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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTﬁICT CNOURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS
WESTERN DIVISION

31117 J //,~P'”TDN—~\\\\\\____ PLAINTIFF

L VS o NO. ED-C-84-1078
TAGLZ-PICSER INDUSTRIES, INC., DEFENDANTS
=T AL.

W.R. GRACE & CO.'S ANSWERS AND OBJECTIONS
TO PLAINTIFF'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES,
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND REQUEST FOR _ACMISSIONS

W.R. GRACE & CO.'
GENERAL OBJECTIONS

In Paragraph IV of his Cdﬁplaint, plaintiff alleged that
from approximately 1957 to 1972, he used and installed products
at the American 0il Company plant, El Dorado, Arkansas that had
been produced and sold by W.R., Grace & Co. ("Grace"), and, in so
doing, he inhaled and was exposed to asbestos fibers, and that he
has been injured as a result of that exposure.

In order to answer these interrogatories, Grace caused the
review of §ll existing sales and shipping records for the pericd
of time during which plaintiff has alleged exposure. In
addition, employees of Grace who have knowledge of sales in tnhe
El Dorado, Arkansas area were interviewed. No record of a sale
to the American Oil Company plant during the relevant time period
was found, and no one who was interviewed has a memory of any
such sale.

Grace the:eforebobjects to these interrogatories as being

irrelevant, immaterial, unduly burdensome, overly oppressive, and
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nét reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissi:le
evidence.

dowever, in accordance with the Qrder of this Court dated
august 6, 1985, Grace is providing complete information with
zegard to :herﬂal insulation products manufactured and sold bv it
during the relevant time period. This information should not in
any way be considered to be an admission that the plaintiff mavy
have been exposed to any or all of these products, particularly
since two of the products listed in answer to Inte::oéato:y #1
are spray products and there has been absolutely no claim by the
plaintiff or any of his co-workers of exposure to any spray
product manufactured or sold by Grace or the Zonolite Company.
Furthermore, Bigh Temperature Insulating Cement is white and not
brown as was the product mentioned at pages 159-161 of the
deposition of Odell Simmons, C.A. No. 84-1170, which is the only
description provided by plaintiff or his co-workers of the
physical characteristics and use of a Grace or Zonolite product.

The.following answers are based upon facts known or believed
by Grace at the time of aancwering these interrogatories. Much of
the information is sought from many years ago and is, therefore,

difficult or impossible to reconstruct or retrieve. Grace

‘therefore, reserves the right to amend these answers as and if

new or better information becomes available to it or if errors

are discovered.



Unless otherwise stated in an answer t0 a specific
interrogatory, the answers are limited to thermal insulation
oroducts containing commerzrcial aspestos, _-:2 to thermal
insulation prqucts that do not contain commercial asbestos but
contain vermiculite, which were or are used in the construc=zion
industrv and Grace's activities associated with the manufacture
and sale of same in the United States. Products which contain
vermiculite may contain trace amounts of asbestiform tremolite as
a contaminant. To the extent that these interrogatories call for
information beyond the limitations stated above, an objection is
made thereto as being irrelevant, immaterial, burdensome and
oporessive and/or not calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence and the answers thereto are privileged and/or
protected.

Grace further objects to plaintiff's interrogatories insofar
as they seek information which is subject to the attorney-client
privilege, which evidences or constitutes attorney's work
product, or which is otherwise not discoverable under the
provisions-bf Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 26(b).

Any refeience to the manufacture, sale or distribution of a
product by any entity other than Grace, e.g., by the Zonolite
Company, should not be considered an admission that Grace is
liable or responsible for. injuries alleged to have resulted from
the manufactuge, sale, or use of such product. Grace reserves
the right ﬁo object to the admiSsibility of part or all of any

answer to an interrogatory on this basis.



Grace further obiects to these Interrogatories and Document
Requests insofar as they seek preduction of any information
constituting a trade secret, confidential financial data or otier

confidential research, development or commercial informazion.

INTERRCGATORY 1

List each asbestos-containing thermal insulation product
manufactured, sold or distributed by defendant since 1300 in anv

country.
ANSWER 1

The following thermal insulation products were manufactured
and sold in the United States by Grace or one of its subsidiaries
during the relevant time period:

PRODUCTS WHICH CONTAINED COMMERCIAL ASBESTOS

High Temperature Insulating Cement
Zonolite Spra-Insulation (MK-2)

PRODOCTS WHICH DO‘NOT CONTAIN COMMERICAL ASBESTOS

Zonolite Plaster Aggregate
Zonolite Masonry Fill (Insulation)
Industrial Fill

INTERROGATORY 2

a. For each product listed above, give the year it was
first manufactured, sold or distributed, and if discontinued, the
year such manufacture, sale or distribution ceased.

b. For each product in Interrogatory No. 1 that a patent
was applied for or received, please identify country, applicac.on
number, date and when patent was granted.

" ANSWER 2

a. See Appendix T(a).

b. See Appendix I(b).



INTERRCGATORY 3

If a product listed in resconse to Interrogatory No. 1 above
was discontinued, state wny such manufacture, sale or
distribution ceased.
ANSWER 3 .

See Acgpendix I(c).

INTE”ROGATORY 4

For each product listed above, give the total dollar and
cound volume/amount per year of that product that your company
placed into the stream of commerce in any country.

ANSWER 4

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that i:
is overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

INTERROGATORY S

For each product listed in response to Interrogatory No. 1,
state whether or not said product was ever sold or distributed in
Canada or the states of:

Arkansas Texas New Jersey South Carolina
Oklahoma Tennessee Illinois North Carolina
Indiana New York Pennsylvania Kansas
Colorado Louisiana Georgia West Virginia
Missouri Alabama California Ohio

Nebraska Iowa Mississippi Virginia
Michigan

ANSWER 5

See answer to Interrogatory #4, above.
INTERROGATORY 6

If your answer to any part of Interrogatory No. 5 is in the
affirmative, state which years each product affirmatively
identified was sold in markets listed in Interrogatory No. 5.

ANSWER 6

Not applicable.



INTERROGATORY 7
For each product listed in response to Interrsgatary No 1,

ate the total dollar volume and pound veolume per year directed
marxkets listed in Interrcgatory No. 3.
ANSWER 7

See answer &3 Interrcgatory #4, above.
INTERROGATCRY 8

For each product listed in response to Interrogatory No. 1
above, state the names and addresses, per vear, of all customers
in the markets listed in Interrogatory No. S,
ANSWER 8

See answer to Interrogatory #4, above.
INTERROGATORY 9

For each product listed in response to Interrogatory No. 1

above, state the names of your distributors and the years during
which they so served in the markets listed in Interrogatory No 5.

ANSWER 9

See Appendix I(d).»
INTERROGATORY 10

For each product listed in Interrogatory No. 1 above, state:

a. The generic name of the asbestos-containing product:;

b. The brand name of the asbestos-containing product,
whether labeled with a name used by Defendant or for any other
business the products were sold to;

c. The chemical composition 65 that product;

d. The intended use of the product;

e. The form in which the product was sold, i.e., bags,
drums, boxes.

ANSWER 10
a. See Appendix I(g).

b. See Appendix I(e).



c. See Appendix I(f).

d. See Appendix I(g).

e. See Appendix I(h).
INTERRCGATCRY. f1

for each gzroduct listed in response to Interzogatory No. 1,
identify and produce any and all sales promotional and/or
advertising material used with regard to the sales and/or
promoticn and distribution of such products. If you will do so
without a motion to produce, please attach copies of such
documents.

ANSWER 11
See Appendix I(1i).
INTERRCGATORY 12

For each product listed in Interrogatory No. 1, state
whether the product could be used interchangeably with products
of other manufacturers, distributors, or sellers, and if so,
please identify such product and its manufacturers.

ANSWER 12

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
is vagque and ambiguous and requires Grace to have knowledge of
all other companies' products. The use of the term
"interchangeably" is meaningless unless other conditions of use
are set forth, such as U.L. ratings, the surfaces to which the
product was to be applied, and the purposes of application, among
others.

INTERRCGATORY 13

Describe in detail, for each product listed in the answer to
Interrogatory No. 1:

a. The application procedure for such product, including
the type of surface to which it is meant to be applied;

b. The manner of forming, shaping or molding such product
to the application surface;

c. The type of bonding material, adhesive, and/or any
other material used in the course of applying such product;



d. Describe anv tvoe of coverings, wrappings, Or other
materials that are applied 1n connection with such product, and
describe whether or not said materials contained any logo or
identifying marks.

ANSWER 13
{a=-4), S€e Aprendix I(3]).
INTERRCGATCRY 14

Witzh regard to the oroducts listed in response to
Interrogatory No. 1, state the manner in which such products,
once they are applied, can be distinguished from those
manufactured by any other companies.

ANSWER 14

Grace states that its product can be identified via a
variety of scientific analyses, by reviewing sales records and
other documents, and by conversations with individuals involved
in the design, selection, installation, application and sales
processes.

INTERROGATORY 15

State whether any of your distributors and/or customers were
provided with any instructions in regard to the use of
defendant's asbestos or asbestos-containing products. If so,
please state: '

a. By whom and when these instructions were made;

b. Were the instructions written or oral. 1If written,
please attach a copy; if oral, ~lease state the content thereof.

~

ANSWER 15

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
is overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. It
is also vague and ambiguous in that the term "any instruction” is
undefined and capable of various interpretations. Subject to
this objection and to the General Objections interposed above,
Grace states that it has .sales brochures for most of its
products. Relevant documents will be made available to plaintiff
in Boston, Massachusetts at a mutually agreeable time. Grace
states further that certain of its employees would from time to
time discuss the use of Grace products with its customers. It 1is
impossible to recreate tnose conversations.



INTERRCGATORY 16

If the answer to the Interrogatory above is in the
affirmative, state whether defandant carried out follow=-up
inspections to ascertaln whether or not such instructions were
adhered to. If so, please state:

a. Wwhen “inspections were made;

D. Where they were carried out;

c. Who made the inspections;

d. The results of such inspections.
ANSWER 16

Grace did not have a policy or program to conduct follow=-up
inspections.

INTERROGATORY 17

For each asbestos-containing product listed in response to
Interrogatory No. 1 above, has defendant at any time affixed any
caution, warning, caveat, or other statement or explanation of
the product on the product or its package. If so:

a. When did such caution, warning, caveat, statement or
explanation first appear;

b. What was the precise wording of the caution, warning,
caveat, statement or explanation, and when it first appeared;

C. Has the wording been altered since its first
aprearance; if so, when and how amended;

d. State specifically what prompted the defendant to firs
affix such caution, warning, caveat, statement or explanation and
what prompted the amendments, i.e. if medical reports were relied
upon, identify such reports.

ANSWER 17

a. Yes, in 1976 or 1977 Grace affixed a caution regarding
nuisance dust to its vermiculite-containing products.

b. CAUTION
AVOID CREATING DUST
BREATHING DUST MAY BE HARMFUL TO YOUR HEALTH
USE WITH ADEQUATE VENTILATION
OR WITH RESPIRATORY PROTECTION

-9-



c. No.

d. The caut:ion was a rcssponse £o0 the implementation of
2SHA regulations regarding many Kkinds of worxplace hazards
including dust.

INTZRROGATORY P8

Did <efendant, at any time, recommend that its emplovees or
any purchasers or users, use respirators, face masks or otner
preciutionary safeguards when working with asbestos-containing
materials. If so:

a. When and precisely to whom were such recommendations
made;

b. Has defendant-company ever supolied respirators and
face masks to its emplovees; 1if so, please give date when firss:
suoplied and state whetner defendant-company is supplying them
now;

c. From what specific source has defendant obtained such
respirators and face masks - please state address of company and
dates obtained.

ANSWER 138

a. Beginning in 1977, Grace, in the form of Material
Safety Data Sheets, notified customers of the need to wear
NIOSHA/MESA-approved resvirators when threshold limit values wers
exceeded., The Material Safety Data Sheets are located at Grace's
Construction Products Division in Cambridge, Massachusetts and
will be made available there for inspection at a mutually
agreeable time. With regard to recommendations to employees, see
answWwer to Interogatory #18(b&c), below.

b&c. Grace objects to this interrogatory on the basis that
plaintiff was not an employee of Grace and, therefore, the
interrogatory is irrelevant and immaterial, and seeks information
not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Sabject to this objection and the General Objections
interposed above, Grace states that the use of respirators at i:s
vermiculite mine and processing plants preceded Grace's
acquisition of Zonolite in 1963. At Zonolite's mine in Libby,
Montana, respirators were mandatory since about 1954 for all
employees working in dusty areas. Respirators were in use at
several of Grace's expanding plants prior to 1965, also because
of dust.

Grace plants have purchased respirators from many sources,
among them American Optical Supply Equipment Co., Mine Safety
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Appliance C2., and Minnescta Mining and Manufacturing (3M)., The
34 Model 8710 has been used since 1976. This model rescirator,
which is approved by the National Institute for Occupational
Safery and Health (NICSA), is considered the best availabple
Sd1sc0sable respirator £or proseczicn 2gainst toxic dust or
cneumocconiosis preducing duse.
INTESRRCGATZRY I9

2id defendant ever racommend to the durchaser or user of
astestos-contalning products listed in response to Interrocgatory
No. 1l that respirators or face masks be worn when using such

oroducts. If so, state dates recommendations first made, who
made recommendation, and to whom such reccommendation was made.

ANSWER 19

See answer to Interrogatory #18(a), above.
INTERROGATORY 20

Have you undertaken or financed any studies to deteramine
what type of respirator and/or protective face mask would afford
maximum protection against the inhalation and/or ingestion of
asbestos fibers? 1If so, state:

a. Wwho made the study;

b. When the study was made;

c. The results of the study;
ANSWER 20

No.
INTERRCGATORY 21

Does defendant-company now or since 1900, have a contract
unit(s); 1if so, state the corporate name and address of the
contract unit(s) if other than that of defendant.
ANSWER 21

No.
INTERROGATORY 22

State whether any employee of defendant or any defendant's
contract unit has ever made a claim for asbestosis, emphysema,

pleurisy, mesothelioma, bronchogenic carcinoma and/or any cancer
of the lung, stomach, kidney, colon or rectum under the

-11-



occupational disease or workers' compensation statute <f anv
state. If so, scate:

a. The date that defendant or defendants contracsz unis
irst received notice 0of suca claim;

rn

5. The date that defendant first received notice of such a
claim by an insulator and/or pipe coverer.

ANSWER 22

a. In 1955 the California Zonolite Company received nozice
of a claim by a worker alleging asbestosis.

b. None.
INTERROGATORY 23

State the total number of emplovees of defendant or
defendant's contract unit receiving benefits under any
occurational disease or workers' compensation statute for
asbestosis, emphysema, pleurisy, mesothelioma, bronchogenic
carcinoma, lung cancer, and/or cancer of the colon, stomach,
kidney or rectum for each year from date that defendant first
manufactured, distributed, or sold any asbestos-containing
products (since 1900) until the present time,

ANSWER 23

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the basis that
plaintiff was not an emplovee of Grace, nor did Grace employ
persons to perfom tasks similar to those which the plaintiff
claims to have performed, and, therefore, the interrogatory is
irrelevant and immaterial and seeks information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
Subject to this objection and to the General Objections
intervosed above, Grace states that to date it has received
approximately 78 workers' compensation claims alleging lung
related problems. Of these, the number of employees receiving
benefits in unknown at this time. -Investigation continues.

INTERROGATORY 24

Of the total number of claimants per year listed in response
to Interrogatory No. 24, how many were insulators or pipe
coverers?

ANSWER 24

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
is vague and ambiguous in that no claimants are listed in
resgonse to Interrogatory #24. If this interrogatory is intended
to refer to Interrogatory %23, Grace states none.

-12-



INTERRCGATCRY 25

State by year the total dollar amount paid out by defendant,
defendant's contract unit and/or its insurance carrier as a
result of claims under any cccupational disease or workers'
comrensation statutes for asbestosis, empnysema, pleurisy,
mesochelioma, bronchogenic carcinoma, lzing cancer, and/or cancer
of the colon, stomach, kidney or rec+-um.

-

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that 1=
is overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant and not reasonaclv
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissitle evidence.

INTERROGATORY 26

Of the total dollar amount paid out per year for claimants
in response to Interrcgatory No, 26 above, how much of that
figure was paid out to claimants who were insulators and/or pipe

coverers.

ANSWER 26

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
is vague and ambiguous in that there is no Interrogatory #$26,
above, If this interrogatory is intended to refer to
Interrogatory #25, Grace states see answer to Interrogatory 325,
above.

INTERROGATORY 27

Did the defendant-company at any time manufacture asbestss
or asbestos-containing products which were sold to another
manufacturer of asbestos-containing products? If so, state:

a. Manufacturer with whom agreement was made;

b. Product or products involved;

c. Dates agreements were in effect.
ANSWER 27

Grace was not in the business of selling its
asbestos-containing products to other manufacturers of
asbestos-containing products. However, should relevant,
non-privileged documents responsive to this interrogatory be

discovered during its ongoing investigation, they will be
produced Boston, Massachusetts at a mutually agreeable time.
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INTERRCGATCRY 28

Did defendant-company ever purchase asbestos or
asbestos-containing products of any manufaccturer for
distribution? If so, state:

a. Manufacturer from whom groducts were purchased;
b. Names of products;
c. Dates of such purchase and distribution.

ANSWER 28

No.
INTERRCGATCORY 29

Did defendant-company ever enter into national distribution
agreements with any manufacturer of asbestos-containing produc:s
in the United States or Canada? If so, state:

a. Manufacturers with whom agreement was entered into;

b. Effective dates of agreements;

c. Products involved;

d. Geographic areas where product was distributed.
ANSWER 29

No.
INTERROGATCRY 30

Did defendant-company ever purchase asbestos or
asbestos-containing products and rebrand the products? If so,

state:

a. Original brand name and manufacturer from whom
purchased;

b. Brand name applied by defendant;

c. Dates involved in the purchase, rebranding and resale
of products.

ANSWER 30

No.
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INTERROGATCRY 31

Did defendant-company ever enter into licensing agreemen
with a manufacturer of asbestds or aspestos-conta.ning croduc
I£ so, state:

-

a. With what manufacturers such licensing contrac:z was
enzered into; .

b, Sccstance of agreement;
c. Effect-ive date of licensing agreement.
ANSWER 31

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
is overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant and not reasonasly
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

INTERROGATORY 32
From the year 1900 to date, identify:

a. The name of each physician in the employ of defendant
and/or its subdivisions or contract units;

b. The current and/or last known address for such
individual identified in subpart (a) above;

c. The dates of employment of such individual identified
in subpart (a); '

d. The job duties and/or responsibilities for such
individual identified in subpart (a);

e. For the duration of such individual's employment, the
office address or duty assignment location held by such
individual, and the dates associated with each such assignment.

ANSWER 32

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
is overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
Subject to this objection and to the General Objections
interposed above, Grace states that in 1982 it employed Jerry H.
Berke, M.D. as Medical and Toxicology Director at 62 Whittemore
Avenue, Cambridge, Massachusetts. Prior to that, Grace had no
physicians in its employ and had always used outside physicians
on a fee-for-service basis, with a minimum of one physician being
used at each plant, although some plants used many more. Grace
also states that it employed Dr. Harold H. Borgstedt, Universic:y

«]S=-



of Rochester Medical School, Rochester, New York, in 1977,
consultant relating to toxicologyv and related medical mat:e

INTERROGATORY 33

from the year 1900 to date, ildentify:

a. The address ¢f each medical library maintained By zhe
defandanz, i%3s subdivisions and/or contract units;
b. When each such library identified in sutbgar: (a) came

into existence;

c. Identify the custodian of each such library facilicy
records, that person's dates of employment, and last known
address or current address.

ANSWER 33

Grace has never maintained a medical library. Further
answering, Grace states that it currently has a library at its
Construction Products Division in Cambridge, Massachusetts. The
library contains, ameng other things, a collection of medical
information pertaining to the effects of asbestos upon human
health. Most of such information has been obtained since the
mid-1970's.

INTERROGATORY 34

For each such facility identified in response to
Interrogatory No. 33 above, state:

a. The name or title of each medical journal or periodical
subscribed to and the inclusive dates of each such subscription.

ANSWER 34

American Journal of Industrial Medicine: 1973 - present.
Britisn Journal of Industrial Medicine: 1973 - present.
Neurotoxicology: 1979 - present.

Journal of Occupational Medicine; 1975 - present.

New England Journal of Medicine: 1972 - present.

INTERROGATORY 135

Other than the medical library facilities referenced in the
immediately preceding interrogatories, state:

a. The identity of each medical library, from 1920 to
date, which you held a membership in, or funded by way of
contribution, gift, grant, or any other direct cash or proper:v
payments.
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ANSWER 135

None to our knowledge.

INTERRCGATCRY

From the

a. Whether you have supgported by gifs, granec, cr 2irecs
cash or property payment of any kind, medical research studies 2

any kind, and

b. The

C. The
study;

d. The
study;

e. The

such study.

ANSWER 36

36
vear 1900 to date, state:

e h

o

further;
date or dates of such support;

identity of the persons carrying out the resear:c:
title, name or other identification of each such

current custodian of all documents relating to each

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
is overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant and not reasonaclv

calculated to
INTERROGATORY

Identify
tine of trial

a. The
testify; °

b. The

lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
37

each expert witness which you expect to call at =the
and state:

subject matter on which the expert is expected to

substance of facts and opinions to which the expert

is expected to testify;

c. A'summary of the grounds for each opinion;

d. The address of each such person and his field of

expertise.,

ANSWER 137

Information responsive to this interrogatory is being
provided under separate cover.
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INTERRCGATORY 38

Identify the name and address of each non-exper: witness
which you plan to call at trial, and scecifically set forza =he
Tsc

nacure and substance of the matters as =o wnich each such ce
will zestify.

-
- -
IioRe!

ANSWER 38 .

See answer to Interrogatory No. 37, acove.
INTERRCGATORY 39

For the period 1900 to date, state:

a. The address of each facility, building, mine, or
location which was used by you as a mining, manufacturing,
processing, storage, distribution or sales of asbestos or
asbestos=-containing products in the United States or Canada; and
further state the inclusive dates such facilities were in
operation.

ANSWER 39

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
is overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant, immaterial and
not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence.

INTERROGATORY 40

For each calendar vear for the period 1900 to the present,
state:

a. The total pound volume of asbestos mined by vour
company;

b. The total pound volume of asbestos purchased by vour
company;

c. The total pound volume of asbestos used by your company
in its manufacturing processes;

d. The total pound volume of asbestos, in unprocessed
form, sold by your company:

e. The total pound volume of asbestos acquired by your

company in any manner other than mining or purchase, and identify
the manner of acgquisition for each year.
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ANSWER 40

Grace objects to this interrcgatory on the grounds :-haz i’
is irrelevant, immaterial, overlv broad, unduly :Surdensome, ard
not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissiczle
evilence. Subject to this objeczion and the General Objeczions
inctercosed above, Grace states that to the best of its kxnowledge:

a. The total pound volume of commercial asbestos mined ov
Grace 1s zero.

b. The total pound volume of asbestos purchased bty Grace
is unknown, although dollar volume is known or known
acproximately for the years 1969 through 1973, as follows:

1969 $165,000
1970 193,000
1971 © 493,000
1972 129,000
1973 147,000

These figures are for all Grace's expanding plants producing
ireproofing and plaster products in the United States.

c. The total pound volume of commercial asbestos used by
Grace is unknown, but the amount would be approximately the same
as the amount purchased.

d. Grace was not in the business of selling or supolyving
raw asbestos fibers.

e. Total pound volume of commercial asbestos acgquired by
Grace other than by purchase is zero.

INTERROGATORY 41

For each of the products identified in the answer to
Interrogatory No. 1, state whether at any time your company
published a warning that such product or the dust generated by
such product might be harmful, and if so, state:

a. The exact wording of such warning;

b. The product or products which carried such warning;

c. The dates 4 ring which such warning appeared.
ANSWER 41

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it

is overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant, and not
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reasonably calculated to lead to the disccvery of admissibzie
svidence as it is not limited as to caution, time ceciods,
locacions, etc. Subject to this objection and to the General
Cbiections interposed atove, Grace states that tne 1970 Grace
hrocnure published in Sweet's Catalog of 1971 contained the
£ollowing paragraphs:

"POLLUTICN AND BEALTH: because of the
constantly changing conditions involving
fireproofing and its relation to pollution
and health, we recommend that you contact
your Zonolite sales office for the latest
data on these subjects. Recent tests at
Underwriters' Laboratories, Inc. have
provided some fire-ratings on an
asbestos-free formula Mono-Rote. Other tests
and ratings will follow."

"Existing formulations of Mono-RKote contain
minimal amounts of asbestos which are 'locked
in' during the mixing process. Mono-Rote is
wet mixed, pumped and sprayed, and hardens to
a cementitious mass., Job-site tests show air
fiber counts well below occupational
threshold limit values proposed by
governmental bodies."

See also answer to Interrogatory #17, above,
INTERROGATORY 42

If the answer to the preceding interrogatory is other than
negative, state:

a. The date upon which-your company first gained knowledge
that each product might be harmful;

b. Identify the source or sources of such information.
ANSWER 42

Grace has never obtained any knowledge that the products
listed in the answer to Interrogatory #1 were harmful if applied
and used in the proper manner. Further answering, see the
General Objections interposed above. Without waiving these
objections, Grace states that it cannot identify the precise date
or manner in which one or more of its employees might have become
aware of any health hazards alleged to be associated with the
inhalation of asbestos fibers by human beings. However, from
Grace's investigation to date it appears that the Zonolite
Company, which Grace did not acquire until 1963, was informed by
the Montana State Board of Health in 1956 that inhalation of
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asbestos dust had been rerorted to be associated with the
development of pulmonary £ifrosis among worxkers depending :zcon
_ength of exposure and the nature and concentration of tne 3dus
Grace expressly denies that thls information is relevant o :t:
suciect matter of this sult or atsributable to Grace.

(o)) '()
(l

m

INTZIRRCGATORY 43
from the year 1800 to date, state:

a. Whether yvou ever employed by salary, contracet,
retainer, contingency, or otherwise, direczly or indireczlv, anvy
person(s), law firms, lobbyist, association or other enzi:zy to
engage in lobbying, educational or informational activities on
benalf of vours or any other manufacturer of asbestos-containing
oroducts before the United States Congress, or any commit-tee or
subcommittee thereof, any agency or department of the federal
government, any state agency or legislature, or any insurance
company, trade association, delegation or group?

o. Please state the names, addresses and dates when any
such person or entity described in subpart (a) was employed or
working on your behalf.

C. Please state the times, places, dates and substance of
any and all testimony, demonstrations, statements, literature or
other education or information data was disseminated by those
described in subpart (a).

d. Please state the salaries or fees paid to those perscns
or entities described in subpart (a).

e. Describe in detail any contributicon by you to any
study, presentation, testimony, or any other activity to any
association or group of two or more asbestos manufacturers,
including yourself, that was used or to be used before a person
or entity described in subpart (a).

ANSWER 43

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
is overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
Subject to this objection and to the General Objections
interposed above, Grace states that should relevant,
non-privileged documents containing information responsive to
this interrogatory be discovered during its ongoing
investigation, they will be produced to plaintiff in Boston,
Massachusetts at a mutually agreeable time.
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INTESRRCGATORY 44

Please state the total pgroduction, by tonnage, of any arnd
all aspestos and asbestos-containing preducts soid by you througn
cne vears 1972-1982.

a. Please state to whom the asbestos was sold, in what
amoun=z, in whnat form and whether any warning lapels were atzacned
©2 the tacxaging of the same.

5. Please state whether at this time or at any time sinc
1900, you actively monitored the ultimate use by the consumer 0o
your asbestos products in its final form whether it was
insulation products or any other product.

a
-
-
-

c. Please list all known uses of yvour asbestos prcduc=s
today including, but not limited to, asbestos insulation
products, heating, packaging, etc.

ANSWER 44

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
is overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence in
that it is not limited to the time period of the plaintiff's

alleged exposure.
INTERROGATORY 45

Please provide a summary and copies of any and all
literature and other materials provided by you or any association
or group representing you to sales managers, salespersons,
distributors, or others regarding asbestos-insulation and other
asbestos~-containing products for the years 1900 to 1982,

ANSWER 45

Relevant, non-privileged documents containing information
responsive to this interrogatory will be produced in Boston,
Massachusetts at a mutually agreeable time.
INTERROGATORY 46

Please identify dates of any sales meetings, conventions,
seminars or other conferences in which you or your
representatives, including associations, discussed the

possibility of health hazards attributed to insulation materials
containing asbestos.
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ANSWER 46

Grace objects to this interrogatory Oon the gorunds %hat i<
s overly broad, unduly burdensome, and not reasaonably calculas
5 lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Without waivin
izs objections, Grace states tha:z it has been conducting an
investigation and document review for some time, which is
continuing. TBus far, no information has Zeen obtained wnich is
rasponsive to thlis interrogatory. Should any such information ze
found Grace will produce relevant, non=-privileged, non=-cracde
secret documents containing such information in Boston,
Massachusetts at a mutually agreeable time,

i
-~
-

INTERRCGATORY 47
Does your company recognize that asbestos causes asbestos.s?

a. If your answer is "yes", when did you come to the
realization and what action, i1f any, did you take in response %0

T
-

b. If your answer is "no®, explain the basis for this
answer and/or why no studies were made by your company to learn
this fact and to thereafter advise those exposed of the danger?

ANSWER 47

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
is vague and ambiquous in that it lacks sufficient specificityv
regarding type of asbestos, and the level, duration, nature and
manner of exposure. Further objecting, this interrogatory calls
for an expert opinon.

INTERROGATORY 438

Does your company recogni.2 that asbestos causes
aspestos-induced lung cancer?

a. If your answer is "yes", when did you come to such
realization and what action, if any, did you take in response
thereto?

b. If your answer is "no", explain the basis for this
answer and/or why no studies were made by your company to
ascertain this fact and thereafter to take action to advise those
exposed to your products of their dangerous nature?

ANSWER 48 .

See answer to Interrogatory #47, above.
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INTERRCGATCRY 49

Does vour company recognize that there is a connec:tion
nerwveen the inhalation of asteszos dust and fibers and :zne
disease mesothelioma? If tne answer is "ves", state wha: ro%
wera given to those exctosed %o vour asbestos products of this
facz, that dates of such notices and the mezhcds ¢of dissemina
or suklication_ of same.

.

AN
[‘.L‘S

£2 49
See answer to Interrcgatory #47, above.
INTERRCGATORY 30

Does your company recognize that there is a connection
between inhalation of asbestos dust and fibers and otner diseases
of the lungs and gastrointestinal area? If your answer is "yes",
state what disease or diseases yvou recognized and what notices

were given to those exzosed to your asbestos products of this
fact, the dates of such notices and the methods of disseminaczion

or publication of same.
ANSWER 50

See answer to Interrogatory #47, above.
INTERROGATORY 51

Does your company recognize that the physical and chemical
prorerties of asbestos fibers persist unimpaired after being
inhaled into the human body and do not eventually dissipate?

ANSWER 51

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the ground that it
calls for an expert opinion.

INTERROGATORY 52

Do you agree that once asbestos fibers or dust are inhaled
into the lungs, there is no way to .eliminate such dust or fibs:s
from the lungs for the balance of such person's life?
. ANSWER 852

See answer to Interrogatory #51, above,
INTERRCGATORY 53

Do you agree that the symptoms of asbestosis and other
asbestos-induced lung diseases may not manifest themselves until

many years after the asbestos was inhaled into the body?
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ANSWER 53

See answer %9 Interrcgatory #3531, above.
INTIXRCGATORY 54

Jo you recognize that prolonged use of insulatcion materials
conTaining aslestds can cause Or coatribute to various

occugpaticnal diseases, including asbestosis, pleurisy, emphvsena,
mesotnelioma, cancer and other lung and respiratory diseases?

ANSWEIR 54

See answer to Interrogatory #47, above.
INTERROGATORY 55

Do you recognize that the asbestos insulating producks arce
dangerous and harmful to human health? If your answer to this
guestion is "yes", explain when you came to this conclusion and
wnat, if anything, you have done about it to notify the public.
If your answer is that your products are not harmful then explain

what facts and tests were made upon which you base such
conclusion.

ANSWER 55

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
is vague and ambiquous in that the term "the asbestos insulating
products” is undefined and capable of various interpretations.

INTERROGATORY 56

Do you agree that the possibility of exposure to asbestos
dust -and fibers extends not only to workers actually handling the
asbestos products but also to:

a. Other workers in the area where the asbestos products
are being used.

b. Members of the families of workers.
ANSWER S6
See answer to Interrbgato:y $47, above.
INTERROGATORY 57
If your answer to Interrogatory No. 56 is "no", state

whether you are familiar with the testimony of Dr. William H.
Steward, former Surgeon General of the United States before the
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House Labor Committee that 2robably three and one-nhalf millizn
constriction workers are being exposed %2 aspestos dus:t Ln
addi=ion to those workers actually handling the materials
conzalning asbestos?

Not agplicable.
INTEZRRCSGATCRY 53

Stcate whether you had Xnowledge of any deaths or cases of
_ang disease or lung impairment among your employees wnich are or
may be attributable to the inhalation of asbestos dust or £fibers.
I£f so, please give the number, the name and address of such
persons, together with the date of treatment and the names and
addresses of the doctors who administered treatment to such
persons and reports of occupational disease furnished industrial
commission of the states and attach copies of the latter,

ANSWER 58

Grace objects to this Interrogatory on the ground
that it iIs irrelevant, unduly burdensome, overly brcad, and not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff was not a Grace employee nor does Grace
employ persons to perform services similar to those which the
plaintiff claims to have performed. Grace further objects on the
grounds that the term "reports of occcupational disease furnished
industrial commission of the states®" is undefined and therefore
vague and ambiguous. Subject to these objections and to the
General Objections interposed above, Grace states that to date it
has received approximately 78 workers' compensation claims
alleging lung related problems. Relevant, non-privileged
documents containing information responsive to this Interrogatory
will be produced in Boston, Massachusetts at a mutually agreeabdle
time.

INTERRCGATORY 59

Do you have any statistical data showing the number of your
employees whd have been exposed to asbestos dust and fibers for
more than ten years who have asbestos-related lung disease or
lung impairment. If so, identify the data and provide the
figures.

ANSWER S9
Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
is irrelevant and not reasonably calculated to lead to the

discovery of admissible evidence, particularly since the
plaintiff was never an employee of Grace. Further answering,
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Grace states that an epidemiological study has been conduc=ed
S. Corcett McDonald of McGill University, Montreal, Canada, a
Grace's Liboy, Montana vermiculite mine. Documents related =
the results or conclusions, to the extent that they are relevw
rasponsive to =his ilnterzogatory, will be produced in 3os
- - b

z33ac-hc28etts at 3 Tut=uslly agreeakbkle time.

t W ) v
)
Y v

-
~

1]
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INTEZRRCGATCRY 20

when and wnere did ycu £irst begin monitoring asbestss Jduss
levels in your own plant and manufacturing facilities?

ANSWER 60

During the period 1969 through 1972, a program of air
sampling on a routine basis was introduced at Libby and at all
Zonolite plants.

INTERROGATCRY 61

Was the monitoring of dust levels required by any governmen:
regulaticn or rule of any government, agency or insurance
company? If so, state the substance of the rule, the source
imposing it and the date it was first imposed.

ANSWER 61

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the
information sought is a matter of public record and is equally
available to the plaintiff as to Grace. Further answering,
monitoring of dust levels was not required by any insurance
carrier of Grace.

INTERROGATORY 62

What technigue, if any, do you use to take dust samplings,
explain the technique, wnen it was commenced, what the purpose
was and what action has been taken in response to the findings as
to the dust samples.

ANSWER 62

Grace objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it
is overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Grace further objects in that the term "take dust samplings” is
undefined and subject to various interpretations. Subject to
this objection and to the General Objections interposed above,
Grace states that the following technique was used with regard to
those products listed in Answer to Interrogatory #1, above.
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3ased on its investigation to date, Grace states fr-cm
approximately 1969 through to the end of the period of
aintiff's alleged exposure, 1t used the membrane filter metncd
r the collection of asbestos fizers from the ampient air during
raving operations. The method emrloyed was in cocxsliance wisn
72233 and OSHA cguidelinez 2t ~he time of use. The purpose of
ing was to determine whetner or not the Threshold Limit Valige
ter concentrations, as set Dy the ACGIH, was exceeded for
asicnal exgosures. The results of the testing indicated
-
a

w mm'o
'g O 'O

I

Mmoo 00 1L
0 mm
w0

esncld Limitc Values were within the then-axisting ACGIZH
S, therefore no action was required.

INTERRCGATQORY 63

State whether from 1900 to date you have promulgated any
rules, written or oral, for the handling of asbestos products by
vour own employees? If so, state:

a. When such rules were promulgated.

b. The substance of the rules, if oral, and the name, and
title of the person who disseminated them.

c. If in writing, either attach a copy of the rules or
identify the written rules by date, title, identification number,
present location and the name and address of the custodian
thereof.

d. Whether any such material was provided toc GD or any
other defendant and, if so when and to whom.

ANSWER 63

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the basis that the
claintiff was not an employee of Grace and, therefore, the
interrogatory is irrelevant an® immaterial, and seeks information
not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Grace further objects on the grounds that it is wvague
and ambiguous in that "GD" is undefined. Subject to this
objection and to the General Objections interposed above, Grace
states that should relevant, non-privileged documents be found
during Grace's ongoing investigation and document review, they
will be produced in Boston, Massachusetts at a mutually agreeable
time.

INTERROGATORY 64

Since 1960, state the names and addresses of any
organizations to which you have belonged having anything to do
with the setting of standards, regulations, information,
lobbying, research, engineering, or use of asbestos products,
materials or fibers. ’
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ANSWER 64

Grace objects to this interrogatory on =he grounds zhats i-
is overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant and not reasonazly
calculated to lead to tihe discoverv of admissible evidence.
Sczjecs to this objection and to tne General Objections
in=2rcosed above, Grace staftss that Lt has att-ended annual

-h o .

mee=-:ngs of the Asbestos Information Association since
accroximately I977 and made small annual research donations from
accroximactely 1977 through 1979. Further answering, Grace has
been a memcer cof the Perlite Institute from 1977 to tne present,

a sustaining member of the American Industrial Hygiene
Associlation since 1976, a member of the National Safety Council
since acproximately 1971, and a member of the American Indus:tr-ial
Health Council since 1978. Grace has ceen a member of the
Association of Walls and Ceilings International since the 1970's
and a member of the Vermiculite Institute from 1963 to 1969.

Grace has been a member of the National Fire Protection
Association, the Society of Fire Protection Engineers and the
Zxterior Insulation Manufacturers Association at various times.

INTERROGATORY 65

Does your company recognize that as early as 1900 Dpr. H.
Montague Murray, a physician in London's Charing Cross Hospital,
found spicules of asbestos in the lung tissue? If you agree with
this, then state when you learned of this and what action, if
any, your company has taken since then to prevent, reduce or
eliminate the dangers to those using your asbestos products from
innaling the dust and fibers.

ANSWER 65

Grace recognizes that in 1968 an article was published in
the New Yorker magazine which referred to the alleged findings of
Dr. Murray .and of Dr. Cook, and that said article referred to the
1931 legislation passed by the English Parliament. Grace
eliminated commercial asbestos from its construction products no
later than 1973. This action on the part of Grace was not taken
as a result of knowledge of this or any other specific article.

INTERROGATORY 66

Does your company recognize that in 1924, Dr. W.E. Cook of
England, found evidence of asbestosis and that such discovery was
published in the British Medical Journal of July 26, 1924, and
republished in 19277 1If you do, then please state what action,
if any, was taken by your company based upon these studies to
prevent, reduce or eliminate asbestosis in those using vour
products. If your answer is that you do not recognize the truth
of such statement, then please state what your company has done
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in an effort to keep abreast of medical literature concerning :ne
disease produced from the products which you manufacture.

ANSWER 66

See answer to Intercogatory 3532,

1
[4]
O
<
o

INTZRROGATORY §7

Oces vour company recognize %that in 1931, the Znglish
Parliament cassed legislation making asbestosis a ccmpensacie
disease and requesting improved methods of exhaust ventilation
and dust suppression in asbestos-textile factories, and also
instituted periodical medical examinations for workers engaged in
par-icularly dusty processes in the asbestos~-textile indusczzy?

If you dc, state wnat action, if any, your company took in
response to such knowledge in an effort to prevent, reduce or
eliminate the effects of ashestos to those using your products.
If you do not recognize the truth of such statement, then please
state why your company did not keep in touch with legislaticn and
programs adogted to reduce or eliminate the disease of asbestosis
in those using astestcs products,

ANSWER 67

See answer to Interrogatory #65, above.
INTERROGATORY 638

Would any respirators or other breathing devices prevent
inhalation of the asbestos dust and fibers in your product? 1I£
So state:

a. When the respirator was sold.

b. Give a detailed description of such respirator or other
breathing device;

c. The basis of your claim will prevent the inhalation of
such dust and fibers;

d. Identify any tests performed by date, title, author and
number. )

ANSWER 68

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
is argumentative and misleading in that it assumes that asbestos
dust and fibers would be released during use of the product
listed in answer to Interrogatory $1, above. Subject to this
objection and to the General Objections interposed above, Grace
states see answer to Interrogatory #l8(b&c), above.

-30-



INTERRCGATQORY 63

Is your company familiar with the hearing conduc=zed in
Marzn, 1967, before the House ¢f Representative of the United
3-222s Congress Sub-Commictctee on Labor concerning
ascestos-related occupational illnesses? If so, state wnat
acticn was taken in resgonse o tne informac:ion.

ANSWER 63

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds :hat i
is overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant and not reasona
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
without waiving its objection, Grace states that it has been
conducting an investigation and document review for some time,
which is continuing., Thus far, no information has been obtained
which 1s responsive to this interrogatory.

[O A

ly

INTERROGATCORY 70

List and identify by name of insurer, date of issue, term,
policy number, and amount of coverage of every policy of
liability insurance insuring you against losses as a result of
claims for bodily injury or death as a result of use of your
asbestos products.

ANSWER 70

The Zonolite Company, the assets of which Grace acquired in
1963, was insured by the Royal Indemnity Co. as follows: 4/1/%50
- 4/1/63; 500,000 per occurrence/accident limit; policy numbers
RLG 12735, RLG 27635, RLG 31840, RLG 035805, RLG 045762, RLG
045836, RLG 053959, RLG 021629, RLG 621620, RLG 021621.

‘"Further answering, the following companies provided Grace
with primary liability insurance coverage: Maryland Casualty:
6/30/62 - 6/30/73, $250,000 per person, one million per
aggregate; policy numbers: 96-224-900, 96-243-400, 96-257-400,
96-263-500, 31-278-301 and 31-911-051.

CNA: 6/30/73 - present; one million dollars per occurrence;
7/1/73 = 6/30/82; two million dollars per aggregate; 7/11/82 =
present; one million dollars per occurrence, four million dollars
per aggregate; policy numbers: 9023-670 and 2483-440.
INTERROGATORY 71

Have you, at any time, used the services of an industrial
nealth organization? 1If so, state:

a. The name of the organization.
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o, The dates such serwvices were used.

c. The name of the perscns in vour cocmpany and .n =ne
health organization wno negotiated the agreemenz OC
understanding.

g, Whetnher any zegorts or documents concerninc the
services were grepared and, if so, identify the documen:is 3oy
name, Zaze, tizle, £ile number and cresent locazion.

ANSWER 71

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grcunds tha%s i=
is vague and ambiguous in that the term "industrial heal:n
organization" is undefined and subjec% to various
interpretations. 1If the term is intended to refer %o a griva:ze
organization hired on a consultant basis to evaluate Grace's
operations for potential health hazards to employees, Grace
states no.

INTERROGATCRY 72

Did you in any way assist or participate in the 1929
Metropolitan Insurance Company study of asbestos? If so:

a. State what role or action you took.

b. Identify all documents by name, date, title, file
number and present lccation.

ANSWER 72

No.
I.TSRROGATORY 73

Had you done any=tinc prior to 1972 to notify users of your
oroducts of the dangers of inhalation of asbestos dust and

fibers? If so, explain in detail what you did and give the
dates.

ANSWER 73

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
is argumentative and misleading in that it assumes that there
were dangers associated with the use of the products listed in
answer to Interrogatory %1, above. Subject to this objectzion, see
answer to Interrogatory %41, above.
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INTSRRCGATCRY 74

Please state for each calendar vear since 1900 zne annual
earnings, net profits, and dividends per share of stock for your
corporzzion, its predecessor, Or Successor.

ANSWZIR 74

Grace objacts to this ilnterrogatory on the grounds that L=
is coverly bdroad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant and nct reasonabdl.
calculacted t3 -ead to the discovery of admissible evicdence.

INTERROGATORY 75

a,. Admit or deny that (i) defendant maintained offices in
Ambler, Pennsylvania and Lancaster, Pennsylvania, at any time
since 1900, and {ii) that said offices were used for sales,
distribution, marketing, production and/or storage of asbestos or
astestos=-containing products manufactured, sold or purchased Gtv
defendant.

b. If any part of (a) is denied in whole or in part,
please state in detail the exact reasons for said denial and any
documents, writings, papers, records or other physical evidence
in support of said denial.

ANSWER 75
a. Denied.

b. Grace never maintained offices in Ambler, Pennsylvania
or Lancaster, Pennsylvania.

INTERROGATORY 76

a. Admit or deny that Jd-fendant sold and shipped products
to various contractors, manufe.:urers, distributors, or other
users or purchasers of asbestos or asbestos=-containing products
with invoices made to third parties.

b. If any part of (a) is denied in whole or part, please
state in detail the exact reasons for said denial and any
documents, writings, papers, records or other physical evidence
in support of said denial.

ANSWER 76
Grace objects to this Request for Admission on the grounds
that it is overly broad and vague and ambxguous in that the te:m

"with invoices made to third parties"™ is undefined and capable of
various interoretations.
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INTERRCGATCRY 77

a. éxmiz 2r Zeny ctnzt Zefzndant has a contractual
tionship or arrangement wizh ArmStrong Cork Company or
ong Contracting and Supply, Inc., for the sale and

tr
ribution of defendant's astestos C¢r ascescos-contalining
d

O
.
o

£ arty part of (a) is denied in wnole or in pars,
Dlease statze iz derail the exact reasons for said denial and ary
documents, writlings, parpers, records or other ghysical evidence
in sugport of said denial.

ANSWER 77

a. Cenied.

b. Srace has had no such contractual relationship.
INTERROGATORY 78

a. Admit or deny that defendant had a contractual
relationship or arrangement with Reasbey & Mattison and/or Robert
Reasbey and/or Nicolet, Inc. asbestos companies.

b. If any part of (a) is denied in whole or in part,
please state in detail the exact reasons for said denial and any

documents, writings, papers, records or other physical evidence
in support of said denial.

ANSWER 78

See answer to Interrogatory %77, above.
INTERROGATORY 79

a. Admit or deny that defendant had a supply contract orc
agreement with Elof Hansson, Inc., New York for Limpet or other
asbestos-spray fibre insulation product materials.

b. If any part of (a) is denied in whole or in paret,
please state in detail the exact reasons for said denial and any
documents, writings, papers, records or other physical evidence
1n support of said denial.

ANSWER 79

See answer to In.errogatory #77, above.
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INTERRCGATCRY 80

a. Admit or deny that defendant has sold asbestoss or
astestos~-containing products to:

{l) Johns-Manv:..le Products, Johns-Manville Saies or
Johns-Manville of Canada

(2) Canadian Carey and/or Philip Carey
(3) Xeasbey & Mattison and/or Robert Xeasvey

(4) United States Army or Navy, U.S. Departuent of Defense,
Canadian Army or Navy, or Canadaian Department of Defense

{5) Owens-Corning

(6) Cwens-Illinois

(7) Mundet Cork, Ehret

(8) Baldwin, Ehrin-gill, Reene, or Gale Corp.

(9) Pittsburgh Corning, Inc.

(10) Unarco and/or Union Asbestos and Rubber Company

(11) Armstrong Cork Company and/or Armstrong Contracting &
Supply, Co.

(12) Ruberoid or GAF

(13) Forty-Eight Insulation

(14) Standard Asbestos and Manufacturing Co.
(15) Celotex

(16) Eagle-Picher

(17) Raybestos-Manhattan

(18) Combustion Engineering, Inc.

(19) Rockwool Mfg.

(20) Fibreboard or Pabco.

(21) The M.W. Kellogg Co.

(22) Ozark Insulation Co.
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The Aber Co.

B§B Engineering

J. Graves Insulation

Bolt Insulation

Tennessee Valley Authority
U.S. General Services Administration
Breeding Insulation

Temp=-Con

Dodson Insulation

Tri-State Insulatibn

J.W. Sparks United Insulating Company
United Insulating Company
Anco Insulation '

North Brothgrs Insulation
Insulation Engineers
Insulation Contractors

Brand Insulation

Pederson Insulation

SPA Insulation

Fischer Cement & Roofing Co.
Insulco

Georgia-Pacific

United States Gypsum

R.J. Reynolds fobacco Co.
California Shipbuilding Co.

Bechtel Corp. or Bechtel Power Corp.
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{49) Eagle Home & Building Insulators

o. If any part of (a) is denied in whole or in par:,
Lease state in detail the exact reasons for said denial and any
iccuments, writings, papers, records or other gphysical evidence
in suzzert of said denial.

- (L0

ANSWER 40

(agb). Grace was not in the business of selling asbestos or
astcestos containing products to other manufacturers or sucpliers
of such products. Should relevant, non-privileged and non-=rade
secret documents be found during Grace's ongoing investigation
which are responsive to this interrogatory, they will be produced
in Boston, Massachusetts at a mutually agreeable time.

INTERRCGATORY 81

Please identify location of all invoices from defendant to
Armstrong Contracting and Supply, Inc., Keasbey and Nicolet, Inc.

ANSWER 81

Not applicable. See answers to Interrogatories $77 and $78,
above.,

INTERROGATORY 82

Please identify any and all United States export number and
permit number.

ANSWER 82

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
is irrelevant, immaterial. and not reasonably calculated to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence.

INTERROGATORY 83

Please identify each and every state in the United States
where a civil lawsuit for damages has been filed against
defendant for personal injuries, alleged to be caused by asbestos
exposure, including the case styled and file number.

ANSWER 83

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it
is overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant, immaterial, and
not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Further objecting, Grace states that the information
sought is a matter of public record equally available to
plaintiff as to Grace.
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INTERRCGATCRY B84

Please provide plaintiff with a list of all invoices and
snicments made to tne state of Arkansas since 1900.

ANSWER 84

Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that i<
is overly orosad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant, ilmmaz2:cial, arnd
nct reasonacliy calculacted to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence in that it is not limited to the types of produczs to
which plaintiff claims to have been exposed nor to the time

pericd of nis alleged exposure.

INTERROGATORY 85

Please provide plaintiff with a copy of any supply contracs
or agreement with Elaf dansson, Inc., New York for the provision
of Limpet or other asbestos-spray fiber insulation product

materials.
ANSWER 8S

Not applicable. See answer to Interrogatory #79%, atove.
W.R. GRACE & CO.

By its attorney,

£/

n B. Plegge

eqgge & Chur

004 Pyramid ace

. - Little Rock, AK 72201-2598
(S01)374-5612

Dated:
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CZRTI

CCMMCONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETT )

) S3.
CUNTY OF MIDDLESEX )
RCCGER C. ASIZFITHEY being firstc duly swern, on oath deposes

says he is a Vice President of the Construction Producsts
ivision of W.R. Grace & Co., defendant in :the above-entitled
acswion; that ne has read the foregoing answers to interrogatories
and xnows the contents thereof; that said answers were crepared
Sy and with the assistance of emplovees and representatives of
the corgoration, with the assistance and advice of counsel, ucon
which he has relied; that the answers set forth herein, sutjecs:
to inadvertent or undiscovered errors, are based on and therefsre
necessarily limited by the records and information still in
existence, presently recollected and thus far discovered in :=
course of the preparation of these answers; that consequently
W.R. Grace & Co. reserves the right to make any changes in the
answers if it appears at any time that omissions or errors have
ceen made therein or that more accurate information is available;
and that subject to the limitations set forth herein the said
answers are true to the best of his present knowledge,

information and belief.
RODGER C. Aaaagtggg

Subscribhed and sworn to before me
this _n day of < ,n' !v, , 1985,

NCTARY BUBLIC

I -
' o < y =23 -2 F
\'\‘1 .M oYM DItV c_\—‘\\‘t.& }
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CTPTITITATE ¢ SZRVICE

I nave =n.s Sen Z=zv I Szzcamzer, 198%, marled a copy of
==a f2ra7IinT ANSWERS AND CBJSEZCTICNS OF W. R. GRACZ & C2. T2
SIAINTITT'S TI3ST SET QOF INTERRCGATTZRIZS, REQUEIST rCR 2RCDOCCTICN
2T DCCUMENTS AND RELTIST FCR OADMISSIONS tz zhe Sollowing lLiszad
zzTIrnevs:
Mr. Zdward 2. Mccdy Mz, Ctis #. Turner
Atzcrnmev ZIor Plawntiil Attorney £for Zagle-P.cher
Susce 306, First Federal Plaza 929 Ma:in Strser
Little Rock, Arkansas 72201 rkadelphia, Arkansas 71923
Mr. David Freeze Mr. Overton Ancderson
Atzcrney for GafF Atzorney f£or Celotex
Suvte 6, State Line Plaza The Rogers Bldg., Suize 15.6
Texarkana, Arkansas 73302 Little Rock, Arkansas 72201
Mr. Dennis Chambers Mr. Stephen A. Matthews
Atzorney Ior Keene Attorney for Pittsburgh Corni
2. O. Box 1049 P. O. Box 7808 '
Texarkana, Texas 75501 Pine Bluff, Arkansas 71611
Mr. Rober% L. Henry, III Mr. William Bullock

Attorney for Fibrebocard
1500 Union National Plaza
Li%=le Rock, Arkansas 72201

Mr. Alvin Laser

Attorney for Owens-Corning
One Spring Street, Sulte 300
Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

Mr. Edwin L. Lowther, Jr.
Attornev for Owens-Illinois
2200 Worthen Bank Building
Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

Mr. Emile C. Rolfs, III
Attorney for Turner & Newall
P. 0. Box 3551

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70821

Mr. Floyd M. Thomas, Jr.
Attorney for Raymark

423 Nor<sa Washingten

Z1 Corade, Arkansas 71730
Mr. Frederick M. Baron
tccrney for Plainciff

1030 Dallas Fedearal Savings
Dalias, Texas 75225

»

Attorney for Nicolet
P. O. Box 1928

Texarkana, Texas 75502
Mr. George E. Pike,

Attorney for Charter
20th Floor, First Comme
Little Rock, Arkansas 7

Jr.

-
-

+ fu

-~
201

Mr. Ray Baxter
Attorney for ACsS

P. 0. Drawer 1038
Benton, Arkansas 72015

Mr. Rick Sellars

Attorney for Standard

518 South Cross Street
Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

na B. Plegge,
Sor W. R. Grace

-~
-d N
-

&2




PRODUCTS WHICH CONTAINED CCMMERCIAL ASBESTCS

i. gigh Temperature Iasulating Cement
a, Produced by Zonolite Company from apptox imately 19453
until 1963. Produced by Grace from 1963 until approximately

1972.

b. Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds :hat
it is overly, broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant and not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Without waiving its objection, Grace states Zhat i=
has been conducting an investigation and document review £or scme
time, which is continuing. Thus far, no information has bee1
obtained which is responsive to this interrogatory.

c. Lack of market.

d. Grace states that based upon its investigation to date
it used the following distributors for this product in the Lit:tle
Rock, Arkansas area: Darragh Company, Little Rock; Fisher Lime
Cement, North Little Rock.

e. High Temperature Insulating Cement

£. Chemical Composition: Short fiber chrysotile astes:tcs,
Vermiculite, Bentonite (montmorillinite type), Sodium lauryl
sulfate, Sodium Nitrate. Contained approximately 17.11 percen:
asbestos by weight or approximately 18.69 percent asbestos by
weight.

g. High temperature insulating cement.

h. This product was packaged in strong paper bags weighing
25 pounds each.

i. Relevant, non-privileged documents containing
information responsive to this interrogatory will be produced in
Boston, Massachusetts at a mutually agreeable time.

Je High temperature insulating cement was hand applied; a
worker could trowel or darby it to smooth the surface immediately
after application. Where appropriate, a waterprooflng material
or finish coat could be applied.



2. Zonclite Sora=-Insulation (MK-2)

3. Produced by Zonolite Company from 1960 to 1963.
Produced by Grace from 1963 until agpproximactely 1973,

b. Grace objects to this interrogatory on the grounds zhat
it is overly broad, unduly burdensome, irrelevant and not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissizle
evidence. ubjecs to this cblection, and to the General
Cbjections interposed apove, Grace states that it held the
following patents for spray fireproofing and acoustical plas:ter

oroducts, registered through the U.S. Patent Office:

2,921,862 patented January 19, 1960
2,993,016 patented July 18, 1961
2,993,017 patencted July 18, 1961
3,042,681 patented July 3, 1962
3,369,929 patented February 20, 1968
3,719,513 patented March 6, 1973
3,839,059 patented October 1, 1974

Investigation continues to determine which product is covered by
which patent, and whether additional patents were obtained.

c. Lack of market.
d. See Appendix I,(1l)(d), above.
e. Zonolite Spra-Insulation (MK-2).

£. Chemical Composition: Short fiber chrysotile asbestos,
Vermiculite, White Portland Cement, Plaster of Paris, ZOD
concentrate, Contained approximately 11.78 percent 7M asbestos
by weight.

g. Insulation and acoustical material for application to
metal building interiors.

h. This product was packaged in multi-walled, pasted valve
bags constructed of two 60 pound plies of natural kraft paper,
which is prescribed by the transportation industry, specifically
National Motor Freight Classification 100-1l.

i. See Appendix I,(l1)(i), above.

j. This product was machine applied. 1In the machine
application process, the mixture is pumped under mechanical
pressure tharough a hose to the floor where spraying operations
are being conducted. Spraying is done by plasterers standing on
stagings or on the floor. The nozzle attached to the rubber hose
through which the fireproofing or plaster material is pumped is
held by hand or attached to a pole to allow the nozzle



to come witihin inches of the surface to be sprayed. No
adhesives, bonding agents, coverings or wrappings were used in .
the application process.

PRODUCTS WHICH DO NCT CCNTAIN CCMMEPRPCIAL ASBESTOS
3. Zonolice Plaster Aggregate
£ Produced by the Zonolite Company from 1942 until 1963,

Produced by Grace from 1963 to the present,

b. See Appendix I,(l)(b), above.

c. Not applicable.

d. See Appendix I,(l)(d), above,

e, Zonolite Plaster Aggregate,

£. Chemical Composition: Grace objects to providing the
chemical composition of this product because the composition is a
trade secret. Further answerzng, this is a product which
contains vermiculite.

g. When used with Gypsum in plaster, it results in a
lightweight, insulating, fire resistant plaster for application
to surfaces such as masonry metal lathes, gypsum lathes, or
monolithic concrete surfaces.

h. See Appendix I,(2)(h), above.

i. See Appendix I,(l)(1i), above.

j. See Appendix I,(2)(j), above.

4. Zonolite Masonry fill (Insulation).

a. Produced by the Zonolite Company from 1958 or 1959
until 1963. Produced by Grace from 1963 until the present.

b. See Appendix I,(1l)(b), above.

c. Not applicable.

d. See Appendix I,(1)(d), above.

e. Masonry Fill (also manufactured as Masonry Insulation).

£. Chemical Composition: Grace objects to providing the
chemical composxtlon of this product because the chemical
composztxon is a trade secret. Further answering, this product:

is a fill for concrete blocks which contains vermiculite which is
coated to make the fill water repellant.
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g. Used to £ill concrete blocks.

h. See Appendix I, (2)(h), above.

i. See Appendix I,(1l)(i), above.

je Masonry Fill is poured directly from the bag or frzm a
hogger, witaout bridging, to fill cores or cavities. There is no
cuttwing, fitwing, or patching. No adhesives, bonding agen:s,

coverings or wrappings are used in the application process.

5. Industrial Fill

a. Exact dates of manufacture unknown, however the product
was produced during the relevant time period.

b. See Appendix I,(l)(b), above.

c. Not applicable.

gd. See Appendix I,(l)(d), above,

e. Industrial Fill.

f.- See Appendix I,(7)(f), above.

g. Used for thermal insulation among other uses.
h. Paper bags.

i. See Appendix.l,(l)(i), above,

J. Unknown, investigation continues.



