies, hostilities (whether war be declared or
fh ucts d def. sotd, han . 18 h . y not), civil war, rebellion, revolution, insurrection, military or
g ¢ :l':s“" tor‘any he ective part c;r parts thereot nor usurped power or confiscation or nationalization or re-
or the cost ol such repair or rep af.ement. quisition or destruction of or damage to property by or
(ii) for the loss of use of any such defective product or under the order of any government or public or local
products or part or parts thereof; authority.
CONDITIONS

1.

2.

. . ¥

Premium. The premium for this policy shall be as stated on the
Declarations page.

Inspection and Audit. The company shall be permitted to inspect
the insured’s premises, operations and elevators and to examine
and audit the insured’'s books and records at any time during the
policy period and any extension thercof and within three years
after the final termination of this policy, as far as they relate to
the premium bases or the subject matter of this insurance.

- “pecial Conditions Applicable to Occupational Disease. As re-
r,ards personal injury (fatal or non-fatal) by Occupational Dis-
ease sustained by any employee oi the insured, this policy is
subject to the same warranties, terms or conditions (except as
regards the premium, the amount and limits of liability, any

- condition respecting “other insurance” and the renewal agree-

ment, if any) as are contained in or as may be added to the
policies of Underlying Insurances set forth in_the Declarations
prior to the happening of an ogcurrence for which claim is made
hereunder.

Limits of Liability. The company shall only be liable for ultl-
mate net loss in excess of either:

(a) except as provided in subparagraph (b) hereof, the appli-
cable limits of liability of the policies of underlying insur-
ance set forth in Item 3 of the Declarations; or

(b) as respects each occurrence not covered by such underlying

insurance, or where each occurrence is covered by such

“underlying insurance but in recoverable amounts less than

the Underlying Limits set forth in Item 4 of the Declara-

-~ tioms, the amount of ultimate net loss set forth in the

- Declarations as "Underlying Limits".

but in no event shall the company be liable for an amount in
excess of the applicable limit of lability set forth in Item 5 of
the Declarations.

The limit of lability stated in Item 5 of the Declarations as
applicable to “each occurrence” is the total limit of the com-
pany's liability under this policy for ultimate net loss as a result
of any onc occurrence.

Subject to the limit of liability set forth in [tem 5 of the Decla-
rations with respect to “cach occurrence”, the limit of lability
so scet forth as “aggrepate” shall be the total imit of the com-
pany’s liability under this policy for ultimate net loss:

1) because of all personal injury and property damage durmg
each consecutive twelve months of the policy periad, arising
out of the Products-Completed Operations Hazards, and

(2) because of all persounal injury during cach consecutive twelve
months of the policy period sustaized from Qccupational
Disease by any ciployece ol the insured.

1 4

6.

7

In the event of reduction or exhaustion of the aggregate limits
of liability under the policies of underlying insurance by reason
of losses paid thereunder, this policy shall:

(i) in the event of reduction, pay the excess of the reduced
underlying insurance, and

(ii) in the event of exhaustion, continue in force as under-
lying insurance,

but nothing in thns paragraph shall operate to increase the limits
of the company's liability.

Severability of Interests. The term “the insured” is used sever-
ally and not collectively, but the inclusion herein of more than
one msured shall not operate to increase the limits of the com-
pany's liability. If more than one insured is named in Item 1 of
the Declaratmns. it is understood and agreed that the lunits of
'the co(;npanys liability shall not apply separately to each such
insure

Notice of Occurrence. When an occurrence takes place which, .;x'

he_insured, inv r—may. involve liability on
the part--of-the company, prompt written notice shall be given
by or on behalf of the insured to the company or any of its
authorized representatives. Such notice shall contain particulars
sufficient to identify the insured and also reasonably obtainable
information respecting the time, place and circumstances of the
occurrence. Failure to so notify the company of any occurrence
which at the time of its happening did not appecar to invoive
this policy but which, at a later date, would appear to give rise
to a claim hereunder shall not prejudice such claim provided
such notice is then given.

Assistance and Cooperation of the Insured. Except when the
aggregate limits of liability under the policies of underlying in-
surance set forth in Item J of the Declarations have been ex-
hausted, the company shall not be called upon to assuie charge
of the settlenment or defense of any claim made, suit brought or
proceeding instituted against thc insured but the company >hall
have the nghl and shall be given the opportumty to associate
with the insured or the insured’s underlying maurcrs. or both,
in the defense and control of any claim, suit or proceeding
telative_to_an. occurrence where, -in the judgment of the com-
pany, the claim .or suit_involves or appears reasonably likely to.
result'in liability for indemnity by the company under this policy,
in which event the insured, any underlying insurers involved, and
the company, shall cooperate in all things in the defense of such
claim or suit.

With respect to_any claim_made, seit brought or procecding

Justituted_against_the |u-uu«l _towineh the policies ot underlying

insurance set torth_in 1 Lteinn o o1_the Declarations will not_apply
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result in I-.nhllm ol_the_company to_indemnity the insured here-

wider for damages, the company way, 1 it so_clects, assuine




complete_coutrol ol _the_investigation, negotiations,_settlement

anddefense ol any sueh_clain,_suil_or progceeding agcainst the

oasured, In the event the company notifies the insured that it
has so celected, the dnsured shall cooperate with the company
and, upon the company's request, attend hearings and trials and
assist in making settlements, securing  and  giving  evidence,
obtaining the attendance of witnesses and in the conduct of any
legal proceedings in connection with the subject matter of tiis
gsurance. Jhe_insured shall not, except at his own_cost, volun-

cexpense_ather than _tor_such _munediate
Treliet to_others as_shall he jmperative
rence.

Jgence. |

8. Appeals. In the cvent the insured or the insured’s underlying
insurer(s) elect not to appeal a judgment in excess of the under-
lying limits, the company may elect to make such appeal at its
own cost and expense, and shall be liable for the taxable costs,
dishursements and interest on judgments incidental thereto,
but in no event shall the liability of the company for ultimate
net loss exceed the limit of its liability stated in this policy and,
in addition, the cost and expense of such appeal.

e ! -

9. Loss Payable. Liability under this policy with respect to any
occurrence shall not attach unless and until the insured, or the
insured’s underlying insurer, shall have paid the amount of the
underlying limits on account of such occurrence. The insured
shall make a definite claim for any loss for which the company
may be liable under the policy within twelve (12) months after
the insured shall have paid an amount of ultimate net loss in
excess of the amount borne by the insured or aiter the insured's
liability. shall have Leen fixed and rendered certain either by
final judgment against the insured after actual trial or by
written agreement of the insured, the claimant and the company.
If any subsequent payments shall be made by the insured on
account of the same occurrence, additional claims shall be made
similarly from time to time. Such losses shall be due and payable
within thirty days after they are respectively claimed and proven
in conformity with this policy.

10, Other Insurance. If any other valid and collectible insurance
exists protecting the insured against ultimate net loss covered by
this policy (other than the policies of underlying insurance
specified in Item 3 of the Declarations and other than any policy
with respect to which this policy is specified therein as under-
lying insurance), this policy shall be null and void with respect
to such loss whether the insured is specifically named in such

. ~xther policy of insurance or not: provided, however, if the

~:;jmounts recoverable by the insured under such other insurance
are not sufficient to completely protect the insured against such
foss, this policy shall apply but only as excess insurance over
such other valid and collectible insurance, in an amount not to
exceed the limit of the company’s liability stated in this policy,
and not as contributing insurance.

11, Subrogation. Inasmuch as this policy is excess coverage, the
insured’s right of recovery against any person, firm or corpora-
tion cannot be exclusively subrogated to the company; there-

181 s >
rily make any pavient, assume any obligation of ineur any
medical _and__sprgical

12.

13.

14

15.

fore, in case of any payment hereunder, the company will act
in concert with all other interests, including the insured, con-
cerned in the exercise of such rights of recovery. The apportion-
ing of any amounts which may be so recovered shall follow the
principle that any interests, including the insured, that shall
have paid an amount over and above any payment hereunder,
shall first be reimbursed up to the amount paid hy them; the
company is then to be reimbused out of any balance ithen re-
maining up to the amount paid hereunder; lastly, the interests,
including the insured, of which this coverage is in excess are
entitled to claim the residue, if any. Expenses necessary to the
recovery of any such amounts shall he apportioned between the
interests, including the insured, concerned, in the ratio of their
respective recoveries as finally settled.

Changes. Notice to or knowledge possessed by any person shall
not cffect a waiver or a change in any part of this policy or
estop the company from asserting any rights under the terms of
this policy; nor shail the terms of this policy be waived or
ch:ll.nged except by endorsement issued to form a part of this
policy.

Assignment. Assignment of interest under this policy shall not
bind the company until its consent is endorsed hereon.

Cancellation. This policy may e cancelled at any time by the
insured first named in [tem 1 of the Declarations by mailing to
the company or any of its authorized representatives, written
notice stating when thereafter such canceilation shall hecome
effective. This policy may be cancelled by the company by mail-
ing to the insured first named in Item 1 of the Declarations, at
the address shown in the Declarations, written notice stating
when, either not less than 30 days thereafter or the maximum
cancellation notice period stated in the policies of underlying
insurance set forth in the Declarations, whichever is the lesser,
such cancellation shall be eifective. The mailing of notice as
aforesaid shall be sufficient proof of notice. The effective date
and hour stated in such notice shall become the end of the policy
pericd. Delivery of such written notice either by such insured
or the company shall be equivalent to mailing. If such insured
cancels, earned premium shall be computed in accordance with
the customary short rate table and procedure. If the company
cancels, earned premium ‘shall be computed pro rata. Premium
adjustment may be made either at the time cancellation is ef-
fected or as soon as practicable after canceilation becomes effec-
tive, but payment or tender of unearned premium is not a
condition of cancellation.

Maintenance of Underlying Insurance. The policy or policies
set forth in the Declarations as Underlying Insurance shall be
maintained in full effect during the period this policy remains
in force except for any reduction of the aggregate limits con-
tained therein solely by payment of claims for occurrences which
take place during this policy period. Failure of the insured to
comply with the foregoing shall not invalidate this policy but
in the event of such failure, the company shall only bLe liable
to the same extent as it would have been if the insured had com-
plied with this condition.

It Witness Whereof, The issuing Company has caused this policy to be signed officially below and countersigned on the declarations page

by a duly authorized agent of said Company.

THE EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ASSURANCE CORPORATION, LIMITED

o e f Crsy

United States G

! Manager and At Y.

AMERICAN EMPLOYERS' INSURANCE COMPANY

Fanif f sy

President.



The Company * rg this pohcy is indl qahd by the first letter i ) POLICY NO.

POLICY NO., a. .lows: g
E - The Employers' Liability Assurance Corp., Ltd. E16-8136..002
A - Amencan Employers’ Insurance Company , J
AGENCY " [TAGCY. [ FRODUCER | STATE[ CITY[  CLASS  LMIS. EXPOSURE GRF. 'AGENT OR SROKER
| SYM oD .
i) 6666 |us5|00| ssss | o 00 20| Marsh & Mclennan
“ " [SUB-AGENT Or BROKER COmm. [ RENEWALOF DATE ISSUED GL% | GPD % X % | XPD % |OTHER %
Ei16-8136-001 |1/25/67| 40 | 4o | 10 | 10

DECLARATIONS

ITEM 1. _I

Named

Insured: Dan River Mills, Incorporated

Address: (As per Endorsement #l

it Danville, Virginia

tate)
L o4

Business of Insured  Manufacturing, finishing and selling cotton. (JQU encih #1)
ITEM 2. Policy Period: From January 1, 1967 1o January l, 1970 12:01 A. M.

standard time at the address of the Named Insured as stated herein.

ITEM 3. Underlying Insurance

Coverage Limits of Liability

Comprehensive General Liability PERSONAL INJURY -

Including 100,000.00 each person
Products 300,000.00 each occurrence
Blanket Contractual 300,000.00 aggregate
Owned Watercraft PROPERTY DAMAGE

. Foreign Liability g 100,000.00 each occurrence
;;) Malpractice 100,000.00 aggregate

Automobile Liability BODILY INJURY
: g 100,000.00 each person
300,000.00 each accident
~ PROPERTY DAMAGE
$ 100,000.00 each accident

s

Employers Liability $ 100,000.00 each accident
Specific Excess Workmen's 1,000,000.00 excess of
Compensation 11,500.00 each accident

- continued -

ITEM 4. Underlying Limits $ 25,000.00

ITEM 5. Limits of Liability—Ultimate Net Loss

$ 5,000,000.00 each occurrence
$ 5,000,000.00 aggregate
: g:)xrnme. Premium s 12,000.00 3 Yeaﬁ? sze'l?ia.j,c.i,p'mT
“ le . ” X -t )
bY A
1/2 5/67 ¢ Countcrsigned / X &67" '/‘ = ( A

(Authorized Reprcccmauvc)

G9024A-4 /
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Named Insured  Dan River Mills, Incorporated E16-8136-002

o
g
PR

!

ITEM 3. Underlying Insurance Continued

Coverage

Limits of Liability

Alrcraft Liasbility

Advertisers' Liability
Excludes Coverage for:

Iselin-Jefferson Company, Inc.

Iselin-Jefferson Financial Company,

Inc.

Colony Sales Company, Inc.

Hayes Sales Company, Inc.

Fruit of the Loom Pinancial

Corporation

Woodside Mills

John Preston Warehouse Company
™ Wunda Weve Carpet Company, Inc.
ié) Wunda Weve Leasing Company

$10,000,000.00 Combined Single Limit
each occurrence

$ 100,000.00 each occurrence L
foo,00%, 0¢ ayjﬁvwb..(,mm e
“ [v1v- %)

G9024A-3 Supploment

PAGE 2

.

1uf::”f1=:. A ST
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Authorized Representative




- This endorsement, effective. \ , forms part of Policy NoEl6“8136--002

,é_r"l,'_r,}_) issued to EFFECTIVE FROM INCEPTION DATE OF POLICY
by the insurance company indicated below by an “X”.

,E THE EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY D AMERICAN EMPLOYERS' THE EMPLOYERS' FIRE | THE NORTHERN ASSURANCE
ASSURANCE CORPORATION, LTD. INSURANCE COMPANY INSURANCE COMPANY .J COMPANY OF AMERICA

It is agreed that Item 1, Named Insured, as shown on the
Declarations shall read as follows:

Dan River Mills, Incorporated, Dan River
International Corporation, Schoolfield
Finishers, Inc., Dan River Cotteon Company,
Inc., Dan River Mills Foundation,
Schoolfield Cormunity Foundation, Inc.,
Riverdan Benevolent Fund, Inc., Iselin-
Jefferson Company, Inc., Iselin-Jefferson
Financial Company, Inc., Hayes Sales
Company, Inc., Colony Sales Company, Inc.,
Fruit of the Loom Financial Corporation,
Webco Mills, Incorporated, Webco Dyers,
Inc., Webco Realty Cocmpany, Inc., Clifton
Manufacturing Company, a Division of Dan
River Mills, Incorporated, Dan River
Carpets Company, A Division of Dan River

- : Mills, Incorporated and/or Affiliated,

f) Subsidiary Companies as now or hereafter
constituted and the Named Insured owns an
interest of more than fifty (50) percent,
but excluding Woodside Mills, A Division
of Dan River Mills, Incorporated, Wunda
Weve Carpet Company, Inc. and Wunda Weve
leasing Company.

Y

Countersigned

Kuthorlzed Representative
End. #1

.~ G8010-1 (N} /




wary 1, 1967. . E16-8136-002

-— . This endorser ',eﬁ'ecl : forms pa- f Polic, lo
& {_InCLs

Lo

issued to. Dan_ River Mills
by the insurance company indicated below by an “X”.

R] THE EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY AMERICAN EMPLOYERS" D THE EMPLOYERS' FIRE F" THE NORTHERN ASSURANCE
ASSURANCE CORPORATION, LTD. INSURANCE COMPANY INSURANCE COMPANY -l coMPANY OF AMERICA

It is agreed that Item #1 of the Declarations, Business of
Insured, is amended to read as follows:

Manufacturing, Finishing and Selling Cotton and Synthetic
Cloth and Carpeting. Manufacturing Chemical Finishes for
" Cloth, Primarily for own use, Factoring.

C‘?'“:"’- S ey
LS T )

-. v- e

Countersigned Bvé;i'gl Cj;L&inézV"

Authorized‘Representative
End, #2

G8010-1 Part 1



| 1/1)68 E16-8135-002

— This endorsemen’ Tecu..e , forms part ¢ ‘olicy No
fae)
X . D
Qli_ﬁ issued to an River Mills Inc.
by the insurance company indicated below by an “X”.
THE EMPLOYERS" LIABILITY AMERICAN EMPLOYERS® Y *
ASSURANCE CORPORATION, LTD. L} INSURANCE COMPANY INGURANGE Company L] Zompany OF AMERICA T CF

It 1s hereby agreed that this policy 1s extended to
include the following interests as Additional
Insureds:

' (1) - Wunda Weve Carpet Company a Division of
Dan River Mills, Incorporated

(2) - Wunda Weve Leasing Company.

This policy is hereby amended as herein specifically
stated but not otherwise.

It is agreed that the Underlying Insurance for these additions
is as follows:

COVERAGE ’ LIMITS OF LIABILITY

Comprehensive General Liability Personal Injury

Including: $100,000 each person
products $300,000 each occurrence
blanket contractual $300,000 aggregate

.Property Damage
$100,000 each occurrence
; $100,000 aggregate
Automobile Liability Bodily Injury
$100,000 each person
$300,000 each accident
Property Damage
. $100,000 each accident
Employers Liability $100,000 each accident

Additional Premium Due: $200.00
GEORGE DALZIEL
: RESIDENT LICENSED AGENT
Marsh & McLennan - 66666
FXO:CTS

L/1/68 . B %@71‘1‘03:«31{

G8010-1 Part 1 End. #3



THE EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY

issued to.

This endorsemen’ " “Tect. 1/1/68 forms part ¢ ' ‘olicy No E16-8136-002
Dan River Mills Inc.
by the insurance company indicated below by an “X”.
ROSURANCE ConPoRATION. LTD. L NeUnANCE ComaNY L INGURANCE COMPANY L] ComPany OF AMERICA o

It is hereby agreed that this pollicy 1s extended to
include the following interests as Additional

Insureds:

(1) - Woodside Mills

(2) - John Preston Warehouse Company.

This policy 1s hereby amended as herein specifically

stated but not otherwise.

It is agreed that the Underlying Insurance forathis addition

is as follows:
COVERAGE
Comprehensive General Liability
Including:
products liability
blanket contractual

Automobile Liability

Workmen's Compensation and
Employers' Liability

Additional premium due: $1,000.00
Marsh & McLennan - 66666

FX0:CTS
4/1/68

G8010-1 Part 1 End. #4

LIMITS OF LIABILITY
Personal Injury

$ 100,000 each person

$ 300,000 each occurrence
$ 300,000 aggregate
Property Damage

$ 100,000 each occurrence
$ 100,000 aggregate
Bodily Injury

$ 100,000 each person

$ 300,000 each accident
Property Damage

$ 100,000 each accident
$1,000,000 each occurrence
excess of

$ 15,000 each occurrence

GEORGE DALZIEL
ENT LiCENSED AGENT

%{éx%roxnnt



PRODUCER ;99 5,0 ER CODE

Marsh & ' Tennan L ouol

5 : This endorsement, effective 1/1/€7 forms part of Policy No.El:5 -31205-00

issued to Dan River [illls
by the insurance company indicated below by an “X”.

THE EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY AMERICAN EMPLOYERS' THE EMPLOYERS  FIRE ™ THE NORTHERN ASSURANCE
ASSURANCE CORPORATION, LTO. INSURANCE COMPANY D INSURANCE COMPANY (] COMPANY OF AMERICA

It is hereby agreed that Item 3 of the policy
“Underlying Insurance' is amended by the inclusion
of the following: ’

Limits of Liability

Advertisers Liability - $100,000,00 Each Occurrence
$100,000,00 Aggregate

This policy 1s hereby amended as hereiﬁ,Specifically
stated but not otherwise.

"a;) GEORGT NELZIEL
L RESIDENT LIC ¥T: D AGENT

| 1332 )4 2 ', —

TTORNEY

FXO:CTS .
12/12/68

G8010-2 Part 1




PRODUCER PRODUCER CODE

3 ‘ " This endorsement, effectivéctober 1, 198@ms part of Policy No. 216-8136-002

issued to Dan River Mills, Inc.
by the insurance company indicated below by an “X”.

THE EMPLOYERS® LIABILITY ASSURANCE COMMERCIAL UNION INSURANCE AMERICAN EMPLOYERS’
CORPORATION, LIMITED COMPANY OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY
THE EMPLOYERS® FIRE THE NORTHERN ASSURANCE THE PENNSYLVANIA
INSURANCE COMPANY COMPANY OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY

In consideration of an additional premium of 31 i
$150.00, it is
agreed that Item #l1 of the Declarations, Nemed In
to include the fog..lowing: ’ sured, is gmended

Crystal Springs Textiles

Additional Premium Due: $150.00

GEORGE DALZIEL
RESIDENT LICENSED AGENT

) | BY
Countersigned O,%«, 2 ATTORNEY

Authorilzeg Representative

End. #6

G8010-3 Part 1



PRODUCER PRODUCER CODE

October 5, 196

. : : : . £E16-2136-002"
LRy This endorsement, effective , ?orms part of Policy No 3
Y .
. Dan River Mills, Inc.
issued to
by the insurance company indicated below by an “X”.
. é THE EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ASSURANCE COMMERCIAL UNION INSURANCE AMERICAN EMPLOYERS'
N CORPORATION, LIMITED COMPANY OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY
THE EMPLOYERS' FIRE THE NORTHERN ASSURANCE THE PENNSYLVANIA
INSURANCE COMPANY COMPANY OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY

In consideration of an additional premium of $150.00, it is
agreed that Item #1 of the Declarations, Named Insured, 1is
amended to include the following:

Cohn-Miller, Inc. and
Textiles Services, Inc.

Additional Premium Due: $150.00

GEO..av (-ALZIEL

RESIDENT LICENSED AGENT
f) BY '[/ {
= : Countersigned RJ Gy —XTIORKEY

Authorized /Representative
End. #7

G8010-3 Part 1



PRODUCER

PRODUCER CODE

This endorsement, effe@ivedber 8. 1969 forms part of Policy No E16-81356-002

issued to Dan River Mills, Inc.

by the insurance company indicated below by an “X”.

THE EMPLOYERS" LIABILITY ASSURANCE COMMERCIAL UNION INSURANCE
CORPORATION. LIMITED COMPANY OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY

THE EMPLOYERS® FIRE THE NORTHERN ASSURANCE THE PENNSYLVANIA
INSURANCE COMPANY COMPANY OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY

AMERICAN EMPLOYERS"

In consideration of an additional premium of $50.00, it is
agreed that Item #1 of the Declarations, Named Insured, is
amended to include the following:

Morganton Hosiery Mills, Inc.

Additional Premium Due: $50.00

GEORGE DALZIEL

RESIDENT LICENSED AGENT
BY év (
Countersigned Ly

ATIORNEY,
Authorized Representative

End. #3

G8010-3 Part 1



BANKRUPTCY OR INSOLVENCY CLAUSE

It is agreed that bankruptcy or insolvency of the insured or of the insured's estate shall not relieve the
company of any of its obligations hereunder.

THE EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ASSURANCE CORPORATION, LIMITED

Feaorf f Cnsy

Ulfld States Masager and Allonry

AMERICAN EMPLOYERS' INSURANCE COMPANY

.A gﬂ

G959

AMENDATORY ENDORSEMENT - UMBRELLA POLICY

It is agreed that exclusion (b) of this policy is amended to read as follows:

(b) except as provided in exclusion (f) to bodily injury, sickness, disease or death resulting there-
from, or property damage, caused intentionally by or at the direction of the insured.

THE EMPLOYERS’ L!.;BKLITY ASSURANCE CORPORATION, LIMITED

S sy

United States General Manager and Aunun

AMERICAN EMPLOYERS' INSURANCE COMPANY

Mol g i f Qs

Secretary.

G9587 éfé
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(td. 10-59)

A&G 661a
NUCLEAR ENERGY LIABILITY EXCLUSION ENDORSEMENT
(BROAD FORM)

. This endorsement, effective , forms a part of policy No.
' {12:01 A. M, standard time)

issued to

by

It is agreed that the policy does not apply:

I.  Under any Liability Coverage, to injury, sickness, disease, death or destruction

(a) with respect to which an insured under the policy is also an insured under a nuclear energy liability policy issued by
Nuclear Energy Liability Insurance Association, Mutual Atomic Energy Liability Underwriters or Nuclear Insurance
Association of Canada, or would be an insured under any such policy but for its termination upon exhaustion of its
limit of liability; or

(b} resulting from the hazardous properties of nuclear material and with respect to which (1) any person or organization
is required to maintain financial protection, pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, or any law amendatory
thereof, or (2) the insured is, or had this policy not been issued would be, entitled to indemnity from the United
States of America, or any agency thereof, under any agreement entered into by the United States of America, or any
agency thereof, with any person or organization. : !

1. Under any Medical Payments Coverage, or under any Supplementary Payments provislon relating to immediate medical or
surgical relief, to expenses incurred with respect to badily injury, sickness, disease or death resulting from the hazardous
properties of nuclear material and arising out of the operation of a nuclear facility by any person or organization,

. Under any Liability Coverage, to injury, sickness, disease, death or destruction ‘resulting from the hazardous properties
of nuclear material, if
(a) the nuclear material (1) is at any nuclear facility owned by, or operated by or on behalf of, an insured or (2) has been
discharged or dispersed therefrom;
) (b) the nuclear material is contained in spent fuel or waste at any time possessed, handled, used, processed, stored, trans-
ported or disposed of by or on behalf of an insured; or

(¢) the injury, sickness, disease, death or destruction arises out of the furnishing by an insured of services, materials, parts
or equipment in connection with the planning, construction, maintenance, operation or use of any nuclear facility,
but if such facility is located within the United States of America, its territories’ or possessions or Canada, this
exclusion (c) applies only to injury to or destruction of property at such nuclear facility.

IV. As used in this endorsement:
. “’hazardous properties’’ include radioactive, toxic or explosive properties;

“nuclear material’’ means source material, special nuclear material or byproduct material;

"source material”’, "‘special nuclear material’’, and ‘byproduct material”’ have the meanings given them in the Atomic

Energy Act of 1954 or in any law amendatory thereof;

. “spent fuel”” means any fuel element or fuel component, solid or liquid, which has been used or exposed to radiation in a
nuclear reactor; :

“waste’” means any waste material (1) containing byproduct material and (2) resulting from the operation by any person

or organization of any nuclear facility included within the definition of nuclear facility under paragraph {(a) or (b)

thereof;

“auclear facility’’ means

(a) any nuclear reactor, .

(b) any equipment or device designed or used for (1) separating the isotopes of uranium or plutonium, (2) processing
or utilizing spent fuel, or (3) handling, processing or packaging waste,

(¢} any equipment or device used for the processing, fabricating or alloying of special nuclear material if at any time the
total amount of such material in the custody of the insured at the premises where such equipment or device is lo-
cated consists of or contains more than 25 grams of plutonium or uranium 233 or any combination thereof, or more
than 250 grams of uranium 235,

(d) any structure, basin, excavation, premises or place prepared or used tor the storage or disposal of waste,

and includes the site on which any of the forcgoing is located, all operations conducted on such site and all premises
used for such operations;

“auclear reactor”” means any apparatus designed or used to sustain nuclear fission in a self-supporting chain reaction or
to contain a critical mass of fissionable material;

With respect 1o injury to or destruction of property, the word “injury-’. or-"destruction” includes all forms of radioactive
contamination of property, (& o ee e .

................ B < R RAALEETT LRI Y

Authorized Representative? /
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The Insurance Company Whoge Name Appears on the Declarations Page Forming a Part of This Policy

170 /111K StRecT

BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS
(A stock insurance company herein called the company)

oxs0°)

X)
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Agrees with the insured, named in the declarations made a part hereof, in consideration of the payment of the premium and in reliance
upon the statements in the declarations and subject to the limits of liability, exclusions, conditions and other terms of this policy:

)

INSURING AGREEMENTS

L. COVERAGES: To indemnify the Insured for all sums which the I. to any person or organization. or to any agent or em-
Insured shall be obligated to pay by reason of the liability im- ployee thercof, operating an automobile repair shop, pub-
posed upon him by law or liability assumed by him under con- lic garage, sales agency, service station or public parking
tract or agreement for damages, and expenses, all as included in place, with respect to any occurrence arising out of. the
the definition of “ultimate net loss”, because of: operation thereof;

(a) personal injuries, as hereinafter defined; 2. to (i) any manufacturer of aircraft engines or component

(b) property damage, as hereinafter defined: parts of aircraft or aviation accessorics, or (i) any air-

(c) advertising liability, as hereinafter defined. craft sales or service or repair organization, or lii}) any

. seller of aircraft supplics. accessories, equipment or com-

II. DEFINITIONS: ponent parts of aircraft or (iv) any airport or hangar
LI d operator or (v) the respective employees or agents of
- losure ~any of the aforementioned, with respect to any occur-
The unqualified word “Insured” includes the Named Insured and renc::. “"‘3‘“3 out of the operations of any of the afore-
also includes: mentioned;

(a) except with respect to linbility arising out of the ownership, 3. with respect to any hired automobile, aircraft or water-
operation, maintenance, use, loading and unloading of auto- craft, to the owner or lessee thercof, other than the
mobiles, aircraft and watercraft — “any director, stockholder, Named Insured, or any employee of such owner or lessee.
officer, or other employce of the Named Insured. while act- Except with respect to sub-paragraph 2 hereof. this sub-
ing within the scope of his duties as such. and any organ- division ¢ . e P : .
5. A N N ivision {c) shall not apply if it restricts the insurance granted
ization or proprictor with respect to real estate management under sub-division (b) above
:’gr the Named Insured. If the Named Insured is a partner- - ) : :

ip, any partner thercin but only with is liabili . -
oA F;.u ch;y p e y with respect 10 his liability 2. Personal Injuries.
o . . The term “personal injuries™ shall mean badily injury, sick-

(b) any other person or organization who is an additional Insurcd ness or discase, mental injury, mental anguish, shock, dis-
under any underlying policy of insurance subject to all the ability, falsc arrest, false imprisonment, wrongful eviction,
ix.nu.laho?s u:lpon ;u‘{ell:age_under' suc.:.h .‘?"lfcy other than the dclenti,on, malicious prosccution, discrimination, humiliation,
imits o ¢ underlying insurer's liability; invasion of right of privacy, libel, s!andcr or .dcf:\m:uion of

(c) with respect to any automobile owned by the Named Insured character, including death at any time resulting therefrom.

segcentt B or wateraraft. hited_ for e by or o behalt Bousdeg 3 ProPerty Damage. o
atiwdéd . of the Named Insured, any person while using such auto- ﬂf;ﬂ Feovises The term “property damage™ shall mean physical injury to,
mobile, aircraft, or watercraft and any person or organiza- or physical destruction of, tangible property, including

Yoli’

G9024-4 (ECU)

.,(c)

tion legally responsible for the use thercof, provided the
actual use thercof is with the permission of the Named In-
sured. The insurance afforded by this sub.division (¢), with
respect to any person or organization other than the Named
Insured does not apply—

the loss of use thereof.

4. Advertising Liability,
The term “advertising liability™ shall mean (1) libel, slander
or defamation, {2) any infringement of copyright or of title

Plaintiff's Exhibit 3



s.

6.

7.

8.

v Mugan, piracy or untair competition or idea misap-
propriation under an implied contract, or (3) any invasion
of right of privacy — all committed or alleged to have been
committed in any advertisement, publicity article, broad-
cast or telecast and arising out of the Numed Insured's
advertising activities.

Ultimate Net Loss.

The term “ultimate net loss” shull mean the total sum which
the Insured, or any company as his insurer, or both, be-
comes legally obligated to pay as damages. because of
personal injury, property damage, or adverlising liability
claims, either through adjudication or compromise, and
shall also include hospital, medical and funeral charges
and all sums paid as salaries, wages, compensation, fees,
charges and law costs, premiums on attachment or ap-
peal bonds, interests on judgments, expenses for doctors,
lawyers, nurses and investigators and other persons, and
for. litigation, settlement, adjustment and investigation of
claims and suits which are paid as a consequence of any
occurrence covered hereunder, excluding only the salarics
of the Named Insured’s or of any underlying insurer's per-
manent employees.

The company shall not be liable for any expenses as afore-
said when payment of such expenses is included in other
valid and collectible insurance.

Automobile.

The term “automobile” shall mean a land motor vehicle,
trailer or semi-trailer designed for travel on public roads
(including any machinery or apparatus attached thereto),
but does not include mobile equipment;

“Mobile equipment” means a land vehicle (including any
machinery or apparatus attached thereto), whether or not
self-propelled, (1) not subject to motor vehicle registration,
or (2) maintained for use exclusively on premises owned
by or rented to the Named Insured. including the ways
immediately adjoining, or (3) designed for use principally
off public roads, or (4) designed or maintained for the sole
purpose of affording mobility to equipment of the follow-
ing types forming an integral part of or permanently at-
tached to such vehicle: power cranes, shovels, loaders, dig-
gers and drills; concrete mixers (other than the mix-in-tran-
sit type); graders, scrapers, rollers and other road construc-
tion or repair equipmenlt; air compressors, pumps and gen-
erators, including spraying, welding and building cleaning
equipment; and geophysical exploration and well servicing
quipment,

Alircraft,

The word “aircraft” shall mean heavier than air or lighter
than air awcraft designed to transport persons or property.

Completed Operations Hazard.

“Completed operations hazard" includes personal injury and
property damage arising out of the operations or reliance
upon a representation or warranty made at any time with
respect thereto, but only if the personal injury or property

9.

dimage occurs after such operations have been completed
or abandoned and oceurs away from premises owned by
or rented to the Named Insured. " -
“Operations™ include materials, parts or equipment furnished
in conncction therewith. Operations shall be deemed com-
pleted at the carliest of the following times:

(1) when all operations to be performed by ‘or on behalf
of the Named Insured under the contract have been
completed,

(2) when all operations to be performed by or on behalf
of the Numed Insured at the site «of the operations
have been completed, or

(3) when the portion of the work out of which the injury
or damage arises has.becn put to ils intended use by
any person or organization other than another con-
tractor or sub-contractor engiged in performing oper-
ations for a principal as a part of the same project,

Operations which may require further service or mainte-

nance work, or correction, repair or replacement because

of any defect or deficiency, but which are otherwise com-
plete, shall be deemed completed.

The completed operations hazard does not include personal

injury or property damage arising out of:

(a) operations in connection with the (ransportation of
property, unless the personal injury or property dam-
age arises out of a condition in or on a vehicle created
by the loading or unloading thereof,

(b) the existence of tools, uninstalled equipment or aban-
doned or unused materials, or

(c) operations for which the classification stated in the
policy or in the company's manual specifies “including
completed operations”.

Products Hazard. ,

“Products hazard” includes personal injury and property dam-
age arising out of the Named Insured's products or reliance
upon a representation or warranty made at any time with
respect thereto, but only if the personal injury or property
damage occurs away from premises owned by or rented
to the Named Insured and after physical possession of such
products has been relinquished to others.

‘Qccurrence.

The term “occurrence” shall mean (a) an accident, or (b)
an cvent, or continuous or repeated exposure to conditions,
which results during the policy period, in personal injury,
property damage, or advertising liability (either alone or in
combination) neither expecied nor intended from the stand-
point of the Insured. With respect to Coverages 1 (a) and
I (b), except with respect to the Products-Completed Opera-
tions Hazards, all personal injury and property damage

_(either alone or in combination) arising out of one event

or continuous or repeated exposure to substiantially the
same general conditions existing at or emanating from one
premises location shall be decemed to be one occurrence.
With respect to Coverages 1 (a) and I (b), all personal in-
jury and property damage (either alone or in combination)




..o arising out of the Products-Compe ' Operations Hazards

.« Shall be deemed to be one oceurry if arising out of one
lot gf poods or prixducts prepared o s.cquired by the Named
Insured or others trading under his name. With respect to
Cuverage 1 (c), all personal injury and property damage
(either alone or in combination) involving the same in-
jurtous material or act, regardless of the frequency or
repelition thercof, the number or kind of media used, wad
the number of claimants, shall be deemed to arise out of
one occurrence.

.
;f,’ x.:?).

III. POLICY PERIOD: — TERRITORY: This policy applies only to
occurrences, as hercin defined, which happen during the policy
period; provided, however, if any occurrence happens during the
policy period of this policy which results in personal injury,

This_policy does not apply, except insofar as coverage is availuble to

the Insured under the underlying policies of insurance set forth in the
Declurations:

(a) with respect to advertising liability, to claims made against the
Insured:

(i) for failure of performance of contract, but this shall not
relate to claims for unauthorized appropriation of ideas
based upon alleged breach of implied contract;

(i) for infringement of registered trade-mark,.service mark or
trade-name by use thereof as the registered trade-mark,
service mark or trade-name of goods or services sold, of-
fered for sale or advertised, but this shall not relate to
titles or slogans;

(iii) for incorrect description of any article or commodity;
(iv) for mistake in advertised price;

(b) to any obligation for which the Insured or any carrier as his
insurer may be held liable under any workmen's compensa-
tion, unemployment compensation or disability benefits law, or
under any similar law, provided, however that this exclusion
does not apply to liability of others assumed by the Named
Insured under any contract or agreement;

Nevd (c) to claims made against the Insured:

) @
.

(ii) for property damage to work performed by or on behalf

the Named Insured arising out of the work or any por-

tion thereof, or out of materials, parts or equipment
furnished in connection therewith;

for damage to the Named Insured's products arising out
of such products or any part of such products;

(iii) for damages for the withdrawal, inspection, repair, re-
placement, or loss of use of the Named Insured's products

) CONDITIONS

1. Premium. The premium for this policy shall be as stated in the
Declarations Page.

2. Additions. In the event of additional insureds or additional cover-

,J ages being added to the coverage under the Underlying Insurances
}l while this pulicy is in force prompt notice shall be given to the
company and the company shall be entitled to charge appropriate
additional premiums thercon, |

3. Inspection and Audit. The company shall be permitted but not
obligated to inspect the Named Insured's properly and operations
fae ¢at any time. Neither the company's right to make inspections nor
N the making thereof nor any report thereon shall constitute an
undertaking, on behalf of or for the benefit of the Named In-
sured or others. to delermine or warrant that such property or
operations are safe.
The company may examine and audit the Named Insured's books
and records at any time during the policy period and extensions
thereof and within three years after the final terminution of this
policy, as far as they relate to the subject matter of this insurance.

4. Spccial Conditions Applicable to Occupational Disease. As regards
personal injury (fatal or non-fatal) by Occupational Disciase sus-
tained by any employee of the Insured. this policy is subject to

e same warranties, terms or conditions (except as regiards the

* jemium. the amount and limits of liability, any condition respect-
_ég “other insurance™ and the renewal agreement, if any) as are
contiained in or as may be added to the policies of Underlying In-
surances set forth in the Declarations prior to the happening of an
occurrence for which claim is made hereunder.

8. Limits of Liability. The company shall only be liable for ultimate
net loss in excess of either:

EXCLUSIONS

property damage - “dvertising liability of the type which would
be insured under : provisions of this peacy and®if persenal
injury, property dicaage or advertising liability . resulting frdm
that same occurrence has also happened during the policy period
of any similar policy of insurance issued by the company to any
Named Insured hereunder prior to the poiicy period of this
policy, that policy issucd by the company which is in force at
the time the first claim is made against the Insured whilh could
result in ultimate net loss payable thereunder shall constitute the
only policy of the company which shall apply to such occurrence
and to all personal injury, property damage and advertising liabil-
ity (cither alone or in combination) at any time resulting from
such occurrence, regardless of the number of similar policies of
insurance issucd by the company which could otherwise apply in
the absence of this agreement.

or work completed by or for the Named Insured or of
any property of which such products or work form a part,
if such products, work or property arec withdrawn from
the market or from use because of any knuwn or sus-
pected defect or deficiency therein;

(iv) for improper or inadequate performance. design or specifi-
cation, but nothing herein contained shall be construed to
exclude claims made against the lnsured for personal in-
juries or property damage (other than property damage to
a product of the Insured) resulting from improper or in-
adequate performance, design or specification;

(d) to any employee with respect to personal injury to or death of
another employee of the same employer injured in the cnurse
of such cmployment;

() to liability arising out of the ownership, maintenance., opera-

w tion, use, loading or unloading of any aircraft or watercraft

Nf« owned by any insured or leased by uny insured for a period of

more_than_thirty consecutive days; provided however, -this

exclusion shall not apply to liability of the Named Insured
for any other non-owned aircraft or watercraft;

() to any liability of the Insured due to war, invasion, acts of
foreign enemies, hostilities (whether war be declared or not),
civil war, rebellion, revolution, insurrection, miiitary or usurped
power or confiscation or nationalization or requisition or de-
struction of or damage to property by or under the order of
any government or public or local authority;

(g) to injury to or destruction of property owned by any Named
Insured;

(h) to liability of any insured hereunder for assault and battery
committed by or at the direction of such insured e¢xcept liability
for personal injury or death resulting from any act alleged to
be assault and battery committed for the purpose of preventing
personal injury or property damage.

(a) except as provided in sub-paragraph (b) hereof, the applicable
limits of liability of the policies of underlying insurance set
forth in Item 3 of the Declarations; or

(b) as respects each occurrence not covered by such underlying
insurance, or where each occurrence is covered by such under-
lying insurance but in recoverable amounts less than the
Underlying Limits sct forth in Item 4 of the Declarations,
the amount of ultimate net loss set forth in the Declarations
as “Underlying Limits”,

but in no event shall the company be liable for an amount in
excess of the applicable limit of liability set forth in Item 5 of the
Declarations.

The limit of liability stated in Item 5 of the Declarations as appli-
cable to “eich occurrence” is the total limit of the company’s liabil-
ity under this policy for ultimate nct loss as a result of any one
occurrence.

Subject to the limit of liability set forth in ltem § of the Declara-

tions with respect to “eiach occurrence”, the limit of liability so

sct forth as “aggregate” shall be the total limit of the company's
lability under this policy for ultimate net loss:

(1) because of all personal injury and property damage during
cach consccutive twelve months of the policy period, arising
out of the Products-Completed Operations Hazards, and

(2) beeause of all personal injury during cach consecutive twelve
months of the policy period sustained from Occupational Di-
scase by any employee of the Insured.

In the cvent of reduction or exhaustion of the aggregate limits of



liability under the policies of underlying insurance by reason of '

losses paid thereunder, this policy shall:

(i) in the event of reduction, pay the cxcess of the reduced un-
derlying insurance. and

(ii) in the event of exhaustion, continue in force as underlying in-
surance,

but nothing in this paragraph shall operate to increase the limits of
e company’s liability.

t3<-verability of Interests. The term “the Insured” is used severally

7.

and no collectively, but the inclusion herein of more than one In-
sured shall not operate to increase the limils of the company's
liability. If more than one Insured is named in Item I of the
Declarations, it is agreed that the limits of the company's liability
shall not apply separately to each Insured.

.\otice_of Occurrence. When an occurrence takes place which, in
the opinion of the Insured, involves or may involve liability on
the part of the company, prompt written notice shall be given by
or on behalf of the Insured to the compuny or any of its author-
ized representatives. Such notice shall contamn particulars suificient
to identify the Insured and also reasonably obtainable information
respecting the lime, place and circumstances of the occurrence.
Failure to 3o notify the company of any occurrence which at the
time of its happening did not appear to involve this policy but
which, at a later date, would appear to give rise to a claim here-
under shall not prejudice such claim provided such notice is
then given.

Assistance and Cooperatiod of the Insured. Except when the ag-
gregate limits of liability under the policies of underlying insur-
ance set forth in Item 3 of the Declarations have been exhausted,
the company shall not be called upon to assume charge of the
settlement or defense of any claim made, suit brought or proceed-
ing instituted against the Insured but the company shall have the
right and shall be given the opportunity to associate with the
Insured or the Insured’'s underiying insurers, or both, in the de-
fense and control of any claim, suit or proceeding relative to an
occurrence where, in the judgment of the company, the claim or
suit involves or appears reasonably likely to result in liability for
indemnity by the company under this policy, in which event the
Insured, any underlying insurers involved, and the company, shall
cooperate in all things in the defense of such claim or suit,

With respect to any claim made, suit brought or proceeding in-
Stituted against the Insured to which the policies of underlying
msurance set forth in Item 3 of the Declarations will not apply
“because of the exhaustion of the aggregate limits of liability

sult in liability of the company to indemnify the Insured here-

bjereunder, if such claim, suit or proceeding is one which could

3

nder for damages, the company shall assume complete control
of the investigation, negotiations, settlement and defense of any
such claim, suit or proceeding against the Insured. The Insured
shall cooperate with the company and, upon the company's re-
quest, attend hearings and trials and assist in making settlements,
securing and giving evidence, obtaining the attendance of witnesses
and in the conduct of any legal proceedings in connection with the
subject matter of this insurance. The Insured shall not, except at
his own cost, voluntarily make any payment, assume any obligation
or incur any expcnse other than for such immediate medical an
surgical relief to others as shall be imperative at the time of the
occurrence.

Terms of Policy Conformed to Statute. Terms of this policy which
are in conflict with the statutes of the State wherein this policy
is issued are hereby amended to conform to such statutes.

Appeals, In the event the Insured or the Insured's underlying
insurers ¢lect aot to appeal a judgment in excess of the under-
lying limits, the company may elect to make such appeal at its own
cost and expense, and shall be liable for the taxable costs, dis-
bursements and interest on judgments incidental thereto, but in no
event shall the liability of the company for ultimate net loss ex-
ceed the limit of its liability stated in this policy and, in addi-
tion, the cost and expense of such appeal. .

Loss Payable. Liability under this policy with respect to any oc-
currence shall not attach unless and until the Insured, or the
Insured’s underlying insurers shall have paid the amount of the
underlying limits on account of such occurrence. The Insured shall
make a definite claim for any loss for which the company may be
liable under the policy within twelve (12) months after the In-
sured shall have paid an amount of ultimate net loss in excess

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

against the

of the amount borne by the Insured or after the Insured’s liability
shall have been fixed and rendered certain either by final judgment
Iasured after actual trial or by written aprevinent
of the Insured. the clumant and the company. [T anv *subse-
quent payments shall be made by the Insured on account of the
same occurrence, additional claims shall be made similarly from
lime to time, Such losses shall be due and payable within thirty
days after they are respectively claimed and proven in corform-
ity with this policy.

Other Insurunce. If any other valid and collectible insurance exists
pritecting the Insured against ultimate net loss covered by this
policy (other than the policies of underlying insurance spevitied
in Item 3 of the Declarations and other than any policy with re-
spect to which this policy s specified therein as underlying insur-
ance), this policy shall be null and void with respect to such loss
whether the Insured is specifically named in such other policy of
insurance or not: provided, however, if the amounts recoverable
by the Insured under such other insurance are not sutlicient to
completely protect the Insured against such loss, this policy shall
apply but only as excesss insurance over such other valid and
collectible insurance, in an amount not to exceed the limit of the
company’s liability stated in this policy, and not as contributing
insurance.

Subrogation. Inasmuch as this policy is excess coverage, the In-
sured’s right of recovery against any person., firm or corporation
cannot be exclusively subrogated to the company: therefore, in
case of any payment hereunder, the company will act in concert
with all other interests. including the Insured, concerned in the
exercise of such rights of recovery. The apportioning of any
amounts which may be so recovered shall follow the principle that
any interests, including the Insured, that shall have puid an amount
over and above any payment hereunder. shall first be reimbursed
up to the amount paid by them: the company is then to be reim-
bursed out of any balance then remaining up to the amount paid
hereunder: lastly, the interests, including the Insured, of which this
coverage is in cxcess are entitled to claim the residue, if any. Ex-
penses necessary to the recovery, of any such amounts shall be ap-
portioned between the interests. including the Insured, concerned,
in the ratio of their respective recoveries as finally settled.

Changes. Notice to or knowledge possessed by any person shall
not effect a waiver or a change in any part of this policy or estop
the company from asserting any rights under the terms of this
policy; nor shall the terms of this policy be waived or changed
except by endorsement issued to form a part of this policy.

Assignment, Assignment of interest under this policy shall not
bind the company until its consent is endorsed hereon.

Cancellation. This policy may be cancelled at any time by the
Insured first named in [tem [ of the Declarations by muailing to
the company or any of its authorized representatives written notice
stating when thereafter such cancellation shail become effective. This
policy may be cancelled by the company by mailing to the In-
sured first named in Item 1 of the Declarations, at the address
shown in the Declarations. written notice stating when, either not
less than 30 days thereafter or the mmaimum cancellation notice
period stated in the policies of underlying insurance set forth in
the Declarations, whichever is the lesser, such cancellation shall
be effective. The mailing of notice as aforesaid shall be suflicient
proof of notice. The effective date and hour stated in such notice
shall become the end of the policy period. Delivery of such writ-
ten notice either by such lnsured or the Company shall be equiva-
lent to mailing. If such Insured cancels, carned premium shall be
computed in accordance with the customary short rate tabie and
procedure. If the company cancels, earned premium shall be com-
puted pro rata. Premium adjustment may be made cither at the
time cancellation is. elfected or as soon as practicable after can-
cellation becomes effective, but payment or tender of unearned
premium is not a condition of cancellation.

Maintenance of Underlying Insurance. The policy or policies set
forth in the Declarations as Underlying Insurance shall be main-
tained in full effect during the period this policy remains in force
except for any reduction of the aggregate limits contained therein
solely by payment of claims for occurrences which take place dur-
ing this policy period. Failure of the Insured to comply with the
foregoing shall not invalidate this policy but in the event of such
failure, the compuny shall only be liable (o the sime extent as it
would have been if the Insured had complied with this condition.

In Witness Whereof, The issuing Company has caused this policy to be signed officially below and countersigned on the declaritions page by a
duly authorized agent of siud Company.
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PRODUCER PRODUCER COOE !

Marsh & MaLennan 202772

' L]
Y 2T N

, forms part of Policy No.__&£ -

K.

This endorsement, effective

] 3

1 /7
. T, T2 T

issued to Y B ANDT I...”‘

by the insurance company indicated below by an *X”.

EMPLOYERS COMMERCIAL UNION AMERICAN EMPLOYERS' THE EMPLOYERS' FIRE THE NORTHERN ASSURANCE
INSURANCE COMPANY INSURANCE COMPANY INSURANCE COMPANY COMPANY OF AMERICA

Due to cancellation of this nolicy cffective 1/1./72
hWe incired is due @ return Promlum Ol <f , . Xol.lil,.
Breakdcun as follows: :

- -

GL - $2,614,00

[N ‘ GPD - 2,6114 .00
X - 653.00
¥PD - 653,00

$5.535.00

A}

E. A.SIEQENTHALER
CCNSE AgEfT

LN/
e — TTORNEY

G8010-4 Part 1



"INS. €O, OF AMERICA POLICY NO.

N — THE NORTHERN =]
ASSUR. €O. OF AMERICA

The Company issuing this policy

Y81 236=-00"
is indicated by the first letter in the NG EMPLOYERS” EY-8126-00
POLICY NUMBER, as follows: E__ L OgRs
:VGMESNOCI.' A(gCD'EJ 'ﬂgglo.lgER STATE| CiTY CLASS LMTS.| EXPOSURE CC,O“I;E AGENT OR B8ROKER ¢ " ]
' 22772 45 90| 8888 | O 0 20| imrsh & MeIgnnan
- | SUB-AGENT OR BROKER COMM. :‘ERNS‘:&I. ’(38 DATE ISSUED GL % GPD % X % XPD % JOTHER %
B16-8126-002 11/23/70 140 J40 110 119
DECLARATIONS
ITEM 1.
Named . o
unii."rid: POLICY FORM !
s Dan River Mills, Incorporated G902U=-4 (ECU) ]
ress: (as par Endorsement 1 LLSL Lzl
o, sues D 1 Vir : "ENDORSEMENTS'
o, Cauntr, anville, rginia GU867ja End, / 1 & 2

- _

Business of Insured Manufacturing, finishing and selling cotton.

ITEM 2. Policy Period: FromJanuary 1, 1970 1o January 1, 1973 12:01 A. M.
standard time at the address oi the Named Insured as stated herein. Cocncellel 1/7722

ITEM 3. Underlying Insurance

Coverage Limits of Liability
Comprehensive General Liability PERSONAIL INJURY g
Including 100,000.00 each D erson
Products 300,300 00 each occurrence
Blanket Contractual 300, 000,00 aggregate
Ouned Vatercraft PROPERTY DAMAGE
Foreign Liability 2 100, 000,00 'each occurrence
100,C00.00 aggregate

) Malpractice Liability

Automobile Liability BODILY INJURY
: 100, 000.00 sach person
300,000.00 each accident
PROPERTY DAMAGE .
$ 100,000.00 each accident

Employers Liabillity ' .| $ 100,000.00 each accident
Specific Excess Workmen's -1,000,000.00 excess of vew Ewn 24
Compeansation -135;500+09 each accldent ~

}8,000 o2

Atrcraft Liability $1o,ooo, 000.00 Combined Sing le Limit
each occurrence

4ot 5
= LCUILLIV L1IUT U™

ITEM 4. Underlying Limits . $ 25’ 000.00

ITEM 5. Limits of Liability—Ultimate Net Loss

$ 10,C00,000, 00 each occurrence
$ 10,000, 000,00 aggregate
: “)x'rmu 6. Premium ¢ 19,625.00 3 Years Prepald

GCFrORGE DALZIEL

Res: " LICENSED AGENT
BY 2 "V"t/ L——

(Authorizeg/Representative)
G9024A-5 (ECU) ATTORNFEY

Countersigned




Named Insured Dan River Mills, Incorporated

ITEM 3. Underlying Insurance Continued

Coverage Limits of Liabillty

Advartisers' Liability $ 100,000.00 each occurrence and in
the aggregate

GEORGE DALZIEL
RESIDENT LICENSED AGENT

) BY ,//z.‘,,

Authorjréd Representative’iNEY

G9024A-3 Supplomont



PRODUCER PRODUTCER COUDE

This endorsement, effective , forms part of Policy No._EY-8126-003

issued to_EFFECTIVE FROM TNCEPTION DATE OF POLICY
by the insurance company indicated below by an “X”.

THE EMPLOYERS" LIABILITY ASSURANCE COMMERCIAL UNION INSURANCE AMERICAN EMPLOYERS"®
CORPORATION, LIMITED COMPANY OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY
THE EMPLOYERS'® FIRE THE NORTHERN ASSURANCE THE PENNSYLVANIA
INSURANCE COMPANY COMPANY OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY

It 1s agreed that Item 1, Named Insurad of the Declarations
shall read as follows:

Dan River Mills, Incorporated
i Dan River International Corporation
I Schoolfield Finishers, Inc.
{Dan River Mills Foundation
| Riverdan Bsnevolent Fund, Inc. ,
4Schoolfield Community Foundat;en Inc., Joy, SeeEadt 25

e—ﬁms_lt.:z::rlrso—(‘l;‘:!:ic—\ « ¥ 0“*’2""“* r “" J“r'“;""“ ot
{ John Preston Warehouse Company
I ci1irton Manufacturing Co. Division of Dan River Mills, Incorporate
i Iselin-Jefferson Company, Inc. A
iIselin-Jefferson Financial Company, Inc.
{Colony Sales Company, Inc.
JFruilt of the Loom Financlal Corp.
| Hayes Sales Compnany, Inc.
Carnge—-Divisionofloodpide—131e-E4 /2 Cdrnae-Diviston—of
olelete l:-., Fad. 5 5°

JCohn-Miller Co., Inc.
J Textile Services, Inc.
s Wunda Weve Carpet Co. Division of Dan River Mills, Incorporated
{Dan River Carpet Co. Division of Dan River M11lls, Incorporated
jgunda Wave Lezsing Co. .

an River Cotton Compan nc.
—Ne—bae—*ﬁ—}}sj—;aeeiﬂ-pega—‘éé{é Ocleled & weplreet e fostts, Tavewsponaben
~We-bco--Dye¥res—Tne-. webes ?lv sewen © 4
Webco—Raa%ty;Ce%pan¥T—¥new See Fudf HE
I Crystal Springs Textiles, Inc.
JMorganton Hosiery Mills, Inc.
JMHD Foundation, Inc.
i Drexel Knitting Mills Co.

Page 1 of 2
G8010-3 Part 1



PRODUCER PRODUCER CODE |,

This endorsement, effective , forms part of Policy No. EV8136.002

issued to Endorsement 7] {nnnj"! nuad \

by the insurance company indicated below by an X",

[] FHE EMPLOYERS® LIABILITY ASSURANCE COMMERCIAL UNION INSURANCE AMERICAN EMPLOYERS'
ORPORATION, LIMITED COMPANY OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY
THE EMPLOYERS® FIRE THE NORTHERN ASSURANCE THE PENNSYLVANIA
INSURANCE COMPANY COMPANY OF AMERICA J INSURANCE COMPANY

(. al3/2¢

‘Flatte rkatt—by—Huffman 4:(&:.( g
I-Morganton-DrexelSaless;—Ine,) S °°

and/or affiliated, subsidiary companies as now or hersafter
constituted and th&.. Named Insured owns an intzrest of more than
fifty (50) percent.

ZORGE DALZIET,
RESIDENT LICENSED AGENT

Countersigned BY f o, e
Authorizea dAepresantattive
End. #

Page 2 of 2

G8010-3 Part 1
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PRODUCER PRODUCER CODE

This endorsement, effective , forms part of Policy No.EY-8126-003

issued to EFFECTIVE FROM INCEPTIOM DATE OF POLICY

by )f{he insurance company indicated below by an *“X”,

THE EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ASSURANCE COMMERCIAL UNION INSURANCE AMERICAN EMPLOYERS"®
CORPORATION, LIMITED COMPANY OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY
THE EMPLOYERS'® FIRE THE NORTHERN ASSURANCE THE PENNSYLVANIA
INSURANCE COMPANY COMPANY OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY

It 1s agreed that this policy shall not provide coverage for
property of others in the care, custody or control of the
Named Insured other than insofar as coverage 1s provided

. in primary insurance. o U/\ y b

'\} 5:}'” ’{“/,U

W
w"ow

GEORGE DALZIEL
RESIDENT LICENSED AGENT
Countersigned : 7 ATTORNEY
Authorize& Representative

End, #2

G8010-3 Part 1



. GU 86792
. . : (Ed. 10-59)

ALG 6613
NUCLEAR ENERGY LIABILITY EXCLUSION ENDORSEMENT
’ (BROAD FORM)

. This endorsement, effective , forms a part of policy No.
(12:01 A. M,, standard time)

issued to

by

1t is agreed that the policy does not apply:

. . Under any Liability Coverage, to injury, sickness, disease, death or destruction

(a) with respect to which an insured under the policy is also an insured under a nuclear energy liability policy issued by
Nuclear Energy Liability Insurance Association, Mutual Atomic Energy Liability Underwriters or Nuclear Insurance
Association of Canada, or would be an insured under any such policy but for its terminaticn upon exhaustion of its- -
limit of liability; or

(b) resulting from the hazardous properties of nuclear material and with respect to which (1) zny person or organization
is required to maintain financial protection pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, or any law amendatory
thereof, or (2) the insured is, or had this policy not been issued would be, entitled to indemnity from the United
States of America, or any agency thereof, under any agreement entered. into by the United States of America, or any
agency thereof, with any person or organization. '

il.  Under any Medical Payments Coverage, or under any Supplementary Payments provision relating to immediate medical or
surgical relief, to expenses incurred with respect to bodily injury, sickness, ‘disecase or death resulting from the hazardous
properties of nuclear material and arising out of the operation of a nuclear facility by any person or organization.

1. Under any Liability Coverage, to injury, sickness, disease, death or destruction resulting from the hazardous properties
of nuclear material, if
(a) the nuclear material (1) is at any nuclear facility owned by, or operated by or on behalf of, an insured or (2) has been

discharged or dispersed therefrom;

S (b) the nuclear material is contained in spent fuel or waste at any time possessed, handled, used, processzJ. stored, trans-
T ported or disposed of by or on behalf of an insured; or

(c) the injury, sickness, disease, death or destruction arises out of the furnishing by an insured of services, materials, parts
or equipment in connection with the planning, construction, maintenance, operation or use of any nuclear facility,
but if such facility is located within the United States of America, its territories or possessions or Canada, this
exclusion {c) applies only to injury to or destruction of property at such nuclear facility,

IV. As used in this endorsement:

“hazardous properties’’ include radioactive, toxic or explosive properties;

“nuclear material’’ means source material, special nuclear material or byproduct material;

"source material’’, ‘‘special nuclear material’”’, and ““byproduct material’’ have the meanings given them in the Atomic

Energy Act of 1954 or in any law amendatory thereof;

“spent fuel”’ means any fuel element or fuel component, solid or liquid, which has been used zr exposed to radiation in a

nuclear reactor; :

“waste’’ means any waste material (1) containing byproduct material and (2) resulting from the operation by any person

or orgfanization of any nuclear facility included within the definition of nuclear facility under paragraph (a) or (b)

thereof;

“nuclear facility’” means
(a) any nuclear reactor,

(b) any equipment or device designed or used for (1) separating the isotopes of uranium or plutonium, (2} processing
or utilizing spent fuel, or (3) handling, processing or packaging waste,

{c) any equipment or device used for the processing, fabricating or alloying of special nuclear material if at any time the
total amount of such material in the custody of the insured at the premises where such equipment or dovice is lo-
cated consists of or contains more than 25 grams of plutonium or uranium 233 or any combination thercof, or more

- than 250 grams of uranium 235,

{d) any structure, basin, excavation, premises or place prepared or used tor the storage or disposal of waste,

and includes the site on which any of the foregoing is located, all operations conducted on such site and all premises
used for such operations;

“auclear reactor’” means any apparatus designed or used to sustain nuclear fission in a self-supporting chain reaction or
to contain a critical mass of fissionable material;

With respect 1o injury to or destruction of property, the word “injury’ or “destruction” includes all forms of radicactive

_contamination of property. GEORGE DALZIEL
REetmp ' LICENSED AGENT

RepresentPIORNEY

Eno %3
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PRODUCER

PRODUCER COOE |

This endorsement, eﬁ'ect.{eéma ry 1, 197(,) forms part of Policy No

EY-8136-003

issued to Dan River Mills, Incorporated

by the insurance company indicated below by an “X”.
Employers'!

THE EMPLOYERS® LIABILITY ASSURANCE COMMERCIAL UNION INSURANCE
CORPORATION, LIMITED COMPANY OF AMERICA

THE EMPLOYERS' FIRE THE NORTHERN ASSURANCE
INSURANCE COMPANY COMPANY OF AMERICA

AMERICAN EMPLOYERS'®
INSURANCE COMPANY

THE PENNSYLVANIA
INSURANCE COMPANY

It 1s agreed.that Item #1 of the Declarations, Business of

Insured, is amended to read as follows:

Manufacturing, Finishing and Selling Cotton and Synthetic
Cloth and Carpeting. Manufacturing Chemical Finishes for
Cloth, Primarily for own use. Factoring. Manufacturing of

GEORGE DALZIEL

a2pre

Hosilery.

REs T LICENSED AGENT
BY /

Countersigned EEZEL;&z//Z———-—“
uthorizead tive

End. #3

(Revised)

G8010-3 Part 1



This endorsement, effective

January 1, 15};70

PRODUCER

PRODUCER CODE

rms part of Policy No

EY-8136-003

Den River Mills, Incorporated

issued to

by the insurance company indicated below by an “X”.

THE EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ASSURANCE
CORPORATION, LIMITED

THE EMPLOYERS' FIRE
INSURANCE COMPANY

COMMERCIAL UNION INSURANCE AMERICAN EMPLOYERS"®
COMPANY OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY
THE NORTHERN ASSURANCE THE PENNSYLVANIA
COMPANY OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY

It is agreed that Item #3 of the Declarations, Underlying
Insurance, is amended only as respects Specific Excess Vorkmen's
; Compensation to read as follows:

Coverage Limits of Liability
Specific Excess Workmen's 1,000,000.00 excess of
Compensation 18,000.00 each accident
GEORGE DAILZIFL
RESDENT LICENSED AGENT
/ 7
Countersigned T /X Z/vyfﬁfi"—’—-
Authorized Reprefentative
End. #4
L/ik/70 C
G8010-3 Part 1

®
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This endorsement, effective.

issued to

PRODUCER PRODUCER CODE .

nuary 1, 1970 - . '
Jenuary 1, , %st part of Policy No EY-8136-003

Dan River Mills, Incorporated

by the insurance company indicated below by an “X”.

THE EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ASSURANCE COMMERCIAL UNION INSURANCE AMERICAN EMPLOYERS"
CORPORATION, LIMITED COMPANY OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY
THE EMPLOYERS® FIRE THE NORTHERN ASSURANCE THE PENNSYLVANIA
INSURANCE COMPANY COMPANY OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY

_ It is agreed thet Item #1 of the Declarations, Named Insured,
1s amended to delete the following:

Carnac Division of Woodside Mills d/b/e
Carnac Division of Iselin-Jefferson
Company, Inc.

It is also agreed that Webco Mills, Incorporated, Webco Dyers,

Inc. and Webco
v Item #1 of the
the following:

Realty Company, Inc., ere hereby deleted from
Declarations, Named Insured, ‘and replaced by

Webco Division of Dan River Mills, Incorporated

It is further agreed that Woodside Mills 1s hereby deleted from

v Item #1 of the
following:

Declarations, Named Insured, and replaced by the

Woodside Division of Dan River Mills, Incorporated.

Lyrk/70 C

GB8010-3 Part 1

GEORGE DALZIEL
RESIDBNT JICENSED AGENT

BY -
Countersigned H (o
Authorized Representative

End. #5



This endorsement, effective 1970 , forms part of Policy No

issued to

PRODUCER

PRODUCER COOE |

January 1,

EY-8136-003

Dan River Mills, Incorporatad

by the insurance company indicated below by an “X”,

Employers'

THE EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ASSURANCE COMMERCIAL UNION INSURANCE
CORPORATION, LIMITED COMPANY OF AMERICA

THE EMPLOYERS'® FIRE THE NORTHERN ASSURANCE
INSURANCE COMPANY COMPANY OF AMERICA

AMERICAN EMPLOYERS®
INSURANCE COMPANY

THE PENNSYLYANI!A
INSURANCE COMPANY

It is agreed that Endorsement #2 is hereby deleted,

G8010-3 Part 1

GEORGE DALZIEL

REs T LICENSSD AGENT
B/
Countersigned Qe bireenss it—/‘i‘" e
Authorized L2preseritative

End. #6



PRODUCER PRODUCER CODE

Marsh & M .ennan .1 80-38772

This endorsement, effective. 1/1/70 , forms part of Policy No EY8136-003

issued to_Dan River Mills, Incorporated, etal

by the insurance company indicated below by an “X”.

E EMPLOYERS COMMERCIAL UNION D AMERICAN EMPLOYERS® D THE EMPLOYERS' FIRE THE PENNSYLVANIA
INSURANCE CO. OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY INSURANCE COMPANY INSURANCE COMPANY

It 18 agreed that the followlng additional insured
18 added to coverage under this policy, but only as
respects vehicles leased by them to the Named Insured:

Goldston Transfer Inc.
Eden, North Carolina

GEORGE DALZIEL

. RESIDENT LIcENS .
Exp. 1/1/73 NSED AGENT
End. #7 , BY L
ATTORNEY

G8010-4 (ECU) Part 1



PRODUCER PRODUCER CODE

Marsh & Mcl .inan 80-38772

This endorsement, effective 7/1/70 , forms part of Policy No EY8136-003

issued to___Dan River Mills, Incorporated, etal

by the insurance company indicated below by an “X"”,

E EMPLOYERS COMMERCIAL UNION D AMERICAN EMPLOYERS® THE EMPLOYERS" FIRE THE PENNSYLVANIA
INSURANCE CO. OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY INSURANCE COMPANY INSURANCE COMPANY

It i8 agreed that Item #1, Named Insured is amended

to read:
Dan River Inc.
. GEORGE DALZIEL
RESIBENT LICENSED AGENT
BY (i Y
ATTORNEY
Exp '1/1/73
End, #8

G8010-4 (ECU) Part 1



PRODUCER PRODUCER CODOE

This endorsement, effective 4/3/71 , forms part of Policy No EY8136-003

issued to Dan River Inc,

by the insurance company indicated below by an “X”.

EEMPLOYERS COMMERCIAL UNION D AMERICAN EMPLOYERS’® THE EMPLOYERS'FIRE ] THE NORTHERN ASSURANCE
INSURANCE CO. OF AMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY INSURANCE COMPANY L COMPANY OF AMERICA

It 1s agreed that Item #1 of the Declarations,
Named Insured, 1is amended to delete the follow-

ing:

Flatterknit by Huffman and
Morganton - Drexel Sales, Inc.

E. A.SIEGENTHALER

RESIDENT ICENSED,A@T—’_—
BY / g
ey

Authorized/hepresenrative

Endt. #9

b/30/71

G8010-4 Part 1



This endorsement, effective? 402 21, 1971forms part of Policy No

PRODUCER PQOOU.CER COODE
Marsh & McLlenna.: P0-33772

EY51245-063

issued to__Pan River Inc,
THE EMPLOYERS' FIRE [ | THE NORTHERN ASSURANCE

by the insurance company indicated below by an “X”.

EMPLOYERS COMMERCIAL UNION G

INSURANCE COMPANY ' COMPANY OF AMERICA

AMERICAN EMPLOYERS® D
INSURANCE COMPANY

INSURANCE CO. OF AMERICA

It is agreed that Item #1 Address of Assured is amendet

to read as folicwus:

P. 0. Box 6126
Station B, Greenville
South Carolina 29606

£ A.SIEGINTHALER

ResIp£jit LICENSED AGENT

2

BY
-Authorized Aepregfdifee Ve

End. #10

G8010-4 Part 1



Pl. Ex. &

CFRTIFIED MAIL
RCTORY PLCEIPT REQUESTED

March 16, 1977

The Employers' Liability Assurance
Corporation, Limited

C/o Commercial Union Insurance Company

One Beacon Street

Boston, Massachusetts 02108

Re: Employers' Liability Policy No. E16-8136-002
Effective 1-1-67 to 1-1-70

Gentlemen:

Dan River Mills, Incorporated (now Dan River Inc.) is the
insured in subject policy. Similar policies were also
issued to this insured covering previous years (Policy

No. E16-3136-001) and subsequent years to January 1, 1972
(Policy No. EY-8136-003). .

On October 24, 1969, a civil action in the form of a class
action was filed in the United States District Court for the
Western District of Virginia, Danville Division, in which
Dan River was ramed defendant and numerous individuals were
named plaintiffs. The complaint, as subsequently amended,
is allegedly brought on behalf of all present, futures and
former black employees at the Company's Danville Division
and all previously unsuccessful black applicants and future
black applicants for emplovment at such Division. The com-
plaint alleges that Dan River has discriminated and is
continuing to discriminate against plaintiffs and the class
they claim to represent on the grounds of race in violation
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and 1866, and seeks injunc-
tive and other equitable and legal relief. Dan River filed
its answer in these proceedings denying material allegations
of the complaint, denying any such discrimination and seeking
dismissal of the suit. The Special Master appointed by the
Court has issued proposed findings of fact and conclusions
of law, recommending to the District Court that some allega-
tions of discrimination be rejected, while others bé upheld.
Dan River and its counsel believe several of these findings
are erroneous and exceptions to these findings will be filed.

Meanwhile, we have been approached by the plaintiffs to under-
take settlement discussions in the matter. Also, because of

Plaintiff's Exhibit 4
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The Employers' Liability Assurance
Corporation, Limited

Mlarchk 16, 1977

Page 2

the Special Master's proposed findings, we must now consider
the possibility of some ultimate liability in the matter. At
the time of the occurrence and the cormencement of the action
it 4id not appear to us to involve your policy but at this
time we feel that it now gives rise to coverage hereunder. e
have reference of ceourse to the fact that if discrimination
is established, the insuring agreements of the policy indemnify
the insured acainst liability because of personal injuries
" which is defined to include such discrimination. Therefore .
we are bringing the matter to your attention. VWe have been
represented in tiais matter from its inception by the well-
recognized lakor law firm of Thompson, Qgletree and Deakins
of First National Bank Tower, Atlanta, Georgia 30303, tele-
phone number (area code 404) 658~2300. Mr. Deakins of that
firm is responsible for this case.

Before undertaking any settlement discussions we ask your
instructions and we ask that you assume or becomas associated
in our continued defense in the matter should you feel that
it should not be settled. You may request copies of any of
the suit papers and the current status of the matter may
best be provided by Mr. Deakins. ‘llaturally we will provide
any additional inforxmation that you may need. We have like-
wise provided notice of this matter to our primary carrier,
The Aetna Casualty and Suretv Company. '

Very truly yours,

1

H. H. Huntley
Vice President and
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April 14, 1977

The Emplovers' Liability Assurance
Corporation, Limited

C/o Cormercial Union Insurance Company

One Beacon Street

Boston, liassachusetts 02103

Re: Employers' Liability Policy Mo. E16-3136-002
Effective 1-1-67 to 1-1-70

Gentlemen: , -

Please refer to my certified letter dated March 16, 1977,
copy of whicih is attached for vour convenience. Inasmuch
as our settlement negotiations are proceeding, I ask your
response in the matter.

Very truly yours,

H. H. Runtley

Vice President and
General Counsel

HHH:1bh
Enclosure

Plaintiff's Exhibit 5



HAND DELIVERED

May 18, 1977

Frank O. lMeade, Esquire
Mcade, Tate, lMeade & Daniel
Masonic Termple

Danville, Virginia 24541

Re: Employers' Liability Assurance Corporation, Limited
Policy nNumber E16-8135-002 and Others

Dear Prank:

5
We have received copy of your letter of iay 17, 1977, pur-
suant to Virginia Code §38.1-38Y.1, denying coverage under
the policy(s) on the grounds of policy breach by Dan River
including late notice. Ve believe that:

1. Any policy breach claimed therein in defense of lia-
bility has been waived by operation of law effective
twenty (20) days after receipt of notice and descrip-
tion of the action by the Carrier on March 18, 1977.

2. Coverage as provided by the policy wording is confirmed

by your providing notice under §38.1-389.1 applicable
by its terms only to claims "within the terms of such
policy".
We are therefore providing notice to the Carrier throuagn
you that we again hereby tender defense of the matter to
the Carrier and demand reimbursement for sums previously
expended in such defensec.

Very truly yours,

H. H. Huntley

Vice President and
General Counsel
HHH:vp

BCC: Mr. Ed Lloyd

Plaintiff's Exhibit 6



Pl. Ex. 7

Frank O. Meade, Esquire
Meade, Tate, Meade & Daniel
Masonic Temple

Danville, Virginia 24541

Re: . Employers' Liability Assurance Corpeoration, Limited
Policy NMumber E16-813€6-002 and Others

Dear Frank:

We have received your letter of May 18, 1977 which together
with previous correspondence we interpret to ke a complete
refusal by the Carrier to assume charge of the defeénse or
to pay defense costs of Dan River Inc. or to participate in
any settlement discussions in the matter specified in my
letter to the Carrier dated March 16, 1977. Please let me
know promptly if the foregoing is not correct.

We will proceed with settlement discussions and though you
have refused participation we will assume you wish to be
informed of the results. While Article 9 of the policy
conditions may prevent policy liability from attaching
until Dan River has paid an amount of "ultimate net loss",

.this letter will provide notice to the Carrier through you

that we are not in agreement with your positions as inter-
preted above, that we intend to pursue the matter and that
we make no waiver of any of our rights to defense or indem-
nity under the policies. If you shall need any further
facts or information, we shall be happy to respond.

Yours very truly,

H. H. Huntley
Vice President and
General Counsel

HHH:1bh

Plaintiff's Exhibit 7



CIRCUIT COURT OF DANVILLE

_ Beusbiior  fuc

laintiff Pl. Ex. 8

v- 4. 77~ 25/

Defendant

EXHIBIT PLAINTIFF NO, X’ - -
6550 7y & pat. - 0 IR
JFL JUDGE . o .

Mr. W, E. Hickson, Manager . ,
Real Estate and Insurance - : X N
Den River Mills, Incorporated :

Danville, V:u-omla

-

Dear Hr. ‘Hickson:

N Catastrophe Liability Insurance -

In accord with your instructions, we have obtained a signed binder frcm
the Employers Lizbility Assurance Ccrporaticm, providing Uzbrella
Liability coverage at a ccmbined single limit of $5,000,000 effective . .
from Februa.ry 75 1964 to Jamuary 1, 1967. The premium will be Qllp,lySO,
pro rata of $15,000 for thres years. -

Additionally, we have cbtained a s:.gncd binder frcm the Aetna Cusua?!.ty
and Suret.y Ccrpany, increasing the Bodzly Injury licit to $1C0,CC0 each
perscn, $300,CCO each cceurrence, $30C,CCO a;g,revaue Prcducts. The
three=year cest of this :anrsase will e eppracimabely $5,4%C.

We have reqi..nsted t&.:..u Underwriters furnish us with an _nte"'p etatica cf
coverage in the eveznt that an Advertising I ab_]_tv claim arises which
spans the tern of the present policy and a subsequent renewal.

e
—Na

We will be in touch with you .,hc; t1ly regarding the Uor ,.er'rm ers! regspoemse
T ng 2

to the above Guesticn, 2s well as the rcﬁ") cf coverage discussed at cur

pesting ca February Sth.

Very truly yours, '
MARSH & McIZIMAN

-
- *

Giegery C. Sinnctt

Plaintiff's Exhibit 8 '



INCORPORATED

g MARSH & 'M(«:{_;zchwm

G o

p—

70 Pine Street, New York 5, New York/ VWHitehall 3-2000

BINDER

BN

No. oi5i8

Date February 7, 1964

Insured
Dan River Kills, Incorporated

Companies, Policy Numbers, Amounts AMOUNT

and Signatures

$5,000,000,

RATE OR PREMIUM EFFECTIVE EXPIRING

Feb. 7, 1964 Jan. 1,1967

Eaployers Liabillty Assurancs Corp.

Attention: Mr, #. X. Ohlandt

r-d F
- il
CIRCUIT COURT OF DANVILLE

; 7 - Plaintiff

Binding !Ezz;bre]la Liability Coverage:
Premium: pro rata of $15,000. three years.

Primary limits Bodlly Injury:
$100,000. each person
300,000, each accurrence
300,0C0. agg. products

’

v /é 77-257

Defendant

CEXMIsg cLAaiirr NOL P

rors 13.39

Repcerting Form
Forms herewith
Forms to come
Use Company forrms

Ceopies and original

/4

Y -
By © G. C. Sinnott

This Binder is Subject to the Terms of the
Usval Form of Policy issued to Provide the
Tyre of Insurance Described, Except as Noted.

Plaintiff's Exhibit 9

, .
MARSH & MELSG "L(N, Incgrporated
70 Pine § \,?'g /) Yp%ﬁ {



atdae i
. -

G.0. 26

To

From

Subject:

— ;

N v, @ MILLS, Incorporated
DANVILLE, VIRGINIA

Date February 27, 1967
Mr. W. E. Hickson

Clyde T. Booker

Pl. Ex. 10

Excess Liability Insurance
Employer's Liability Assurance Corp.
Policy No. E16-8136-002

Period 1-1-67 to 1-1-70 .

The above policy bas been checked agzinst information submitted
"for renewal and has been compared to the policy which expired January
1, 1967.

This new policy was found to be in order except for the des-
eription of the "Business of Insured" which is not complete. Marsh
and McLennan are being informed of this.

The premium for the new policy is $12,000. Premium for the prev-
ious policy was $15,000.

New file and records have been set up for this policy and the
record card for your file is attached.

els
C.T.B.
CTB/ewp

Attachment

CIRCUIT COURT OF DANVILLE

AQ&%{,ﬁéa;ubtygyﬁasf

Plaintiff

AV /%/z/ J7-25/

L 4 y % ’
,49@22%ﬁ¢ poy al A AA
. _ Defendant

EXRIBI Lo i MO /2

bL-5=50 7

—-«amww‘r<;? - _
A fJUD?E o g
Plaintiff's Exhibit 10
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LAW OFI'1CES P1l. Ex. -11
Muian, Taris, Meabpe & DANIEL
f*""‘.\; MASONIC BUILDINO
’ EDWIN B. MEADE DANVILLE, VIRGINIA 24341
T. DHYAN TATE POST OFFICE BOX 720
FRANK O. MEADE TELEPHONE (804) 792-3011
JAMES A. L.DANIEL
May 17, 1977

Mr. J. L. Williams °
Williams, Luck and Williams
216 North Ridge Street
Danville, Virginia 24541

" Mr. Richard B. Sobol
Attorney at Law
1520 New Hampshire Avenue, N. W,
Washington, D. C. 20036

| Mr. Jack Greenberg
| ' Attorney at Law
10 Columbus Circle
New York, New York 10019

‘ ) Mr. Richard T. Seymour

} Attorney at Law

1425 H Street, N. W.

Washington, D. C. 20005 .

Gentlemen:
Re: Julious Adams, et al v. Dan River Inc.

Dan River Inc. has recently given The Employers' Liability Assurance
Corporation, Limited, notice that it will claim liability insurance coverage
under Policy No. E16-8136-002 (and similar policies issued to insured covering
previous years and subsequent years to January 1, 1972) as to a settlement or
judgment, if any, in the above referenced case.

Be advised, pursuant to § 38.1-389.1, Code of Virginia, that The
Employers' Liability Assurance Corporation, Limited, acting by and through
the undersigned as its attorney, denies coverage, if there in fact be such,
under the policy(s) aforesaid on the grounds that Dan River Inc. has breached
the terms and/or conditions of said insurance policy(s) including, but not limited

H. H. HUNTLEY
Plaintiff's Exhibit 11 MAY 13 RECD

“



MupAaDy, Tare, Mrani & DaxNieln

Mr. J. L. Williams, et als
May 17, 1977
Page 2

to, its giving late notice of the suit and alleged occurrences upon which said
suit is based in breach or violation of the Notice of Occurrence and Assistance
and Cooperation of the Insured Conditions of said policy(s).

The said The Employers' Liability Assurance Corporation, Limited, °
intends to rely on such breaches in defense of liability for any claim within
the terms of such policy(s).

We enclose copy of reservation of rights letter written to Mr, H. H.
Huntley, Vice President and General Counsel of Dan River Inc., on
May 10, 1977. ~

Yours very truly,

MEADE, TATE, MEADE & DANIEL
By :
Frank O. Meade

FOM/b
Enclosure

(Hand delivery to Mr. J. L. Williams May 17, 1977.
Certified mail to Mr. Richard B. Sobol, Mr. Jack Greenberg and
Mr. Richard T. Seymour May 17, 1977.)

CC: Mr. H. H. Huntley-/
Vice President and General Counsel
Dan River Inc
2291 Memorial Drive
Danville, Virginia 24541

Mr. Homer L. Deakins, Jr. Mr. R. H. Chaney, III

Thompson, Ogletree and Deakins Commercial Union Assurance Companies
First National Bank Tower P, O. Box K-98

Atlanta, Georgia 30303 Richmond, Virginia 23288
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Def. Ex. 1

November 20, 1969

Mr. John M. Kwaak
HMarsh & lclennan, Inc.:
70 Pine Street

New York, N. Y. 10005

:&ﬂ/n/ roin afpee -

Plaintiff

CIRCUIT COURT OF DANVILLE

Re: Uubrelis Liability Iasurance

Dear Johin:

Annual Report.

Plegse obtain quotations for this renawal from the

Euxpirin~ 1-1-70)

carrier and others as_you seet fit and 1ot us have sucliguotations -

as soon as possible for.our-—coagideration.

CTD/cup

Eunclosures

Sincercly yours,

DAN RIVER MILLS, IHCORPORATED

C I8

Clyde T. Booker
Assistant Director

Defendant

ENDANT NO
VL

Q
o ] .
EAN
L. ? e
SN

Enclosed is the original and four prints of application
form which has been ccupleted by us for uce in r2n2wal of the
“captioned cuverage. Also enclosed are five copies of our

1968

nresent

Real Estate & Insurance

cc: Mr, Y. E. Hickson

Defendant's Exhibit 1
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Def. Ex. 2

QUESTIOUNANLRE FOR UNLRTELLA FOLICY ATPLICATION
Name of Applicant and all Companies to be insurcd:
DAN RIVER MILLS, INQIIFORATED, ct als

(See Exhibit 4)

4 |
3
<

A :

Address of:

A. Head Office Danville, Virginia

Alabama, Georgia, Kew Yorw, North Carolina,

B. Main Locations of operations
: South Carolina, Virginia

Description of all operations

Manufacturing, finishinz, and selling cloth, carpeting, and hosiery.
Manufzcturing of chemical finishes for cloth, primarily for owm use,
Factoring. :

Estimate of:~

A. Annual Payroll $111,896,162 (See Exhibit B)

4
7

JUDGE

B. Annual Receipcs or Sales - (See Exhibit C)

(1) From U,S.A. operations $299,120,020

TFENDART NO_ oZ,

(ii) From Canadian operations .
(11ii) From foreign operations (other N
than Canada) $5,923,000 ~
C. Annual Advertising Expenditure $1,509,4083. ©= ég
Xy,
D. Number of Employees 18,973 (See Exhibit D) ;f \%
3
Methods of Advertising and proportion of expenditure: = “{
Newspapers and Magazines - - - - 64.4% o
Other = = =« = = = = = 0 = = - = 35.6%

Details including separate values and Fire/E.C. rates of:

A. Leased premiscs with values in excess of $25,000 vwhere
Applicant is not held harmless or nawmed in Fire/E.C. Policy

B. Any other property in the Applicants' care custody or control
where values are likely to exceed $25,000.

Goods produced by us which are "billed & held" for customer.

.’) 6

Defendant's Exhibit 2



10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

Details of written contractual a2grcements othe - ~han lizbility assumad under
any lease of premises, easemant agreement, ag. :t reguired by municipal

:vdinance, s de-track agrecements and elevator . zscalctor maintenatce agree-
2nt. Primary Liability Coverage includes "3.. =L Contractual® eniorscrent.

if the Appliczat is a qualified Self-Insurer fo: W.C.A. give:

A. States, Individual Payroll, Normal Premium past 5 years,
Expericnce past 5 years. , ( See Exhibit E)

B, Details of excess protection carried. (Sée Exhibit E)

If the applicant has any exposure under the following please indicate and
glve separate payrolls:

A. Jones Act. Not applicable.

B.' Federal Railroad Employees Act. Not app.: cable,

C; Federal Longshoreman's & Harbour Workers Act. !lot applicable.
Number and Type of owned or leased:

A, Aircraft Onec - 1965 Beechcraft King Air GO

B. Watercraft 30 rowboats. All located D nville, Ya. One ﬁscd with outboar:

motor to take water samples fromn rivers. Others localed on lake used for
recreational purposes and moitors not periaitted on boats.

Does primary coverage provide: .

A, Occurrence basis B.I.) Yes
P.D.) |

B. Personal Injury Yes

C. Blanket Contractual Liability Yes

D. Property in the Applicants' care custody or control No

E. Any other extensions, if so, detail
Details of any specific exclusions in primary coverages:-

Details of any liability Iossés, insured or uninsured, exceeding $10,000

occurring in the past 5 years.
: See Exhibit F

If Malpractice cover required state:-

11



A. Number of Doctors employed OUne

¢ B. Number of Nurses employed Scven Repistered furses and one Registered Laborat
A Technician, 4 '
(211 eaployed at operations in Danville, Va,
15. Schedule of Primary Policies

(to be incorporated in policy)
T/ RITDORCS TINATED

LINIT ' CARRIER - BRRREEBRRUS PRIV
EST. STANDARD FRiddUid

A. General B.I. $100/300,000 Aetnz Casualby &
" P.D. $100,080 Suretly Company $ 12,500
B, Products B.I. 2100/300,000 n In #pn
. P.D. $100,0C0
C. Auto B.I, £100/300,000 "o $ 20,500
»°  P.D. $100,000
D. E.L. E.L.0.D. " $100,000 " : $ 1,500
Jones Act Mot -applicable
F.R.E.A. Not applicable
E.L., & H.W.A, Not applicable
~ E. Advertisers $100,000 Seaboard Sursty Co s 550,
£
o}
‘Y F. Aircraft $10,000,000 U.S.Aircreft Ins Grp = $ 7,500
G. Watercraft In.“A" In "AM
H. Charterers Liability Not applicuble.
I, Malpractice In "AM In mAM

J. Any other
Liability Policies

16. Have you carried higher limits than the above during the past 5 years?
No, except for transition period following acquisition of a subsidiary during
which time subsidiary's former coverage may have been in excess of these limits.

17. Additional information, if any, : v///

We know of no other relevant facts which might affcct Undervriters judgment
 when considering this application.
~ DAN RIVER MILLS, IMCORFORATED
,.!'.. A ) 7 /’ .}
£ . (Signed) .(&}-¢~l u/.Afbﬁhﬁﬂ“. .« e e s
' Asst, Director Real Estate & Insurance

/]8



DAN RIVER MIILS, INCORYORATEE _
EXCESS LIARTLITY INSU. ANCE RERCLAL TN:OR-ATION EXHIBIT a

Name of Insureds

Dan River Mills, Incorporated

Dan River International Corporation

Schoolfield Fir :2rs, Inc.

Dan River Mills Foundation

Riverdan Benevolent Fuad, Inc,

Schoolfield Comﬁunity Foundation, Inc.

Woodside Mills |

John Preston Warehouse Company

Clifton.Manufacturing Co. Division of Dan River Mills, Ihcorporated
Iseain-Jefferson Company, Inc.

Ise}in-Jeffcrson Financial Company, Inc.

Colony Sales Company, Inc.

Fruit of the Loom Financial Corp.

Hayes Sales Company, Inc,

Carnac Division of Woodside Mills d/b/a Carnac Division of Iselin-Jefferson Company, I
.Cohn4Miller Co., Inc.

‘Textile Services, Inc.

Wunda Weve Carpet Co, Division of Dap River Mills, Incorporated
Dan River Carpet Co, Division of Dan River iMills, Incorporated
Wunda WeQe Leasing Co.

Dan River Cotton Company,'Inc.

Webco Mills, Ineorpor;ted

Webco Dyers, Inc, :

Webco Realty Company, Inc..

Crystal Springs Textiles, Inc.

Morganton llosiery #ills, Inc,

MHD Foundation, Inc.
Drexel Knitting Mills Co.

Flatterknit by Huffman



DAN RIVER MLILLS, INCORPORATL:

Estimated Cross Annual Pavroll

Dan River tills, Incorporated, Dan River International
Corp., Schoolfield Finishers, Inc.

Riverdan BEenevolent Fund, Inc.

Woodside Mills, John Preston Varchouse Company,
Carnac Division of Woodside Mills

Clidton Manufacturing Co, Division of Dan River Mills, Inc.
Isclin-Jefierson Company, Inc., Isélin-chfcrson Financial
Company, Inc., Colony Sales Company, Inc., Fruit of the Loon
Financial Corp., Hayes Sales Company, Inc.

Cohn-Miller Co., Inc., Textile Services, Inc.

Wunda Weve Carpet Co, a Division of Dan River Mills, Incorporated
Wunda Weve Leasing Co. :

Dan River Carpets Co., a Division of Dan River Mills, Iucorporated
Dan River Cotton Company, Inc.

Webco Mills, Incorporated, Webco Dyers, Inc., Webco Reaity
Company, Inc.

Crystal Springs Textiles, Inc.
Morganton Hosiery Mills, Inc., Drexel Knitting Mills Co.,

Flatterknit by Huffman, Morganton-Drexel Sales, Inc.
MHD Foundation, Inc,

Amount
$ 59,003,349

98,233

27,773,706

3,102,955

3,960,162

274,460

H]

4,128,593
1,143,794

377,910

"3,107,000

5,049,000

3,877,000

$ 111,896,162,



AN RIVER MILLS, INCORPORATID
3

ENCESS 1 :1LITY INSURANCE RINFWAL INTOICATION DXiHE1BIT C

ESTIMATED AIDIUAL SALES

Amount
Dan River Mills, Incorporated
Schoolfield Finishers, Inc. $129,325,000
Dan River International Corp, . 5,923,000
Woodside Mills . ’ 88,724,000

Clifton Manufacturing Co. Division of Dan River Mills, Incorporated 10,350,000
Iselin-Jefferson Company, Inc., Iselin-Jefferson Financial Company,

Inc., Colony Sales Company, Inc., Fruit of the Loowm Financial Corp., .
Hayes Sales Company, Inc., Carnac Division of Woodside Mills 4,329,000

Cohn-Miller Co., Inc., Textile Services, Inc. 3,619,000

Wunda Weve Carpet Co. a Division of Dan River Mills, Incorporated

Dan River Carpet Co., a Division of Dan River 1ills, Incorporated 27,101,000
Webco Mills, Incorporated, Webco Dyers, Inc, 15,659,000
Crystal Springs Textiles, Inc. 9,869,C00

aes

Morganton Hosiery Mills, Inc., Drexel Knitting Mills Co.,
Flatterknit by Huffman, Morganton-Drexel Sales, Inc. 10,134,000

3 305,0143,000



DAN RIVER IILLS, Ir “PORATED
EXCESS LIARILITY INSURAICE TUAL INFONATION

NUMBER QF EMEY . HES

No. of Employees

Dan River Mills, Incorporated, Dan River International
Corp., Schoolfield Finishers, Inc.

Riverdan Benevolent Fuud, Inc.
Woodside Mills, John Preston Warehouse Company

Clifton Manufacturing Co. Division of Dan River Mills, Incorporated
Iselin-Jefferson Company, Inc., Iselin-Jefferson Financial Company, Inc.
Colony Sales Company, Inc., Fruit of the Loom Financial Corp., Hayes
Sales Company, Inc., Carnac Division of Woodside Mills, Cohn-Miller

Co, Inc., Textile Services, Inc.
Wunda Weve Carpet Co. Division of Dan River Mills, Incorporated,

Wunda Weve Leasing Co., Dan River Carpets Co. Division of Daan River
Mills, Incoxporated :

Dan River Cotton Company, Inc.

Webco Mills, Incorporated, Webco Dyers, Inc., Webco Realty Company, Inc.

Crystal Springs Textiles, Inc.

Morganton Hosiery Mills, -Inc., Drexel Knitting Mills Co.,
Flatterknit by Huffman, Morganton-Drexel Sales, Inc.

10,379
26
4,293

729

807
77
446

1,012

850

18,973



o

DAN RIVEF HLLLS, INCOLRPOIATID )
EXCESS LTABILIIY LIISURANCE RIMNIVIVL ILTFORMATION ZiHIBIT &

S, if-Insured Worlciau's Comusnsation:

Pan River Mills, Incorporated is a sclf-insurer for Workmea's Compensation | :the
State of Virginia. Tollowing is a record of losses and gross payroll for th past
five years: )

Year Gross Payroll Amount of losses
1964 $ 37,837,831 $ 21,243,
1965 42,337,330 56,046
1966 45,930,233 65,594
1967 42,985,083 36,865
1968 . ’ 49,223,340 49,398

Excess Worlmen's Compensation Coverage is provided by Employers Reinsurance Corperation
of Xansas City, Mo., Policy C-1310, at a limit of liability of $1,000,000 excess of
primary met loss of $21,000 per accident,.

Woodside Mills is a self-insurer for Workmen's Compensation in the State of South
Carolina, TFollowing is record of losses and gross payroll for past five years:

Year Gross Payroll , Amount of lossas
1964 $ 18,512,043 : $ 103,212
1965 20,303,904 60,562
1966 21,707,766 94,331
1967 22,104,233 78,337
1968 25,383,097 151,946

Excess Workmen's Compensation Coverage is provided by Employers Reinsurance Corporaticr
of Kansas City, Mo., Policy No. C-1670, at a limit of liability of $1,000,000 excess of
primary net loss of $18,000 per occurrence,

~rystal Springs Textiles, Inc. through secrvice of Paige, O'Brion Russell of Georgia,
c., Atlanta, Ga. is self-insurer for Workemen's Compensation in the State of Georgia.
ioss experience for the past five years is as follows:

Period ) Losses Premium
1964 /66 $ 20,658 $ 80,158
1967 7,781 37,707
1968 19,130 ' 29,426

Excess Coverage of $1,250,000 is provided by Employer's Surplus Lines and is in excess
of $50,000 or 85% of normal premium, whichever is greater,



DAN RIVER M1LLS, INCORPORATEL, ET ALS '
EXCESS LIARTILILY THSURALCE Riuiital, INTORMATIQN EXHIBIT F

Liability Claims Excecding $10,000 Occurrin~ Past Five Yeoars:

2-9-66 Claimant, Stanley Williams, had delivered truck of cotton to our premises.
While our employees were unloading truck, a bale of cotton £f21l from truck
and struck claimant. Suit for §100,000 filed by claimant. Trial resulted ‘
in verdict for defeudaut. Case has been appealed by claimant. Primary
carrier reserve currently is $16,500,

6-15-66 Claimant, Jill Judy James, a minor, was burned when dress which was wearing
caught fire. Two suits filed, one by Glenn E. James, father of Jill Judy
James, and one by Jill Judy James suing through and by her father, Glenn E.
James. Each suit for $500,000. No trial date set. Primary carrier rescrve
currently is $35,000,

9-18-66 Claimant, Max Donald Edwards, sustained injuries from electrical shock while
working for indepeundent contractor on plant premises., Suit for $150,000 filed
by. claimant. Primary carrier reserve currently is $24,500.

1-20-67 Claimant, Donna Bieler, burned when duster which was wearing caught fire., Suit
filed in amount of $212,800. No trial date set., Primary carrier reserve
currently is $2,500, Co .

2-13-67 Claimant, Stop Shock, Inc., alleges slander. Initial suit filed for $30,000,000
was dismissed by U. S. District Court for Northern District of Texas (Dallas
Division). Case still in litigation, new suit having been filed in State of
Texas. Primary carrier reserve currently is $101,000.

12-28-67 Claimant, Heidi Ann Galster, burned when dress which was wearing caught fire,
Suit filed in amount of $150,000. No trial date set, Primary carrier reserve
currently is $16,500.

10-8-68 Claimant, Rachel Pilling, burned when dress which was wearing caught fire. Suit
filed in amount of $750,000. Recently settled for $50,000. ’

10-8-68 Claimant, Roy Mathis, injured when stepped on man hole cover on our premises
and the cover tilted causing claimant to fall into man hole. Primary carrier
paying medical and compensation and current reserve is $15,000.
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stant drcclor . EXHIBIT CESEMDANT MO
Balale & 1lnsurance

ve ’ -
Dan .diver 0ills, lacorporated Lo -'6',;'4 7/ - & .}_J
Danville, Virginia i ———

Dear Clyde:

ne:  Umbrella iiabilitly Insurarnce
pupiring 1-1-90

.

This will conlirm our teJephoac cenversation of December 19
concerning the captioned.

As I advised, the Employers Tdability Giroupn has submitted a
rencwal quotation for your Uabrella policy vhich cxpires January
1970.  The rencwal quovation is 4,350

o0 per year o for a
thrce-year tein a prermiwa of ”13,3Y>. 'ﬁL-- re i3 arrived at
by laking the amwal promium and wuliitiplying by a factor of 2.5.

‘urther, the Empleoyers has olfered wi additional $5 miliion
excess of 45 million for an annual premiun of 2,500 or @0,290 for
three years. :

e also received a quotation Iroa the Home Insurance Company
for 410 million for a three-ycar premium of v31,)oo.

tic also cuntacted the Insurarce Company oi Horih fmerica as
well as Lhe Aetne Casvalty and Surcly Lo suunit quctaticas bLut the
Aetna aeciined Lo auete, saying that thoers uac not enough tiwe to
cvaluate the situation. Ve are siili u""¢bld- lhe I#fi's quole
but feel that Lheir quotation will not equal. or betuer lthe bmployecrs.
Pased upon: Lhe reneval guelation subirdiiled, we rccomacnd that
you authorize us Lo piace the full 10 miliion of coveraze with the
Lmpleycrs, cflcélivc Jaavary 1. Using lhe expiiving preniws {for lhe
fy million and Lhe additional preriuvs Foi the varices entities during
leohﬁyme,/om'”mlungcwm\mﬂdiw':1ﬁu:mwaoi_*h0&L
For lhe additicnal 35,000 of premium ve fccl that the exira i) million
is a must for a corpoiration of your size. '

Very truly yours,

VRS & el LSl /
ly:

Ji L/ g F. Zuaak 3
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: December 22, 1969

CIRCUIT COURT OF DANVILLE

_4&; st ; Plaintiff
RTINS . . . o V. / 77-'9?5“/ R
TERTAs e vd M, John Rwaak RS SIS MM_W‘

7o ion tireer Tt TRe T EXHIBIT DEFERDANT NO.__ 4L
- 70 Yire Street £ sl NQL

New York, ¥, Y. 10005 L-5-§0 W & A
Dear John: \/k"_’_ JUDGE -

-
BN : : Re; Umbrelle Lisbility Insurance -
Ce Expiring Janvaxy 1. 197 ‘
Vi%e® RS N . . L. o e .o Tt .
T ' This is to autiorize you to bind ocur excess iiabili .‘r ’ .
iusurance coverage wilit the Cgplcyers Listility Croup as of
("”\ January 1, 1570 based on their three year quotation of §19,525
) for limits of $10,000,000. It is iy understanding that the torms
el . in the new policy will be the saxe as now contairned in the curreat )
policy with Lwployers. T o T
o Ve appreciate you cauvas sing the market for us and se
RV * " this attractive quotatioa. T o -
'_;".c' . .
NE - Sincerecly yours,

DAl RIVER IMILLS, IKCORPORATID R St s '

. Ay
: . E. Hickson
N Director of Real Istate & Insurance .
WEH/ewp -
"~ -l.'nn . . . . . N . . . - /, - B ’ - '”.;I.' ; .
.') »3 M 1 ﬂ( j/i‘ [y‘ /4 Vs ,-, ! "
S\ . . ; iy i ol /- -
, l ’7,3' 69 "f:/z"l .o'\; ‘/_/..4 ,9/\.-// 0%. ’Ja/-/-J ({’7' IU y 7 ‘{ ) . :..’::'..":
y Y 4. 2 £ -2
R a . aetads ,/,, - obilscail //w._mw%s—\ /J . /" e
L . A T -
o /u/i I:.7 /;, el od) saraeet Dt Gerd?  ccnctd T
-7 INA Lefe ot
o v Proisia .."f/’ frds v £ 34
B . . .. . v . . (s . .
: [
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Dear Mr. Hickson:
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Febmary 29, 1970 LONDON

ROME

Mr. W. E. Hickson, Director
Real Estate and Insurance
Dan River Mills Incorporated
Danville, Virginia 245kl

Unbrella Liability Insurance

Ve refer to your letter of December 22, 1969 wherein you authcrized

£

Defendant's Exhibit 5

us to proceed with the renewal of Umbrella Liability Insurcnce effective
January 1, 1970.

Ve now enclose for youyr attention Policy No. EY-8136-003 which mrovides
$10,000,000 Umbr&lles Liability Insurance in excess of Primary Insurance
maintained by Den River Mills Incorporated.

As we previously advised, the premium for the p.riod Januery 1, 1970 to
January 1, 1973 is $l9,625 for vhich we enclose our Invoice Fo. TOSOk.

We trust you will find the enclosed to be in order.

Yours very truly,

MARSH & McLENNAR

’ /"' S -
By: Ny
v .',[-'/‘—"-f-("f ’E, /'{-uw —
Martin L. Elkinson

CIRCUIT COURT OF DANVILLE

4/? 77_ Plalntlff

@w&;z@w/@z

efendant
SXHIBIT CEFENDANT NO. f
e-5-80 . & .

J L Jubge
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- New York, N, Y.

LY 2 I ~. an
S . A

_restricting the care, custody and control coverage.
restriction off of the new policy, as I told ycu, was one of my
. main concerns and my recollection is that I

.. . pot describe correctly the business of the insured.

L

March 6, 1970 = - - N T

R

Mr. John M, Kwaak
Marsh & Mclemnan, Inec, .- L .-
70 Pine Street » C

10005 - .. - - : e .- e doewe L S

Employers-Commercial Union Companies
Policy NMo. EY8136-003
Umbrella Poliecy ~ 1/1/70 to 1/1/72

Re:

ﬁear Johnt '

We achnowledoe the receipt of the abo"e nentionﬂd pollcy. E 4.- “?
It was our understanding that the reneval of this nolxcy was T 'f‘

offered to us on the same terms covering the expiring policy. Uhen

we checked this policy against the expirinsg policy, we found tha

it contained endorsewment #2 which was not on ouvr expiring pollcy

Keeping such a

had the assurance from s

you that the new policy would have the same care, custody and control -xi

coverage as that eyisting on the expiring pollcv.' .

,

I also find that the declarations page of the new policy does SRR
I refer you to . -7
endorsemcnt #2 of the expiring policy for a descrxptlon. Foroomoe R

3

The new policy also lacks an endorsement on form G-9551 -
"Bankruptcy or Insolvency Clause,"

In the insuring agreement III of the expiring policy world= S
wide coverage 1s provided. The new policy docs not refer to world- ) -
wide coverage. . _ T

Under item 3 of the declarations the present limit of liability -
_undex the specific excess Workmen's Compensation should be "$1,000,000 . ..

el

excess over $18,000 each accident.”

-
[P S




"' .;-. K - 2 - altat
emgy 0% .d o Mr, Johm M. Kwaak S -7 March 6, 1970 AR
y The following changes should be made in endorsement #1: o

L . Y

R o 1, Jebco Mills, Inc., Webco Dyers, Inc. and Vcbco Realty Company, Ff{if

Inc. should be replaced by Webco Division of Dan Rivar Mills,
R A Incoxporated, - - s

2., Woodside Milils should be replaced by Voodside Division of
ban River Mills, Incorporated,

: On cudorsement #1 the refercnce to ''Carnac Division ¢f Voodside | gud: .

S Mills D/B/A Carnac a Division of Iselin-Jefferson Company, Inc." may be/

“i. -+ .-+, omitted because Carnac has merely become a department of the Iselin-
P . Jeffercon Company. .

R : : Sincerely yours, “
{F\' ' DA RIVER MILuo, INCORXORNTE
A R : W. E, Hickson - AR
T Director of Real Istate & Insurance. .. .-
WEH/ewp ' . e

cebee L,
"“F.'_'-", - R . ¥ - R A
i N .
- -~ -
X - - I .
e
- e T e

[P S SRR P R e A U S andai . - Y A Pt oy
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Mr. W. E.
Director,
Dan River
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DARSIH Ke 2
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‘Harch 16, 1970

Hickson

Real Estate and Insurance
Mills, Incorporated
Virginia
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Dear Mr. Hickson:

Umbrella Liability Insurance
Policy EY 136003

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of March &, 1970
and our conversation of that date concerning the necessity for several
changes in the captioned policy.

With regard to the Care, Custody and Control, we have proposed
that the following wording be used on Endorsement No. 2:

"It is agreed that this policy shall not provide
coverage for property of others in the care, custody
or control of the Named Insured other than insofar as
coverage is provided in:

Aetna Casualty and Surety Company policies numbered
O1FP 854733, FSK 302, IMSK 1851;

St. Paul Fire and Marine policy No. 365 JC 553;
Appalachian policy No. 28150; and
FIA policy No. 31725280.

All other terms and conditions with regard to Care, Custody and
Control remain unchanged."

An endorsement outlining the business of the Insured presently is
in preparation as is an endorsement including the "Bankruptcy or
Insolvency Clause."

le have requested that the Employers amend item No. 3 to reflect
a limit of liability for excess VWorkmen's Compensation of $1 million

/...



MARSH & HELENNAN
-2 -

Harch 16, 1970

Mr. W. E. Hickson
Dan River Mills, Incorporated

Umbrella Liability Insurance
Policy EY 136003

excess of $18,000-.

With regard to page 2 of your letter of March 6, we are having
endorsement No. 1 amended as you requested. :

Ve apologize for any inconvenience we may have caused you as
the result of errors which appeared on the renewal document.
£ Yours very truly,
t

MARSH & HcLzZuNAN

By: : [\ - !Z., .--(

\

John M. Kwaak

MLE/pg
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TITLE OF CASE

ATTORN:.YS

For Ez::,; -
: Bruce C. Dungan,—Esq
FTN JULIQUS ADAMS, ET AL Prank=Taltbottr—IT
§ / i i
- Janie A. Hunf, et al DanrRiver Mills

VS.

Plaintiff - Intervenor

DAN RIVER MILLS, INC.

Danville, Virgini.
T.?cm S ; - s 5
Robert T.Thompson

gtetree—

F 'ﬂzifwnfz
or vavan--. o

J.L. Williams g

216 N. Ridge St.

Associate Counsel: Richard B.Sob

BASIS OF ACTION: Vio.Civil Rights Act,

1964

3.7 & Com e

C 42 USC 2000e,

1866 - +42 UsC 1981

1823 Jetfierso

Plaintiff's Assoc.Cowisel:

Washington, D

téﬁggklck Fsq.

Jack Greenberg & J

T763 RSt N, W.
JURY TR!AL CLAIMED

e,N.W.

Na

ON shington,D.C. 1U CTolumbus Circle
DATE PLAINTIFF'S ACCOUNT RECEIVED DISBURSED DATE DEFENDANT'S ACCOUNT RECEIVED
10/24/6(9 #62567 15 |00 k/24/7% 469453 (copies) | 2 |50

10.30/6P S.F.201-C.D.19 15/ 00 %/26/72 SF 201-CD 37 _

‘ 4/3/73) EEOC,%80833 (S°P1eSi0 oo |

CIRCUIT COURT OF DANVILLE 4/6/73 SF 201 - CD 37 A

Qpe Pire 0 Brte. - 9/26/74 #89090 (Copies) 40 5O |

7 Plaintiff 9/30/74 SF 201-CD13

v. /«% P7-257

Defendant

,’; EXHIBIT DEFENDANT RO.__(2
b-5-89 A &, A
JEL. T A

ABSTRACT OF COSTS

TO WHOM DUE

AMOUNT

RECEIPTS, REMARKS, ETC.

10/18/72 - Richard T.Seymour,

10/19/72 - SF 201-CD 15

#80660 3.00

P

Defendant's Exhibit 6
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ANMOLL

DATE FILINGS—PROCEEDINGS F‘g‘?&‘"-—t‘
RETGUF.

10/24/69 | Compiaint filed -~ copy forwarded to Judge Dalton. Summons issu. . :
and forwarded to U.S. Marshal for service with instructions as: .o .

-

service on Registered Agent.

© 10/24/69

Filed Motion of J L. Williams to associate counsel as follows:

Richard B. Sobol and Elizabeth Molodovsky, 1823 Jefferson Place,

N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036 and Jack Greenberg and James M.

Nabrit III; 10 Columbus Circle, New York, New York 10019.

11/3/69

Filed Order entered 11/3/69 in which it is -ORDERED that Richard

i
B. Sobol, Esg., and Elizabeth MOlodovsky, Jack Greenberg and James

M. Nabrit, IITI be permitted to appear in association with J L.

Williams in this case. Copy forwarded to counsel, and to Judg

(O

Dalton. ° Civ. O0.B. 8 - Page 278

?11/3/69

Filed executed summons in which Marshal's Return shows service

by.deliveri a . .
on 10/29/69 §g¥¥$§§&xﬁymx§§xxga32xxg copy of summons with copv

of complaint QRxERIXBECHEXEVTEXYBXERIXLEZERUNASXEEXBE UNHE IS .

to Frank Talbott III, Vice President and General Counsel oz

Dan River Mills, Inc. in person.

10/11/69

Filed and entered order dated November 10, 1969 in which it is

its responsive pleadings is extended to December 8, 1969, Covoy

ORDERED that the time within which Defendant may serve and file

b 12/4/69

Filed and entered Order dated 12/5/69 in which Robert T.Thompsé

forwarded to counsel of record and to Judge Dalton. Civ.0.B.8-Page 282
Filed Defendant's Notice to Take Depositions - Copy to Judge Dalton,

n

. 12/8/69

an attorney, is permitted to practice before this ceurt in

association with Frank Talbott, III, Esq. Copy forwarded to

counsel of record and to Judge Dalton. Civ.0.B.8-Page 29

8

Filed Defendant's Answer — Copy to Judge Dalton

112/8/69

Filed Defendant's Motion to Dismiss with Affidavit and Exhibits

512/8/69

Copy to Judge Dalton..

Filed Plaintiff's First Interrogatories to Defendant. Copy to

1 12/16/69

Judge Dalto;

i
112/18/69

Filed Defend....t's Interrogatories to Plaintiffs. Copy to Judgs

!

alton.

Filed Defendant's Object‘ons to Plaintiffs' first Interrogator)

LGS .

| 12/19/69

Copy to Judge Balton .

4 12/19/69

Filed Defendant's Motion for Protective Ozder. Copy to Judge D:

~1ton.




D. C. 110A Rev. Civil Docket Continuation

#69~C-58-D

. DATE PROCEEDINGS
12/23/69| Filed Plaintiff's Motion to Inte vene as Plaintiffs - Copy to J :
Dalton.
12/23/69| Filed Plaintiff's Complaint in Intervention - Copy to Judge Dalton.
12/23/69| Filed Plaintiff's Memorandum in Support of Motion to Intervene as
plaintiffs. - Copy to Judge Dalton. '
12/29/69| Filed Plaintiff's Objections to Defendant's Interrogatories. Copy
to Judge Dalton.
1/6/70 Filed and entered Order dated 1/2/70 in which the motion is granted
i to permit Maggie L. Clemmon and nine others to be ad@ed as plaintif
Copy forwarded to counsel of record and to Judge Dalton. Civ.0.B.8-Pu.:
1/6/70 Filed Notice of Hearing on Plaintiff's Objections to Defendant's
1 Interrogatories setting the date for Jan. 14, 1970 at 11:00 a.m.
Counsel advised by letter from Judge Dalton on 1/5/70.
1/12/70 |Filed Plaintiff‘'s Notices to take Depositions of Plainiiff-Intervenc:.
Copy to Judge Dalton. .
1/19/70 Filed Plaintiff's Motion or Leave to Amend Complaint -~ Copy to Judge
Dalton. i
1/19/70 Filed plaintiff'’s Memorandum in opposition to Defendant's Motion to
Dismiss. Copy to Judge Dalton.
1/19/70 Filed Plaintiff's Memorandum in Opposition to Defendant's Objections
to Plaintiff's First Interrogatories. Copy to Judge Dalton. '
1/19/70 Filed Plaintiff's Memorandum in opposition to Motion for a Protectiv
Order. Copy to Judge Dalton.
1/19:70 Filed plaintiff's Certirficate of Sexvice of above -~ Copy to Judge Da.:
1/22/70 Filed Plaintiff's Motion to Intervene - Copy to Judge Dalton.
1/22/70 Filed Plaintiff's Complaint in Intervention - Copy to Judge Dalton.
1/22/70 Filed Plaintiff's Memorandum in support of Motion to intervene as
plaintiffs - Copy to Judge Dalton.
1/23/70 Filed Amended Complaint.
-~ 1/26/70 |Filed and entered order dated Jan. 23, 1970 granting plaintiff's
leave to file amended complaint. Copy forwamded to counsel of recoxd
and to Judge Dalton. Civ.0.B.8 - Page 326
1/26/70 Filed and entered order dated January 23, 1970 in which pla
motion to permit the intervention of Robert Chaney, Janie A.Hunt and
Joel Marable as plaintiffs in this action is GRANTED. Copy forxrwarded
to counsel of record and to Judge Dalton. Civ.0.B.8 - Page 327
1/ /70 Filed and entered Order dated January 23, 19" 7 in which the motion
of Equal Emplovment Opportunity Commission f - : leave to participate
as amicus curj - in this action and for an extension of time in whicl
- to file a brie . with respect to Defendant's Motion to Dismiss, etc.
~;> is granted; the Commission is granted until 1/23/70 to file brief. ‘
' Copy forwarded to cou-~el of record and to Judge Dalton. Civ.OB.8-Pag
1/28/70 #iled Brief for the U. - Egual Enployment Opportunity Commission as

1

Amicus C.
Lo interrogatories, ar

*

3

S
b

2

—

intiff's

o

zion to defendant's motion to dismiss, object;
motion for protective order. Copy to JudgeDalk
_ . i

"

»iae, in opp< -




DATE PROCEEDINGS Jou

. 2/3/70 Filed Defendant's Answer to Plaintiff's . ‘rst Amendment to Complaint.
' lton.
5/8/70 Copy to Judge Dalton

x&H2#%R | Received Stipulation signed by both parties and filed by Judge Dalt 0
: on May 7, 1970. i
5/8/70 | Filed and entered Order dated May 7, 1970 in which on motion of
Frank Talbott, III, Esq., it is ORDERED that Homer L. Deakins, Jr..
Esq. and James J. Baldwin, Esq. be admitted to practice in this
court for the trial of this case. Civ.0.B.8 - Page |39

.. 6/26/70 | Filed sealed depositions of the following: Julious Adams: Robert

i Hairston; Bendie Hall; Loretta Harris; Leroy Barksdale: Hope Breed-
love;. Bessie Burrell, Russell Dodson;Joseph Graves, Helen Crews:
Mae Crews; Robert Chaney: William Barksdale; Edward Crews and

Erma Garland. .

!

6/29/70 Flled/geposgulons of Janie Hunt, Gracie Childress, Joel Marable,
: Mary L. Brooks, Henry Wilson, Bernard Lee Robertson,, Robert Hereford,
? iilliam Hereford, lLeroy Jchnson, James Montgomery, Willie Richardson,
' Harxy Slade and Charlie Smith. ,

!8/11/70 |Filed and entered order dated August 10, 1970 in which it is ORDERED
' that defendant answer three interrogatories for each of defendant's
plants in the 17 locations listed in Paragraph 3 of the complaint
with cextain stipulations. Copy of order forwarded to counsel of
record and to Judge Dalton. CIV.0.B.8 - Page 4438

|
!
!
;9/2/70 Filed Defendant's Answers to Plaintiff's Interrogatories. Due to

! volume of papers, copy is not forwarded to Judge Dalton.

312/24/70 Filed Court Reporter's electronic record of proceedings. See Civil
; Envelope No. 91 (Roanoke)
| 2/11/71 | Filed depositionof Robert M. Gardiner.
f 3/23/71 Filed Defendant's Supplemental Answers to Plaintiff's First
i Interrogatories. Copy to Judge Dalton.
J

5/11/71| Filed plaintiff's notice of deposition to be taken on 5/20/71 of
: Beverley A.Gosney,Jr. and F.J.Ridgeway,Jr. Copy to Judge Dalton.
' 5/18/71 - led sealed depositions of Birdie Ruth Harris, Bertha Louise Farrow,
: tiarion Louise Epps and Johnny Edward Nance.

;6/28/71 Filed Depositions of Alma Lawson, John S.Crenshaw,Mary Lee Crenshaw,
‘ Elizabeth Milner and Ma. .ie Lee Clemmons, in one envelop: . .

.;6/30/71 Filed Depositions of F.J.Ridgeway,Jr. and Beverley A.Gosney,Jdr.
i in one envelope.

? 8/4/71 [Filed plaintiff‘s Motion to Associate Counsel. Copy to Judge Dalton.
.; 8/17/71 Filed ‘and entered order dated August 16, 1971 in which i* is ORDET
= that Robert B. Fltzpaurlck is associated as co-counsel for plaintii_s.
? Copies certified to counsel of record and to Judge Dalton.
Civ.0.B.9-Page 240




D. C. 110A Rev. Civil Docket Continuation

#69~-C-58-D

PROCEEDINGCS

W |
8/30/71 Filed Plaintiff's Request for Production of Documents, under Rule
'34. Copy to Judge Dalton. '
11/12/71 Filed Deposition of Tommy Lewis Hairs.on.

11/8/71 Filed, by leave of court, defendant's response and objections to
‘plaintiffs®' request for production of documents under Rule 34.

Copy to Judge Dalton. . : '

11/8/71 Filed affidavit of James J. Baldéwin, Copy to Judge Dalton.

/\}1/8/71 Filed affidavit of Beverley A. Gosney, Jr. Copy to 'Judge Dalton.

11/29/71 |Filed plaintiff's motion for order compelling discovery. Copy to
Judge Dalton.

11/29/7% filed plaintiff's memorandum in support of motion for order compelling
Fiscovery. Copy to Judge Dalton.

12/6/71 Filed Plaintiffs' Second interrogatories to Defendant. Copy to Judge
Dalton.

12/6/71 ‘Filed Plaintiffs® second request for production of documents. Copy
to Judge Dalton. _

12/9/71 Filed defendant's memorandum in opposition to plaintiffs' motion for
order compelling discovery. Copy to Judge Dalton.

1/4/72 Filed defendant's response to plaintiffs' second request for producti
of documents. Copy to Judge Dalton.

1/4/72 Filed Defendant's Answers to Plaintiffs' Second Interrogatories. Cop
to Judge Dalton.

1/4/72 Filed Defendant's Motion for order ternlnatlng discovery, and for
other relief. Copy to Judge Dalton.

1/5/72 Filed and entered order dated 12/31/71 in which counsel for plaintisz:
is granted leave to file memorandum in response to Defendant's Memora:
in Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion for Order Compelling Discovery no

.later than January 16, 1972. Copies certified to counsel of record

— and to Judge Dalton. CIV. O.B. 9 - Page 345

- 1/19/72 Filed plaintiffs' response to defendant's motion for order ;ermlnatln
‘|discovery and for other relief. Copy to JudgeDalton.

1/25/72 Filed and entered Opinion and Order in which it is ORDEZRED and
ADJUDGED that the defendant produce the current master payroll file
and the requested W-2 prift-outs in the appropriate computerized
form. It is further ORDERED and ADJUDGED that the plaintiff shall
pay the costs of preparing these documents and that all other
costs related to this motion shall be borne by the respective
parties. Copies certified to counsel of record and to Juige Dalton.-

™ CIiV.0.B. 9 - Page 354

L
\2/8/72 Filed defendant's motion for protective order. Copy to Jud . : Dalton.
2/18/72 Filed plaintiff's motion to amendtheir complaint by substilution

2!

a secor:d amended ccmplaint for the Amended Complaint previously
filed. Copy to Judge Dalton.




:3/31/72

CR/4/72

: 7/13/72

: 7/25/72

. 2/31/72

: ;/29/73

?1/30/73

;2/5/73

LATE

PROCEEDINGS

1/30/73

5/30/72
t

7/13/72

29X23X24
1/29/73

1/29/73
1/25/73

1972 - Copy to counsel of
CIV.0.B.S - Page 413

Filed Protective Order entered March 30,
Record and to Judge Dalton.

Filed Plaintiff's Third Interrogatories. Copy to Judge Dalton.

Filed Defendant's Answers to Plaxutlf 's Third Inte:rogatoriés. Copy
o Judge Dbalton. . :

1)

Filed defendant's requests for admissions pursuant to Rule 36 I‘RC3
be answered by plaintiff. Copy to Judge Daltoa.

Filed defendant’'s interrogatories and reguests for production under
Rules 33 and 34 FRCP to the plaintiff. Copy to Judge Dalton.

3.y

Filed uefendan*'s Second Motion for Oxder Terminating Discovery anc
for other relief. Copy to Judge Dalton with propossd order.

Filéd and entered order dated July 285, 1972 in which it is ORDERED,

shall be terminated immediately and that a final pre-trial confereng

shall be scheduled at 10:00 A.M.. August 21,;972 at Lyachburg,vVa.

Copies certified to counsel of xrecord, and to Judge Daltoa.
CIv.0.B.10 - Page 107

4

Filed plaintiff's Motion to Amend and £for Other Purposes. Copy to
Judge Dalton.

Filed plaintiff's Memorandum in support of motioan to amend and for
other purposes. Copy to Judge Dalton.

Filed gEaintiff's Motion to Withdraw Intexventions without prejudice.
Copy to Judge Dalton.

Filed plaintiff's Third Amended Complaint and Amend Complaint in
Intervention. Copy to Judge Dalton.

Filed and entered Order dated January 29, 1973 in which it is ORDERE!:
that leave to file the Third Amended Complaint and Complaint in
Intervention, dated 1/26/73, in lieu of all preceding complaints,
complaints in intexvéntion and amendments thereto filed by thése
parties, is GRANTED. It is further ORDERED that discovery shall
be reopened for a period of 30 days from date of this oxdexr limited
to the allegations relating to the discharge of plaintiff Adams set
forth in the Third Amended Complaint and Amended Complaint in
Intervention.“CoPies certified to counsel of recoxrd and to Judge
Dalton. Civ.0.B. 10 - Page
Filed and entered order dated Janua  © 29, 1973 in which it is
ORDERED that the interventions of p. -intiff-intervenors Maggie L.

Clemmon, et al., granted by this Cou:: on 1/6/70 be and hereby
are, withdra: without pre lice. Co; ies certified to counsel of
record and to Judge Dalton. Civl.0.". 10 - Pg. 243

ar of ! '30/73. Copy .to Judge

Filed defendant's motion to vacate o.
Dalton.

ADJUDGED & DECREED that all discovery by all parties to this proceedinc
cQ
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PROCEEDINGS

2/21/73

3/5/73
3/5/73
3/5/73

3/12/73

7N

\ .I
SN

3-23-73
3-23-73
'3-23-73

3~-27-73

4/2/73

4/9/73
4/9/73
™ |

4/9/73

4/16/73

4/18/73
4/27/73

4/28473

Filed and entered order dated February 8, 1973 in which it is ADJUDC
and ORDERED that said motion to vacate and set aside the order of
the court entered January 30, 1973 is overruled and énied. Copies
certified to counsel of record and to Judge Dalton. CIV.0.B.l0-Page

Filed Defendant's Answer to Third Amended Complaint and Am

ended
Complaint in Interveation. Copy to Judge Dalton. ' '

Filed Plaintiff's Request for Production of Documents. Copy to Judg D
Filed Plaintiff's Fourth Interrogatories. Copy to Judge Dalton.
Filed Plaintiff's Notice of Depositions. Copy to Judge Dalton.

Filed and entered order dated March 9, 1973 in which Homer L. Deakin
Esq., is granted permission to practice before this court in %this ac
Copy certified to counsel of record and to Judge Dalton. CIV.0.B.1lO-
Filed OBJECTIONS AND ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFFS' FOURTH INTERROGATORIES w
cert. of service noted thereon. Copy to Judge Dalton.

Filed DEFENDANT'S OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO REOPEN DISCOVE
with cert. of service noted thereon. Copy to Judge Dalton.

Filed OBJECTIONS TO PIAINTIFFS' REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
cert. of service noted thereon Copy to Judge Dalton.

Filed MOTION OF ROBERT B. FITZPATRICK TO WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL IN TE
and MOTION TO ASSOCIATE NON=RESIDENT COUNSEL PRO HAC VICE IN THIS

with cert. of service thereon. Copy to Judge Dalton with proposed
Filed and entered order dated March 29, 1973 in which Robert B. Fitzg
Esq. 's motion to withdraw as counsel is granted and upon motion Of .
Williams, Esq., Richard T. Seymour, Esq., is associated with him and
counsel as attorneys of record. Copies certified to counsel of recor
a nd to Judge Dalton. Civ. _. B. 10 - Page
Filed Defendant's Motion as to Class Under Rule 23 with attachments

and certificate of service attached. Copy to Judge Dalton.

Filed Defendant's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment with supporti
material and certificate of service attached. Copy to Judgebal ton.

Filed Memorandum of authorities in support of Motion as to Class und
Rule 23. Copy to Judge Dalton.

Filed Memorandum in support of Defendant's Objections to Plaintiff's
Discovery Requests. Copy to Judge Dalton.

Filed Joint Stipulation. Copy to Judge Dalcon at pre-trial on 4/18/7
Filed and entered order dated April 23, 1973 giving the ruling on

blaintiffs' Motion to Compel, Plaintiffs’' Motion to Reopen Discovery,

Defendani's Motion as to Class under Rule 23 ané Defendant's Motion £
partial Summary Judgment. Copies certified to counsel of record and t
Judge Dalton. CIV.0.B.10- Page 323

Filed and entered order dated April 28, 1973 in which it is ADJUDGED
ORDERED that Birg E. Sergent, is appointed Special Master at the tak

pf depositions at Danville Virginia beginning June 5, and is report h

)

cemacial Mastar. and Judoe Dalton .

Findings to the Court

further, that, the fees _and expenses of the Spe
iaster "are to be taxe

as costs. Conies cdrtified Lo counsel of recor

e s =
CTV. O N T0aDara AN,

d




DATE

PROCEEDINGS

6/73

/73
/73

3/73
3/73

Filed Defendant's Responses to Plaintiff's Pursuant to Court Order dated
April 23, 1973. Copy to Judge Dalton.

Filed Discovery Depositions of Charles F. Brumfield,Sr , and Burton N Yarh

Filed and entered order dated July 2, 1973 in which it is ORDERED that plais
motion to reopen discovery dated 3/15/73 is denied, provided, however, that
the plaintiffs shall be permitted to renew their motion to reopen discovery
following the issuance of the recommended findings and conclusions by the
Special Master. Copies certified to counsel of record and to Special Master
bnd Judge Dalton. CIV.0.B. 10 ~ Page 362

Filed transcript of hearing before Special Master on June 5, 1973. ¢ ...,
\Filed transcript of hearing before Special Master on June 13, 1973. 4

".2/73{ Filed transcript of hearing before Special Master on June 12, 1973. &+<7 wlet!
/18/73Filed transcript of hearing before Special Master on June 6 and 7,1973.8«%

2/73
’5/73

9/73
15/73

Filed deposition of Donald A. Aichner.
Filed transcript of hearing before Special Master on July 24.1973.v@L~? s

/
Filed transcript of hearing before Special Master on July 25, 1973 .,%ey "
Filed defendant's motion to correct certain clerical errors in the transcrig
of the deposition of Donald A. Aichner. Copy to Special Master.

'21/73| Filed and entered order dated November 19, 1973 in which it is ORDERED that

defendant's ;motion to correct certain clerical errors in the transcript
of the deposition of Donald A.Aichner be granted and that the errors enumerai
therein be corrected forthwith. Corrections hmade by deputy clerk to original
this date. Copies of order certified to counsel of record and to Special

Master. Civ.0.B.1ll - Page 77

/21/7£ Filed transcript of Special Hearing on July 25, 1973 (second volume)xﬁu¥7

/21/73 Filed transcript of Special Hearing on July 26, 1973. ' /5*‘;7

/26/73 Filed deposition of Robert Van Tassel. ‘

’3/73 Filed subpoena to produce document or cbject executed on December 28,1973,
by service on Richard J. Pretty, Virginia Employment Commission.

7/74 |Filed subpoena to produce document or cbject executed on January 4, 1974 by
Sheriff J.W.Lovelace.

14/74 |[Filed and entered order dated January 8, 1974 in which it is ORDERED, ADJUDG

and DECREED that the Virginia Employment Commission shall produce relevant
documents, records and information and that the protective provisions listed
the order are granted with respect to said documents, records and informatioc
Copies certified to counsel of recordtand to the Virginia Employment Commis:
at Danville, Virginia. Copies to counsel of record only who signed the orde.
Copy to Mr.G.B.Roberts,Jr., Assistant Attorney General. CIV.0.B.ll-Page 10

/24/74 Filed transcript of proceedings of January 8, 1974 in one volume.

20/74

17/74

Filed transcripts in three volumes with exhibits »f hearing on January 9,10,
& 11, '

Filed Plaintiffs® Pr 9sed findings of fact and conslusions of law. Copy to
Special Master by cou.sel.
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1/13/75

2/18/75
2/18/75

3/3/75
11/17/76

12/3/76

1/7/77

2/1/77

3/2/77

Filed Brief for Defendant, Defendant's Proposed Finds of Fact and
Conclusions of Law with certificate attached. Copy to Special
Master by counsel.

Filed Plaintiffs' Reply Memorandum. Copy to Special Master by counsel.

Filed Corrected Copy of Plaintiffs’ Reply Memorandum. Copy to Special Master by
counsel.

Filed defendant's Reply Brief.

Filed Report of Special Master. Copies certified to Richard T. Seymour and to
General Counsel for Dan River Mills, and to Judge Dalton. Copies forwarded by

Special Master to Homer L. Deakins, Jr., Esq., and to Richard B. Sobol, Esq.,
Chief Counsel.

Filed and entered order dated December 1, 1976 in which the schedule is establ
ed for submissions to the Court in this proceeding as follows:

1. All objections, motions and other responses to the Report of the Specia

Master filed on 11/17/76 shall be filed on or before 2/1/77.

2. Each side shall have until 3/15/77 to file replies to responses .

3. 1If necessary, oral argument on any objections will be set after 3/15/7
Copies certified to counsel of record and to Judge Dslton. CIV.0.B. 13 - Page

Filed and entered order dated January 6, 1977 in which Frank Talbott, III, Esgq.
is removed as counsel of record due to his withdrawal and Bruce C. Dungan,
an Assistant General Counsel of Dan River is substituted as counsel of

record effective this date. Copies certified to counsel of record and to
Judge Dalton. CIV.0.B. 13 Page 280

Filed and entered order dated January 31, 1977 in which based upon the request
of the Defendant, and with the consent of the plaintiffs, the following new
schedule is established for submissions to the Court:
1. All objections, motions, and other responses to the Report of the
Special Master filed on November 17, 1976 shall be filed on or
before February 15, 1977.
2. Each side shall have until April 1, 1977 to file replies or respomses
to the submissions filed by the opposite side in accordance with
Paragraph 1.
3. If the court considers it to be necessary, oral argument on any objectio
will be set by the Court after April 1, 1977.
Copies of this order certified and forwarded to all counsel of record, and
recorded in CIV.0.B. 13 - Page 294

Filed and entered order dated February 28, 1977 im which, based on consent of t
parties, the following new schedule is established for submissions to the'COurt

1. All exceptions, motions and other responses to the Report of the
Special Master shall be filed on or before the 1l4th day after the
Court is advised in writing by the parties that settlemerntdiscussions
have been unsuccessful and have been terminated.

2. Each side shall have until 45 days after the submission of exceptioms,
motions and other responses to the Report of the Special Master to file
replies or responses to the submissions filed by the opposite side in
accordance with paragraph 1.

3. If the Court considers it to be necessary, oral argument on any objectix
will be set by the Court thereafter.

et o e 11 avumnmel of vecord. CIV.0.B.13-Pacc326
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12/30/71 Filed MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT signed by counsel.

12/30/78 $250,000.00 deposited with Court to be held until final consent decree.

The following pleadings were not received in the Clerk's office until January
23, 1978 when the case was returned from the Special Master; therefore the
filing date is not in sequence:

1/23/78 PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL.

1/23/78 MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF's MOTION TO COMPEL.

(This motion was heard on April 18, 1973 and ruled on in order dated 4/23/73.)

1/23/78 PLAINTIF?'S MOTION TO REOPEN DISCOVERY FOR LIMITED PURPOSES.

. PLAINTIFF'S FIFTH INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT
PLAINTI?F'S FOURTH REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND THINGS.

6/6/78 Entered order dated June 5, 1978 in which it is ORDERED that the Clerk draw
a check for $250,000.00 on theTreasury of the U.S. payable to'Dan River, Inc.
and return same to Dan River; settlement negotiations having ended. Copies
certified to counsel of record. CIV.0.B. 15 - Page 68

7/20/78 PLAINTIFF'S EXCEPTIONS TO REPORT OF THE SPECIAL MASTER.

7/20/78 DEFENDANT'S EXCEPTIONS TO THE REPORT OF THE SPECIAL MASTER.

7/20/78 DEFENDANT'S BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF EXCEPTIONS TO REPORT OF THE SPECIAL MASTER.

9/28/78 CONSENT DECREE. Copies certified to counsel of record. CIV.0.B.l5-Page 196

11/28/78 OBJECTION TO SETTLEMENT OF JAMES JONES.

12/4/78 DBJECTION TO SETTLEMENT OF ACIE DAVIS, JR.

12/5/78 DBJECTION TO SETTLEMENT OF SHIRLEY D. BETHEL.

12/13/78 OBJECTION TO SETTLEMENT OF EDWARD HICKSON, SR.

12/21/79 Hearing in open court on objections to settlement. Present: Hon. James C. Turk
and Clara Mosher, Reporter.Onmotion of Def. Shirley Bethel and James Jones
were excluded out of the class. On motion of Defendant, Edward Hickson's objectior
was ruled. On motion of Defendant, Acie Davis Jr.,'s objection was overruled.
Settlement approved by Court.

12/21/78 Filed and entered defendant's memorandum recommending approval of proposed consent
decxree.

12/21/78 CONSENT DECREE FILED AND ENTERED dated 12/21/78. Copies certified to all counsel
of record. CIV.0.B. 15 - Page 289

12/21/78 DEFENDANT'S MEMORANDUM MAILING OF NOTICE TO MEMBERS OF THE CLASS.

12/27/78 Received objection from Mrs. Theresa C. Taylor postmarked Dec. 21, 1978.

1/23/79 $250,000.00 deposited with court for Trust Fund payment and deposited by court
in Savings Account, First National Bank on 1/24/79.

2/5/79 Filed and entered order dated February 2, 1979 in which Rev. Arthur White having
been appointed as Trust Administrator and the First State Bank of Danville,Va.
as Investment Agent, it is ORDERED that the Trust Administrator and Investment
Agent be empowered to receive such funds as were deposited with the court as the
initial contrlbucion of the Sclf vaelopmcnt Truet, from the First National Banlk

™~ e L3 B 2 a b, o FYY . wal. O BT T e L. 40 iieia - A el
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and pay to the Rev. Arthur White and Fist State Bank. CIV.0.B. l16-Page 33
2/6/79 Cashier's Check. #029607 in the amount of $250,376.97 payable to Rev. Arthur
White and First State Bank given, in person, to Jerry L. Williams, Jr.
3/8/79 Filed and entered order dated March 7, 1979 in which under the terms of the

Consent Decree entered by the Court in this case on 12/21/78, the defendant is
responsible for the payment of outstanding court costs, including the Special
Master's fee. The court has determined that the reasonable fee for the Special
Master, including expenses, is $5,500.00 and it is ORDERED that the defendant
pay directly to Mr. Birg Sergent, Esq., the total sum of $5,500.00 in full pay:
of his fee and expenses as Special Master in this case. Copies certified to .
counsel of record. CIV.0.B. 16 — Page 64
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Def. Ex. 7

Defendant

CERTIFITD MAIL
RETUR Ri:CEIPT REOUESTED

March 16, 1977

The Aetna Casualty and Surety Company
151 Farmington Avenue
Hartford, Connecticut 06156

Re: Aetna Policy No. 14AL105864 SR(Y)
Effective 1-1-69 to 1-1-70

CIRCUIT COURT OF DANVILLE

EAHIBIT DEFENDANT NO.__

Gentlemen: T L

‘Dan River Mills, Incorporated (now Dan River Inc.) is the
insured in subject policy. Similar policies were also
issued to this insured covering previous years and subse-
quent years to January 1, 1972. Thereafter the risk was
not insured by Aetna.

On October 24, 1969, a civil action in the form of a class.
action was filed in the United States District Court for

the Western District of Virginia, Danville Division, in

which Dan River was narmed defendant and numerous individuals
were named plaintiffs. The complaint, as subsequently amended,
is allegedly brought on behalf of all present, future and
former black employees at the Companv's Danville Division and
all previously unsuccassful black applicants and future black
applicants for emplovment at such Division. The complaint
alleges that Dan River has discriminated and is continuing

to discriminate against plaintiffs and the class they claim

to represent on the agrounds of race in violation of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964 and 1866, and seeks injunctive and other
equitable and legal relief. Dan River filed its answer in
these proceedings denving material allegations of the com-
plaint, denying any such discrimination and seeking dismissal
of the suit. The Special Master appointad by the Court has
issued proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law,
recormending to the District Court that some alleqgations of
discrimination be rejected, while others be upheld. Dan River
and its counsel believe several of these findings are erroneous
and exceptions to these findings will be filed.

Meanwhile, we have been approached by the plaintiffs to under-
take settlement discussions in the matter. Also, because of
the Special Master's proposed findings, we must now consider
the possibility of some ultimate liabilityv in the matter. It
seems to us that a portion of this liability may be covered by
subject policy and similar policies in effect during some of

Defendant's Exhibit 7
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The Aetna Casualty aond Surety Company
““areh 16, 1977

Foye 2

the years involved. Therefore we are providing you with
notice of this occurrence. W¥We have been represented in this
rpatter from its inceotion by the well-recoanized labor law
£irm of Thompson, Ogletree and Deakins of First Mational
Bank Tower, Atlanta, Ceorgia 30303, telephone number (area
code 404) 658-9300. Mr. Deakins of that firm is responsible
for this cass=.

Before undertaking any settlement discussions we seek your
instructions and we ask that you assume our continued defense
in the matter should vou feel that it should not be settled.
You may request copies of any of the suit vapers directly from .
Mr. Deakins and we will provide any additional information that
you may need. Wa have likewise provided notice of this matter
£0 our umbrella carrier, The Employers’ Liability Assurance
Corporation, Limited.

Vexy truly yours,

H. H. Huntley

Vice President and
General Counsel

HH:1bh ' ' :

cc: Homer L. Deakins, Jr., Esquire

. be: Messrs.TE. R. Lloyd D

Ro : So Small




e : T ] Def. Ex. 8
CIRCﬁIT COURT OF DANVILLE

,é)_m Lﬂ(gze_o&u_—_—?—ll’lainti 3

May 11, 1978 - v /é 77“07;’/

Frank O. Meade, Esquire ~ BY mAND
Meade, Tate and Daniel EXHIBIT DEFENDANT NO. &

Defendant '

Attorneys at Law

P.0. Box 720  b-6-80 W &0
Danville, Virginia 24541 ' \Jf;:;‘ 7
FL o

RE: Dan Fiwver Inc. v. Cormmercial Union Insurance Co.

Dear Frank:

Confirming advice given you in response to your telephone call
of Wednesday morning, liay 10, concerning the currcnt settlement
posture of Adams, et al v. Dan. River Inc., this is to advise
that I have the settlement figures which are, as follows:

(a) Total to the named plaintiffs--$50,670.90;

(b) Total to the class (the trust fund)--$600,000.00;

(c) Total to the attorneys for the named plaintiffs and
the class--$229,000.00:

(A} Total (to dat;;‘to Dan River'é counsel--5305,807.00;

(e) Expert witness fee to Mr. Trent (at trial)--$5,325.09;

(£) Expert witness fee to Mr. Rowan (at trial)--$4,121.00;
and :

(g) Total court costs (to date)--%7,500.00.
Thus, the total claim to date is §1,172,423.00. This ultimately

yould ho—the-sunm guaed for in the captionad case plus wnaicwver
additional attorneys' fees and court costs may be incurred.

By way of substantiation, I hand you herewith a copy of lerorandum
of Agrecment, filed with the U. S. District Court in the Adams Case
on December 30, 1977, together with the Clerk's rcecceipt for
$250,000.00 which we deposited with the Court on that dgbi>

We have opinion of counsel indicatinc that our settlement is
extremely conservative in light of the contingent liabilities to
which we, and our insurance carrier, were exposed in the Adams Casec.

~ ‘
There is no doubt that our counsel have the hichest professional
reputation, and I believe we can establish to your satisfaction

through other distinguished lawyers working in the zivil rights

field that we have made a propitious settlement indeed.

Defendant's Exhibit 8
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JFrank O. leade, Esquire

Page Two

-May 11, 1973

3

Firally, I extend to you a cordial invitation to be present, and
participate in, our meeting with Judge Turk, in Roanoke, on

May 23, 1973 at 10:00 a.m., at which time we expect to present for

sty

his approval a Final Decree in the MAdams Case.

Very truly yours, .

Roger L. Tuttle
Assistant General Counsel

¢

RLT:mlm ;
Attachment

cc: Joseph M. Spivey, III, Esquire
Hunton & Williams

et e cmem———. - B Gm—m o o —
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UNITED STATES MSTRICT COURT -

WZISTERN DISTRICT GF VINGINIA
ROANOKE, VIIIGUHIIA

ZILTRICY JUDGE

Jerry L. Williams, Esq.
Wwilliams & Luck
216 N. Ridge Strcet

Danville, Virginia 24541

Richard T. Seymour, Esg.

316 Southern Building
1425 H. Street
washington, D.C. 20005
Frank Talbott, III, Esq.
Dan River HMills, Inc.
Danville, Virginia 24541

Liomer L. Deakins, Esq.

Thompson, Ogletree & Deakins

The Daniel Building
Greenville,

Richard Sobol, Esq.
P.O. Box 1438
Lecsburg, Virginia

Jack Greenberg, Esq.

James M. Nabrit, III, Esq.

10 Columbus Circle,
New York, New York 10019

Re: Adams v. Dan River,

Gentlemen:

South Carolina

Def.
22002

Ex.

9 N

July 15, 1975

CIRCUIT COURT OF DANVILLE

__K_’MM__E__
. PTaintiff

V.

Defendant

EXHIBIT DEFENDANT NC.___ /7o

b-b-80 T &

2y 7
O et

JEAL

29602

T would like to have a conference in the above case in my
office in Roanoke on July 25 at 10:00 a.m.

Very truly yours,

/7;:—/( ﬂ o A

District Judge

Defendant's Exhibit 9
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