PLAINTIFP'g
EXHIBIT

. GF-2454

VIRGTHRTA: IN THE CIRCUIT CGURYT ¥OR THE CLLY OF PORTSHOUTE

P wrniLiad B. GCLOVER,
Plaiovift,
AT LaW NO. L-76-747

V.

. JORNS-MANVILLE CORP,, et al, C/P #77-1

i S W

| Defendants.

ANSHERS OF DEFENDANT GAF CORPORATION
TO PLAINTIFF'S INITEAY INTERROGATORIES
PROPOUNDED TO ALL DEFENDANTS

B

Defendant, GAYF Covporarion, wakes answer to the Plaintfff’

QInitial Interrogatories propounded to all defendants, as follows:

1. Please statas the name, address and job title of
each person who has supplied information used in answering

these interrogatories.

1. Fhillip Bertoli, Technical Nirector - Research
Department, cfo GA¥ Corporatiom, South found Brook, New Jersey.
William Schwingen, Manager of Materxials Research, cfe SAV

i Lorporation, Wayune, ¥New Jarsey. NWilliam Fassuliotis, Itirector

4

; 0f Safety, Security and Occupational Health, cfo CGAF Covpovatioen,

%Naync, New Jersey. ’
2. Please state whether or not you are a corporation., I
80, state: o E

a. Your coxrect corpovate name;
b. The state or your corporation:
c. The date of your iancorporation;

d. The address of youv principal

e. Whether or not your have ever
of eurthority w0 do buzinuzs in
Vivginia;s

£, viherhoyr or not you W

USPOGR OF ATCwy




ol the subsi

2. 1l's date of itncovrporaticn, 18 corposation:

3. it's corporate puvplses.

" 2. Yes, :
! A&. GAY Corporatioun

% E. Delawvare.

4

H . 1929
o, 140 VWest Sisc Streee, New York, New Yerk 10020,

t.  GAF does not hold a certificate of authority to

; do dusfiness in the Svave of Virginia.
¥F. GAF does not have a3 registered agent for the
?purpos& of accepting service iun the Sta?e of Virginia.
C. Yes.

l. GAF was incorporated in Dalaware as the
cAmerican L.G. Chemical Corporatfion fn 1523, thenm din 1939 phe

name was changed to General Aniline & Film Corporation and then

in 196% the nawe was changed to CAF Cerporation.

2. 1929

;Jwas a New York Stock Exchange Company, eugagped in the wanutacture

of industrial and cousumer building matevfal. On May 26, 1967,

GAF merged with the Ruberoid Co.

3. The Rubereid Co., 3 New Jersey Covparation,

3. &State vour corporate purposes.

3. See the answer to 2(3){3} above,

4. State whether you have contrelled, purchased, or in any

" way acquired any interest in any corporation or business entity

¢ which hasg mined, manufactured, produced, processed, compounded,

converted, sald, merchandised, suppliied, distributed, and/ox
otherwise plazed in the streawm of commerce asbestos, material
containing asbestos, asbestes products and compounds, if so, state

a. The name and address of sald corporaticn or
business entity;




b. The date you contralled, purchased or acquirad
. . any interest;

i . e : .
{ ¢. ‘he manner of acquiszition, including pevcentaga
i af ocwnership.

¢ 4. Yes.

A. The Ruberoid Company, 7323 Fhird Avenuve, New
York, New York.

‘B.  Pursuant to Apreement dated Mavek 23, 1967,:cn
May 26, 1967, GA¥ mexged with The Ruberoid Co., 3 New Jersey

Corporation.

C. Merger,

H 5. S&tate whether you have, at any time, been engaged in
the mining, manufacturing, producing, processing, cémpcunding;
converting, selling, merchandising, supplying, distribating,
and/ox asbestos products and/or material containiné ashestos?
Be specific in your answer and state: .

a. 'The trade name(s) of tha product(s):

b. The date you first mined, manufactured, produced, i
processed, compounded, converted, sold, merchandised,
| supplied, distributed and/or otherwise placed in
} the stream of commexrce your asbestos, asbestos

) products aand/or prcducts containing ashbestos;

¢, - The date your asbestos, asbestos products aud/or
rmaterials containing asbestos were first placed
upon the market;

; 4. The inclusive dates of mining, manufacturing,
producing, processing, compounding, converting,
selling, merchandising, supplying, distributing
and/or otherwise placing in the stream of commerce.

e. Whether or not the said product or prodacts are
still being mined, manufactured, prodeced, :
processed, compounded, converted, sold, merchandised,
supplied, distributed and/or placed in the stream |
of commerce, and if not, the date of discontinuance
and/or withdrawal from ths markelt, and the :
reason for said diszcontinuanza;

£. A complete description of the product ox products
including the types of asbestos ceontained in the
product; N

¢. The percentage of ssbestos contained in said .
product or products. !

h. B description of the physical appearance of
such product;

%
At
1

~—




i. A description of the intended uses of each
such preduct:;

3. If you are a seller or distributor of asbestos,
raterial containing asbestos, asbestos products
and compounds, then specify from wvhom you purchase
said products, vwhan and in viat quantity. i

A, “ealsiliee", "133" and T214" Insvlating Cements,

" T/HA-100" Insulating Jacketing and Asbestos Paper and Millbeard.

B. ©Ona Xay 26, 1967, CAF merged with the Ruberoid
Co. Ruberoid began the manuiacture o¢f industrial thexrmal funsu-

lation products ccataining askestos in the late 1920°s eor early

@1930'5.

C. "Calsilitce" - first wmanslactured at Gloucester,

;New Jersey from the mid 1940's until mid 1970 at which time GAF
I .-

)
'commencad the production of asbestos~free Calsilite ("Calsilite

TIt).

Y115% and "214" Insularing Ceweuts - wmanufactured

~d

at Hyde Park, Vermont from approximately 1336 through Septewber, 19

i PY/RA~L00Y Insulating Jacketiocg ~ masnulacrured
it

o

Qat Sputh Bound Brook, New lersey from 1962 to September, 1971,

t

H i

r #Asbestos Paper and Millboard" - maaufactured H
ﬁat Lrie, Penasylvania from approximately 1923 uacil B3eptember, 19?%.

I

I D. See answer to 5(C). t

| !

ﬁ E. HNong of the above are still belap mined, nomu- %

I . i
factured, produced, procezsed, compounded, converted, sold, :

t

H kI s '3
fmerchandised, supplied, distributed andfor placed in the streswm N
K] .

P guf cowmerce by GAF Carparéclon with the excepricon of usshestos
?paper and willbosrcd. The dates of discontinuance and/ov withdeawal
B

ﬁare in the aecswexr to $5{c) above.

F. "Calsilite™ - high temperatuve pips covering acd

ibluck. Contsined 1C% ashestos aund balence conszistad of diatama—

zuauus varth and hydrous lime silfcate. Covtaived primarily

?anosite aslbestos.

: "113% apd V214" Tasulating Cements - knoun

; )

fgenerically as 7H and 7 type cewments, respectively, composad

i
Hentlrely of ashestos fibers. Contained Crysotile nsbestos.

7}
+




DT /NA-L100" Tasulation Jacketing - 3 two-ply

laminated product cossisting of a layer af asbestes papev in
¢ .
which crysctile ashestos fibers weve bonded with Y¥ooprene and n

laver of polyvinyl floride. {Tedlar) plastic filn attached by

'adiesive on one side. Countained Crysotile sasbestos.

Asbestos paper & Miilboard - ecrysovile insulating
Feap ¥y K

! ;
§paper. used as 2 jacketing or pipe wrap. Mdillboaxrd was used
}primarily as a commercial heat or fire barrier. Coantained

crysotile asbestos.

GC. See aaswersz to 5(F).

H. Calsilite - hiph temperature pipe covering and
built up block containing approximately L0Z awosite asbestos

fiber and 2% crysotile Fiber and remafunder cousistiug of hydrous

‘lime silicate and diatamaceous earth.

: Y115 & "214™ Insulatfon cements - insulatiang

f
;cements composed of crysotile asbestas fiber.

TT/NA-100" Insulating Jacketing - two ply, lanin-
rared product consisting of Yayasr of asbretos papev in which

1

‘crysorile asbestos fibers were bonded with Keoprene and layer

0f polyvinyl floride (Tedlar) plastic file attached by adliesive
1

ion one side.
:

k Ashestos paper and nillboard -~ crysotiie insulu-
E . .
]

dting papex, used as a jackeving, pipe wrap, commerciol hkoan or ¥Yive

Qbarrier.
: I. Calsilite - fiigh tempevature pips covering

fand built-up block.
i :
i 115 and 214 Insulating cements ~ dusclating

icementa.

i - T/N&-100 - insulation jacketing.

H

| : T .
’ . ‘Asbestns paper & millbeard ~ dnsulating paper,

; .
iused as a jacketing or pipe wrap. Millbeard was used primariiy

i . oy e
A8 an jvdustrial fire barrier.
13

; Jo N/A.

£




i, producesd,

with respect to each asbestos produat mined, manufactured,

)
H

a.
racessed, compounded, converted, sold, marchandised,

I3 ;

!

supplied, distributed, and/or otherwise placed in the stream ol i
H

{

: state whether the said product was/is sold in a s0lid form or a

E'powdered form or other form and state the process or procedure for |

s

ﬁ actually using each of your products by the ultimate consumer/usar !
H . -

6. Solid form. GAF’'s produclts were supplied in a
ceady to use form. However, where gn-site fitting was required,
the followinpg procedures wvere nercessary:

Calslilite ~ required cutting only where dimensicns
50 dlctated.

115 and 214 insulating cements ~ required mixing with

water. In addition, a small amount of evdinavy building cewent was
iadded at the user’s option.

| .

] Iy » Y .
T/HA-100 - requived cutting only where dimensions so

dictated.
Asbestas paper and millboard - requived rcuttiang

orly where dimensions so dictated, GAF has ne direct knowledgn

regarding how its products were used on the job sfites.
f

! with regard to any product liséed in the previous Interrogabkory?
1f so, for each such product state:
a. The number of each patent;
b. Ihe date issued and to whom issned;
c. The name of each patent application Lbat is
presently pending. .
7. Yes.
A. T/HA-100 is covezred by B.3. Patent Mo,

,300.927.

c. None.

i
! 7. Were any patents or trademarks ever applied for or granted

3. It was fssuad Jaruavy 31, 1967, vo Phiilip Berntol’




i 8. state the composition of the asbhesics, material containing

i, aspestos, asbestos products and compounds, which you or any
i predacassor or subsidiary corporation have mined, manufactured,
produced, processed, compounded, converted, sold, merchandised,

suppliad, distributed and/or otherwise placed in the stream of

commarce, and since the initial date of said mining, manufacturing,

producing, processing, compounding, converting, selling, merchan-
dising, supplying, distributing and/or othexwise plazing in the
stream of comnerce, advise whother or not there have been any

e on avamaen, b o s oot sttomctons o oo

© state:

! a. The trade name of each such product;

. b. The date each such product was first offered;
: c. The gpacific nature and date of each alteration
: or change of composition;

M d. The reason for ecach alteration ¢r change of

g composition. .

F 8. 'Sce suswer to 5(F) for composition. Calsilite was

i

{ehanged in 1957 to facilitate its mguufacruring process. In wid
‘.‘

1970, GAF began the production of ashestos-free Calsilire IT.

|

U . . : s .
ﬁinnr changes in the composition of Calsilite werc made.

9. Do any memoranda, specificabicns, blueprints or
_other written materials of any kind or character relating to the
design and éreparation of said product now exist? If so:

2. Lizt each such written material of document:

bh. BState the name and address of the person who
presently has possession of the same;

c. Provide a copy of =aid memoranda, specifications,
blueprints or othex written materials or identify
same with such particularity so as to enable
same tov ke made subject to a Motion for Production
of Documents, pursuant te Rule 4.9 of the Code

i . of Virginia, 1950, as amended.

h 4. Yes, sce answver to £7 and £A4.

/

2

such alterations ox changes, then as to said alterations or changs

|
a
{

t
1

g

e ot a0t o enin,



10. Please identify by lccation and product produced, each
iiplant in which products listed in your answer to Interrogatory

. Ho. 5 have hesn manufactured and/or assembled and the dates said

i plants have been in operation.

r 10. See 5{C) for the plants in which the products were
imanufactared., These plants have been in speration as follaows:

: Calsilite was manufactured from the mid 1940°s
through Septamber, 1970 ar Gloucester, New Jersey.

i 115 and 214 Insulating Cenmenls wvere wined an Hydz
é?ark, Vvermont from 1934 through 19273,

z T/RA-100 was manufactured at South Bounijrua?,
:New Jersey from 1962 to Septembevr, JY71l. 4

Asbestos paper ané millboard have been manufnctured;

at Erie, Peansylvania since 1925.

% .
It . 1 :
B 11. 7Please list the name and address of esach business

1 3 » ' . N

Eent;ty from whom you have received raw ashastos and the dates and
[}

t

amounks received.

a

5 11. GAF purchased certain asbestos Eibers from Cape

gAshestos Corporation aand, to a small ezxtent, Johnz~-Manville.

h?he dates and amounts received of these purchases are unkanowa.

]
!
2: 12. &tate whether you have any record of any kind indicating
! that any asbestos, material containing asbestos, asbestos

3
v products and compounds mined, manufactured, produced, processed,

compounded, conyerted, sold, merchandised, suppiied, distribuoted,
-and/or otherwise placed in the stream of commerce bv or through
you were s0ld to or purchased from any of the defendants in this
it? If your answer is i N EE vt 4 !
suit? your ansgwex is in tha affirmative, ztate: i

a. The name of each such 4defendant (s)

a

b. 'The date(s) of sale or purchase or each said
product including tbe amount and kind of
materials 50 sold or purchased, specifying

. _ . - trade name; ! E
. o, JUUR I . . Coare '
C. lpe name, address and job classification of the
individual curreatly having pesszession of suah

records.




12. Although coveain sales records are available, tha
‘present state and condirion of thess documents make d& virvrtually
impessible to search for the requesred iﬁfnrmation without szoume
for all oF the Fellowving fcems ol information: {a) GAY o
gxuheroid preduct name (b)) approximate dare of shipmear (=)
icontractcr ar sub~contractor (d} 3Job site and (2) regional
distributor.

In the event rhat plainviff is unmablo or uawillieg
zo supply this ifnformation, in whole or in part, GAT will comply

iwith this Interraogatery as far as practicable pursuant to
3
PRule 33 (c), Fed. B, Civ. P.
I

13. Are nr have any of your asheshos products cver heen
;marketed and/or s0ld in the State of Virginia by companies
bother Lhare your own? 1f sh, state:

a. The name and address of each such coumpany;

b. The date and to whom that company sold your
product{s); . )

¢. ‘“The type of product(s) sold, including trade name;

d. The ultimate purchaser/user of said product(s). '

13. ©No.

zs

14. Have you either directly or indirectly sold, distribured
T or delivered any prodacts containing asbestes Lo the "Norfolk

:--Nayal Shipyard, o * or any other agent or ageoncy ;

hereof. -

4. CAF's available shipping rocords show no sales or

|

kshipmean te the Nerfolk Naval Shipvard. CAF is not familiar i
hk N .

;with Yother agent{s) or agencies therzof" but will conduct & i
l-‘ H
;search ci irts available records L7 350 advis.d of the wvemes of i
;auch catities. . ;

»




i their present job classifications, length of employment, and
I

i, dates of various job titles) who has/have knowledge of whether

¢
H
]
It
3
7.

i 15. If your answer Lo the pravious Iaterrogatory is in
- the affirmative, state:
a. Tha name of the agenk or agoncias to whoxm seld;

v b. Whether sold by you drrectly or thruhqh an

o agent cr subsidiary;

. .. The name and address of the agest and/cr subslidiarcy
¢

i d. ‘The date(s) sold;

e. The trade namz of the product(s) sold;
£. The volume of sales; .
g. The ancunt and kind of materials sold;
h. Frow whom you purchased said materials.

i. The ulkimate purchaser/user of said prodscts.

15. K/A.

16. With regard to the preceeding Interrvgatory, do you
have any records which would note any such sale? If so, ploase
provide copies of same, or, in the a2iternative, specifically
stake the name, present address and job claszification of the

4

person having posgession of such records, and identify such

H

[} . . >
records with such particularity s$0 as to enable same to be subject

to a Motion for Producticn of Documants, pursuant to Rule 4.9 of

f;the Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended.

i 16, HFA.

7. tate the names of individual or individuals {including

Jor not any of the asbestos, material containing ashestos,

asbestos products and compounds, were sold to the Norfolk Naval
o

Shipyard, or the United States Government, Department of the Navy

£ to any Governmental Agency.

: T 4
Sne vesponse teo interrogatory 4.

b
-~

.M\

£~

A
\.)

a—




i 18. Describe the manner in which you have maintained
‘records of parchases and/or sales uver the past thirty years.
i State:

“a. Where said records ave kepb;

b. The information contzined in such xecords:

¢. The Jjength of time said purchase and/or sale
records are naintained by your company.

t 18. Shipping recards vere originally kept ar the

ii .
jmanufacturivng site, Today, available sbipplng recocds for

{Ca]sili:e arc kept in Gloucester and Souch Bound Brook, Awe Jersey.
3
)

&CAF maintains a seven (7) year docuuent revention program.
&

—— e o v+ A

'
19. List the name and address of each business entity fuom E

i’ whom you have purchased or received raw asbestus and the %

%Edate and amounts purchased or received. §

u: !
h 19. See answar to intervoegatory 1L. i

; 20. Descxibe in detail the types of packages in which vou

ﬁ so0ld, distyvibuted or delivered ashestos, material containing

IH .

§ asbestos, asbestos products and compounds in +he State of

i Virginia, listing:
1 a. The date ecach tyve of package was used;

b. A physical description thereof including the
size of the package, coler, and size of any
Jettering on tha package, including warnings
of any kind; )

c. A description of any printed matarial or trademarks
that appaared on or in 3aid pachkage, including !
@ verbatim statexent of any warnings or canbions., °

; 20. Most Ruberovid eud CAF¥ industriai thermnal insulation l
?produccs were seld in corrugated cavdbeard boxes beaviag the i
ﬁcompauics' respectiva names or LOogos. The 4uasuvlating cement - ]
I . .

{ 5 sold i1n heavyudﬁty bags. l
t




;
!
:

J
4
3

21. State the names and addresses of all distributors of
any of dafendant’s products in the State of Virginia. For
esch distributor state:

a. The dates products were first sold or delivered
to said distributor:

b. The type and guantity of product or products
5013 or daliverad to zald distributor;

¢. Whether any agreement concerning third parcty
Jiability existed between you and the distributors;
if so, and if such agreement was in writing
attach a copy of such agreement; if said
agreerment was oral then set forth fully the
terms and the names and address of the persons
making such oral agreement.

21. GAF sold Calsilite to the following coumpanles in

‘the State of Virginfia: Waco Iasulation Ce., C. E. Thurston &

jons, and Porter Hayden Co., whom we believe are disrributors.

GAF has in 1ts possession shigping records for certain of its

fndustrial therwal insulation products for the years 1967 ~ 1969
(in part) and 1970 - 1972 (whole). The partial records are
presently stored ar GA¥’s Facllicy in Gloucester, New Jutﬁey and

the latexr vrecords are in Sourh Found Breok, New Jersey. These

) records, volumicvous in number, are in numerical order by invofce

number. GAF is presently in the process of orpanizing these

records by product and shipping arza including distributor or

contractor or scvh-contractor and job-sfte wherever possidble.

22. Did defendant at any time assign any of it's asbestos,
matexial containing asbestos, asbestos prodicts and compounds
o any person, f£irxm or corp&ration? if so, state:

a. Tha name of the product so assigﬁad;
b. The time period of the assigorent;
<. The nature of the assigaoment (whether exclusive

[ or not).

22. hot to GAF's knowledge.




hatween the parities concerning their liakility in the event
of future litigation concerning the product? If so, state:

a. The natura and substance of such agreement;

Eg b. Who has a copy of the sane.

23. N/a.

24, While engagad in the mining, manufacturing, producing,
processing, compounding, convertianyg, selling, merchandising,

supplying, distributing, and/or otherwises placing in the stream

of commarce of an asbestos or ashestos-containing product,

did you or any defendant sell directly to iansulation distrib-
utors? if so, name thé said distributors, giviag:

a. Their-correct corporate name;

b. fTheir address;

c. The dates sold;

d. The specific nabture of the products sold, using
trade name;

o]

The pergentaﬁe of asbestos fiber contained in
the said product;

f. How the said product was delivered to the
distributor, including size;

g. How the said product was packaged for Qellvery
to the distributor, and what warnings, if any,
were on the same, giving dates said warnlogs
were uvsed or modified;

h. Whether the distributor was advised or instructed
to use warnings in it's sales of said product.

I 24. Yes. See vesponse to laterreparory 21.

25. State whether you presently manufacture the product{s}
A previously'Listed? If not, state the date such manufacture
Cwas digscontinued and hhe reason for such discontinuance.
ok 25. QAY does not manufackure any industrial asbestos

i products now. Discontinued in Septenber, 1271, MHavufacture of

& such products was discontinued becsuse rthay weve uot profitable.

23. At the time of such assignment, was thers any agreszment




26. Have any of the products listed above in Interroyatory

Ho. 5 been altered in chemical composibion sinve first being

marketed? i

H

. ¢

v 26. Yes. i
r

i 27. If so, please state: ]

a. The trade name of each such product.
b. 'The date each such product was altered.

~¢, The nature of the alteration.

27, See answer to interrogatory 8.

28. What is the name, address, and the job title of each

jndividual who participated in the design and preparation of

e 000m A brmann

manufacturing specifications for each such product?

28, rhiliip Bettoli, Techanical hirsctor, Research

fNepartnent, GAF Corporation, South Pound Brook, New Jersey and

nr. Gordon {now deceased), hoth nmeu were employed in the Ruberofd

{Xesearch Department.

i 2%, Do any written memoranda, specifications, klueprints
i i

i or other written materials of any kind or character relating to

H

L s 3 s e sy

;i the design and preparation of said products now exist?

i 29. Yes. i

30. If so, please state:

a. List each such written material or document.

b. Who presently has possession of each such document.

c. Provide a copy of said memoranda, epecifications,
bluzprints, or other written materials or identifyv
sama to be made subject to a Motion far Production -

0f Documenis pursuank to Hole 4.9 of the Code i
of Virginia, 1959, as amended. f
; {
f! 30, See answer to interzogatory 9. i

———

1




31. Priox to releasing the products listed in Interrogatory
Ha. % to the public for sale, were any tests conducted on same
1o detorming potential health hazards inwvolved in the use of

materials contained therein?

31. Neither Rubevaid ner Caf hiad facilities nor cquip-

' ment designed for medical research aud therefore conducted no
) ) .

a2 e s

tests ov studles o? the nature specified.

32. I1f so, please state:

a. The name, address, and job classification of each :
individual who conducted such tests.

; b. The results of such said tests.
. . i
;E 32. Swee answer to interrogatoxy #31.°
i}
e . i
33. Do any written memoranda, spacifications, hlusprints ;
or other written materials of any kind orx charzcter exist i
- H
; relating to the testing of said products? }
4 N H
Lo LY o a Yoy TEST
23, ngA Ongavnisn {L‘b \,&A)L’anajb}by 7
: }
h 34. If so, please state: :
3 1
iR , ~
i a. List each such written material ox document. E
k b. Who presently has poussession of each such document, §
it and where is it locatad. : i
I !
i c. Provide a copy of said memoranda, specifications, :
4 blueprints or other writben materials or identify !
i same with such particularity s¢ as to enable |
i sama to be made subject to a Motion for {
i . Production of Documents, pursuant to Rule 4.9 H
;g of the Code of Virginia, 1950, as amencded. H
. PPRETAY- )
3 See (marer fo x@’ufémz{qaﬁ""‘? # 3
!
(4
i
H 35, Did defendant make any design changes as a Yesul: oOf t
B 1
i” such tests? :
i

. i. ‘/,' (.SL“/:‘/-\ _’(} \_’...
35 Senr Qntanth T \{Y‘-/ 24 E{C@’M;Yﬁ 3/.

O




36, 1If

3, See.

©, pleaze state:
The nature of the change made.
The purpose of the change.

The nams, address, and job classification of each
parson in charge of making a change.

s o Inrro aofz’*»;' *f*r 3/
v

37. After releasing said prodects to tha public ware any
tests conducted thereon to detexmine poten*lai health hazards

involved in the use of materials contained thzrein?

| A 14 4«’. b3
2 'Y i 4 > v K > SR .")/
] r . (Ingurt A 7‘0 \_-rv\}‘t’v‘wqo.)/:, DL
S er él J y

38, £

b.

C.

sn, please state:

The naxe, address, and job classification of each
person conducting saild tests.

The purpose of the test.

The results of said tests.

3%. See AO/TWV o va’\}/e/i/%’ ﬂn}’ﬁ‘y# 3/

39. Do any written meroranda, specifications, recommend-

ations or other written materials of any kind or chavractax

39. &ee

40. If
a.

b.

<.

i relating to the testing of the said products exist?

frawrer) ¥ \é’;«fé’/wﬂggﬂﬁ/% #3/]

so, please state:

List each such written matorial or document.

Who presenltly has possession of each guchk document

ant where is it located.

Provide a copy of said memoranda, specifications,
or othar written materials or identify sane
with such paztlcxldthy s0 as to enable same to
be mads sublject to a Motion for Production of
Docurents, pursuant tﬁ Rule 4.9 oE the Code of
Virginia, 1350, as amanded.

! 3 .
40, Seo Omawer W t&/’jm}lff‘vwf;?afci vy 3/

/4

41. ©Did defendant make any changes as a result of such

I Lests?

4(. | Lot

fravens Yo \/uh. A ate "vy +# 3
1e

ey e




=
3

. Xf g0, please state:

a. The nature of the change mide.

b. The purpose of the change.

:.¢. The name, address, and job eclassification of esach
¢ person responsible for making such a changa.

da. See rw,aﬁn/&*— o I wO(’W ’Vt{ 331

432. lias sales material been prepared by defendant or its
agents Forx purposes of markasting or advertising defendant's

' asbestos products?

i A3. Yes.

44. LIf so, please state:

a. The name apnd address of each person or entity who
prepared same.

b. The nama2,address, and job title of each person
who presently has possession of same.

H c¢. The date same was prepared.

d. 'The media used to disseminate the sales material.

44. ©GAP has produced for inspection and copying by

i

of prepavationr are unkrown unless indicared thereon

;

45. Has any written material of apy kind oxr character
been preparad by defendant or its agents indicating how dafen-

dant's produzts should be used and maintained?

& 45. Yes. See answer to interropatery #44 and £54.

46. If o, please state as follows:

a. ‘'The name, address, and job classification of each
person whe prepared same,

b. The naxe, address, and job ola:

B¢ sation of 2ach
persen who presently has posses

ic
ion of same.

c. The dates and manaer iu nhich 5234 wmaterial was
distributed to purchasers of defendant's
products

17

Plaintiff's attorney those copies of its reluvant sales material
iwhich are presently within GAF's possession, custady or control.

The persons who prepared these matevials arz unknsuun. The datesn




d. Provide a copy of said written material on identify
same with such particularity 50 as to eonable
same to be made subject to & Mobtion for
Production of Documents, purscant to Rule 4.9
of the Code of Virginia, 1950, a3 amended.

# 46. See answer to intexregatary F45.

t

47. State the method by vhich you mine, manufacturec,

produce, process, coxmpound, convert, sell, merchandise, supply,

distribute, and/or otherwise ﬁlace in the stream of comgerce
" youxr asbestos product, including in your answex the nature of any
raw material or any additives used apd specify each step under-
taken by you from the tine said raw materials or additives are
i received by you until your product is finished. Explain fully.

g 47.‘ GAF no longer menufactures industrial rthermal

Pinsulation related products.

48. Do you still mine, manufacture, produce, pr cTess,

" compound, convert, sell, merchandise, supply, distribute, and/or

! otherwise place in the stream of commarce asbestos, material

¢
4
3
£
i

containina”asbestos, asbestos products and compounds? I1If 5o,

a. Whether or not you have changed the composition
of the producu(o):

b. The nature of the change, baing specific;

c. Whether or not you issue, or have ever issued,
any warnings with regaxd to the use, handling, ox
exposure to said product(s), and,

4. I1f so, attach copies of all such warnings giving
the date{s) of the same and where they have
appeaxed, or in the altarsative, idenbtify such
warnings with such particularity so as to enable
same to be subject to a Motien for Produation of

- Documents, pursuant to Rale 4.9 of the Code of
Virginia, 1950, as amended.

. 4%. Ro.

49. Describe the manner in which your product{s} is {(are)
shipped to the ultimate consurer.
a. If bowed or packa4ﬁd in any manner., is there any

type of warning or labzliling on the package? If
50, state:




b. Tha nature of such warning or labei;

¢. The nature of all warnings Lhai you have given
cn such packaging apd the dates you compenced
to qgqive samay

o

Attach copies of all warnings with dates of
issuance, or in the alternative, identify such
warnings with such particularity so as to enable
same to be subject to a Motion for Production
of Documents, pursuant to Rule 4.9 of the Code
of Virginia, 1950, as amended.

49. Most Rubevold and CAF iadusivial therwmal insulatior

‘products were scld and zhipped in corrugated cardbocvd boxes
1
!

bearivg those companics’' nanmes and logox. The insuiating ccment

i . c
&was s01d in heavy-duty bags. For warning languagz see answar (o

interrogucory #36. The specific description, if any, appearing on
fthe package is wunknown, excépt to the exteat that the trade wawme

of the product <id appear thereon.

50. Does the asbestos product{s) that you mine, manufacture,
_produce, process, compound, convert, sell, merchandise, supply,
. distribute, andfor otherwise place in the stream of commerce
reguire any further change or modification bafore being put €O
- its ultimate use by the consumer? If so, state the specific

‘nature of the change or modificatiocn.
f

50. See answer to interxogatory #47.

51. If you have advertised the product mined, manufactured,
i! produced, processed, compounded, converted, sold, nmexchandisegd,
. supplied, distributed, and/or otherwise placed in the strxeam of

! commerce by yow, state:

i a. How you have advertised the same;

|

b. 1In what journals, magazines, etc., such advertise-
ments have appeared and when;

c. vhether or not at any time such advertisements
have carried wvarnings with them;

oy

Attach copies of all such advertisements,
including warnings, giving the datel{s) of sane
and where they have appeared, or in the
alternative, identify such warnings with such
particularity s0 as to enable same Lo be subject
to a Motion for Production of Documents,
pursuant to Rula 4.9 of the Code of Virginia,
1950, as amande

-—————




f 51. Yes, scc ansuer to intecrogatury £44.

52, Wwhen, iF at all, 4id you first realize that the use, .
i;handling, and exposure to asbestos, material ceataining ashkestos,
3fasbgstes products and compounds, and the asbasztos vapors, dust

anad iibers resulting therefrom might cause illnesgs or disease of

any kKind?

r 52, GAF was aware in epproximately 1968 of opinions
éta such ecffect expreased hy wmenbers ot the medlcal-ptotcssion.

LCertnin enployees may have hcard of such a porencial problew in

53. With regard to the preceding Interrogatory, explain
fully how you made such discovery, indicating when and what
papers, journals or wvarnings you may- have read, giving the names
and dates thereof and the exact manner in which you acguired

such knowledge.

i 53. See answer to interragatory £52.

o 54. State whether you have at any time issued any

f!warnings of any kind with regard to the possible toxic effect

f.that asbestos or asbestos products may have updn humans and/or

- animals. If so, state:

E a. When each such warning was issued:

i b. The manver of issuance;

¢. The exact Qording of such warning;

4. Where it appeaved;

e. If in writing, the size of the print;

£.  Attach copies of all such warnings to this ansver,
of in the alternative, identify such warnings
with such particularity so as to ensble same
to be subject to a Motinn for Preduction of

Docvuments, pursuant to RBule 4.9 of the Code of
Virginia, 1350, as amended.

H
Bt
H

P




5 S4. Yes. In late 1963 or sarly 1965, Roberoid began

i o

'placing the followinp warning on packages of its industrial therwal

"snsulation products coutainiung asbestos Fiber.

|

{

{

t

! CAUTION

4

f THLS PRODUCT CONTAINS ASBESTOS FIBEA., INHA-
1

LATION OF ASBESTOS YN EXCESSIVE QUANTITIES OVER

f LONG PERIOD OF TIME MAY BE HARMFUL.

é IF DuUsT ;S CREATED WHEN TRIS PRDﬁUCT IS HANDLED,
i . A AVOILD DREATILIRG THE DUST. TF ADEQUATE VENTIL-

f ATION CONTROL IS NOT FOSSIELE, WEAR RESFIRATORS
; APPROVED BY THE U.S.lBUREAU OF MTNES FOR

PHEVUMOCONIOSIS PRODIECING DUST.

i1e 1970, this warning label was changed to read as follows:

?

; CAUTION

. CONTALMS ASBESTOS FIRER. INHALATICN IN EXCESSIVE
gg QUANTITIES OVER LONC PERIODS OF TIME MAY BL

. HARMFUL. ‘

E AVOTID BEATHING DUST. TF AREQUATE VENTILATION

f I$ KOT POSSIBLE, WEAR KESPIRATGRS APPRGVED BY

} THE .S. BGREAU GF MINES FOR PNEUMOCONIOSIS

il

: PRODUCING DUST.

s
3

Fln approximately 1972, this warnlng was twrther changed to read
[0 : . '

tas follows:
h :
1

AUTTION
COBTAINS ASGESTOS FIBER. TUHALATLIOR IN EXCESSIVE
g RUAKRTITIES OVER LONMC PERIODS OF YTIME MAY RYE HARMFUL.

AYVEID BREATHING DUST.




[

4.

b.

<.

e.

55. State whether you are aware that the continued
'Eunprotect;d exposure to asbestos, material containing azbestos,
ashestos products and compounds, and the asbestos vapors, dust
i and fibers resulting therefrom, can cause, or contribute to

causing, illness or disease of any kind? 1f se, state:

When you acguired such awareness;
The manner in which vou acquired it;

What illinesses and/or diseases are caused,
precipitated, or agyravated by such prolonged
exposure, stating whether the illoess and/or .
disease is, in vour opinion, caused, precipitated
or agyravated;

Does such illness our disease create chronic
condition : :

If so, vcan said condition progreszively worsen,
even after removal from the proximity of asbestos,
material containing asbestes, asbestos products
and compounds, and/or other dangerous substances,

and the asbestos vapers, dust and fibexs resulting

therefrom;

f. State fully your understanding in this regazd.

35,

GAT iz aware that the continued unprotected inhala~

tion or ingestion of asbestos fibers can cause serious bedily
yharm., In 1963, GAF first became awsre of medical opinions

i ' ) , )

ttoe this eXfect. GAP is uwnable and iacompeteat tv aaswer those

‘parcs of this interrogatory whichk scek medical opinions.

56. If yoeur answer to the preceding Interrogatory is in the
affirmative, state that part or those parts of the body which

is (are} oxr can be affected by prolongad expusure to asbestos,

material containing asbestos, asbestos proeducts and cowmpounds,

and the asbesztos vapors, dust and fibers resuliing therefrom.

k 56.

Sez answer te interragatory #3595,

57. Do you kpow the manner in which those parts are

23

ffogted? 1f your asswer to this interzogatory is in the

affirmative, axplain fully.

. 2o ~ N i
£ spn gmames, 70 w\/ovuug‘ S By
o oK 7

7L
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!

58. State what you have done since Lhe above knowledge wasz

acquired to atbempt to eliminate the illnesses and/or discases
that cavn be caused, precipitated or aggrevated by prolongad
©exposure to ashestos, material containing asbestos, asbestos

products and compcounds, and the asbestos vapors, &ust and fibexs

rosulting therefrom. In your answer, specifically state:

a. What changes vou have made in the composition of
vour product{s) and the dates on which said
changes wexre made;

- product {s), and the dates on which said changes
ware made;

c. What changes you have made in the procedure that
you racommand for persons who will be using,
handling ox exposed Lo said product{s) over a
prolongad period, and as to said recomuended
procedure, state; -

1. Whether any xespiratory apparatus is
recomnanded to be worn;

2. VWhether any special clothing or protective
outfits are recommended to be worn;

3.. Vhether any air circulation, ventilation or
washing procedure is recommzndad in areas

where persons will be using, handling aad
exposed to sald asbestos product(s).

! 58. GAF begaon placing warnrieg labels on its industrial
i

1thermn1 insulation products in 19§§. GAT was the filrs:
‘company to deveiop an asbestos-{ree pipe covering, Calsilite

SII, in 1971,

5%. Describe specifically each séfety regquirement that
nas been initiated, and as to each staée the foliowing: .
State the current standard safety requirewments in
the azbestos industry geared to prxotech persons who use, handle
and ave exposed tc ashestos, naterial ccntainiﬁg asbestos,
asbestos products and compounds, and the asbestos vapors, duast
and fibers resnlting therefrom over a prolongad pariod:
a. Vhen sald safety requirements were first invoked;

b. By whom said safety reguirements were first
invoked;

Oa

7
A

b. What changes you have made in the packaging of your




c. State how said safehy regnirepsnts are eaforced
and whether periodis evaluations or investigalions
are made, If ¢n, state:
1. who makes said evaluaiians or investigations?
7. How frequently are sald ecvaluations or
investigations made?

3. Whether a written record of said ovluations :
. or investigations is made, and if so,
) provide all copies ol same or identify
same with such particularity so as to enable

. {

same to he subiject to a Motion for Pruoduction |

._ of Decuments, pursuant to Rule 4.9 of the H

-3 . Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended. }
i 59. This fnterrogatory calls for a legal Iinterpretation

jof present OSRA standards and requiremeats.

CAF procedures and
i

jPractlices tshich are or were usced in fto wanufacuring plants

s arve
i

tirrelevant o field tnsulators sech as plainciff.

60. Has defendant, at any time, published and/or distributed

: any brochures, pamphlets or other written materials of any kind

y ar character that contain any warnings concerning thes possibility

of injury resulting from the use of the products listed in §

i Interrogatory No. 5?

° 13

. L L. l
h 60 See snswer to IATATRUgALATY ¥I%

i 6l. 1f so, please stale:
| a. ‘'The wording of each such warning.

b. p description of each such printed material.

¢. The method used to distribure the warning to
pexsons who are likely to use the products.

d. The date each such warning was issued.

e. 'Phe name, address, and job classification of aach
person who presently has possession of the above
described documents.

)
2
£. Provide a copy of said brochures, pamphlets oxr othexi
; written materials ov identify same with such i
. particualarity so as to enable same to be made !
; subject to a Motion for. Production of Daocuments, ]
i pursuant to Rule 4.9 of the Code of Virginia, :
! 1950, as amended. $

.
N
L

HY. See aaswor o {aterreogatovy #60.

70!
2

i ARAARS AN $ o BTt




62. Does defendant contend that ashestos products can he
ranufactured so as to eliminate sll potential haalth hazards to

woxrkers using same?

A p N g N i . : i
G2. CAF ebjcces to this intcreongalory on the grausde thet

is acrgumentative, ambiguous and calls [or cvxport vechnical [

P
iand medical opivndon.

63. If so, please explain.

f 63. See ansver to taterrvoganiry #62. !
h - H

64. Dpid you ever at any time give advice or warnings to

nature or possible dangerous nature of your products? If

-

i
? workers, persons Or entities such as, plaintiff of any dangerocuas
i

s0, describe your warpnings and to whom such warnings were

given.

At . g o S crebp 5

64. See answer to inferregatory #54.

65. As to asbestos products and products containing
asbestos, have you ever recognized any threshold limit at

any time from 1940 to present.
ﬂ 65. The threshold limit has been studied by the Amevican
ﬁconierencc of Govermmental aud Industvial Hygiesists. GAYF does

t .

Fnot have a specific r;colleccion concurning the date on which it
i

ifirsc became aware of recommended threazbold licits. This detendant,

i

i . : R N
Fhas aluayz-endenvored to operate within the special limics thus

ercommended.

£6. With regard to asbestos products and preducts contalning
asbestos manufactured, sold or distributed by you during the

pericd of 1940 tou present, Wwhat do you contend to ba'threshold"limits?

L.

66, Hot required by Couvrt ro be answered in other {
H

\
‘coordinated proceedings.

<

A0




67. Have you ever advized or warned those using your

prodacts el threshold limits? If you did, describe exactly

how you advised those using your products of such threshold limits:

:North Aumerica, Inc. ("AIA"). As it is belisved that the main

i .
‘then forwarded or othevrwise transwmitted to contracters, GCAP has

indizectly advised conrruacters of such threshold liwirs.

€8, If you did not advise lhose using your produeﬁs of
such threshold limit, explain why you did not.

f
g 68. N/A.
4

69. Where did'you obtain such information concerning

threshold limits, and when did yvou get such information?

69. See answer to incerrsgatory 65,

T

70. If your company is one contending that suome dust

count constitutes a threshold level, please explain in detail

" when you got such information, exactly what it is, setting out

all the details which you have concerning this in its entirety,

- and what your company has dong to advise those who might use

E your preducts.

i : 70, VWot vequired by court to be answered.
"

71 when did your company first become aware of any
governmental or private agency or other persen issuing guide-

lines suggesting threshold valuves for exposure to asbestos dust.
71. Bee answer to inturrogatory FG3.

72. State the npamz and address of tha ageancy ox
person issuing the guideling and the proposad guideline asnd, in
ansuering, defendant’s opinion, of the purpose of the suggested
limitation.

’ - / re
72 Ape. Gnden ¥ Jn¥ireo qum%/tf HES.

67. GAF belongs to the Asbestous Information &ssociation

ifunction of the AIA 18 to publish saterial and literature which is

/
/




73. Has your cumpany ever gone into thae ficld and

seen, observed, or couated, or in any way shown

in ascertaining how much dest is arcated by the worker

applying your produckts when he is in an eaclosed aree such
as a submarine, building, fastery, room, or confined

ship,

space? Answer "Yas" ox "No¥.

73. Not to GAF‘s knowledge.

74. If your answer is “"Yes" vto Interrogatory No. 73,

then please explain the details of when and vhexe such

t observations were taken, by whom they wers taken, giving the

H

2t
H
1.
1
5
1
.

3
!
!
}
:
!
i
t
}

|
!

74.

comnlete name and address, the system used for such shservation
and the complete results, and to whom the results were

repoxted.

R/A.

5. State what changes you have made at your place of

business concerning the safety of your employees insofar as

.-the procedure used by those who have, had, or will have

prolonged exposure to asbestos, material containing asbestos,

asbestos products and compounds, and the asbastos vapors, dust

and fibers resulting therefrom, and as to said changes, state:
N
a. When said changes were put into effect;

b. How these changes were communicated to your
employees, and if in writing, please provide a
copy of said notification of change or identify
same with such particularity so as to enable same
to be subject to a Motion for Production of
Documents, pursuanrt to Rule 4.9 of the Code of
Virginia, 1950, as amends=d.

c. Whether you purchased, supplied, reguired or
recommended any special respiratory apparatus,
clothing or other protective health means for yonr
employees using, handling or beiny exposed to
asbestos, material containing asbestos, ashestos
products and compounds, and the asbesteos vapors,
dust and fibers resulting therefrom, and if so,
when you did same.

~
WY

H/A. GAF does not preseatfy warulacture iundunstrial

‘thermal insulation products contaiuning asbestoes fFibevs.

———




. 76. Have you over given any warnings to your employces of
il .

dangers of illnzss and/or disease by reason of their exposurce

to asbastos, material containing asbestes, asbesbtos products and
cempoundz, and the asbestos vapors, dust and fibers xesslting

therafrom? I1f s0, state: .

a. The date of each such warning;

b. How such warnings were given;

c. If such warnings were oral, state the namas and
addresses of the persons giving and receiving
such warnings; !

d. If such waxnings were written, state:

1. The dates of such warnings;
2. The present location of such warning; :

3. The names and addressaes of individuals who
prepared such warningsz;

4. Where such warnings were posted, puhlished
or distributed; provide copies of szame,

5. Ox, in the alternative, identify sams with
such particularity 30 as £to enable same o
ba subject to a Motion for Production. of
Documents, pursuant to Rule 4.9 of the Cade of
; virginia, 1950, as amended.

e. The reasons for such warnings.

76. See answer to interrogatory {94,

% ﬁ 77. Have you ever had your employees who have besen exposed {
: ;; to asbestos, material containing asbestos, asbestos products and :
? cdmpounds, and/or other dangerous substanées. and the asbastos
i
{ivapors, dust and fibers resulting therefrom medically examined i
Eior tested? TE so, state:
ﬁ a. The purpose ol such medical examination;
; b. How often such examinations are made;
3 c¢. The full description of the tests and procecure
F included in the examination;
? d. The names and addresses of the physicians,
- 5 . hospitals and laboratories who have cenducted
T : such examinations and tests. .
i 7. ANot relovant to the issues in this case as GAF

i

fever cmployed field iungulators who performed services siullar o

t
rd
?
& !

iplainriff,




78. State whether you have re

reived notice of any
" workmens compensation claim for injury, occupational disease
ﬁ or death to any of your employees as a result of their employment

Y with your company and their exposure Lo "asbestos”.

If so, state as tu each:
a. The date it was received;

b. The name and address of the injured person or his
personal representative;

¢. The name and address of his attoxrney, if any.

? 78, Although workmen’s compenvatrion claims have been

filed against GAF [rom time ro tine, there is no cuzrent list of

swuch claims nor arc they relevant 1o working sitwations similar to

5
)
fthose of plaintitf.

79. Have you ever heen named as a defendant in an action
»

for workmen'’s cowpensation benefits for injury, occupational

disecase, or death by any of your employees by reason of claim for

exposure to “asbestos". If so, state as to each such claim;

. I a. The name apd address of the claimant; :
b. The date it was filed;
c©. The nane and address of claimant's attozney;

d. The name aud address of bthe court, agency,
. administrative body in which it was £iled;

e. The number or term of such action;

£. The result of such claim, including benefits
paid, if any; .

g. The names and address of claimant's physicians; §
h

. i3
Y . The name #nd address of vour physician; §
i 1
it . . ]
b4 i. The names and addresses of claimant's expert H

: witnesses; !

j. The names and addresses of youx expert witness.

4 7%. See auswer tao interrgogatory $78. {




i 80. State whather you or ycur lhsurance garricr evern

voluntarily or by agreement paid to any emplovee wor!

compeasation or occupational disease benefits by reason of any

illness and/or disease caused by or contributed to by exposure

to “"asbestos” matexials, containing asbestos, asbestos products
and comgounds and the asbestos fibers, vapors or duast resulting

therelrom.

F 80. Mot relevant Lo the issves fin this case as CGAT

‘ppver employed ficld ifasulators who performed services similacx

Etc thosr of platntiff.
K

81. If so, state as to each employee:

t
]
%
i
H

a. The name and address ol ths employes;

. The name and address of the employee’s attorney:
¢. The date the claim was made;

]
weoo 4. ‘The date payment commenced and duration;
il ’

o @. The name and address of the insurance carrier
: making such payment; :

) £f. whether such agreement was filed with any ccurt
. agency, or administrative body, if so state:

J. The date it was £iled:
2. ‘he location of such Eiling.

g. The curxent location of any documents evidenciog
such voluntary payment.

; h. Provide a copy of said documents or identify same

i with such particularity so¢ as to enablez same to ha

i made subjuct to a Motion for Production of
Documants, pursuant to Rule 4.9 of the Code of
Virginia, 1950, as amended.

§ 81. N/A.

82. State whetber you or your insuranva carriex has
voluntarily oxr by agreement paid to any employee benefils for
accident, sickness, health disability, or retiremznt by reason !

of exposure to “asbestos”?

Q2. N4




B3, .tf so, stalte as bto each:
a. The nane and address of such employes;
b. 7The name and address of the employee's attorney;

i c. 'The names and addresses of the insurance carrliers
making such payment;

The dates the claims were made as to each separate
claim by each employer;

Q
.

¢ e. The dates payments were made.
23, /\}/,4,

84. State the names and addresses of all your-insurance

carriers for workmen's compensation and occupational disease

compensation from 1940 to present, and as ko each insurance

caxrier state the period when such coverage was provided and

the amount of coverage provided.

I .
i 84, Will provide unames of products liability fusurers
| S
| .
iif required under Virginia law. Nanme of weorksen
it . .

I
ucarriera are irrelevaat.
it .

's compeasation

L 85. State the names and addresses of all your insurance

& carriers for accident, sickness, health and.disability claims
your employees from 1940  to present and as to each insurance
carrier state time parioed when such coverage was provided

ﬁ énd the amouat provided. '

"
i B5. See answer to intartogatory ¥84.
: .

86. Have you ever recelived notice of injury or death

as the result of or arising from the use, handling, or
exposure to "asbestos”. If so, state as to each such notice:
a. The date it waz received;

b. The name and address of the injured person, or
his personal reprazentative;

¢. The namez and address of bis attorney, if anys

d, The injuries claimed.

%
ot
T

- 43000R8 A e £ A et & T oo ¢
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§6. GAF has had koowladge of deaths or lung discases
among 1ts employeey whieh have been attribured to thz inhalation
‘0f ashestos dust or f[ibers covexr lowng periods of time under
)
[l

: s . . ~ vt
certain environwental conditiouns that existed prior to GA¥'s

acquisition of facilities urilfzing asbestos. To the best of GAF' w

knowledpge, claiws related to these deaths or diseases, which arosa
in the states of Vermout, Missouri and New Jevsey, were all filed

with appropriate workmen's compensation agencies, which files are
‘s matter of public record and egually available to plaintiff and
|

QCAF. Suzh Files would normally coutain the information requested
i

!
by this Interrcgatory.

GAF hnsvbecn or is a'defendat_in the lavwsuits

lisced in Zxhibit "A" atctached hereto which allege damages 23 a

;resulc of injury ro plaintiff or plaintiff's decedants pulmonary
isystem. The court files in these cases are a matter of public
irecord and are equally availsble to plaiantiff and GAF. Such files i

iwould normally contain rhe denformation requested by this

finterrogatory.

- 87. Have you evar been named as a defendant in any other

action to recover for injuries or death as a result of using,
handling or exzposure to “asbestos". If so, state as to each

action:

;i a. ‘The nams and address of the plaintiff;

. b. The name and address of ecach sodefendant;

i ¢. The date it was filed; :

i .

R i d. The name of court in which it was £iled; i
i e. The court, term, and number of the action; :

‘f. The nane and address of the attorney for plaintiff;

9. The results of such action whether, settled,
verdict or appeal;

h. The rames and addresses of plaintiff’s phys:

1. The nawes and addrusses of your physicians

G5

por?
v

The names and addresses of plaintiff's espart i

witnesses; i

..... : . . : : ]
5; k. The names and address of your experl witnass. i

i

87. Ses artached Exbiibiz "av.

7



N 88. Have you haen investigated or participated in an

investigation by any state, federal, local, governmental or

T K3

independent agency with regard to health hazards arising from

the continued uze, handling or exposure to your produck{s)?
If s0, ztate:
a. The name of such agency:

b. Its address;

c. When such investigation taok place;
d. Whether or not there was a stenographic xecoxd;

e, Identify with such particularity the nature of
said record and the person having a copy of sama
so as to enable same to be subject to a Motion
for Production of Documents, pursuant to Rule 4.9
of the Code of Virginia, 1350, as amended,

£. Whether or not a f£inal report exists or existed,and,;
g. If you have a copy of the same, attach it to !
: these answers, or identify same with such particu-

: larity so as to enabie same to be suhject to a

: Motion for Production of Documents, pursuant ko
Rule 4.9 of the Code of Vixginia, 1850, as amended.’

1 8%. MNot tov GAF's knowledge.

89. Have you ever recalled any part ol any shipments of

your asbestos product{s)? If so, state:

a. The shipment recalled;
e ) b. Date of recall;
' ¢. Reason for recall; !

d. What was Sone with product(s) that were recalled.

t 89. No.

i 90. Has any governmental agency seized or oxdered the
recatltl of -any of your asbestos product(s)}? If so, state as to
each seizure ory recall:

a. Thez products seized vr recalled;

b. The date of seizure or recall;

c. Tha goveramental agency ordering the seizure ox .
recall; . e

d. %Yhe reasons for such selzure or recall.

G0, No. i




91. Eave you at any time advised the United States
Government, or any agency thereof, o0f the dangerous propénsities
of using, bandling or being exposed to asbzstos, wakerial
%5 containing asbestos, asbestos prodiucts and compounds, and the
' asbustos vapers, dust and fibers resulting therefrzom® IE so,
bostates
&, The manaer of such advice;

: b. When given;
¢c. To whom;
d. Attach copies cf any written memorandum,

nctes, or correspondence with regard to same, or,
, in the alternative, identify same with such
i particularity so as to enable same to be subject
4 to a Motion for Production of Documents, ' pursuant

to Rule 4.9 of the Cede of Virginia, 19%0, as
amended,

¢ 91. Yes. In 1871 CA¥ attempted to bid governwent jobs
tusing Calsilite TI, an asbestos-~free pipe covering. The povernmeunt

e e

Finsis:ed upnn products containing asbestos.
B

62. Has the United States Government ever advised you

aremem apmir e

of the dangerous propensities of using, handling or being
exposed to asbestos, material containing asbestos, asbestos

products and compounds, and the asbestos vapors, dust and fibers

xesulting therafrea? If so, state:

=]

. one manner of such advice;

v

¥hen given;

c. “To whomn;

o
.

Attach copies of any written memorandum, nctes,
or correspondence with regard bto ths same, or, in
the alternative, identify ssme with such partica-
larity so as to enable same to be subject to a |
Motion for Froducticn of Documents, pursuant to .
Rule 4.9 of the Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended. |

. 3
¢ 92. No. :

93. Did you at any ltimz change your advertising and/or !

labelling to isclude any type of statemant or warning which
A
: N N
;, would indicate the possibility of the dangerous and toxic




propensitias arising out of using, handling er beinyg exposed to

]

shastoes, matarial containing asbestos, asbestos products and

conpounds, and the asbestos vapors, dust and fibers resulting
P

tharefrom? I1f 50, state:

a. When was the decision first made to male such
. n:

o
o
n
[
fod
Vv

when wvere such inclusions made and what advertising
pileces, giving the date and places of publication;

[
i

c. When was said inclusion placed on your produck
labellinyg;

d. Attach copies of all such warnings, or, in the
alternative, identify such warnings with such
particularity so as to enable same to he subject
to a Motion for Producticon of Documents, pursuant }
to Rule 4.9 of the Code of Virginia, 1950, as
amended.

%
|
i

93. Sce answer Lo inrerrogaroery f£3&.

94. State who in your company has, or has had, any expertise
with regard to the dangerous propensilbies arising out of the
use, handling, or exposure Lo asbestos, material containing

asbestos, asbestos prcducts and compounds, and the asbestos

vapors, dust and fibers resulting therefrom, giving that person's

full name, present addvess, present job title, and educational i

and work background. List all such persons with yousz company or

formerly employed by your company. §

94, William Passouliotis, present blrector of Safety,

iSecurdity and Oczeupational Health, c¢fo GAT Corgovaticon, Wayne,

;New Jersey.
g5, Flease list each individual who has acted in a madical
advisory capaciby to your company for the past 25 years and the

carrent address and job title of each such individual.
o 95, MNone,

i 96. Have you ever consulted experis in the defenzsa  of :

any claim made against you for injury or deatnh from exposure to
asbestos. Jf so, stata:

a. “The names and addresses of such experts;




h. Risz field of eupertise;

c. Whether vou were fernishod with a written report of
his opinion;

The present location of such report.

o

e. Attach copies of all such reports, or, in the
alternative, idenbify such warnings with such
particularity 5o as to enable same to ba subject
to a Motion for Production of Documents,pursuant

. to Rule 4.9 of the Code of Virginia, 1950,

i as amended.

6. Mot required by Court to be answered in orhex

coordinated proceedings.

I

97. Has any employee or agent or your corxperation ever

testified before any governmental agency or bheody regaxrding injury

i ox death from expusure to asbestos?

N
¥
{
I
]
t
1

? 97. See ansveY to interrogatovy #96.

98, If so, state:

a. The names and addresses of the persons giving
such testimony;

b. The governmental agency or bedy before whom
such testimony was given and the dates of such
testimony;

c. VWhether you prepared a written statement of your
position and if s0, state; :

1. Who prepared such statement;
2. ¥When such statement was prepared;
3, Itz present location;

Whether a transcript was made of the testinony
given.

o

e. Attach copies of all such transcripts, or, in the
slternative, identify such transcripts with such
particularity o as to euasble same to be subject
to a Motion for Production of Documents, pursuant
to Rule 4.9 of the (ode of Virginia, 1952, as
amended.

q% i@(‘/ rraavnes, T’(:} .\}(3;«},":&‘11‘?,69&2(1'3* "”}/ ‘77" ?@
29

State whebther any investigatios or inquiry was made

i of your company by any governwment agency or body regarding

W

injury or death from expasuve Lo asbestus

i 99. No.




00, 1§ so, state:
a. By whom such inquiry or investigation was made;
b. ‘The dates of such inquiry or iovestigation;

¢. The name and address of the persons on your behalt
who handled such inguiry or inveskigation;

d. Whether a written memorandum was prepared by your
coempany;

e. The presant location of such memorandum;

. The name and address of the person preparing said
nemorandum, :

g. Provide a copy of said memoranda, or identify same
' with such particularity so as to enable same to

i be made subject to a4 Motion for Precduction of
Docunents, pursaant to Rule 4.9 of the Code of
Virginia, 1950, as amanded.

} 300. H/A.

¢ “101. State whether any modifications or any changes in your

2{
tasbestos products, advertising, warning, information and/oxr
i procedure of mining, fabricating, manufacturing or processing

3 2 [ < . :
wwaere requasted or initiated as a result of such inquiry orx

i investigation referred to in Interrogatoxry Ho. 1007

101. N/A.

102. 1If so, state:
a. Whether a written directive was issued;
b. ‘the location of such directive;
c. By whom such directive was issued;
d. The date issued;
e. The modifications or chaunges reguested or initiated;

f. What modifications and changas you made parsuvant
to such request,

q. Provide a copy of said writlten directive, or
identify same with such particularity so as to
enable same to be made subject to a Motion for
Production of Documents, pursuant to Rele 4,9
of the Coda of Virginia, 19950, as amandad.

i 182. N/,

J




103. Have you furgished ko any goveramental bedy or agency

reports of tests, examinations regardiny illacss or death by

- reason of exposure to asbastos?

f 103.

104, If
a.
b.

C.

i 104,

! a.

G b.

2 106. If
: interrogatory
; a.

h.

105.

No.

s0, state:

The date of such xeport;
To whom such report was furnished;

The namz and address of the person preparing the
repgord;

The name and address of the person conducting the
examination or test; .

Provide a copy of said roports, or identify same
with such particularity so as to snable same to
be made subject to a Motion for Production of
Documents, pursuant to Rule 4.9 of the Code of
virginia, 1950, as anended.

N/A.

105. Have your asbestos products at any time been subjected

Tests or studies by a governmental agency;
Tests or studies by any independent organization;

Tests conducted on humans or animals on your behalf
or behalf of any defendant in this action;.

Tests, studies or analysis conducted by or on
behalf of you or any dsfendant in this action.

No.

youyr anzwsr to any subsection of the previous

is in the affirmative, for each test or study, state:

The date it began;

The date it ended;

Describe the procedure of the test or study:;

The npumber of man hours spent on it

The place where it was conducted;

Tha names and addrasses and job classifications of

each person who holped conduct it, indicating the
part played by each person listed;

<L




g. The purpose of such study ol test:
h. The results obtained or the conclusions reached:
i. The cost of tha test or study;

j. The source of authority for the pecformance of the
test or study written.

k. Were written records or repaits made of the tests
and studies; i
1. The present location of such record or report;

2. 'The name and address of each person who has
custody of each such xecord Or report; :

3. Provide a copy of saild written records. ox
, © reports, or identify same with such particu-~ -
Tl larity so as to enable same to be made subject
o ’ to a Motion for Production of Documents,
pursuant to Rule 4.9 of the Code of Virginia,
- 1950, as amended. .

1
i %06. NIAL

107. State whether anyone acting on your behalf ever
received any information regarding the -effect of exposure to

ashestos and its relation to safety and health of those persons

B LR

i 50 exposed. 1If so, state:

a. The dates such information was recaived; .

. . The names and address of the person(s) receiving suc
g information;

e

,; ¢. The names and addresses of the persons furnishing
: such information;

d. Whether any written document was prepared with
respect to such information and if so, state:.

H
G0 : ’ 1. The present location of such document; {

2, 'The dates preparad; : %:f

. 3. the nares and addresses of Lhe parsons
. preparing them;

i 4. Provida a copy of =2id written dorusant orx
i identify same with such particulariiy so
; as to enable same to de made subject

to a Motion for Production of Documsnts, ol
X pursuant toe Rule 4.9 of the Code of Virgimia, o
Y 1950, .as amended. :

107. Bee saswer to lnterragatory £535 and #%4.




; 108. State whethex any information received hy you or anyonaf
" acting on your behalf indicated the vxistence or possibility of daég
;
to health by rsason of exposure to asbestous, state:
a. 1he dates such information vas received:
b. The mapner it was received;
¢. The names and addresses of the perscns receiving it;
d. What steps or @ction iE any you took after receiving.
such infoxmation; i i
e. What changes, alterations or modifications you made :
with respect to any asbestos product; .
! . . . {
f. Wwhkat warnings, if any, ware given to your employees,
purchasers, distributors or users of your asbestos
products; .
i
g. What steps, if any, you took to eliminate or lessen
the possibility of danger to health hy xeason of
exposure to asbestos. .
Ml
E 108. Yes. See answer to {untervogatory £107. E
I ’
109. . What notification, if any, was given by you te any i
other miner, manufacturer, fabricator, processer; seller, or i
-
distributor of the existence of or the possibility of danger to %
: . {
health by reason of exposure to asbestos and state: ;
i
i a. The date it was given; ;
IH i
t .y . .
ﬁ b. Hame and address to whom it was given; !
. ]
it 4
c. Wame and address of person whc gave notice; .
i
; i
. d. Provide a copy of said notice or state in full the !
il contents thereof, or in the alternative, identify
G same with such particularibty so as to enable saumz ;
i . to be subject to a Motion for Preduction of }
41 Documents, pursuant to Rule 4.9 cf the Coda of i
R Virginia, 1950, as amended. . ¢
il :
I 109, Sce answer to interropatory #54.
#
" 110. State the names, addresses, employment addresses, {
! pressnt whereabouts of all persons known to you or anyone acting :
on your behalf: :
:
. a. Now employed by you; :
. b. Formerly employsd by vou;
A
~; ¢. Who have bzen independently employved by you. 1
i

-. J. wbho bave information, knowledge or experias

; regarding the existence of or the poszibility
: of danga2x to health by reason of axpozurc

i to asbestos.

40




2. UWho are familisr with the dangers to health by
reason of exposure to asbestos.

3. Who have expressed an opinion or belief that i
eyposure to ashestos is or can he dangerous to
your health. )

4. Who have expressed an opinion or belicf that
warnings or notifications should be given
to users of asbestos products regarding the
existence of or possihility of dangex to
health by reason of exposure or use.

i 110, Hou required dy Court to Le answercd in otherx

fcoordinated proceedings.

i

" S B 11l. with respect to the preceding interrcgatory stake as

Lo each item whather a written memarandum, record, or document
© was prepared by each such person giving a complete listing thereot,
and if you will Qo so without a motion to produce attach a copy

of such writing. ;

Il See rospomse [ W%*«wgafwj # 0.

112. Do you and have you in the past had in your émplofment

or as consultants any medical doctors? IXf so, state:
a. ‘The name and address of'any such doctors;
b. Their speicaltyl{ies);

c. The reason for such consulting physician{s);

o Pv s wrrr————————r ¢

d. Any tests they may have performed concerning
ssbestos, giving complete details on each

] . s - : P

i : including, but not limited to, type of tests

H performed, dates performed, results of tests,

it publication of tests results, etc. {
E 112. No. 2
¥

113." Have ycu or has any independent agency at your hehest

at any time conducted any tests with regard to a determination i
of the toxicity and/or health hazards which may arise due to
prolonged use, handling or exposure to asbestos, material
containing asbestos, asbestos products and compounds, and the

» i ashestos vapors, dust and fibers resulting therefrowm? If so.

a. Each test performed, giving its title, purposea, datq
and duration: :

s)
s




b. Who performed such tests, giving party’s name,
address, title, qualiificaticns and backgroungd;

[2]
.
-

vhere such tests were performed:

d. The results of such tests;

e. Attach copies of &ll such results, or, in the
alternative, identify same with such particularity -
so a5 to enable same to ba subject to a Motion .
for Production of Documants, pursuant to Role 4.9
of the Code of Virginia, 1950, as amended.

113. During the period from 19467 te presevt, the

R

ifolloving porsons at GAF have held the position, Vice-Presideant,

E NAHE DATE OF SEAVICE PRESENT EMPLUYER
1

;Dr. Leon Katz 1967 Awerican Can
gp(_ Frederick CGrusser 1567 - 1969 CAF¥

i

ivr. Raoberts Meyers 1969 - 1972 Regal Taper

;Dr. Simon Kanlor 1972 - present GAF

i i '
aThe directors of the Research Department ar the Ruberoid Company
Fcre as follows:

3]

E : DPATE OF SERVICE " PRAESENT EMPLOYER

NAM

Edvard Duke ' - 1947 ' Retired - addréss ,
unknown - - I

Fiarence Eckert 1947 - 1955' Deceaséd

'i?hillip Bettoli 1958 - 1367 : GAF

bAF dozs not recall the date wvhen ft initially established a

%esearch Depariment,

114. Have yocu or any of the deferndants, at any time,
published and/ox distributed any brochure, pamphlet or cthex
written material of any kind or chavacter that contained
information Of any kind with regard to asbustos, material
containing ashestos, asbestos products znd compounds, manufactureé,

produced, processed, compounded, converted, sold, merchandised,

supplied, distributed, and/or otherwise placed in the stream of

‘commerce, whether it be for manner af use, warning oxr otherwise?

1t so, as to each such brochure, pamphlet or other written 3
' §

material:




a. Provide a copy of such brochure, pamphlet or othex
written material, or, in the alternative, identify
sam2 with such particularity so as to enable :
same to be subject to a Motion for Production
of Documentsz, pursuant to Rule 4.9% of the Code
of Virginia, 1930, as amended.

B b. Describe the nature of the matexial contained
therein;

c. Give the date published and by whom:

i d. Give the name and address of the person who has
’ a copy of the same; '

2. State specifically if there was any warning
contained therein concerning the use, handling or
exposure to asbestos, material containing asbestos,
ashestos products and compounds, and the asbestos
vapors, dust and f£ibers resulting therefrom.

rere e — s

4 2
zc 114,

i See answer to interrogstory £54. !

115. With regard to the previous Interrogatory, state the

: E:mthod used to distribute the material, being specific. Also

;i state:

i
e

b. To whom were they distributed?

i
i
]
¢
t
|
; ) {
a. How many distributed? . : (
i
5 ¢. When were they distributed? i

1

115, Soo Omemers o &M«wgm)‘ﬁ/»;/ #54.

116. Do you or have you~maintained a library wherein you i

subscribe or did subscribe to various periodicals, articles, l
. |

magazines, texts, technical magazines, trade journals, and/or
redical journals or medical publications, and the like, which in
any way dealt with or had any dealing with any- infcormation
concerning the illuesses and/cr diseases of any kind arising
from the uscage, handling or exposure to any asbaestos, material
containing asbestos, asbestos products and compoinds, and thz

H
{
asbesies vapurs, dust and fibars resulting therefrom? If s0, staté:
: t
a. Al such journals, periodicals, ete., setting forth
the freguzncy of publication {i.e., annual,
monthly, etc.)

b. 9The date you first subscribed to such journal,
‘periodical, etc., and,

¢. Vhether your subscription has continued from ]
inception to the present on a conlbinuous asis.

43




srature or medical articles of

ch illnegs, sickness, or disease

skos, material containing !
. s

smpounds, and the asbestos vapors,
¢

xm.  Specify the date, month, i
{

how long.after publicaticn vou |
that article. f
1

v R : ) ’ l
time, baen a member of arny E
. o i '
ion" composed of ather %

lers of asbestos products?

reman e

3 of each such association or

ich defendant was a mewber.
>lications published by or
sociation or organization.

ition Association/North America,
ishingtan, B.>C. Natlénal

.on, Iunc., 641 Lexingtoen Avenue,
s Cement ¥Froduclt Association -
weinty of Testing Materials, Race
1.

: which CA¥ was a memher are

slicascions of those organizacions

that plaintiffs improperly

117, List allipublizhed i
" which you are awarewhich deal «
,fdua to prolonged eosure to ast
1§asbestos, asbestos roducts and
dust and fibers realting theref
and year of each sch article ar

| brcame aware of theexistence of

117. See atached Exhib

118. Has defadant, at am
vtrade ordanizatio? or "associ:

i;manufacturers, minzs, and/oxr s
i
i

118, Yes.

119. If so, izase state:

a. The rme and addres

? orgaization.
ii b. The etes during »
il
i ¢. The awes of any
ii writen by such
o

!

! 119, A. 4bestos ILafor

i
Suite 914, 1660 L Sreet, M.UW.,

Hansularion Manufacivers Assouvia

1

New York, New Yark 10017, Asbe

now believed defunc. American
Street, Philadelphi, Pesnsylvan
R. Je darves duri

pnkuown.

, €. 1mes of any p

unkaown.,

I 129. Does derxndant conte:

‘uzed their product?




121. If so, please set oul in detall in which respect sald

i ]
-, products were improperly used.

X121, Assuming, arguwende, that plaic2iff used any of the

i}roducts referred to din intexrogatory 5, plaintiff (&) failed ro
s5¢ pronerly vespirerory devices altheuph available acd offered ta

Ehim for his pﬁrsonal vuse:; and/for (b) failed to uss such praducty

i

%in a manaer that would have mininfzed the cxeation of dust. !

122. Does defendant expect to call expart witnesses at kthe

“* trial of this case?

i 122. HRot known at this tiwe.

123. If so, please state:

a. 9Yhe name, address, and job classification of each
such expert witness.

b. The testimony expected to be given by e¢ach such
expert witness. :

123, NZA.

124. Do you contend that the asbestos products manufactuxed,'

sold or distributed by you are not “"hazardous substances” as

'define& in 15 U.S. Code, Sec. 1361 (f).

" 124. GOAF does not manufacture industrial asbestos

s

pproducts now.

125. If so, state the facts you rely on to support
such contention.
i 125, R/AL
¢ -
P € Fmsuraned thal might
126. Does defendani have policies of insuran
. . i skt el .
cover the c¢laim that has been made DY plaLntL;f her
126, Yes.
. oo " .
) . 127. If 39, please list theg name and address of wach

© insurance carrier who have covaerage, the amounts of such coveraga
te

and tho date of each such policy.

i 127. See answver to interropatory 284,

ot -

Vs




123. Dozs defendant admit that service of provess was

ipreperly had oo defendant in this case? %
i% 128.  Yes. ’;
| i
; 129. If the answer to Interrcogatory No. 128 is negative, :
' ) y
H please explain the reasons $or such answer. g
E 129, R/A.

EcITchouﬂTY oF tew York

0
. STATE OF MEW YORK

Jonathan Bexger being duly sworn

according to law, deposes and says thar he 13 agn Assistant Sscxatars

¥ GAF Corporation; that as such he is daly authorized to wake

Lehis atfidavie on ivs behalf; aud that cthe facts set foxth
|

Ein rthe foregoing Aaswers of Defeandant, SAY Corporation Lo

Plaxntxff s Initlal InterragaLor;ps Propounded to AlLlL Del ndacts

&

re true and correch to the best of his knowledge, JnfO\mauLon

and belief.

| o
éii;/ﬂyJSnathaﬁ’Horﬁ*‘w)

Subscribed and sworn to bofore me this Z’, day of

mancd. . AO
A . j
3 . '2/? ({1fj
Hatavy Y L

Ny commission expires:

BERE V. CALLOY
Hotary 2., S a0,

of fige ¥,
\0 2’ 450500 wrk
2 i Koy Cosaty
[ R Yers Conpt
Crmme'sgeom ¢ ianty

e Marele 39, 1972

.,

Nerbert V. Kelly ;
farry J. ¥Housrel -
Jones, Blechmaa, Woltwe & Kelly, P.C.
2600 UWashington Avenus

Hewport Hews, Virginia - 23607

I hereby certify that on lhrmtdeny o.f?&ernk/

.o 1978, a true copy of the foregeing Answvars to

funterrogatories

was msiled to all counsel of record.

............ /fava“m y

atrorney Wor L AF Lourpovation
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ASBESTGSIS CASLS

Ahevn vs, Keene Industrial Insulatlon, et al

Czuaty of Philadelphia, Ceurt of Common Pleas

Case No, 2463 Filad: May 20, 1976

Amount sought:

Atucrney handling case: Masirov, Gelman, Jaffe % Cramer
City of suft: Fhiladelphia, Pemnsylvania

Albars v3, Rheene Industrial Insulation, et al

County of Fhiladelphia, Ceurt of Common Pleas

Cz2se lo, 630 Flled: TFebruvaxy, i975

Amount sought:

Attorney handling case: WYesirov, Gelmaa, Jaffe & Cramer
Gity of suit: Philadelphia, Peunsylvania

Allere vs. Combustion Eoginserinz, Inc., at al

Uaited States District Court for the Rorthern District ¢f Ckio - Esastern Division

Case No, C-76~447 Filed: May 5, 1976

Amount sought: $500,000 geueral acd special damages, togeather with $2,000,000
exezplary and punitive damages, plus costs and interesk.

Attorney h:y.:,dl:l.n§ cage: Bakar, Hostetlex & Patterson

City of suit: Cleveland, Ghio

Antholz vs. Fibreboarxd Paper Products, et al

United States District Court for District af Minsesata - Fifth Division

Case No, 5-70Q Civ, 105 Filed: December 31, 1370

Amount sought: $250,000 geperal and special; $100,000 exemplary damages; plus

costs ard Lnterest

tiorrey handiing case: Faegre & Bensoa

ity of suit: Minoeapolis, Minnesota

tatus: disuissed

©r O P

Axpstrong vs. Keene Industrisl Imsulatiom, et al

Court of Comzon Pleas of Philadelpata Couary

Case No, 1057 Filed: February, 1976

Amount sought:

Attorney handling case: ¥esirev, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramar
City of suit: Philadelphie, Penasylvania

Ballinger vs, Copbustion Bugineerfng, Inc., et &l

Cirevit Court, Division I, Knox Co., Knoxville, Tennesses

Case No. 1-684~75 Filed: Decembexr 30, 1375

Aancunt sought: §$2,000,000, plus ceocpeunsatory and puaitlive damages
Cicy of suir: Raoxville, Teonessee

Attorney handlipng case: Witt, Gaither, BRichardsva, Hennlss & Whitaker

Barrett vs. Joms-Maaviile Products Corpsration, et al
Circuit Couvrt of Missouri, Sixceenth Judicial Cirsuic
Case No. 7VB4337 Filed: J{ctober 30, 1374
Amcunt soughat: §500,000 for court costs and dawages; $200,000 for Ethel Rarrett
for deprivatfion of campanionship, Society, services aand consortoriunm
Attornegy hawxdling caze: Spencer, Fane, Britt & Browae
City of suit: Kansas City, Missouzi
Btatus: dismissed

Bauzann vs, Fibreboerd Paver Preducts Corporntion, et al

Supericr Court of thz State of Califormla im asd four the City arnd Couniy of
San Francisco

Case No, 688~553 Filed: April 7, 1975

dmount sought: Complaint for damages to be datermined

Attorney handling case: McCutchen, Doyle, Brown & Erersen

City of sulz: S3an Franciscs, Califorzia

Zaumzartney vs, Combustion Znginaerine, Inc., et al

Uaited Stares Diseriet Court for the Nerthera District of Ohis - Eastern Divisioo
Case No, C-~75-1057 Filed: Decembar 4, 1375

Améunt sougnt: $500,000 general and special damages

Attorney hanlliug case: Baker, Hosterler & Pattersen

City of suit: <Clevelnd, Chio -

Exea ey A




Case No, 76 L-~5285 Filed: March 26, 1976

Amount sought: $1,000,000

Attornay handling case: Pretzel, Stouffer, Nolan & Rourey

City of suit: Chicage, Illimois

Status: Dismissed

Bell vs, Fihreboard Panar Prodects Corp., et al

United States District Court for Eastera Distriect of Texas

Case No. B~74~CA-50 ¥iled; Februarv 13, 1974

Ameant sought:  $500,000 gensral and speclal; $5300,000 exemplary damiages; plus
costs and i{nterest

City of suit: Beasuwont, Texas

Attorasy handlicg case: rpain, Bell & Tucker

Statug: sattled

Bellot vs. Fibreboard Corp,, et al

United States District Court for the Bastern Distxict of Texas ~ Beaumont Bivisica
Case Ko, B-74~253-CA Filed: Aupust 13, 197%

Amount sought: $1,500,000 plus casts and intevest

City of suit: Beaumont, Texas

Attorney handling case: Urgaln, Bell & Tucker

Status: settled

Bender vs, Armstrong Cork Company, et al
United States District Court for the Southerm District of Floride, Mismi 3ivision

Case Xo, 75-2578 Piled: December 8, 1975

Amount scught: $75C,000

City of suit: Miami, Florida

Attorpey handling case: Fowler, Whire, Burnett, Burley, Banick & Raight

3ilotta vs. Keene Industrial Tangulation, o& al

Court of Cormon Fleas of Philadelphia County

Case No, 412, 413 Flled: April 30, 1976

Amouat sought:

Atterney handling case: Mesivov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

Birknar vs, GAF Corxporatfou, et al

Circuit Court of the City of St, Louls, State of Missocurd

Case No, 57711 F Filed: February 5, 1976

Amourt sought: $750,000 plus costs

Attoruey handling case: Spencer, Fane, Britt & Browne

City of suft: St. Louis, Missouri

T e Y . wees Loy - TR B I e T ) e M ema e ? e - _‘V‘

. : : ' of Texas ~ Beaumont Divisioum

Case No, 6449 Filed: November 20, 1969 .

Amouat soughc: $500,000 general and spectal; $50C,000 exemplary demages; plus
costs and interast

Attorney handling case: (COrgain, Bell & Tucker

City of suit: Beaumont, Texas

Status: settled

Breadlove vs, Qombustion Engzipearineg, Inc., et al

United States Distxiast Court ~ Horthern District of Ohlo - Easternm Division

Case No, C-74-1130 Filed: Decexmber 9, 1974

Azount sought: $50CG,C00 general end aspecial; $500,000 exemplary damages; plus
costs and interesg

Attorney bandling case: Bakar, Hostetler & Pakterson

City ocf suit: <Claveland, Chio

Broussard vs, Fibreboard Pever Products Cornorzation, et al
United States Districk Court for rhe Eastern District of Texas - Heaumont Division
Case Ne, BR-73-CA-3C0 Filed: October 11, 1972
Amount soughi: $§500,000 general and special; $508,000 exemplarcy damages; plus
. . costs and intuarest
Atzorney handling case: Orzain, Bell & Tucker
Civy of sult: Beaumont, Texas
Sratus: settled




Brown vs, Combustion Engipseriap, Inc,, et al

Ucitad States Jistrict Court, District of Scuth Carolima, Charleston Division
Case No. 76~1162 Filed: Jupe 25, 197§

Amcunt sought $2,000,000

Artorney handling case: Grimball, Cahaaiss, Vaughan & CGuerard

City of suit: Charleston, South Carolina

- .- i - e o S
.

Cage No. 75 L 2164 Filed: March 31, 1976

Amcunt sought: $500,000

Attorney handling case: Pretzel, 3touffer, Nolan & Roouey
City of suir: Chicago, Illinois

Bunn vs. Kesns Industriel Insularion, et al

County of Philadeliphia, Court cf Comson Pleas

Case No, 34535 Filad: May 20, 1976

Aouat sught:

Attorney bandling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffz & Cramer
City of suit: Philadelphla, Pennsylvania

Sura vs, Keene Industrial Insulatiom, et al

Court of Commwn Pleas of Philadelpihia Councy

Case No, 685 Filed: February, 1976

Amount socught:

Atcorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelrmeu, Jaffe & Cramer
Cicy of suit: TFhiladeiphia, Pennsylvania

Rurke vs, Combustion Enzgineering, Inc., =2t al

United States District Court for the Northern District of Chio - Easterm Division

Case No, C73-239 Filed: March 2, 1973

Azount sought: $500,000 geosral and special; $500,0G0 evemplary damages; plus
costs and interest

Attorney handling case: Baker, Hostetler & Pakterson

City of suit: Cleveland, Chio

Burke vs, Standard Asbestos Manufacturing and Insulating Company, et al

United Stetes District Court for the Southern District of Texas - Houston Division
Case No, 75-RF-870 Filed: Junme 6, 1975

Amount sought: $273,000

Attorney handling case: Baker & Botts

City of guit: Houstor, Texas

Buscairo vs, Fidbreboard Faper Products Corporaticn, et al
Superior Court of the State of Californis in and f£or the Ciry and County of

San Fraacisco .
Case No, 6%54~A31 Filed: August 27,.1375
Amount sought: costs for special and exemplary damages
Artorney handling case: »cCutchen, Doyle, Brown & Eparsen
City of suft: San Fraosecisco, California
Status: settled
Byexiy vs, Stendard Asdestos Manufacturing and Insulatine Compaunv, et sl
United States District Court for the Southera District of Texas ~ Houston Divisioa
Case Ho. 75-H-856 Filed: June 6, 1975
Amovat sought: $250,000
Attorney handling case: Baker & Bottis
City of suit: Houston, Texas

Cavino vs, Keene Industrial Insulasion, et al

Court of Cowson Pleas of Phdladelphila County

Case ¥No, 924 Filed: Febkruary, 1976

Azount sought:

Aztorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelmaa, Jaffe & Craxer
City of suit: Philadelphia, Perasylvania

Carr vs. Cozbustion Engineervins, Inz,, et o}
U,S, District Gourt, Zast., Dist. of Michigan, South Division
R Case Neo, 572332 ¥iled: Hovember 28, 1973
""""" R Anount seught:  §1,000,006
: Attorney handiing case: Dvkem:z, Gossett, Zpencer, Goodnow & Trigg
Civy of suit: CPetroit, Michigan

Civy
Status: settlied




‘Cartar vi, Keeps Tundustrial Insulation, et &

Court of Common Pleas of Philadelphia County

Casa No, 413 Filed: April 30, 1378

Amcunk sought:

Attoraey handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffz & Cramer
City of suit: Thiladelphia, Femnsylvanis

Cathzart vs, Kea2ns Industrial Insulation, et el

Ceoart of Coumon Pleas of Philadelphia County

Case Ne, 923 fled: TFebruary, 1976

Anouat sought:

Attorney handling case: MHasirov, Jelmen, Jaffe & Crawer
City of suit: Philadalphia, Pennsylvania

Chaddock vs, Combustion Eaginserinz, Imc,, st al

Luitad States Cistrict Court for the MNorthera District of Ohic ~ Eastarn Division

Case ¥o. C-75-102 Filed: February 5, 1973

Azount sought: $500,000 exexmplary; §300,000 general and special damages, plus
coats and intarest

Attorney handiing case: Baker, Hostetler & Patterson

CLty of suit: Claveland, Chio

Ciseck vs, Keepe Industrial Insulation, et al

Court oi Common Pleas of Philadelphia County

Caas No, 4022 Filed: January, 1976

Amovat soughhk:

Atcoxruey handling case: Mesirov, Gelwman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

Soleman vs, Keene Industrial Insulawion, er al

County of Thiladelphia, Court of Coumon Pleas

Casze No. 3458 Filed: May 20, 1975

Amount sought:

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suiz: Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

fondrav vs, Fibireboard Corporation, et al

United States District Court, Zastern District of Texas, Bzaumsnt Division

Case No, B-75~3108-CA Filed: March 10, 1975

Amount sought: $500,000 gemeral and special damages, $500,000 exemplary demages;
plus costs, disbursemsuts and iaterest

Attorney handling case: Crgain, Bell & Tucker

Qity of suit: Beauwont, Texas

status: Sattled

Cogt2 vs, Keaeve Industrial Insulation, et al

Court of Commox Pleas of Fhiladelphia County

Case No, 686 Piled: February, 1976

Amount sought:

Attorney handling case: M¥asirov, Celman, Jaffe & Crame

City of suit: Philadelphia, Permsylvaniaz '

Corea vse Keene Tndustrial Insulation, et al

Court of Commen Pleas of Fhiladelphia County

Case No. 1036 Filed: February, 1576

Azzunt scught:

Attorney handling case; Mesirov, Gelman, Jatfe & Cramer
City of suit: Philadelphia, Fennsylvania

Corkran vs, Fibhreboard Paser Products Corporation.ef al

United States Discrict Court, Eastera District of Texas - Seaumont Pivision

Case No, 3-76-128-CA Flled: March 25, 1876

smount sought:  $500,000 general end special dawmages; $390,000 extmplery damapes;
plus cosbs, disbuzsements and interest at 67 per annum

Artoxuney handlinmg case: Orgain, Bell & Tuceler

City of suit: BReaumout, Texas




Crawford vs, Fibreboard Carporation, et al
Court of Common Pleas of Pkhiladelphia County

Case No, 4016 Filed: Marck 4, 1974

Anouat; sought:

Attorney handlicg case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Fhiladelpkia, Pennsylvania

Crawford vs., Fibreboard Papsr Products Lorpouration, et al

United States District Court for the EZastern District of Texas - Beaumont Divisicn

Case No, 6392 Filed: December &4, 1969

Amsunt sought: $300,000 geaeral and speclal; 3300,000 cwemplary dacages; plus
costs and {nterest

Attorney handling cese: Orgzain, Bell & Tucker

City of seift: Beaumont, Texas

Starus: settled

Cugringham vs. Keene Industrial Insulation, et al

Court of Comron Pleas of Fhiladelphia County

Case Ko, 412, 413 Filed: April 30, 1976

Axount scaght:

Attorasy handling case: Mesirav, Gelman, Jaffe & Crsoer
City of suit: Philladelphia, Pennsylvania

Curtin vs, Johns-Mapville Products Corporatiom, et al
Circult Court c¢f ithe Third Judicial Cilrcuit, Madison Couvaty
Case No. 75-L-146 Filed: March &, 1975

Anouat sought: §$1,000,000

Altorney haandling case: Rernaxd & Davidaon

City of syit: East $t, Louis, Illinois

Status: dismissed

Danisls va., Combustion Eogpineerinz, Inc., 2t al

State ¢of Teanessee, Clrcuit Court of Knox County, Division I
Case XNo. 1-492-78 Filed: Septembex 19, 1975

Ampunt sought: 34,000,000

Attomey handlirg case: Witt, Galther, Richardson, Henciss & Writalker
Citv of suit: Knexville, Temnessee . :

DeChristopher vs, Keene Irdustriel Ingulation, et al
Court of Comnon Pleas of Philadelpnla County

Case No. 1749 F{led: February, 1376

Amournt scughf:

Attornsy haadling case: Masirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Philadelphia, Pennsylvenia

Dellamo ve. Keene Corporation, et al

Court of Common Fleas of Prhiladelphia County

Case YNo, 130 g Filed: September 2, 1973
Azouant sought:

Artorney haandling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffs & Cremer
City of sult: Philadelphia, Peansylvania

Dickev vs, 3tandard Asbestos Manufacturinry and Insulating Coomany, et al

United States District GQourt for the Southern Disirick of Texas, Houstor Livisieco
Case Ho. 75-E~854 Filed: Jupe §, 1975

Amount sought: $20C,000

Attorrey handling case: Balker & Botts

City of suit: Houston, Texas

Dolce ws, Fibrebgard Paser Products Corporatisn, ef al

CTnited States District Court for thz Eastern District of Texes - Beaumont Division
Case Mo, B-75-1%1-CA Filed: June 25, 1975

Ancunt sought: $1,000,000

Attocrmey handling case: Ocgain, B2ll & Tucker

Ciry of suir: Beaumont, Tsxas




Dunbar vs. Kezns Industrial Insulztion, et al

Court of Comnon Pleas of Philadelphia County

Case Na. 412, 413 Filed: Aprll 30, 1975

Asount sought:

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelmap, Jaffe & Cramar
City of suit: Fhiladelphia, Pemasyivaaia

Duncan vs. Combustion Engineering, Tnc,, et al

Unitec States District Court for the District of South Carolina, Charlestom Diviaion
Case Ro. 76-1249 Filed: July 8, 1376

Amaunt sought:  §$2,000,000 compensatory anmd puaitive damages

Attcrney handling case: Griczball, Cabaniss, Vaughaz & Cuerard

City of suit: Charleston, Scuth Carolins

Dunn vs. Kesne Indusirial Insulation, et al

County of Philadelphia, Court of Coumon Fleas

Case No, 3452 Filed: May 20, 1878

Axount sougat:

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, UGelman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Philadelphia, Peansylvania

Dugn_va. Johas-Manville Inrewraational Corporatiop, et el o
United States District Court far the Southern Distzict of Texas - Houston Divisicn ¢
Case No, 73-H-1072 Filed: February 6, 1975 s
Amount scught: $550,000 for damages, costs and interest

Attoruey handling case: Baker & Boltts

City of suit: Houston, Texas

Esrepp vs, Combustion Enginearing, ot al

State of Tennessee, Circuit Court of Knox County

Case Xo. 2-474-75 Filed: September 10, 1975

Azount sought: $1,00G,000

Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Richerdsca, Heoniss & Whitakex
City of suit: Kuoxville, Tennessee

Farrar vs, Stendard Asbestos Manufacturing & Insulating €o., et al
United States District Court for the Scuthern District of Texas, Houston Bivision
Cage No, 75-H~862 Filed: June &, 1975

Amount sought: §100,000

Attorney handling case: Baker & Botts

City of sui%: XHouston, Texas

Featherstope va., Johns-Manville Sales Corporation, «t al

United States District Court, Eastern District of Texas -~ Beaumcout Divisien
Cese ko, B-76-167-CA Filed: April 30, 1976

Amount sought: $1,000,000

Atrorney handling case: Strasburger, Price, Relton, Martin & Uals

g %,%é"f sgéé: éle:}‘:e avmout, Texas

Ferris vs, Keene Corporvatiom, et al

Court of Coumon Fleas of Thiladelphia Covnty

Case No. Filed: July , 1976

Amount sought:

Attorney handling case: Mesirev, Gelaman, Jaffe & Cramer
Ciry of suit: Pailadelphia, Femnsylvania

Foater vs, Fibrehoaxrd Paper Preducts Corporation, et al

United States District Court for the Eastezn Dirrfet of Texas - Braumont Division

Case Ko, B-76-204-CA . Filed: July 5, 1974

Amount sought: $500,000 general and special; $500,000 exemplazy danages; plus
costs and ianterest

Attorney handling case: Orgaia, Bell & Tucker

City of suit: Beaumanz, Texas

Status: settled

Freeran vi3, Skandard Asbestos Mamfacturing and ITonzulating Company, et al

Unired Stares District Court for the 3outhern Districk of Texes - Houston Division
Cade No. 75-H-839 Filad: Jume 6§, 1975

Amouat scugat: $475,000

Atkorney hamdling case:  Baker & Botts

City of sulg: Houston, Texas




Feith vs. Johas-Mapville Products Corporatfon, et al
United States Dlstrict Cour: for the Westarn District of Loufsiana - Shrevepsrt

Division
Case Yo, 73~H-1072 Filad: TFebruary 10, 1§75
Amount sought: $680,000 for wrempful death of D. C. Frith

Avtorney handling cese: Blaochard, Walker, 0'Quinn & Rodarts
ity of sult: Shreveport, Loulsiana

Divigion
Case tio, 75-4-868 Filed: Juas 6, 1975
Amount sought: §200,000
Attorvey hendling case: Bakar & Botis
Ciry of suit: HRouston, Texas

Gaus vs, Keeoe industrial Insulation, et al

Court of Common Plz2as of Philadelphia County

Case No. 4020 Piled: Jamuaxy, 1976

Anount scught:

Attoruey handling case: Mesirov, Gelmaa, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Philadelphia, Pesnsylvania

Gerace va., Kesus Indugtrial Insulation, et al

Court of Cowmon Pleas of Fhiladelphia County

Case No, 23930 Filad: January, 1976

Amount sought:

Attorney handling case: Masirov, Gelmar, Jaffe & Cramex
City of sulit: TFailgdelphia, Femmsylvania
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Case No. 74-12-6-2 Filed: May 17, 1974

Apount sought: Harbert Gibson - $750,000 compensatory, plus $215,000,000 punirive,
Furl Gibsmm - $250,000 compensatory damages

Attorney handling case: Davis, Graham & Stubbs

City of suit: Boulder, Cclorado

Status: settled

Greceon vs, Xe=ene Industrial Tnsulation, et al

Couxt of Common Pleas of Philadelphia County

Case No., 4017 Filed: January, 1975

Azount sought:

Attorney bhandling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer

City of suit: Philadelpbia, Perasylvaria

Creens vs, Keene Industrial Insultion, ot al

County of Philadelphia, Court of Common Pleas

Case No, 3458 Filed: May 20, 1976

Azougt scught:

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Celman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Failadelphia, Fennsylvania

Gustafson vg. Fidreboard Paver Products Corpoxaticn, et al

United States District Court Sor the Fifth Division -~ District of Minnesota

Case No. 5-71-40 Filed: May &, 1971

Amourt scught: $300,000 generel and special; $100,000 exemplary damages; plus
costs amd interest .

Attorney handling case: TFaegre & Deason

City eof suit: MHiecmeapolis, Mimnegota

Status; dismissed

Bafaswerth ve. Keene Todustrial Insulation, et al

Courr of Common Pleas of Fhiladalphia Cuounty

Case No, 4024- Filed: January, 1976

Amcunt sought:

Attorney handling case: Masirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: ¥Frniladelphia, Pemnsylvania




.

Hallinan vs. Cembustioe Erineering, Ync,, et al .
Ucited States District Court for the Southern District of Indiana - Evansville

Division _
Caza No., 75-23-C Filed: PFebrvary 24, 1973
Amount scught: $600,000 general aad special; 3500,000 exenplary damagss

Attoeney handling case: Dix, Pacrick, Ratcliff, Aaton & Adawson
City cf suit: Evansville, Indi2na
Smatus: settled
. sas City
Case No, 784,986 Filed: October 3%, 1974
Azount sought: $50,000 fer medical and funeral espenses; judgment of 430,000
agalost each defandant
Attorney handling case: Spencer, Fane, Britt & Ercwme
City of suit: Kensas City, Mlssouri
Stztus: dismissed

Hemond vs, Keene Industrial In
Courtc of Common Pleas of Philadelphia County

Case No. 922 Filed: Februazy, 1975

Anount sought:

Atrorney handling case: Masirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer
Cicy of suit: Philadelphia, Fennsylvania

Banna vs, Xeane Industrial Insulavion, et al

Court of Common Pleas of thiladeiphia County

Case No. 4023 Filed: January, 1378

Amount sought:

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Celmar, Jafie & Cramer
City of suit: Fhiladelphia, Pennsylvania

Hazter vs. Combustion Engineering, Ine,, et al
United States District Court for the Norithewn Biscrict of Ohio, Eastern Division

Case No, C~73- 452 Filed: May 30, 1975

Ampuat sought: §500,000 general and special; $30C,000 exemplary damages; plus
costs aud interest

Attorney handling case: Baker, flostetler & Pecterson

City of suii: Cleveland, Ohio

Hartwell va, Johns-Manvillz Products Corporation, 2t al

Uniced States District Court for the Easterw District of Texas - Beeumont Division

Case No, 7513 Filed: Novembexr 11, 1971

Amount sought: $500,000 general and spacial; $500,000 exemplary damages; plus
costs and interest

Attorney bandling case: Orgein, Bell & Tucker

City of sult: Eeaumont, Taexas

Status: settled

Heinsdorf ve, Reene Industrial Insulatfon, et al

Court of Common Pleas of Philadelphia County

Case HNo. 1735 Yiled: Fedruary, 1975

Amount sought:

Attrorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: FPhiladelphia, Peansylvania

Holton ws, Standard Asbastos Mamuifacturing & Insulacing fo,, b al

United Stakes District Court for the Southern District of Texas - Houston Division
Czass Ne, 75-H-1635 Filed: September 29, 1575

Ampent sought: $175,000

Attorpey handling cass: Baker & Botls

City of suit: Housten, Texas

Howard vse Owens-Coruing Tibarslass Corporztien., et al

United States District Court for the Zastern District of Tevas - Sherman Division
Case No. S-75-5%-CA Filed: July 9, 1975

Amunt sought: $1,0C0,000

Atuormey handling case: Surasburger, Price, Keltom, Martin & Unis

City of suit: Dallas, Teras

Status: diswmissed




Hughes vs. Keeme Industrial Insulatfen, et al

Egunty 0% rhiladsiphia, Court of Common Pleas

Case Yo. 3451 Filed: May 20, 1976

Amount sought: . )
Attorozy handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaife & Crader
City of suit: Fhiladelphia, Pennsylvania

Huthnacher vs, Keene Industrial Insulation, st al
County of Fhiladelphia, Court of Common Pleas

Case No, 3457 Filed: Hay 20, 1976

Amoent scaght:

Artorcey handling case: Masirov, Celmen, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Philadaiphiz, Paonsylvania

Autson vs. armstrong Cork Commany, et al

Ueived States District Court for the Southerm District of Florida, Miani Divisiom
Case No, 76~53-Civ-CA Filed: January 1%, 1976

Ampunc scught: $750,000 general and special damages; $250,000 examplary damages
Atrorney handling case: Fowler, White, Burmatt, Hurley, Banick & Raigh:z

City of sult: Miami, Flori

Court of Cowmmon Pleas, FPhiladelphia County

Case No. 1507 Filed: Jamuary 1%, 1975

Aocunt sought: In excess of $10,000 and pusnitive damagas in sua in excess of
$10,000 against defandants on each count

Attcrney handling case: Mesirov, Celman, Jaffe & Crame

City cf suit: Philadelphfa, Pannsylvacia :

Jeane vs, Fibreboard Corpoxaticn, et sl

United States District Court for the Eastern Pistrict of Texas - B2aumont Division

Case No. B-74-337-CA Filed: November 24, 1974

Anount sought: $§1,000,000 for interest and costs for injuries

Attormey handling case: (rgafn, Bell & Tuckex

Ciry cf suit: Beaumont, Texas

Stftus: settied

Johnson vs. Fibrebeard Pagser Products Corporation, et al

United States District Court for the Fastern District of Texas - Beaumont Division

Cane No, B~74~1206-CA Filed: May 3, 1974

smount sought: $500,000 genevel and speclal; $500,000 mental anguish, pain and
suffering; $500,000 exewplacry damiges; pivs costs and intexesc

Attorney handling casa: Crgain, Bell & Tucker

City of suit: 3Beaumont, Texas

Status: settied

Joyze vs, ¥eene Industrial Insuletfon, et al
Court of Common Pleas of Philadelphia Couaty

Cage Yo, 4019 Filed: Januazy, 1876

Amount sought:

Attorrey handling case: Mesiroy, Gelman, Jaffie & Crumer
City of suit: Fhiladeiphia, Pemnsylvania

Sovner vs, drmstrong Cork Company, et al

United States District Court for the Southern District of Fflorida, Miznl Division
Case No. 75-25B1 Filed: Docember 8, 1975

Amcunt scught: $750,000

City of suit: Miami, Florida

Attorney handlirg case: Fowler, bhita, Burnett, Hurley, Banitk & Kaizht

¥ariala vs, Fibrveboard Taper Products Corworation, et el

Uaited States District Court for the District of Miomesota - Fifth CTivisien

Case No, 5-71-18 Filed: February 23, 1971

Azount sought: $500,000 general and specdal; 5180,000 exemplary desages; plus
costs and interest

Attorney haadling case: Faegra & Benson

City of suib: Minceapoiis, Miznesota

St.altus: dismissed




Kearns vi. Combustion Eazineering, Inc,, at »i

Uniced States District Court for the Northexn District of Ohio - Eastern Divisicn

Caze No. C73-7D Filed: Jammary 24, 1973

Amount sought: $500,000 general and special; $300,30C exemplary damages; plus
costs and laterest

Attorney handling case: Baker, Hoststler & Fatrferson

City of sufr: (leveland, Chio

Rencall vs. YTthretoard Paver Products Corporation, ef sl
Superior Court of the State of California in ard for the City and Couaty of
San Francisco
" Gase Ho. 704-023 Filed: March 26, 1976
Artsrney handling cass: Cutchen, Doyle, 3rown & Enarsen
City of sult: San Fraaciasco, Califormia
Amount sought: Geaseral damages to be proven at tzial

Kirchner vs, Standard Ashestos Manufazturing & Insulating €., et al
Case No, 75-H-16234 Filed: September 29, 1975

Amount sought: $175,000
Attorney hamdling case: Baker & Botts
City of suit: Houston, Texas

Kvburz vs, Standard Asbestos Mamufacturing and Insulating Company, et el

VYnited States Pistrict Court for the Southern District of Texas -~ Houston Division
Cage No. 75-H~863 Filed: Jusne 6, 1975 :

Amcunt sought: $100,000

Attoraey handling case: Baker & Botts

City of suit: Houston, Texas

LaGrappe vs. Fibreboard Corporatinn, et al

United States District Court for the Eastert District of Texas ~ Beaumont Divisioo

Case No, B-74-56-CA Filed: February 25, 1974

Amount scugkt: $50C,000 general and special; $500,000 exemplary damapes; plus
costs and interest

Attorpey handling case; Orgair, Bell & Tucker

City o suit: Beaumcnt, Texas

Status: settled

Landyre vs, Johns-Manvilie Sales Corporatbon, et al

Superior Court of Calffornix, County of Alameda

Case No, 449876-8 Filed: May 17, 1974

Azount sought: $11,000,000, gunaral, exerplary and punitive dameges
Artorney handling case: Mclutehen, Doyle, Browm & Enersen

City of svit: Sar Frascisco, California

Lauris vs, Veane Industrial Insulatiom, «t al

Cour:t of Common Pleas cf Phiiladelphla County

Casa No, 631 Filed: TFebruary, 1976

Azount scught:

Aitorney handling case: Mesiray, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer
Gity of suit: Fhiladelphia, Penmsylvania

Leava vs. Johns-Manville Produzts Gorn., et al

The Circuit Court of Jatksoa County, Missouri at Kansas City
Case No. CV73-4160 Filed: Decembar 4, 1875

Amourt sought: $200,000

City of suit: Kansas City, Missouri

Attorney handling caese: Spencer, Fane, Zritt & Srowce

Lewis vs, GAF Corporation, et al

Court ¢f Common Pleas, Pniladeiphia County

Case No, 12969 Filed: April 19, 1975

Amount soughn: .

Arcorney handling case: Mesfrav, CGelman, Jaffs & Cramer
City of suit: Pailadelphiz, Penasylvania




Loshardo vs, Xesne Industriel Insulation, et al

County of Philadelphia, Court of Common Pleas

Casa No, 1448 Filed: May 20, 197¢

Amount souzne:

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelmsn, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Philadalphia, Peansylvania

Lotaz vs, Armstreap Cork Comvany, et el

United States District Court for the Southern DBistrict of Flerida - Miaal Divisioo
Case No. 75-1385 CIV-JIX Filed: July 14, 1975

Amount sought: $10,000, plus costs and iniarast

Attorney handling case: Fowler, White Buruett, Burley, Baaick & Keight

City of suic: Miami, Florida

Lucera vs, Keene Industrial Insulaticn, et al

Gourt of Common Pleas of Philadelphia County

Case No., 683 Filed: February, 1976

Azount socughb:

Attorney handling case: M2sirov, Gelman, Jaffz & Cramer
City of suir: Philadelphia, Paansylvania

Luker vs, Johng-Marville International Corporation, et al

United States District Court for the Southern District of Texas - Houston Divisicn
Case No, 75-E-342 ¥ilad: March 6, 1973

Amount scught: §1,750,000

Attorrey handling case: Baker & Botlis

City of suit: Houston, Texas

Lvons vs, G, & W. H, Corsen Inc., et al

Court of Common Pleas of DPelaware Councy, Peuusylvanis
Cese No. 75-6063 Filed: May 5, 1975

Azount sought:

Attormey handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cremer
City of suit: Madia, Peonsylvania

McAndrew vs, Reene Indusrrlal Insulation, et =1

Sourt of Cogpmon Pleas of Philadelpkia County

Case Wo, 2192 Filed: February, 1376

Amount goughts

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suft: Philadelphia, Peansylvania

McClain vs, G, & W, H, Corson Inc., et a

Court of Cowmon Pleas of Delaware County, Femnsylvania
Case No, 75-~6063 Flled: May 5, 1975

Amount sought: .

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, CGelmur, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Media, Fennsylvania

HeCoy vs, Fibrebozrd Paner Products, st 2l

Circuit Court of Jackson Coaunty, Misgourl at Karnsas City
Cage Wo, CV76-1377 Civil E Filed: March 5, 1%7%
Amount sought: $200,000 plus costs

City of suit: FKansas City, Missourd

Attorney handling case: Spencer, Fane, Sritt & Browne

McDanjel vi, Johas-Manvillz Products Corpovation, et al

United Statas District Court for the Eastern Distvict of Texas - Beauwont Division

Case No., 6367 Filad: Navember 1%, 1570

dmount sought: $500,000 geaeral and specfal; $500,000 exempiary damages; plus
costs and interest

Attormey handling cese: Crgain, Bell & Tucker

City of suit: BReausont, Taxas

Szates: sertled




MeCinnis vs, Combustion Enzinesring, Inc., et al

United States District Court for the Horthern District of Onio - Eastern Divisica

Case No, C-74-1077 Filed: November 22, 1975

Amount soughe: $500,000 ganeral and special; $300,050 exexaplavy damagas; plus
costs and interest

Attorney hendling case: Baker, Hostetler & Patterson

Cicy of suiz: Cleveland, Dhio

MzGlian vws. G. & W, ¥H. Corson lac., et al

Couxt of Common Pleas of Delaware County, Penmmsylvania
Case Ng., 73-6063% Filed: May &, 1375

Azount sought:

Attorney handiing case: Mesirov, Celman, Jaffe & Crawer
City of suit: Hedia, Peunsylvanla

McGovern vs, Keene Industrial Insularion, et al

Court of Common Fleas of Philadelphia County

Case No, 1752. Filed: TFebruary, 1576

Amount sought:

Attorney handling case: Mssirov, Celwman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Fhiladelphia, Pennsylvania

Melurk vs, Xeene Industrial Insulation, et al

Court of Ccumon Pleas of Philadelphia County

Case No. 748 Filed: February, 1976

Amount soughi:

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelmar, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Philladelphia, Peansylvapia

McKee vs, Johrs~Manville Corvoration, et al

State of New York Supreme Court, County of Erie

Case No, Filed: August 22, 1575

Amoent sought: $1,000,000

Attorney handling case: Phillips, Lytle, Hiccheock, Blaine & Huber
Cizy of suit: Buffalc, New York

HeXimmie vs, Combusticn Eoginsering, et al

Ucited States District Couxt for ths Noztherm District of Ohio ~ Easter:m Divisisa

Case o, C-76-180 Filed: February 27, 1976

Amount sought: $500,000 general and special damages; and §500,000 exemplary
danages; plus costs and interest at 6% per anuum

Attorney handling case; BSaker, Hostetler & 2atterson

Cicy of suit: Cleveland, Chio

McLaughlia vs. Combustion Encineering, Ins., et al

United States District Court for the Hortherm District of Chio - Zastesrn Division

Cage No. C-75~377 Filed: May 5, 1975

Arcunt soughts $500,000 general and special; $504,000 exemplary damages; plus
costs and interest

Attorney handling case: RBaker, Bosktetler & Pattsrson

City of suit: Cleveland, Chic

YeLauphlin vs. Cembustfon Enaineering, Ine,, et al

United States District Court for the Northern District of Ohio - Zastern Division

Case No. C~74-923 Filed: November 1B, 1970

Amount soughc:  $500,000 general and special; $500,C00 exemplary dasmages, plus
costs and fnterest

Attarney hamdling case: Baker, Hostetler % Pattersom

City of suit:; Claveland, Ohio

NrowroL Y - s .. - . . - . -
.

strict of Shic ~ Eastern Divisien
Case Noo C-74-74 ¥iled: Jamuawy 27, 1975
Amourt sought: $500,000 gemeral and special; $500,000 exemplary dmmages; plus
costs and interest
Attorney handling case: Baker, Hostetler & Pattersoca
Civy of sufz: Cleveland, Ohic

MePovie vs, Keene Industrial Insulztica, et al

Couzt ¢f Common Flzas of Pniladelphia Conmnty

Czse Na3, 4021 Filed: Janvary, 197¢

Amount sought:

Atzorzey haandling case: Meslivey, Gelman, Jaffa & Craser

Ll R N Vv Vadaluwbinca  TDacmangYorma o




Macaluso vs, Keene Industrial Imsulatisn, et al

County of Phlladelpbia, Court of Common Pleas

Case No. 3462 Filed: May 20, 1576

Amount sought:

Aztorney handling case: DMesirov, Galman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Fhiladelphia, Fencsylvania

ackinson vs. VNeene Industrial Insulation, et el
Court of Common Pleas of Phuiladelphia County
Case No., 1747 Filed: February, 1976
Amount scught: .
ttorney handling case: Mesirov, Geiman, Jalfe & Cromer
City of sult: ?Philadslpnia, Pecasylvania

Matthews vs, Fibreboard Paser ‘Products Corporsiion, et al

Gnited States District Court for the Eastern District of Taxas - Besumovnt, Division

Case No, BR-73-CA-30% Filed: oOetgcber 15, 1973

Amount sought: $500,000 general and spacial; $504,000 exemplary damages; plus
costs and interest

Attormey handling case: Orgain, Bell & Tucker

GERT.8Y SUibiy graumant, Texas

Measor vs. Combustion Zuginsering, Inc,, et al

United States District Court for the MNortherm Diacrict of Chio -~ Eastera Division

Gase Nc, €73~238 Filed: March 2, 1373

Amgunt sought: §500,000 geceral and special; $500,000 exsmplary damages: plus
costs end jaterest

Attorney handling case: Baker, Hostetler & Pattsavsoun

City of suit: Cleveland, Chio

Mellot vs, Johns-Manviils Products Corporation, er al

United States District Court for tns Northern District of Ohio - Fastern Division
Case No, C-~75~1058 Piled: Decewmbevr 4, 1375

smount sought: $500,000 general and special damages

Attorney handling case: Baker, Hostetler & Patterson

City of suit: Cleveland, Thio

y.‘i‘é-‘--.‘,l B ERIPEIE S PP - . -
Cou )
Case No, 1751 Filed: February, 1576

Amauat sought: .
Atuorney handling case: Mesircv, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: hiladelphie, Pennsylvania

_va-.-t.-q'q A R R . - .. -
. . Judicial Cixcult - Madisen County
Case Wo, 74-L-676 Filed: November 13, 1974 ’
Asount sought: §1,290,000 f£for injuries; plus costs and interest

Attorney handling case: Bernard & Davidson

Ciry of suit: East St, Louis, Illinmois

Hoxen vs, G. & ¥W. B, Corson Ins,, et al

Cwuzrt of Comson Pleas cf Deleware County, Pennsylvania
Case No., 1699 Filed: February 8§, 1574
suat gought’ damages "in excess of $1G,000" Logather with csosts
Atborney bandlivg case: Mesirsy, Gelmaa, Jaffe & Cramer
City of sult: Medla, Pennsylvaaia

Ubme L o - e -t ~e i - . -
.

) e of Culorado
-1 Piled: May 26, 1979
750,000 compansatory damages and $25,000,500 exemplary and
puaitive danages as well 2s $230,00C coupensatory damages
for plaintiff’s wife
Attoroey handling case: Davis, Grakan & Studba
Cit¥ cf suir: Boulder, Colarado
Status: setdled

Case No, 76-1504
Amount sought: §




- Morriszon vs, Fidbreboard Paper Preducts Corporatisn, e sl
Supertor Court of che State of California in and for tha Ciry and County of
San Franciacs :
Case No. 701 446 ¥iled: NMarch 14, 197%
Amount sought: to be provaem at rrial
Attorney handlinmg case: McCurchen, Doyle, Brown & Eunersen
City of suit: Sap Francisco, Califoruia

funtean vs. Cosbustion Eagliveerins, Iac,, et al

United States District Court for the Northern District of Chio - Zastern Division

Case He. C73-19¢ Filed: Febreary 23, 1973

Amount sought: $500,000 general and special; $500,000 axemplary damages; plus
costs and interest

Attorney handling case: Baker, Hostetler & Pattersom

Ciry of suit: Cleveland, Ohic

Murphy vs, Combustion Eagineerinz, Ims,, et al
Ynited States Discrict GCovrt for tha Nortrerm District of Ohio - Zasterw Divisien
Casa No, C-75-453 Filed: May 30, 1975 :

Amment sought: §$500,000 general and special; $500,000 esesmplary damages; plus
costs and interest .

Attorney handliang case: Baker, Hestetler & Patterson

City of suit: Cleveland, Ohio

Nave vs, Combustion Euginsering. Inc., at al

Srate of Temnmssee, Clrcuit Court of Kaex County, Division III

Case No. 3-4%1-75 Filed: Septembar 19, 1975

Amount sought: $4,000,000

Attormey handling case: Witt, Gafther, Richardson, Hanniss & Whitatver
City of suit: Knoxville, Termessee

Kavo v3, Keene Industrial Insulation, et al

County of Puiladelphia, Court of Common Pleas

Case No. 3461 Filed: May 20, 1978

Amount sought:

Attorney haandling case: Mesirov, Gelmen, Jafie & Cromer
City of suft: ©Philadelphia, Peansylvania :

t

fiolac vs. Johns-Mapville Asbestos & Maegnesia Materials Comoany, ot al
Circuit Court aof Cook County, Illinols

Case No. 75 L 8672 Filed: Jupe 27, 1975

Amount sought:  $500,000 plus costs

Attorzey handling case: JTPretzel, Stouffer, Kolan & Rooney
City of suit: Chicage, Xllirols

Status: Dismisseg

Overstreet vs, Keene Industrial Insulatica, et al

Court of Common Pleas of Philadelphie County

Case Ne. &12, 413 Filed: April 30, 1976

Amouat sought:

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramex
City of guit: Philadelphie, Peunsylvania

Palerme vs, Fibreboard Paver Products Corperatiom, af al

Unived States District Court for the Eastern Pistrict of Taxas ~ Beaumont Division
Case No. BR-75-19%2-CA Flled: June 23, 1975

Amount sought: $1,000,000

Attorasy haadling case: Orgain, Beil & Tucker

Siry of suit: Beaumont, Texas
tatus: settled

Pappalardo vs, Keene Indusrrial Jusulation, etf al
County of Philadelphia, Court of Coumon Ploas

Case No, 3454 Filad: Kay 206, 1376

Amount sought:

Attorney handiing casa: Mesirov, Celman, Jaffe & Cremey
City of suit: FPhiladelphie, Peonsylvania

e e



Ricci vs. Combustion Engivaecine, Ine,, et al

United Svabas Diatrict Court for the Northern Distrisct of Qaio ~ Eastarn Division

Casa No. ©72-307 Filed: Way 19, 1872

Amsunt sought: §500,000 gereral and special; $3G60,000 exanplary lamagas; plus
costs and fnterest

Atzomney handling case: Baker, Hostetler & Patterscn

City of suir: Clavelend, Ohis

Richerds vs, Keene Industrial Insulaticm, et al

Court of Ccmmon Fleas of Philadelphia County

Case No, 17533 Filed: February, 1§76

Amcunt sought:

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Calman, Jeffe & Cramer
City of suit: Phtladelphia, Penasylvania

Bndarmen vs, Combustion Enzineering. Ine., ef al

United States District Court for the Northerm District of Ohio - Eestera Division

Cage No, C72-3%0 Filed: August 24, 1972

Amount. sought: 3$500,000 geperal and special; §500,000 exewplary damages; plus
costs and futerest

Attorney haadiiang cass: Baker, Hostetler & Pattexson

Ciry of suir: Cleveland, Ohio

Romano vs, Keere Tndugtrfal Ingsulation, et al

Court of Common Pleas of Thiladelphia County

Case No, 921 Filed: February, 1975

Awmount sought:

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelaen, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Philadelphia, Peunsylvania

Rosenguast vs, GAF, ot al

United States District Court, Southern District of Texas - Houston.Division
Case ¥No, 76-8-11l5 Filed: January 12, 1976

Azourt scught: 5553,000 plus interest

Artorpey handling zase: 3Baker & Botts

City of suit: Houston, Texas

RPagwurm vs. Philie Carey Manufasturing Corporation, et al
Circuit Courr of Jackson Caouvaty, Mlssouri

Case No, GV76-25131 Filed: June 8, 1978

Agount sought: $10G,000, plus expenses

Atromney handling cese: Spencar, Fane, Britt & Browne
Ciry of suix: Kansas City, Missouri

Rudio vs, Xeene Industrial Insulation, et al

County of Fhiladelphia, Court of Common Pleas

Case Ho, 3456 Filed: May 20, 1976

Anount soughc:

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suir: Philadelphila, Pennsylvania

Russo vs, ¥eene Industrial Insvlation, et al

Coert of Commoa Pleas of Philadelphia Couniy

Case No, &026 Flled: Jamsary, 1978

Aamunt scught:

Aztorray handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Craxer
City of suit: Thiladelphia, Peansylvania

Szmobod ws, G, & W, B, Coarscn Inc,, ef al

Couri of Common Pleas of Delaware County, Peomsylvania
Case Xo: 75-5043 Filed: May 5, 1975

Amount sought!

Attorney handling case: Mesfrov, Gelmen, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Medis, Pennsylvania




3aadoval vs. Fibreboard Prosr Produscs Cocporation, et al
jor court of California, Cuunty of San Fransiscs
Case Ne. 683-959 Filed: May 1%, 1975

Smount souphi: Costs and furthexr ralisi fov injx:rifas
Aczorney handling case: MoCutcaen, Lovls, Srown & En2zsen
City of suit: San Framcisco, Califomnia

1%
£
3
[
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sadlozk vs, Combustion Engireerfng, Inc,, =%t al

Unitec States District Couvt for the Norrhern District of Ohio - H2stern Division

Case No. €72-335 Filed: Apzil 25, 1372

Aoount sought: $500,000 general aad special; $500,000 exemplary demages; plus
costs and interest

Atrorney handlicg case: 3aker, Hostetler & Patterson

City of suit: Cleveland, Chio

52avicchio ve. G, & W, H. Corson Inc., et a}

Cour: of Cowmon Pleas of Delaware County, Fennsylvania
Case No, 75-6063 Filed: May 5, 1975

ipount sought:

Attocney handling case: Mestirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Crsmer
City of suit: Media, Pennsyivania

Shaw vs, Feene Industrial Insulation, et al

County of Philadelphia, Court of Commoa Pleas

Case No, 3453 Filed: May 20, 1976

Azount scught:

Attorney handling case: Mestrov, Gelmar, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Fhiladelphia, Fennsylvania

Simmler vs, Keene Industrial Insulation, st al

Court of Common Pleas of FThiladelphia County

Case No, 685 Filed: Yabruary, 1576

Awount sought:

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Celman, Jaffe & Oramer
City of suit: Philaedelphia, Pennsylvania

Snell vs., Xeene Industrial Insulation, et al

County of Piniladelphia, Court of Commun Plzas

Case Yo, 3450 Filed: May 20, 1976

Amount sought:

Attoraey hendling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramar
Ciry of suit: Philadulphia, Pennsylvania

Speer vy, Fibreboaxrd Paver Productg Corporation, et al

Superior Court of tha State of California f{n and for the City acd County of
San Francisco

Case Ho. 695-157 F{led: Septecher 1%, 1975

Amount sought: General and Special Daceges

Attorney heaadling case: McCutchen, Doyie, Brown & Enersen

City of suit: 3San Frameisco, California

Spell ws, Fibreboard Peper Products Corporation, et 2}

Unired 3tates District Court for the Eastern Distriet of Texas - Beasuwout Rivision

Case No, E-~71~-81-C% Filed: Maxrch 19, 1874

Lrount sought: $500,000 general and special; $580,000 exewplary dameges; plus
costs end interest

Attorney handling case: Qrgain, Bell & Tucker

City <f suit: DBeaument, Texas

Status: settled

Sterngs vs. GAR a2t al

United States District Courlt for the Novthern Listrict of Chis - Eastern Division

Cese Hn, C~76-46 Filed: January 15, 1976

Azount sought: $500,000 peneral and specfal damages; $500,000 exezplary damages;
plua costs and intsrest

Attorney handling case: Baker, Hostetler & Pattersoc

City ¢f suit: C{leveland, Ohio




nes v, Combustica Euginsaving, Inc., vf al

nited States Discrict Court for the Fasteran Dis trict of Ienaassae
Case Yo, CIV-2-75-122 Filed: Septembar 30, 1875

Azount sought: $4,000,000
Al

ttoruay handliug cas# Wirt, Gaither, Richsrvdson, Heaniss & Unitaker
City of sutr: Kaoouville, Tennsssee
Status: Settled
Steals vs, Combustion Enginsering, Inc,, et al
Crited Stotes District Court for the Northerm Digtrict of Chie - Zastern Divisisun

Case No, 0-75-259 Filed: May 2, 1975

Acount scught: $500,000 gevseral and spacial; §500,000 ezenplary damagas; plue
costs and interest

Attorney handlfag casa: Baker, Hostetler & Pattersca

City of suic: {leveland, Ghio

Stewart vs. Fidreboard Paser Products Corporation, et al

Superior Court of the State of Califormia in and for the City and County of
San ¥ranclsco

Case No. 693 921 Filed: September 29, 1373

Amcunt sought: Geaeral, special and exempiary damages; plus costs of suit end

further relief as the'Court may dmem just and proper
Attoruey handling case: McCutchen, Doyle, 3rown & Enersen
City of suit: San Francisco, California

- e - - . - cwa - . .. “ o~ e Se Lt

Case No, 75-B-492 Filed: Maxch 31, 1975
Amouat sought:  $1,500,00Cphkm costs and iatevest
Attorpzy handliag case: Baker & Botts

City of suic: Houstom, Texas

Strickland vs., Fibrebeard Paper Products Corporation, 2t al

Superior Court of the State of Califorpia in and for the City and County of
San Franclsco

Caga Ho. G77-327 Filed: Octobesr 28, 1973

Amount sought:  §3,000,00C

Attorney handling case: DMcCutcheuw, Doyle, Brown & Inersen

City of suit: San Franeisce, Califorumia

Sutcliffe vs, Keene Industrial Insulaticn, et al

Court: of Commen Pleas of Philadelphia County

Case Ho. 64015 Filed: January, 1976

Amcuat sought:

Attorney handling case: Nesirov, Gelmaa, Jaffe & Cremer
City of suiz: Philadelphla, Penusylvania

Talarico vs. Keepne Industrial Insulation, et =2l
Court of Common Fleas of Fhiladelphia County
Case No. 1035 Filed: ¥ebruaxy, 1974
Amount sought:
trorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Craser
City of suit: Fhiladalphia, Pennsylvania

Talbot vs, Pibrehoard Paper Products Corvoratisn, ef al

United States District Couxt, Eastern District of Texas - Besumont Division
Case No, B-75-391-C4A Filed: MNovember 7, 1973

Awount sought: $10,000 geveral and punitive damzages

Attorney Hnndling case: Orgain, Bell & Tucker

Ciry of suiv: Beaumont, Texas

- . . - e COE A S SRR B}

Casz ¥o. 678 Filed: Februaxy, 1976

&zount scught:

Atrorney handiing casea: Masirov, Gelwan, Jaffa & Cramex
City of suit: Fhiladelphia, Pennsylvania

Y




CTaxlor ws., Cozbustion Enpinesring, Toz., gt al
Grited States Discrict Court for the Distzict of South Czrolina - Charieston
PRivision
Cese No, 76-1208 Filed: Juiy 1, 1976
Amount sought: $2,000,000, plus costs
Atrorney hasdling case: Orimhall, Cabaniss, Vaughan & Gieraxd
Cizy of suit: Charleston, Soush Caraling

0
e

Taylor vs. Combustion Enginesring, Inc., et ri

United States District Court for the Listrict of South Carolina - Chaxlaston
bivision

Case Mo, 76-1Z41 Filed: July 7, 1976

Awmcunt sought: $250,000

Ciuy of suit: (Charleston, South Caroliza

Atternsy handling case: Grimball, Cabaniss, Vaughan & Guerard

Thomtson ve. Fidbreboerd Faper Produchs Corpsratfon, ob al

Superlor Court of the 3tate of California in and feor the City and Coumty of
San Francisco

Case No, 633-370 Filed: Decembar 2, 1975

Anount scught: general and pundtive dazages

Attorrey handling case: MoCutehen, Doyle, Brown & Enersen

City of suit: San Fraccfszo, California

Tillman vs, G, & W, B, Corsen Ine., et 2l

Court of Common Pleas of Dalaware County, Peonsylvania
Case Mo, 73-6065 Filad: May 35, 1973

Amcunt sought:

Attorney handling case: Masivov, Celman, Jaffe & Cremer
City of suit: Media, Peansylvania

Trahen vs. Standard Asbestos Meaoufacturing and Insulating Comauv, et al

United States District Court for the Southern District of Texas - Houston Division
Case No, 75-H-903 Filed: June 1%, 1975

Amount soughe: §100,000

Attorney handling casa: Daker & Bottis

City af suit: FHougton, iexas

Treadwav vs, Combustiou Encineering, Tue,, et al

Circuir Court, Divisfon 1, Kmox County, Xnoxville, Tepnessee
Case Ns, 1-528-75 Filed: October 7, 1475

Amount seught:  $3,000,000 compensatory and pusitive damages
Attorney handling case: Witt, Caither, Richardson, Henniss & Bhitaker
City of suit: Y¥roxviile, Teunussee

Status: Dismissed

Tricoski ve. Xeepe Industrial Insulztion, et al

County of Phiiladelphia, Court of Common Ple2zs

Casz Noa. 3443 Filed: May 20, 1476

Amoent sougitb:

Atcorney haadling case: YMesirov, Celman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Philadelphia, Peansylvania

Jurci vs, Reene Industrial Insulation, =t al

Court of Comxon Pleas of Ihiladelphia County

Case No, 2131 Filed: February, 1875

ourt sought:

Actorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer
Ciry of suir: Philadelphia, Pennsylvenia

Twler vs, Xeene Industrial Insulastion, et al

Couxt of Cozmon Pleas of Philadelphie County

Cage Ho. 2193 ¥iled: Fedbruary, 1976

Amount sought:

Attoraey handling case: Mesivov, Gelwman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Philadelphia, Pepnsylvacia




Case No. 76 L 2913 Piled: March 31, 1975

Amount sought: $500,000

Atrorney handling case: Pratzal, Stouffer, Nolan & Rooney
City of suit: Chicago, Iliinois

Yalasquez vs, Fidbreboard Paser Troducts Csrporation, et al
Sugertor Court of Califoraia, County of 3an Framcisco
Case Bo, 681 172 riled: November 11, 1974

Amount gought:. $300,000 for personal injurizs

Attorney handling case: McCutchen, Deoyle, Browa & Euarsen
City of suit: San Francisco, California

Viator vs. Standard Ashestos Manufacturing and Insulating Cowmary, et al

Uaited States District Court for the Southern Distriet of Texas ~ Houston Division
Case No. 75-H-867 Filad: Junme 6, 1975

Amoung sought:  $200,080

Attarney handling case: Baker & Botts

City of suib: Houston, Texas

Yice wvs, Fibreboard Corposatiou, et al

United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas - Beaumont Divisicm

Case No. B-75~115-CA Filed: Merch 17, 1976

Amount sought: $1,000,000 geperal and special damages, ples costs, disbursemznts
and interest

Acttorney handling case: Orgain, 3ell & Tucker

City of suit: DPesumcunt, Taxas

Wedlev vs, Fibrebeerd Passr Products Covporation, et al
Suparior Court of ths State of Calffornia fa and for the City awd County of

San Francisco
Gase Nao, 6$7-762 Filed: November 6, 1975
Amsunt sotght: sgeseral and puaitive daxages
Attorney handling case: McCutchen, Doyle, Brown & Enersan
City of suit: San Francisco, California

Qalters vws., Keeaz Indusirial Insulation, et al

Court of Commor Pleas of Philadelphie County

Case No. #4018 ¥iled: Jacvary, 15376

Amouns sought:

Avtoruey handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Philadelpbia, Penasylvania

Warrington ve, lieepne Industrial Tusulation, et al

Court of Comuon Pleas of Fhiladelphia County

Case No. 679 Filed: TFebruary, 1976

Amount scught:

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramev
City of suit: Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

Hatts ws, ¥eene Industrisl Insularifon, et al

Court of Common Pleas of Philadelphia Coucty

Casa No, 4025 Filed: Jenuary, 1975

Amsunt sought:

Attoruegy handling case: Mesirov, Gelian, Jaffe & Craumer
City of suit: Phlladelphia, Pennsylvania

Helker we, Kez2az Indussrial Insulation, et al

Couzrt of Common Pleas of Philadelphia County

Case No, 1750 Filed: February, 1375

Amsunt sought:

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelmar, Jaffe & Cramex
City cf suip: Philadelpnia, Pennsylvenia

Veshersv vs, Standeczd Asbestos Manuvfasturing and Inzulating Company, et al

Uuited Stares District Court fov the Southern District of Texas - Housrton Division
Case No. 75-iE-555 Filad: Juna 6, 1975

Amounc sowght:  $223,3800
Atroraey handling case: 3
City of suit: Houstor, Texes




Yhite v3,. Combustion Engineering, Tne,, eb al

Circult Court for Xnox County, Tennessee

Case do. 3-672-75 Filed: ULecember 22, 1573

Ascunt scugho:  $2,000,000 compeusatory and punitive danages

Acrorney haadling case:r Witi, Gaithew, Richevdser, Uznniss & Wattakar
City of suit: Kaoxville, ZTepnessea

wiarer vs, Feene Industrial Insnla:znn, et sl

Covrt of Coamon Plaas of Philadelphia Couary

Case Ho. 1754 Filed: February, 1976

Azount aought:

ttsruey handling case: Masivov, Jelman, Jalfe & (Urazmer

City of suit: Philadelphia, FPennsylvania

timbarlv vs. Fibreboard Larvoration, et gl

United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas - Beaumont Division

Case No. B~74-224~CA Filed: July 23, 1974

Amount seught: $300,00C zeneral and speclal; $300,000 exemplary damages; plus
costs and interest

Atrormey bandiing case: Orgain, B2ll & Tucker

City of suit: Beaumont, Texas

Srarus: sattled

Court uf Cummon Blga; f “niladelphia County

Case Yo. 682 ¥iled: February, 1¢76

Anouat sought!

Attorney handling casa: HMesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Crazmer
City of suit: Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

Zeldin vs, Xezae Industrial Insulation, et al

Court of Coumon Pleas of Philadelphia County

Case No. 920 Filed: February, 1976

Amrunt soughl:

Atrorney handling case: Mesivov, Gelman, Jaffe & Crazmer
ity of suit: Zhiladelphia, Peansylvenia

Geuse vs, Combustion Enuiunearziung, Inc,, et al
Cresrville County Gourt of Comacn Pleas, Gresnville, South Carolina
Case Xo. Filed: July 22, 1976
Amount sought: §2,006,000 for personal injuries,
Attornay handling case: Myche, Burgess, freeman & Parhen
Cizy of suit: Greenville, South Carolina
Status: Settled
Tasraton vs, Johas-Manville Corporation, et al
Circuit Court of the City of Portsmoush, Virginia
Case No, L-76-550 Filed: July 2%, 1376 )
Amount sought: §2,000,000, plus costs of sult, and such othar and further
relief as is just and proper.
Atcorusy handling case: Jores, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
Cicy of suit: Povtsmeuth, Virginia

Demzrest vs, Jjohns-Maaviile Salss Corvoration, et al

Cireuit Court, Wayne County, Michigae

Case No, ?6-628423-NF  Filed: August 20, 1976

bmount conghe:  $2,000,000 on 2ach of 4 counts for persoaal injury
sustaiued by plafntiff

City of suic: Detroir, Mickigan

Attoraey handling case: Dykema, Gossett, Spencer, Goodnow & Trigg

Dugzer vs. Tombustion Fnsineering, Inc,, et al

Circuit Court for XKnox County, Taanessee

Casu No,  3-442-76 Filed: Aagust 19, 1975

dacunt sought: §$2,00C,00C, compamsatory and penitive damages.

City of suit: Kroxville, Tennazsses

Attorney hamdling case: Witt, Gaither, Richardson, Henniss & Whitaker




Py

. Mave, Bruce Alfred vs, Cosdustisa Enzipesving, Inc., st 3
Circuit Court for Kacx County, Teanessae .
Czse Ko, 2-443-76 Filed: August 19, 1?16‘-
Amaunt sought: 52,000,000, compensazory and punitive daxmages
Citv of suiz: Snoxvilla, Tannagsee . ) o
Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Richardson, isnaiss & Whitaker

3Is Y

Maws ve. Comusktion Enginesving, Ins., et al

Cot Of Carren Pleas rfor Greenville Coulmy, 8.C.

Cas2 No. Filed: Rugust 23, 1876

arount scught: 31,000,000, capensatory and pmn;:;ve dapages .
and costs for pain, suffering, nedical exgwnse and
loss of wages.

httorney handling case: Wycha, Burgess, Freeman & Farxham

City of suit: Greenville, South Carolina

Adams, Pawliine vs. Casusuion Engineering, Inc., et al

Court of Conmon Pleas for Greenville County, Soutn Caroiina

Cas2 Nao. Filad: August 23, 1378

Arent scught:  $2,0035,000, covpensatory and punitive dsmages and
costs for wrongful death of plaintiff's intestate.

Attorngy handling case: Wyche, Burgess, Treeran & Parhan

City of suit: Greenville, Scuth Carolina

Hatfield vs. Combustion Engineering, Inc., et al

Circuit Court, Knox County, Knoxville, Tennesses

Case No. 2-453-76 Filed: Auvgust 26, 1976

Amount sought: $2,008,000, compensatory and punitive damages,
breach of warranty, personal injury due to
long~term exposure tec desfsctive and dangercus
ashestos, manulactured by GAF, during scope of
employment.

Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Richardson, Henniss,

& Whitaker
City of sui%: Knoxville, Tennessee

Rogers vs. Combustion Engineering, Inc., et al

Circuit Court, Knox County, Anoxville, Tennessee

Case No. 1-456-7¢ Piled: August 26, 1976

Amount sought: $2,000,0006, cospensatory and puanitive damages,
braach of warranty, personal injury due o
long-~term exposure to defective and dangerous
asbestos, manufactured by GAF, during scope of
employment. :

Attorney handling casa: Witt, Gaitherz, Richardson, Henniss,

& Whitaker
City of suit: Xnoxville, Tennessee

Simith vs. Jonhns-Manville Corporation, et al
Circuit Court of the City of Portsmouth, Virzginia
Case No. L-76-4658 Filed: August 25, 1976

Amount sought: $500,300, compensatary damages andé punitive
. damages in the sum of $1,560,000, plus costs
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Weltz & Relly

City of suit: Portsmouth, Virginia

Starmes, Billy Joe vs. Coebustion Engineering, Inc., en al

Urited States Disirict Court for tha Notthern Disfrist oF Chio, Zastemm Division

Case Mo, C~76~E3Z Piled: August 20, 1976

Arount sought: 52,500,000, general, special, exerplary and punitive dmsages,
plus costs and interest,

Attorney hasdling case: Baker, Hostetler & Patterson
City of sult: Cleveland, Ohio




Fleming ve. Fibrebnard Paper Froducts Corperation, et al

Sgperior Court of Calizornia, city and County of San I“"""&Ci.sc‘.)

Case Na. 710-839 Filed: August 24, 137§

Aiount soughi: Ganeral, special and exerplary dawages to be proven
at trial, plis coses

Attormey handling case: "LC‘\.!LC!‘\en, Lovie, Brown & Enarsen

City of suit: San Francism., California

Grice vs, Corbusticn h-xcme.-armg, Inc., et al o '
(Afltad &tates DIstrict Cowrt for the Northern District of Chio, Eastern

Division
Case No. C-76-831 filed: Auzust 20, 1976

aroumt sought:  $2,300,000 general, special, exenplary and ptm;.\_w-
Camages, plus costs anxl interest

Atrorney handling case: Baker, Kostetler & Patterson

City of suit: Claveland, hio

g inpson v, Owens Corndng Fiberglas Cogporaticon, et ad

U.S. District Court, Southern District of Teras, Houston Division

Case No. 76~i~1499 Filed: Septzwber 13, 1976

Amocunt sought:  $730,000. plus interest and costs for injuries sustained
by plaintiff while working as an insulater

City of sult: Houston, Texas

Attorney bandling case: Baker & Botts

Barthoclomew vs, Combustion Pngineering, Inc.. et al

Court of Common Pleas, County of Greenville, South Cavsiina

Case No. Filed: Septemdar 20, 1378
pooumt soughi:  §2,003,000, actval and punitive damages, plus oosis
Attorney handling case: Wyche, Burgass, Freeman & Parham

City of sujit: Gresnville, 5. C.

N e T T P SN

L Case No. CV76-3764 Filed: Septerber 3, 1375

R Amount sought:  $500,000 damages, 3500,000 Ior costs expendad, $10G,000
for deprivation of companionship and oosts expended.

Aktorney handling case: Spencer, Fans, Brit: & Bruwne

City of suit: Ransas City, Missouri

mma’dna_ vs. Conbustion Ingineering, Inc., et al

L Comaon Pisas, Comby of Gresnville, S. C.
Case ‘lo Filed: Saptesbar 20, 1975
Amount scught: 52,000,000, actual and punitive damsges, plus costs
attormey handling case: w‘yc..v, Burgess, Froeman & Pal
City of suit: Gresnviile, $, C.

Haath vs. Combustion Engineerinsg, Inc., et al

Court of Conmn Pleas, County of Grzenville, S. C.

Case MNa. ¥Filed: Septemoer 21, 1975
amcunt sough 52,000,000, actual an p'\ mitiva :Lnar--w plus oosis
Ly case: *rb:., irgess, frescan & parhan

City of suir: Greenvilles, S. C.

Kidd vs. Coghustion Enginsering, Inc., et &)
Court of Coren Pleas, County of Gresnwville,
Casa Na. Filed: * 17, 1976
arount sought: 52,000,000, achnl and punitiva dumages, plus costs
Attoxmey handling case: Wyche, Burysess, Preeman & "...rh» i
City of suit: Greenville, S. C.
.
Koonts Ve,
Soure of Comar
Case Mo, Sepm*r‘:er 14, 1878




Glover vs. Jorns-Manville Corporasion, =t al

Circuit Court of tne City of Portsmoutn, Virpginia

Case Mo, L-76-747 Filed: Septegber 27, 1976

Avcunt sought:  5750,000, orpansatory davages and punitive
- darages in the sum of 51,300,000, plus oosts

Aviormay nardiing case: Jonas, Blechman, Welts & Relly

City of sult: Fortsmouth, Virginia

Lauderback vs. Johns-Manville Sales Corporation, et al
United States District Court for the fastern Oistrict of Texas, Marshall

Division
Case ¥o. M-75-63-C% Filed: Septerber 28, 1976
mrount sought:  $500,0800, plus costs and interest for wrongful death of

husbhand
Attorney handling case: Strasburger, Price, Helton, Martin & Unis
City of suit: Marshall, Texas (Dallas)

Sarnett vs. Conbustion Pngineering, Inc., et al
Court of Common Pleas for Greanville Cowxty, 5. C.
Case o, Filed: GSeptexber 27, 1576
Aount soucht: $2,000,000, corpensatory and punitive dasages and costs
for wrongful death of husband
Attorney handling case: Wyche, Burgess, Freeman & Parham
City of suit: Greenville, S. C.

Davis vs. Carbusiion Engineering, Inc., et al
Court of Camon Pleas for Greenville, S. C.
Case No. Filed: Octover 6, 1976

Arount souzht: $2,080,000, actuwl and punitive damages
Attorney handliing casa: Wyche, Burgess, Freeman § Yarhan
City of suit: Gresnville, S. C.

Murray vs. Cathustion Enginsering, ne., et al

Court of Comon Pleas for Charlestwon Coumty, S. C.

Case No. Filed: October 1, 1976

Arount sought: $2,000,000, compensatory and punitive damages and costs
for wrongful death of husband

Attormey handling case: CGriiball, Cabeniss, Vaughan & Guerard

City ¢f suit: Charleston, S. C. .

Swmith vs. Carbustion Engineering, Inc., et al

Court of Common Pisas for Alken County, S. C. )
Case Nc. Filed: Septenber 27, 1375
Amount. sought:  $2,000,000, acteal and pmitive darages
artomey handiing case: Uyche, Burgess, Freexan & Parham
City of suit: Creanville, S. C.

Turner vs. Caroustion Fnainsering, Tos., et al

Cuurt of Common Pleas for Grsenvilla County, &. C.

Case No. Filed: October €6, 1978
Rroont soaght: $2,0800,000, 2ctual and punitive damagas
Attormay handling case: Wycha, Burgess, Freeman & Parbam
City of sult: Gresnwvilla, S. C.

Evelwm White vs. Combustion Inhwginearing, Inc., et al

Court f Ceruen Pleas for Greenville, 5. o,

Case Ro. Tiled: September 27, 1976
Arount sought:  $2,0600,000, oxpensatory and pndtive damages,
rius costs Iov wrongful daath of huskand
Attarney handlinyg case: Wysha, Burgass, Freeran & Parhem
City of suiz: UGreanwille, §. C.

(a]

L)




John Z. bhite vs. Ceminastion Engineering, Inc., et al
Court of Conwon pleas for Greenville County, S. C.

Case NC. Filed: October 6, 1976
amount sought:  $2,000,000, actual and punitive demages
Attcrmey hendling case: Wyche, Burgess, Freeman & Parham
City of sait: OGreenville, 8. C.

ward vs. Johns-Manville Products Carporaticn, et al .

7.5, District Court for the Fastern District of Texas, Marshall Division
Case Mo, "M-76-73-CA Filed: October 5, 1976

mvount sought: $1,004,008, actual and exerplary darages

rttorney handling case: Stresburger, Price, Kelton, Martin 4 Unis

City of suit: Dallas, Texas

Starken vs. Owens~Corning Piberglas Corporation, ex al
Onited States Disirict Court, Southern Districet of Texas,
Galveston Division

Case No., 76~G-~11l1 Filed: October 12, 1976

Amount sought: $500,000, plus interest and costs for injuries
sustaineé to respiratory system while working
with asbestos producis manufactured and dis-
tributed by the defendants

Attorney handling case: Baker & Botts

city of suit: GCalveston, Texas

Bouchelle vs. Combustion Engineering, Inc., et al

Court of Common Pleas for Aiken County, S. C.

Case NoO. Filed: October §, 13975

Amount sought: $250,000, actuzal and punitive damaces

Attorney handling case: Wyche, Burgass, Freeman & Parham
ity of suit: Greenville, S. C.

Norrls vs. Combustion Engineering, Insc., et al

Unlied States District Court for the District of South Caroclina,
Charleston Division

Case No. 76~1901 Filed: October 11, 1976

Amcunt sought: $2,000,000, compensatory and punitive damages

Attorney handling case: Grimball, Cabaniss, Vaughan & Cuerard

City of suit: Charleston, South Carolina

Bazemore vs, Johns~Manville Corporation, et al
Cixcuit Court of the City of Parismouth, Virginia
Case No. L~76-883 Filed: October 28, 1976
Amount sought: $%,000,00, punitive damages; $500,000, compensatory
__Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Xelly
City of suit: Portsmocth, Virginia -

1} vs. Combustion Enginesring, Inc., et al

Ceourt coi Comron Pleas forxr tha County of Charlaeston, S$. C.

Casze No. Filed: CQCctobar 22, 1376

Amoung sought: 32,000,000, actual znd punitive damages, plus costs
Attorney handling case: OGrimball, Cabaniss, Vaughan & Suerard
City of suit: Charleston, Scuth Carolina




Fearn vs. Forty-Eight Insulation, Inc., ek al

fcurs ot Comron rleas of Allegaeny County, Pennsylvania

Case No. GD76-22408 Filed: Cctober 15, 1976

amount sought: 510,000, compensatory damages, 316,500
punitive damages

rttornevy handling case: Tucker Arensberg § Ferguson

City of suit: Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania

Eershman ve. Johns-Manville Corporation, etr al

Tircuit Court ¢f the City or Norfolk, Virginia

Casa No. L76-1706 Filed: OQctobear 22, 1%76

rmount sought: $750,000, compensatory damages and $1,500,000,
punitive damages

Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kally

City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

Johnson, Mary E. vs. GAF Corporation

Superior Court of New Jersey, Law Division, Hudson County
Case No. Filed: ctoher 27, 1976
Amount sought: 0 be proven at trial ]
Attocrney handling case: Hannoch, Weisman, 3tern & Basser
City of suit: Tranton, New Jersey

Marzcelf vs. Johns-Manville Corporatioun, et al

State of New York Supreme Couxt, {ounty of Exrie

Case MNo. Filed: September 27, 1876
amount scught: $§1,5300,000, plus costs and disbursements

Attorney handling cas2s: Phillips, Lytle, Hitchcock, Blaine & Huber

City of suit: Buffalo, New York

Oman vs. Johns-Manville Corporation, et al

Circuit Court of the City of Newport News

Case No. 2830-§ Filed: September 24, 1976

dmount sought: $500,0006, compensatory damages, $1,000,000,
punitive damages, plus costs

Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Helly

City of suit: Neuwpcrt News, Virginia

Status: Dismissed

-

Sedlock, Jeseph £. vs. Combustion Engineering, Inc., et al
United States District Court for the Northeran District of
Ohio, Bastern Division
Case No. C-76-1093 Filed: October 12, 1978
Amcunt sought: $2,000,000, exemplary and punitive damages,
$500,000, general and special damages,
plus interest at 6% per annum
Attorney handling case: Baker, Hostetler & Patterson
City of suit: Cleveland, Ohio

Stewart, Evelvn vs. Fibrehoard Paper Products Corporation, et al
Superior Court of the State of California Zor the City ang

Counzy <f San Francisco
Case NO. 713~284¢ Filed: Octobexr 20, 1978
amount: sought: General, special, exemplary and punitive

damages to be proven at trial, plus costs of suib

Attorney handling case: McCutchen, Doyle, Brown & Enersesn
City of suit: San Francisze, California




Turlev vs. Combustiod Engineering, Inoc., et al

United states District Court for the HNorthern Distric
Georgia, GSainesville Division

Case No. (C76-128 G Filed: MNovember 8, %

Amount soughbt: §2,000,000, actual and punitive damag

Attorney handling case: Sutharland, Asbill & Brennan

City of suit: Gainesville, Georgia

il
4
th

Bailev, Esther vs. Johns-Manville Corporation, et al
inited States District Court for the Eastern district of
Virginia, Newport News Division

Case No. 76-153-NH Filed: MNovember 12, 2976

Amount scoughi: $1,000,000, compensatory damages:
$2,000,000, punitive damages, plus costs
of suit and such other and further relief
as is just and proper

Attornev handling case: Jocnes, Blechman, Woliz 5 Xelly

City of suit: HNewpart News, Virginia

Status: Disnmissed

Grizmes vs. Owens-Corning Fiberxglas Corporation, et al
United States District Court, Southern District oI Texas,
Houston Division

Czse No. 76-H-1936 Filed: MNovember 23, 1976

Amount sought: $2350,000, togather with interest thereon
from date of judgnent, plus costs, general
and special damages

Attorney handling case: Baker & Bokbts

City of suit: Houston, Texas

Small vs., Johns-Manville International Corp., et al

United Strates Districk Court,. Southern District of Texas,
Houston Divisicn

Case No. 76-H~1907 Filed: DlMovembexr 17, 1976

Amount sought: $870,000, plus costs and interest for.

injuries susktained
Attorney handliing case: Baker & Botts
City of suit: Houston, Taxas

Valker vs. Johns~Manville Corporaktion, et al

Circuit Court of the City of lewport News

Case No. 2958~ Filed:

Axount sought: $759,000, compensatory; $1,5060,000, punitive
damages

Attorney handling case: .Jones, Rlechman, Wolt:s & Kelly

City of suit: Newport News, Virginia

Status: Dismissed

Yoshar vs. Johns-Manville Products Corporation, at al

Circuit Court for the Couniy of Wayne

Case Bo. 76-614242 Filed: May 9, 1976

Amcunt sought: $1,000,000, general and special damages,
$1,00,000, exemplary damages, plus costs

Attorney handling case: Earvey, Kruse & Westean, P.C.

City of suit: Detroit, Michigan

Shoup ve. Jdehns~Manviile Products Corporation, et al

Circult Court for the County of wayne

Casz2 No, 76-606-823 Filed: Maxch 2, 137¢

Amount sought: 351,000,000, general and special damacges;
$1,0090,000, exemplary damages, plus costs
and interest at 5% per annum, plus dishursemenis

Attorney handling case: Harvey, Kruse & Westen, P.C.

ity ©f suit: Retroit, Michigan




Caines, Dorothy (Executrix) vs. Combusticn Engineering, Inc., e:x
Court c¢f Common Pleas, Cocunty oi Barnwell, aou:n Carolina

1

$u

Case Ko, Filed: Octcber 27, 1375

Amount sought: $2,000,000, actual, compansat ory and punitive
Jamégea

Attorney handling case: yche, Burge , Freeman & Parham

53
City ©f suit: Barawell, aautn Carclina

rinkard, Harziet vs., Combustion Enginearing, Inc., et al
United States District Court, Nortnern District of Chz
Zastern Divisicn

Case No, C76-1318 Filed: December 15, 1376

Ampunt sought: $2,500,000, exemplary and punitive damages,
$ 500,000, general and special damages,
plies costs and interest

Attorney handling case: Baker, Hostetler & Patierson

City of suit: Cleveland, Ohio

Cashi, Ronald M. vs. Johns~Manville Corporaticn, et al
United States District Court for the Eastern District of
Virginia, Newport News Pivision
Case No. 76=-1T7E~KN tiled: December 30, 1876
Amount sought: $1,000,000, compensatory damages
’ $2,000,00Q, punxtlve Iamages, pluq costs
of suit, and such cther and further reiief
as is just and proper.
Attorney hanéling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Newport News, Virginia

Ellis, Donahue vs. Johns-Manville Corporation, et al
United States District Court for the Eastern District of
Virginia, MNewport Rews Division

Case No. 7&-178-MN Filed: Descember 36, 197¢

Amaunt sought: $1,000,000, compensatory damages .
$2,000,000, punitive damages, plus cosis
of suit, and such other and further relief
as is just and proper.

Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechwman, Woltz & XKally

City of suit: FKNewport News, Virginia

Gibbons, Willie A. wvs. Johns-Manville Corporaticn, et al
United States District Court for the Eastern District of
Virginia, Newport News Division
Case No. 76-~178-KN Filed: [ecemder 3§, 1374
Amount scugh=: 31,000,000, compenszatory damages
$2,000,000, punitive damages, plus costs
of suit, and such other and further relief
as is just angd proper. i
Attorney handling case: Jones, HBlechman, Woltz & Xelly
City of suit: HNewport News, Virginia

Hogge, Thomas J. vs. Johas~-Manville Corporation, et al

United States Districlt Court for the Eastern pistrict of

rginia, Mewport Naws Division

. FE~L78~NN Filed: December 3¢, 1376

Amcunt sought: $1,000,000, compensatory damages
$2,000,000, punitive damages. plus costs
of suit, and such other apd further relief
as is just and propsr.

Attorney handling case: Jones, 3lechman, Woltz & Kelly

City of suit: Newport News, Virginia




Poland, Jonn Lee vs. Johns~Manville Corporation
United astaces pcistrict Court Ior the Zaster
Virginia, Mewport News Division

Case No. 76~178-NN Filed: Dece

Amount sought: $1,000,000, compensatory damages
$2,000,000, punitive danaaes, plus costs
of suit, and such other and furthar ralief
&s is just and proper.

Attorney héndlln" case: Jones, Blechman, ¥Yoltz § ZXelly

City of suit Hewport News, Virginia

Status: Dlsm‘dsed

Sawyer, Thomas R. vs. Johns-Manville Corporation, et al
Onited States Districkt Court for tne Eastern District of
virginia, Newport News Division

Case Nc. 76-178~NN Filed: Dacexber 30, 1376

Amount sought: 31,000,000, compensatory damages
32,000,009, pusitive damages, plus costs
of suit, and such other and fu;ther reliesf
as is just and proper.

Attorney handli g case: Jones, Blechwmasn, Woltz & Xelly

city of suit Kewport News, Virginia

Status: Dxdmlssed

Stacey, Milton L. vs. Johns~Manville Corporaticn, et al
United States District Court for the Eastern District of
virginia, Newport Mews Division
Caso No. 76~ 173—NN Filed: December 30, 19276
ount sought $1,000,000, comgensatory damagas

$2,000,000, punitive dameges, plus costs
of suit, and such other and further rellef
as is just and propar.

Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Lell{

City of suit: Newport News, Virginia

Status: Dismissa

Van Dvke, Robart L. vs. Johns~Manville Corporation, et al
United 3States District Court for the Eastern Disirlct of
Virginia, Newport News Division
Case No. 76-178-HN Filed: Ducember 30, 1976
Amount sought: 31,000,000, compensatory damages
$2,000,000, punitive damages, plus costs
af suit, and such other and further relief
as is just apnd proper.
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly

City of suit: Newport News, Virginia
Status: Dismissed

Watson, Homer E. vs, Johns-Manville Caorporation, et al
United States HDistrict Court for the Eastern District of
Virginia, WNewport News Division

Casa No. 76-173-NN Filed: UDecember 30, 157%

Amount sought: §1,000,000, compensatory damages

§2,000,000, punitive damages, plug costs
of suit, and suvch orher and further relief
as is just and prepez.

xney randlin~ Tase: Jenes, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly

£ of ie: Wewpcrt News, Virginia

Status: D smissed

White, John W. vs. Johns-Manville Corporation, =t al
UnMited States District Court for Lhe Eastern Listrict of
WVirginia, Newport Wews Division
Case Ho. 76~178-~NN Filed December 320, 1876
Amaunt sought: $1,000,00C, compensater y damages
’ $2,000,00¢, punitive damages, plus costs
of suit, and such other and fariler relief
ag is just and proper.

Attoraey handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kally
City of suit: Newport Hews, Virginia
Status: Digmissed




Holloway, Maurice W. vs. Johns~-Manville Ccroor;ticn, at al
faited States District Court for che fastern District of
Virginia, Newport Nevs Divisicn
Case Mo, 76-178-NN filed: December 30, 1975
amount sought: §1,000,000, compensatory damages
$2,000,000, punitive damagas, plus costs
of suit, and such cther and further relief
as is just and proper.
ttorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Wolt:z & Kelly
City of suit: Newport News, Virginia

Jonng, Wilsen W. vs. Johns~Manville Corporation, et al
Urnited Stactes District Court for the Eastern District of
virginia, Newport Kaws Divisien
Case Lo, 76-178~NN Filed: Decewrber 30, 1976
amount scught: $1,000,800, compensatory damages
$2,000,800, punitive damages, plus .costs
ef suit, and such cther and further relief
) as iz just and prcper. .
Attorney handling case: Jcnes, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Newport News, Virginia

Iong, James T. vs. Johns~Manville Corooration, =t al
United States District Court for thes Bastern District of
virginia, Newport News Division
Case No. 76-178-NN Filed: December 30, 1976
Amount sought: $:,000,000, compensatory damages
$2,000,000, punitive damages, plus costs
of suit, and such cther and further relief
as is just and proper.
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: WNewport News, Virginia

Overman, Perey €. vs., Jahns-Manviile Corporation, =t al
United States District Court for the Eastern Distrist of
Virginia, Nawport Mews Division
Case No. 76~178-NN Filed: Decenmber 20, 1976
Anount sought: $§1,000,000, compensatory damages
$2,000,000, punitive danages, plus costg
of suit, and such other and further relief
as is just and proper.
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City ¢f suit: WNewport News, Virginia

Patrick, 0, W, vs., Johns~Manville Corporation, et al
United Staites District Court for the Eastern District of
Virginia, Newport News Division
Cage Ho. 76-178-NN Filed: Decemper 3G, 1976
amount spught: £1,000,000, compensetory damages
$2,000,000, punitive damages, plus costs
of suit, and such other and further relief
as is just and proper.
Attorney handéling casa: Jones, 3lechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Newport News, Virginia :

Raynolds, Hugh V., vs. Johns-Manville Corworation, et al
United States District Court for the REastern District of
Virginia, Newpori KNews Division
Case fo. 7&8~178-NN Filed: Decembexr 30, 1976
Aamotnt sought: $1,008,000, compensatory damagas
32,000,000, punitive dawages, plus costs
of sult, and such other and further reliesl

as is just and prepsr.
Attornay handling casa: Jones, Elechman, Woltz & Helly
City of suit: Newport dNews, Virginia




white, Walter J. vs. Johns-Manville Corporatian,
United States District Court for the Eastern List
Virginia, Newport News pivision

Case No. 76-178~-NN Filed: Dacember 30, 1976

amount sought: §1,000,000, compensatory <amayes
§2,000,000, punitive danages, plus costs
of suit, and such other and further relief
as i3 just and proper.

Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz § Kelly

City of suit: Newport News, Vi'ﬂxnia

Status Dismissed

Ohde, Clarence L. vs., Philip Carey Manufacturing Corp., et al

Circuit Court of Jackson County, Missouri

Case No. CV76~5247 Filed: GCecembher 31, 1575
Amount sought: §1,000,000, punitive demages, plus costs
Attorney handling case: Spencex, FTane, Britt 5 Brownes
City of suit: Xansas City, Missouri

Isenhower, Max H. vs., Johns~-Manville Corp., et al

Circuit Co¢rt of the City of Portsmouth, Virginia

Case No. -77-36 Filed: January 14, 1977

Amount sought: $500,000, compensatozy dawmages; $1,000,000,
punitive damages

: Portsmouth, Virginda

dlipy case: Jones, Biechman, Woltz & Xelly

City of uit
Attorney han

Grugan vs., Johns-Manville Sales Corporation, et al
Court of Common Pleas of Philadelphia County
Case No. . Piled: Jaavary 12, 1977
Amcunt souaht: $1,000,000, compansatory damages; $2,000,00¢,
punitive damages, pius costs
ey handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe § Cramer
y of s t- Philadelphia, Pa.

Fahey vs. Johns-~Manville Sales Corporation, et al
Court of Common Pleas of Philacelphia County
Case No. Piled: Japuary 1z, 1977
Amcount sought: $1,000,000, compensatory damagas; $2,%00,000,
punitive damages, plus costs
ttorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe § Cramer
City of suit: Philadelphia, Pa.

Barrett vs. Johns~Manville Sales Ccrporaticn, et al

Court of Common Pleas cf Philadelphia County

Case NoO. Filad: January 12, 1%77

Amount sought: §1,000,000, compensatory damages; 52,000,000,
punitive damages, plus costs

Attorney handli se: Masirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer

City of suit: Ph ladelvh;a, Pa. .

Cianfrani vs. Johans-Manville Sales Corporaticn, et al

Court of Commen Pleas of Fhiladelphia County

Case Mo, Filied: Januaxy 12, 1977

Amount sought: $1,000,000, compensatory damagas: $2,200,000,
punitive damages, plus costs

Attorney handling casa: Mesirov, Selman, Jaffe & Cramer

City of suit: Philadelphia, Pa.




White, Nicholas R. vs. Johns-Manville Salss Corpuration, et a2l

Court of Common Pleas of Philadsalphia County

Case No. Piled: January 12, 1377

Amount sought: $1,000,0C0, compensatory damages; 72,000,049,
punitive damages, plus costs

Attorney handling case: Masirov, CGelman, Jaffe 5 Crawer

city of suit: Philadelphia, Pa.

Waagnar, Joseph J. vs. Johns-Manville Sales Corngration, et al

Tourt of Lomncn Pleas of Fhiladelphia County

Case Ko. Fil2d: January 12, 1977

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, G2lman, Jaffe & Cramer

Amount scught: $1,000,000, sompensatory damages; $2,000,400,
puenitive damages, plus cosis

City of suit: Philadelphia, Pa.

Ogborn, Charles vs. Johns~Manville Sales Corporation, et al

Court ot Common Fieas of Philadelphia County

Casa No. Filed: January 12, 1977

Amount sought: $1,000,000, compensatory damayges; $2,000,000,
punitive damages, plus costs

City of suit: Philadelphia, Pa.

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jafife & Cramer

Miller, Richard J. Sr. vs. Johns-Manville Sales Corporaticn, et a2l

Court of Common rleas of Fhiladelphia County
Case No. Filed: January 12, 1877
ancunt sought: 1,000,006, compensatory damages; 32,000,000,
punitive damages, plus costs
ttorney handling case: Mesircv, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Philadelphia, Pa.

Wwevpler, James H. vs. Johns~Manville Sales Corporation, et al

Coert of Coammon Pleas of Philacdalphia County

Case No. Filed: January 12, 1977

rmount sought: $1,000,000, compensatory damages; $2,000,000,
punitive damages, plus costs

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffs & Cramer

City of suit: Phiiadelphia, Pa.

Forman, Abe vs. Johns-Manville Sales Corporation, et al

Court of Common Pleas of Philadalphia County

Case Nc. Filed: Janvary 12, 1377

Amount scught: §1,000,000, compensatory damages; $2.000,000,
punitive damages, plus costs

trorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer

ity of suit: Philadelphia, Pa.

o3

Strittmatter, Albar:t A. vs. Jehns-Manville Sales Corporation, et al

Court of Ccommon Plileas of Puniizdelphia County
Case No. Filed: Janvary 12, 1377
Ancunt sought: 51,008,000, compensatory damages; $2.000,000,
" punitive damages, plus costs
ney handling case: Masirov, Gelman, Jaffe 5 Cramer
ty ¢f suit: Philadelphia, Pa,

Gilbert, Thomas H. vs. Johns-Manville Sales Corvoration, =2t al
Court of Commcn Pleas of Pniladeiphia County
Casa No. Filed: January 12, 1977
amount sought: $1,000,000, compensatory damagas: $2,000,006,
punitive damages, plus costs
se: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer




Lassata, Rocco ~Mapnville Sales Corporation, et =21

Court of Comxon rieas o niladelpnia County

Case No. Filed: January 12, 1977

Amount scught: 31,000,062, compensatery damages; $2,000,800,
punitive damages, plus costs

Actorney handling casa: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer

City of suit: Prhiladelphia, Pa.

2
<

Younkman, Richard D. vs, Johns~Manville Sales Corporarion, at

Court of Comron Pleas of Philadelphia County

Case No. Filed: January 12, 1977

Amount sought: §1,000,000, compensatory damages: $2,003,000,
punitive damages, plus costs

Attorney bhandling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe 5 Cramer

City of suit: Philadelphia, Pa.

Kimmelman, Ravmond vs. Johns~Manvillie Sales Corporation, et al

Court of Common Pleas of Philadelphia County

Case No. Filed: January 12, 1977

Amount sought: $§i,000,000, compenszatory damages; $§2,000,0380,
punitive damages, plus costs

Attcrney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer

City of suit: Philadelphia, Pa,

Kida, Stanley J. vs. Johns-Manville Saley Corporation, =t al
Court of Common Fleas of Philadelphia County

Case HNo. Filed: January 12, 1977
Anount sought: 51,000,000, compensatory damages: $2,000,300,
ounitive damages, plus costs

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of suit: Philadelphia, Pa.

Volps, Amedeo vs. Johns-~Manville Sales Corporation, et al

Court of Common Pleas of Philadelphiz County

Case Ko. Filed: January 12, 1977

Amount scught: $1,000,000, compensatory damages; $2,600,000,
punitive damages, plus costs

Attorney handliing case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer

City of suit: Philadelphia, Pa.

Ditkoff, Morris vs. Johns-Manville Sales Corporation, =t al

Court of Comnon Pleas of Philadelphia County

Case No. Flleé: January 123, 1977

amount sought: $1,000,000, compensatory damages; $2,800,000,
punitive damages, plus costs

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer

City of suit: ©Philadelphia, Pa.

Bergen, John ws. Johns~Manville Sales Corsoration, et al
Court oi Common Pleas of Philadelphia County
Casa No. Piled: January Y2, 1977
Amount sought:  $1,000,000, compensatory damages; $2,000,000,
punitive damages, plus costs
ttorney handlinyg case: Mesirov, CGelisan, Jaffe & Cramer
Cilty of suit: Philadelphia, Pa.

Martin, Peter vs. Johns-Manville Sales Corpcoration, et al
Cours o Commen Fleas of Philadelphie County
Casa No. Filed: Januwary 1z, 1977
Anmcunt sought: $1,000,000, compensatory domages; §2,000,000,
punitive damages, plus costs
ay handling case: Mesirocv, Galman, Jaffe § Cramer
ity of suit: Philadelpnia, Fa.




Tirocke, Werner €. vs. Johns-Manvillzs Zales Corunration, e al

Court of Commen Pl2as of Philadelphia County

Case No. Filed: Jenuary 12, 1977

Amcuant sought: $1,080,000, compensatory damages: $2,000,08C,
punitive damagas, plus costs

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jafie § Cramer

City of suit: Philadelphia, Pa.

Di Servia, Vito vs. Johng-Manville Sales Corooration, et al

Court of Common Pieas of Philadalphia County

Case lo. Filed: Januaxy 12, 1977

Amount sought: $1,000,800, compensatory damages: $2,000,000,
punitive damages, plus costs

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer

City of suit: Philadelphia, Pa.

Smuzinsky, William vs. Johns-pManville Sales Corporation, et al

Court of Common Pleas of Philadelphia County

Case No. Filed: January 12, 1977

Amount sought: $1,000,000, ccempensatory damages; §2,003,000,
punitive damages, plus costs

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, CGelman, Jaffe & Cramer

City of suit: Philadelphia, Pa,

Staiang, Cerman vs. Johas-Manville Sales Corporation, et al

Court ¢f Commwaon rPleas of Philadelphia County

Case No. Filed: January 12, 1877

Amount sought: 351,000,000, compensatory damages; $2,000,0480,
punitive damages, plus costs

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe § Cramer

City of suit: Philadelphia, Pa.

Smith, Thomas J. vs. Johns-Manville Sales Corporation, et al

Court of Commwon Pleas of Fhiladelphia Ccunty

Casge Nc. Filed: January 12, 1877

Amount scughit: $1,600,000, compensatory damages; $2,00C,0C0,
runitive damages, plus costs

Attorney handiling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer

City of suit: Philadelphia, Pa.

Inverso, Jeseph M. vs. Johns-Manville Sales Corporation, et al

Court of Common Pleas of Philadelphia County

Case Na. Filed: January 12, 1877

Amount swught: $1,000,000, compensatory damages; $2,000,000,
punitive damages, plus costs )

Attorney bandliing case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer

City of suit: Philadelphia, Pa.

Maltese, Salvators A, vs. Jobns-Manville Saies Corporaticn, ei al

Court of Common Pleas of Philadelphiz Couaty

Case No. - Piled: January 12, 1377

Amount soughit: $1,000.000, compensatary damages; $2,000,000,
runitive Jdawmages, plus costs

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer

City of suit: Philadelphia, Pa.

Logez, Antonio vs., Axmstrong Cork Company, et al

United States District Court for the SoUtharn District of Florida
Case No. 76-411-Civ~JLXK Filed: January 11, 1977

Anount scught: $250,000, exesmplary damages; 5750,000, general

X . o 2nd special damages: plus costs ’

Attorney handling case: Fowler, White, Burnett, Hurley, Banick

& ¥night

City of

4

sit: Miami, Filorida




Breocks, Frankiin D. vs. dohns~Monvillz Preducks €2
Uniced States District Court, Northarn District o

Atlanta Bivision .
Case No. €77-2533 Filed: Februarcy 11, 1377
Amount sought: $5,000,000, actual snd punitive damages
Atterney handling zase: Sutherland, Ashili s Brennan
City of suit: Atlanta, fsorgia

o
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Cohen, Dorothy vs. Combusion Engineering, Inc., et al
United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York
Case No. 77C 157 Filed: January 24, 1877
amount sought: $500,%00, general and special cdamages,
$2,500,000, exemplary and punitive damages,
plus costs and interest
Attorney handling case: Kreindler, Ralkin & Goldberg

City of sult: New York, New Yorx
Stafus: DJismissed

Y

foach, Marie A. vs. Johns-Manville Cormoration, et al
Circuit Court, City of 5t. Louls, Misssuri
Case No. 65720 F Div. 1 Filed: Februvary 13, 1§77
Amcunt sought: $532,50C, actual damages and $1,500,008,
punitive damages, pius costs
\ttorney handling case: Spence Fane, Britt & Browne
City of auit St. Louis, n-ssc¢r1

Prim, Madeline vs. Combustion Engineering, Inu., et al

Dnited States District Court fcr the Oistrict of South Carolina
Case No. 77-301 Filed: Fabruary 15, 1977
Amount sought: To be proven at trial

Attorney handling case: Grimhall, Cabaniss, Vaughan & Guerard
City of suit: Charleston, S. C.

Huggins, Ocie vs. Combustion Engineering, Inc., et al .
Court of Common Pleas, County of Charlesten, 5outh Carolina B
Case HNo. Filed: February 13, 1977 . :
Amount sought: §$2,000,000, actual and punitive damages, plus

costs
Attorney handling case: Grimball, Cabaniss, Vaughan & Guerard
City of suit: Charleston, S. C.

£, John S. vs. Combustion Enginearing, Inc., et al
Court of Common Plzas, County of Charleston, South Carolina
Casea No. Filed: February 15, 1377
Mmount scught: §2,600,000, actual and puniiive damages, plas
costs
Attorney handling case: Grimball, Cabaniss, Vaughan & Guerard
City of suit: Charleston, 8. C.

Scott, Levy J. vs., Combustion Enginesring, Inc., et al

Court of Commcn Plieas, County of Charleston, South Carolina

Case Ko, Filed: February 15, 1977

Amount sought: $2, OOJ,VUO actual and punitive damages, plus
cost

Attorney handiing case: Crimhall, Cabaniss, Vaughan & Guerard

City of suit: Charleston, S. C.

Turner, R, L. vs. Combustiogn Engineering, Inc., et al
Court of Common Pleas, County of Charlaston, 5. C.

Case No. Tiled: Februaxy 15, 1977

Amount szought: $2,000,080, actual and punitive damages, plus
costs

Attornay handling case: Grimball,'Cananlss, Vaughan & Guarard

City of sulit: Charleston, South Carsiina

e e s e e S L L P DS ONIL E



Wesberry, Jahn B. vs. Standard Asbestos Manufacturing &
Insnlating Co., et al

United States Discrict Court, Southern District of Texas, Houzton

Case Mo, 76-H~-116 Filed: January 19, 1376

amount sovught: $600,800, plus costs and iaterest

Attornay handling case: Raker 3§ Sotts

City of suit: Houston, Texas

Adkins, Doreen vs. {ombusticn Engineering, Inc., ot al
United States District Court for the Scutnsrn District of
west Virginia at Huntington
Case No. 77-3032 Piled: February 15, 1377
Amount sought: §113,000, compensatory damages
mttorney handling case: Spilman, Thomas, Battle & Klcostermeyer
City of suit: Huntington, West Virginia

Schaeider, George L. and Kate vs, dohns~Manville Froducts
Corporation, et al

pistrict Court, Boulder County, Colcorado

Case No. Filed: Fenruary 25, 1877

amount sought: $750,000, compensatory Gamages; $25,000,000,
exemplary damages, plus costs and interest
(George Schneider); $250,000, compensatory
damages, plus costs and interest (Kate Schneider)

Attcrney handling case: Davis, Graham & Stubbs :

City of suit: Denver, Colorado

Swisher, ¥Norma I, va. Comhusticn Enginsering, Inc., =2t al
United States District Court fcr the Nerthern District of Chio,
Eastern Division

Case No. C77-182 Filed: February 17, 1977

Amount sought: $2,500,000 exemplary and vuanitive damages:
$500,000, genexal and special damages, plus
costs and interest at 6% per annum

Attorney hendling case: Baker, Hostetler & Patterson

City of suit: Cleveland, Ohig

Bradshaw, William T. and Hattie M. vs. Combustion Engineering, Inc.,
et al

United States Pistrict Court {or tha Southern District o
Virginiz at Huntington

Case No, 77-3037 Filed: February 17,

Amount sought: $500,090C (William); $250,000 {Hattie)

Artorney napdling case: Spilwan, Thomas, Battle & Xlostermeyer

City of suit: Huntington, West Virginia

th

West

2

~3

197

t

Nzazz, Chester and Margaret vs. Combustion ¥ngineexing, Inc., et al

Unit2ad States District Court for the Southern District of West
Virginia at Huntington

C e Pebruary 18, 1977

ase No, 77-3038 Fi
Amcunt sought: - $500,0006 (Chester)
Attorney handling cas=2: Spilman,

City of suit: Huntington, West Virginia

, 000 {Margaret)}
, Battle & Klostermeyer

Kirnyg, Rov M. vs. Combkustion Engineering, Ine., et al

Court of Common Pleas of the County of Charleston, §. C.

Case Nc. Filed: Januacxy 24, 1977

Amount scught: §2,000,000, compensatory and punitive damages,
. plus costs

Attorney handling case: Crimball, Cabaniss, Vauvhan § Guerard

City of suit Charleston, §. C.




Sradley, John and Jewel vs., Combusrtion Enginearing, Inc.. et al
finited States Listrict Court for the Zauthern Dlstrice of

wast Virginia at Huntington
Case No. 77-3048¢ 1
amount socught: $500,000 {husbandj; 5
attorney handling cass: Spilran, Thora
City of suit: Huntington, West Virgioi

ry

a Pebruary 23, 1977
G,000 {wife}
3, Batile & Flosternmyer

3.
s
i

tcBride, Donald T. and Bernadine vs. Combustica Epgliseecing,
Inc., et al

United 5tates District Court for the 3cuthern Ristrict o
West Virginia at Euntington

Case No. 77-3040 Filed: February 22, 1877

Amcunt sought: 5500,00C0 (hushand); 5230,000 {wifa}

Attorney handling case: Spilman, Thomas, Battle & Klostermeyer

City of suit: Huntington, Wast Virginia

*n

Stevens, Waldo and Emma vs. Combustion Enginsering, Inc., et al
fnited States District Court fox the Southern District cf

West Virginia at Huntington
Case No. 77-3041 Filed: February 22, 1977
amount sought: 5300,000 (husband); $250,030 (wife)
Attorney handling case: Spilman, Thomas, Battle & Flostermeyesr
City of suit: Huntington, West Virginia

Tuttle, Jack vs. Johns-Manville Products Corporatica, et al

District Court in and for th2 City and County of Denver

Case No. - Filed: March 2, 1877

Amount sought: $250,000, actual damages and $250,000, punitive
damages, costs and such other relief

Attorney handiing casa: Davis, Graham § Stubbs

City of suit: Denver, Colorado

Bawgus, Gordon James vs. Jochns-Manville Sales Corvoration, et al

Circuit Court of Knox County, State of Tennessee, Division I

Case No. 1-128-77 Piled: March 7, 1977

Amount sought: §750,000, compensarory damages; $1,000800 punitive
damages, plus costs

Atterney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Richardson, Hennis & Whitakar

City of suit: Knoxville, Tennesses

Evansg, Clvda J. vs. Johng~Manville Sales Corporation, et al

Circuit Court of Kanox County, State cf Tennessee, Division I

Case No. 1-126-77 Filed: March 7, 1977

Amcunt scught: 750,000 compensatory damages; $1,000,000 punitive
damagas, plus costs

Attorney handling case: Witt, Saither, Ricbardson, Henniss & Whitaker

City of suit: Knoxville, Teanessee ’

Huskins, Howard C. and Wife vs. Johns-Manville Salss Corporation, et a

Circuit Court of Xnox County, State of Tennessee, Division LLIL o

Case No. 3-126-~77 Filed: March 7, 1977

amcunt sought: §$730, compensatory damages; $250,200 cowmpensatory
damages (husband); $259,000 compensatory damages (wife
31,000,000 punitive cdamages, plus costs {(bozh}

City of suit: HKaoxville, Tennassee




MeKee, Ralph and Martha X. vs. Joans-Manville Zales Corporation,

et al
Circult Court of Xnox County, State of Tennessee, uivisicn T
Casze No. 1-127-77 Filed: Marenh 7, 187
pmount sought: $750,000 compensatory damages (hu sband)

$256,000 compensatory damages (wzfe ;

$1,000,000 punitive damages {both)
Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Richardson, Hennlss & Whitaker
City of suit: Kaoxville, Tennessee

Stzrn

5, John §. and Barbara G. vs. Johns-Manville Sales Uorporation,
S
t al
circuit Court of ¥nox County, State of Tennessze, Division II
Case No. 2-127-77 Filed: March 7, 1977
Amount scught: $750,000 compensatory damages (husband);

$250,000 compensatory damages (wife):;

$1,000,000 punitive damages (both), plus costs
Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Richardson, Henniss & Whitakar
City of suit: ZXnoxville, Tennessee

Starnes, 0. XK. and Jerriann M. vs. Joans-Manville Sales Corporation

et al
Circuit Court of Knox County, Stats of Tennessee, Division II
Case No. 2-128~77 Filed: March 7, 1977

amount sought: §$750,000 compensatory damages {husband):

§250,000 compensatory damages (wife);

$1,000,000 punitive damages (both), plus costs
Attorney handling case: Witt, Galther, Richardscn., Hemniss & Whitaker
City of suit: Knoxville, Tennessee

Starnes, Rov Lewis and Lula B. vs. Johns-Manville Sales Corpozation
ct al

Cireuit Court of Knox County, S5tate of Tennessee, Division IXI

Case No. 3~127~-77% Filed: Mayxch 7, 1977

Amcunt sought: $750,00C compensatory damages ‘husband);

$250,00¢ compensatory damages ({wife);

$1,000,200 punitive damages (bocth), plus costs
Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Richardson, Henniss & Whitaker
City of suit: Knoxville, Tennessee

Thomas, Earl vs. Johnsz~Manville Sales Coroaration, et al

Circult Court of Knox County, State of Tennesses, Division I[II

Case Ng, 3-128-77 T Filed: March 7, 1177

Amount sought: $750,000 compensatory damages; $1,400,000 pun;tive
damages, plus costs

rtterney handling case: Witt, Gaitherx, Richardscn, Henniss & Whitakex

City of suit: Xnoxville, Tennessee

Tuck, Earle D. vs. Combustion Enginszering, Inc., et ai

United States pDistrict Court for the District of South Carolina
Crharlestan Bivisioa

Case MNo. 77~0413 Filed: March 7, 1377

Amount sought: To be determinad at trial

Attorney handling case: Crimball, Cabaniss, Vaughan & Guearard

City of =zuit: Charleston, South Carslina

Turnayr, William &, vs. Johns-Manville Produacts Corperation, et al
District Court in and foxr the City and County of Denver, 5State of

Colozrado
Case No. Filed: Mareh 4, 1977
Axmount sought: $250,800 actual damages and $250,00C puanitive damages,

plus costs and other zelxeL
orney handling caza: Davis, Graham & Stubbs
v cof sait: Deanver, Colorade




tiaaner, Larrv L. vs. Johas-Manville Products Corporaticn, ¢t al

3istrict Court in and for the County of Soulder, State of Coleorads

Case No. : Filed: March 4, 1977

Aamcunt sought: $750,C00 compensatory damages; $25.000,000 exemplary
damages (husband}; $230,000 (wife}: plus intersse,

costs, etc.
Attorney hanéling case: Davis, Graham & Stubbs
City of suit: Boulder, Zolorado

woody, Fdwin James and Roberta vi. Johns-Manville Sales Corporetion,

et a3l
Circult Court of Knox County, State of Teanessea, Division II
Case NO, 2-136-77 FPiled: March 7, 1977

Amount sought: $750,030 compensatary dawmages (husband);

$250,000 compansatory damages (wife);

$i,000,C000 punitive damages {both}, plus costs
Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Richardson, Henniss & Whitaker
city of suit: Xnoxville, Tesnessee

Dudley, Margaret 2. {Executrix), et al vs. UJohns-Manville Cerwsoration,

et ai
Supreme Courz of the State of New York, County of Erie
Casa No. Filed: Febrvary 22, 1377

Amount sought: $5,250,000 plus costs and disbursements
Atrorney handling case: Phillips, Lytle, Hitchceock, Blaine & Huber
City of suit: Buffalo, N.Y.

Bull, Wilfred vs. Combustion Enginsa2ring, Inc., et zl

Court of Commcn Pleas of the State of South Carolina, County of
Charleston

Case No. Piled: March 7, 1977

amount sought: 35300,000 actual and punitive damages

httorney handling case: Grimball, Cabaniss, Vaughan & Guerard

City cf suit: Charleston, South Carolina

Kelly, Nelson D. vs. Johns~Manville Corporation, et al

Supreme Court of the State of HWew York, County of Erie

Case No. Filed: Janvary 21, 1977

Amount sought: $1,000,000 plus costs and disbursaments

Attorney handling case: Phillips, Lytle, Ritchcock, Blaine & Hubex
City of suit: Buffalo, New York

Lawson, .James vs. Johns-Manville Corecration, et al

Supreme Court, State of New York, County of Erie

Case No. Filed: Januwary 21, 1577

Amount soughit: $1,000,000, together with costs and disbursements
Attorney handling case: Phillips, Lytle, Hitchecock, Blaine & Huber
City of suit: Buffalo, New York

TrAdsedidng v Amed An Tvamiakwiy AF bha Sokaka

Lnited States District Cocurit for theliorthern District of YPexas
Dallasz Bivision

Case No. CA3-77-0333 Filed: March 14, 1977

Armount sought: $350,000 compensatory damages; $2Z,500 burial
expenses; $150,000 mental apd physical pain and
suffering and mental anguish and for reasonable
and necessary medical billsg incurred.

terney handling case: Strashurger, Price, Kalton, Martin & Unis

ty of :  Dallas




Larson, Lloyd R. vs. Fib
Superior Court of the &

r Products Corporacion, e& al
Calilfornia 1n and for th2 City

o]~

and County cf San Franzis
Case No., 717-5%6 Filed: January 21, 1977

ameunt sought: Te be proven at trial
Attorney handling case: icCutchen, Doyle, Brown & Enersen

City of suiz: San Fraacisco

Ferris, Kathleen, Evecutrix of the Estate of Walter J. Ferris,

vs. Johna-Manvililie Products Corporation, et al

Court of Comunon Pieas of Philadelphia County

Case HNo. Filed: July . 1378
Amount sought:

Attornevy handling cass: Mesirov, Gelman, JaZfe & Cramer
City of suit: Philadelphia, Pa.

Parker, Ophelia, Individually And As Sols Heir of Harxold T. Parksy

vs. Johns-Manville Products Corporation, et al

United States District Court fex the Northern District of Texas,

Dallas Division

Case No. CA 3-77-0372F Filed: March 18, 1377

amount sought: $350,000 compensatory damages; $2,500 burial and
funeral expenses: $150,000 mental and physical pain,
mental anguish and medical bills, plus interest

Attorney handling case: Strasburger, Price, XKelton, Martin & Unis

City ¢f suit: Dallas, Texas

Stewart, John, Individually And As Executor Of the Zstate of

Otho C. Stewart, vecezased and Suzan aimmer vs. Jonns~Manviilie

Products Corporation, et al

United States BDistrict Ccocur:t for the MNorthern District of Texas,

Dallas Division

Case No. CA 3-77--0373F Piled: March 18, 1977

Aamount sought: $160,000 compensatory damagas; $2,500 burial and
funeral expenses; $150,000 mental and pnysical
pain and sufferiang and mental anguish and medical
bills incurred

ttorney handling vase: Strasburgexr, Price, Kelton, Martin & Unis
City of suit: Dallas, Texas .

Joneas, William T. vs. Johns~-Manville Corporaticn, et al
Court of Common Pleas of Delaware County

Case Mo, 76~11065 Filed: RAugust 6, 1$76
Attcrney nandling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffs & Cramer
Amount sought: Determined at trial

City of suix: Media, Pa.

Maher, Josz2oh F. vs. Johas-Manville Corporation, et al
Court cf Common Pleas cf Delawars County

Case NMe. 76-1106% Filed: QAugust &, 1976
Mrount sought: DRetermined at trial

Attorney handling case: Mesirev, Gelman, Jafife & Cramex
City of suit: Media, Pa.

Miles, Jackson Kenneth vs. Johns~Manville Corporation, et al
Court of Commen Fleas of Delaware County

Case No 75-~-1106S Filed: August 5, 1976
Arount t: Determined at trial

Attorne dling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe & Cramer
City of gsuip: Media, Pa.

B TSTTTOCTPES



Petille, ELaznial vs. Johns-Manville Corsoraticn, =t al
Court of Common Pleas oi Delaware County

Case No. 76-11(65 Filed: August 6, 1378
Amount sought: Determinsd at trial

Attorney handling case: Mesirov, Gelman, Jaffe s Cramer
City of suit: Madia, Pa.

Poclinchak, Wiliiam vs, Jchns~Mapville Cerporation, et al
Court of Common Pleas oI Delaware County
Case Ne. T76-11063% Filed: August &, 1976
Attorney handling case: Mesirov, arn, Jaffe & Cramex
amount ssught: Determined at trial

City of suit: Media, Pa.

Flemina. ¥»ances &, ., Pxacutnr nader +*ba Tast Will and Testarment
nT I it R A R SR nT

Corporation, et al

Suparior Court of the State of California in and for the City
and County of San Francisco

Case Mo, 720-331 Filed: March 17, 1377

Attorney handling case: McCutchen, Doyls, Brown & Enersen

Amount sought: Determined at trial

City of suit: San Francisco, Calif,

Schnetke, Helen A,, Execubtrix of the Estate o0f Ronald 7. Schnetke,

gec'd,. vs. Combustion Engineering, Inc., et al

United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylwvania

Case No., 77~765 Filed: March 3, 1977

Attorney handiing case: Mesirov, Geiman, Jaffe & Cramer

Amount sought: $500,000 general ané special damagas: §2,300,000
exemplary and punitiva damages, plus costs and
interast at 6% par annum

City of suit: ©Philadelphia, Pa,

Mitchell, Robert P. vs. Jonns-Manville Sales Corporation, et al

Circuit Court for the County of Wayne, State of Michigan

Case No. 77-7010648~KP Filed: April 4, 1977

Amsunt sought: $1,000,000 g=neral and svecial damageas;
$1,000,000 exemplary damages, plus costs and
disbursements and intarast on said judgment
at 5% per annum

Attorney handling case: Rarvey, Xruse: & Westen

City of suit: Detroit, Michigan

a3

Driggs, Ravmond ws. S*andard Asbhestos Manufazturing § Insulating
Co., et al

United Brates District Court for the Southern District of Texas,
Houston Division

Case Ko, HB~77~533 Filed: Apxil 4, 1977

Amount sought: $273,000, plus interest

Attorney handling case: Baker & Botts

City of suit: Housten, Texas

Weirauch. Josephine M, ag general fiduciary of the estats of

Alireé¢ Frederick Weirauch, deceased vs. Johns-HManvillie Saies

Corporation, et al .

Circait Court for the County of Wayne, State of Michigan

Case No. 77-711 317 Np Filed: April 11, 1977

Amount sought: 51,000,000 general and special damages;
531,000,000 exemplary damagas, plus costs,
dishursements and interest at 3% per annum

A;tornsy h§ndling case: Harvey, Xrase & Weasten

City of suit: Detroit, Michigan




Warper, Charles K., as administrator of the es
Harper, deceased vs. Johns-Manville Bales Corp
Tircuit Court for the Ceounty of Wayna, State o
Case No. 77-711 309 NP Filed: april 11, 1977
Amount sought: $1,0006,000 general and special dawayes,
$1,000,000 exemplary damages, plus costs,
dishursamants and intarest at 5% per annum
Attornay handling case: Harvey, Kruse & Yesten
City of suit: Detroit, Hichigan

at
:‘\

t
=}
£

Starnes, Billy Joe and wife, Carolyvn Carlton Starnes vs,

Johns-Manville Sales Corporation, ef ai

Circuit Court for Knox County, Tennessee

Case No. 1-200-77 Filed: April 13, 1977

amount souaght: $750,000 compensatory damages {husband} ;
$250,000 compensatory damages {(wife):
$1,000,000 punitive damages (buth)

Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Richardson, Henniss

& Wnitaker
City of suit: Knoxville, Tennessee

Ruff, William J. vs. Combustion Engineering, Inc., et al

United States District Court for the District of South Carolina,
Charleston Division

Case Na, 77-685 Filed: April 15, 1877

Amount sought: To be determined at trial

Attorney handling case: Grimball, Cabaniss, Vaughan & Guerard

City of suit: Charleston, &.C.
Status: Settled

Xaminski, Jerome vs. Combustion £ngineering, Inc., et al

United States Disbtrict Court for the District of South Carolinra,
Charleston Division

Case No. 77-683 Filed: April 15, 1977

Amount sought: To be determined at trial .
Attorney handling case: Grimdall, Cananiss, Vaughan & Guerard
City of suit: Charleston, S.C.

Status: Settled

Froman, Clifford vs. Armstrong Cork Coxmpagy, et al
Onited States District Court for the Scuthern District of Florida,
Miami Division
Case Ne. 76-2257 Filed: December 14, 1876
Amount sought: $750,000 general and special damagas

$250,000 exemplary damages, plus costs and interest .
Attorney handling case: Fowler, White, Burnett, Hurley, Banick & Xnigh
City of suit: Miami, Flerida ’

Ochoa, Onelio va. Armstrong Cork Comparny, et al
inited States pisitrict Court for bhe Scuthern Ristrict of Florida,
Miami Division
Case No. 77-1046 Filed: tarch 30, 1977
Amcunt sought: §$750,000 general and special damages

$250,000 exemplary damages, plus costs and interest
Attorney handling case: Fowler, White, Burnett, Huarley, Ranick & Eniyt
City @f guit: Miami, Florida

Adams, Doris Maxine, Executrix of the Bstate of Edward Lee Adams
. G CovE ot VAY Qi

at Hunitington

Case MNo. 77-3064 ’ Filed: April l4, 1377

amount sought:  §113,000 compensatorny damages

Attorney haundling case: Spilman, Thomas, Batble & Klostermaeyer

City «F suit: Hunkisghion, W. Va,




Pandley, Ethal fowman, Executxix of the Estate of John Harold
Pandley, Doccased vs. Combustion Engineering, Inc., et al
United States District Court for the Northern District of
Georgia, Atlanta Division

Case No. C77-632 JFiled: April 22, 1577

amount sought: %o be determinad at trial .
Attorney bandiing case: Sutharland, Asbill s Brennan

City of suit: Atlanta, Georgia

Waters, Hlerace G., Jr. vs. Combustion Engineering Conmpany, Inc.,

United States District Ccurt for the Northern District of Georgia,
Atlanta Division :

Case No. C77-5833A Filted: April 22, 1977
Amount sought: $2,000,000 compensatory and punitive damages and
costs

Attarney handling case: Sutherland, Asbill & Rrennan
City of suit: Atlanta, Georgia

Individually, and for the use

. v

Rucker, Edna R.. and benefit of -

P I LN ean oL ey, o e T atete e

Circuit Court of Knax County, Tennessee, DRivision IX

Case No. 2-220-77 Filed: April 22, 1977

Amount sought: 1,000,000, compensatory damages; $1,000,000,
punitive {amages, plus costs

Abttorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Richardson, Henniss & Whitaker

City of suit: Knoxville, Tennessee

Gatlin, Helen, Bxecuirix of the Estate of John B. Gatlin, Decaased
vs. Combustion Engineering, Jnc., et al

Court of Common Pleas, County of Charleston, State of South Carolina
Case No. Piled: Aapril 7, 21977

Amrount sought: $2,000,000 actual and punitive damages

Attcrney handling case: Grimball, Cabanisgs, Vaughan & Guerard

City of suit: Charleston, §.C.
Status: Settled

Faltesek, John vs. Standard Asbestos Manufacturing & Insulating Co.

United States District Court for the Southern District of Texas,

Houstan Division

Case Na. H~77-63% Filed: May 4, 1977

amount sought: $275,000 general and special damages, plus costs
and interest

Attorney handling case: Baker & Botts

Citv of suit: Houston, Texas

White, Evelyn, Bxecutriz of the Estate of Walter F. White, Deceased
vs., Combustion Lngineering, inc., el al (Refiled} - Survival Action
Court of Common Fleas, County of Crzenville, State ol Scuth Carolina
Case No, ) Filed: Aapril 25, 1977

Amount. sought: $1,000,000 compensatory and punitive dawmages
Attorney handling case: Wyche, Burgess, Freeman & Parhan

City of suit: Craanville, South Carclina

Status: Settled

Davis, Herherbk Wilson, Jr. vs. Combustien Bngineering, Ina., ot al
United States District Court for the #Middle District of Flaorida
Case No. 77~357~Civ-J~8 Filed: May 3, 1977
Amount sought: 7To be determined at trial
Attorney handiing case: TFowler, White, Burpebt, Hurley, Banick

& Knight

City of surt: Miami




William E. Walty vs. Fibreboard Corparation, et al

Onited §tates pistrict Court for the Eastern District of

Texas —~ Beauwont Division

Case No. B-77-236-CA Filed: May 19, 1977

amount sought: $1,000,000 general and special damages,
$500,000 exenplary damages, plus costs
and disbursements and intarsst at 3% per anmun

Attorney handling case: CQrgain, Bell & Tucker

City of suit: Beauxmont, Texas

Elkins, Geneva, et al vs. Fibreboard Corpeoration, et al
UInited States District Court for the Eastern Disirict of
Texas — Beaumont Division

Case No. B-77-246-CA Filed: May 25, 1977
Anount sought: $600,000 general and special damages, exemplary
damages, plus interest at 9%, plus costs

Attorney handling case: Orgain, Bell & Tucker
City of suit: Beauwmont, Texas

Farp, Ruby L. Individually, and for the use and benefit
of the next of kin of Edgar 1. Earp, Deceased
. Circuit Court of Knox County, Division IIX

Case No. 3-277-77 Filed: May 20, 1977

Amount sought: §1,000,000, compensatoxy damages;
$1,000,000, punitive damages

Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Richardson, HYenniss

& Whitaker
City of suit: Xnoxville, Tennessee

Treadway, John J. vs. The Celotex Corporation, et al

Circullb Court for Knox County, Tennessee

Case No, 2~280-77 Piled: May 23, 1977

Amount sought: §750,000, compensatory damages; §1,000,000,

punitive damages

Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Richardson, Henniss
& VWhitaker

City of sucit: ZXnoxville, Tennessee

sty Fewe €L vvr. Iohns-Manville Corxporation, et ajl
L. etatu. taintr Lo Court far the Bastern District of
Virginia, Richmond Division
Case No. 77~0289-R ¥Filed: May 25, 1977
amount sought: $1,000,000 conpensatory damages;
$2,000,000 punitive damages, plus costs
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Richmond, Virginia

Dayle, Lewis M. vs. Johns-Manville Corporation, et al
United States District Court for the Bastern District of
Virginia, Richrond Division
Case Neo. 77-0289-R FPiled: May 25, 1977
amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages;
$2,00C,0¢0 punitive damages, plus casts
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Richmond, Virginia

Fisher, Gilbert T. vs. Johns-Manville Corporatiocn, et al

. Onited Staktes District Court for the Easkern District of
Virginia, Richmend Division
Casa Wo., 77-0289-R Filed: dMay 3%, 1977

Amount sought: 31,060,000 compensatory damages;

$2,060,660 punitive damages, plus costs
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Richwmond, Virginia




- st ~rrsean AL, Sr. vs. Joehns-Manvalle Corporation, et al

strict Court for the Eastern [aistrict of
virginia, Richmond Division
Case No. 77-0239-% Piled: May 2%, 1977
mount sought: 51,000,000 cowmpznsatory damages:
$2,000,000 punitive dawmages, plus costs
Attorney handling case: Jones, BleChman, Woliz & Xelly
City nof suit: ichmond, Virginia

Ropking, Chaxles M. vs. Johns-Manville Corporatiocon, et al
dnited States District Gourt for the Eastern District of
virginia, Richmond Division
Case Ra. 77-0289-R Filed: May 25, 1377
amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatcery damages:
$2,000,000 punitive damages, plus costsz
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Xelly
City of snit: Richmond, Virginia

Johnson, Melvin J. vs. Johns-Manville Corporation, et al
United States District Court for the Fastern District of
Virginia, Richmond Division
Case No. 77-0289-R riled: May 25, 1977
Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damiges;
$2,00C,000 punitive damages, plus costs
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Richmond, Virginia

Myrick, Wilson A. vs. Johns~Manville Corpoeration, et al
Unlted States District Court for the Eastern District of
Virginia, Richmond Division
Case No. 77-0289-R Filed: May 25, 1877
Amaunt sought: $1,000,000 compensatory darnages;
$2,000,000 punitive damages, plus costs
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City ©of suit: Richmond, Virginia

Tench, Walson L. vs. Johns-Manville Corporation, et al
United States District Court for the Eastarn District of
virginia, Richmond Division )
Case No. 77-028%~R Filed: May 25, 1977
Amount soughbt: $1,000,000 compensatory damages;
$2,000,0¢0 punitive damages, plus costs
Attorney handling case: Jonaes, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Richmond, Virginia

Waymack, Georme R., Jr. vs. Johns~Manville Corporatica, et al
United 5tates District Court for the Fastern District of
Virginia, Richmond Division
Case No. 77-0289-R Piled: May 258, 1977
amount sought: §1,000,000 campensatory damages;

$2,00¢,000 punitive damages, plus costs
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Richmond, Virginia

Yiilliams, Glen vs. Johns-Manville Fraducis Corporation, et al
tinited States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas
Case No. M-77-46-Ca Filed: Juna 2, 1977

ampunt sought:  $1,000,000 astual and exewplary damarnes
Attorney handling case: Strasburger & Price ’

City cf suit: Dallas, Teras




.
t#obson, Lionel J. ve. Fibreboard Paper Products Carporation, et al
§Upericr Court of the State of California in and for the City and
County of San Francisco

Case No. 723-535% Filed: May 25, 1977

Amount soughk: To be determined at trial

Attorney handling case: McCutchen, Doyle, Arown & Enersen

City of suit: San Prancisco, California

Lugque, £mil J. vs, Fibroboard Paper Products . Corporaticn, et al
Superior Court of the State of California in and for the City
and County of S$San Francisco

Case No. 723-6684 Filed: May 27, 1977

Amount sought: To be determined at trial

Attorpey handling case: McCutchen, Doyvle, Brown & Enersen
City of suit: San Francisco, California

Arnocld, James P. vs. Johns-Manville Corporation, a%t al
Commonwealth ol Massachusetts superior Court, County of Suffolk
‘Case No. 21588 FPiled: June 8, 1977

Amount sought: $300,000 plus costs and interest

Attorney handling case: Hale & Dorr

City of suit: Boston, Massachusetis

Wagner, Joan Guenther, as Executrix of the Estate of Charles
Wiagner, also known as Bud Wagner, Deceased v. Johns-Manvills
Corporation, et al

Superior Court of New Jersey Law Division-Essex County

Case No. L 36979 78 Piled: dJune 7, 1977
amount sought: To he determined at trial

Attorpey handling case: BHaannoch, Weisman, Stern & Besser
Ccity of suit: Jersey City, New Jersey

Austin, Donald Roy and Lorena M. Austin v. Combustion ¥ngineering,
Inc., at al

Unlted'States District Court for the Scuthern District of

West Virginia at Huntington

Case MNo. 77—313% Filed: June 8, 1977

Amount sought: $500,000 (husband): $250,000 (wife)

A?torney h§ndlxng case: Spilman, Thomas, Batitle & Klostermeyer
City of suit: Huntington, West Virginia

Demahy, Francis J. v. Fibreboard Corporation, et al

United States District Coart for the Eastern District of

Texas, Beaurcnt Division

Case No. B-77-283%-CA Filed: June 14, 1%77

Amount soughi: $500,000, general and special damages, plus
legal interests and costs ’

Attorney handling caze: Orgain, Bell & Tucker

City of snit: Beaumont, Texas

Schmidt, Mary K., Administratrix of the Estate of Donald J

J. Scnmidt,

Deceased v, Johns-Manville Sales Corporation, er ob
&xrcu%c Courte for the County of wWayoe, State OF .Michigan
Case No. 77-718937NP Filed: June 15, 1977
Amount sought: $l{000,000 wrongful death, plus interesit on
sald judgment until paid at the rate of 5%
POy anpum
%?tcrney haundiing case: Dykeina, Cossatt, Spentor, Goodnow & Priga
City of suli: Detroit, Michigan




Graham, Doris A., Administratrix of the Estate of Wiltliam J.
Graha . ] ’
Uniltad States District Court for the District of Rhode I;lano
Case No. 78§-009C Filed: Juns 22, }97{
Amount sought: $200,000 for wrongful death of plaintiff's
rushand, plus interest and costs .
httorney handling case: Hanson, Curran, Bowen & Parks
Ccity of suit: Providence, Rhode Islaand :

Wood, Kenneth Bugene vs. Johns-Manville Sales Corporation, et al
District Court in and for the City and County of Denver,

State of Colorado

Case Wo. C-72795 Filed: June 30, 1977

Amount sought: $250,000 actual damages; 5250,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Davis, Graham & Stubbs

City of suit: Denver, Colorade

Perino, Thoisas D. vs. Johns~Manville Sales Coxpanration, et al
District Court in and for the City and County of Denver,

- State of Colorado

Casze No. C-~72796 Filed: June 30, 1877
Amount sought: $500,000 actual and punitive damages, plus costs
Attorney handling case: Davis, Graham & Stubbs -
City of suit: Denver, Colorado

Rushing, Leroy, Jr. vs. Johns~Manville Sales Corporation, et al
District Court in and for the City and County of Denver,

State of Colorado .

Case No. C~72798 filed: June 30, 1977
Amount sought: $500,000 actual and punitive damages, plus costs
Attorney handling case: Davis, Graham & Stubbs

City of suit: Denver, Colorado

Rerry, -Mary Lou, Administratrix of the Estate of Clyde E. Berry, Jr.,
Deceased vs. Johns-Manviile Sales Corporation
Circult Court for the County of Wayne, State of Michigan
Case No. 77-720%27 Piled: June 29, 1977
Amount sought: $1,000,000 general and special damages;

$2,000,000 exemplary damages, plus costs and interest
Attorney handling case: Dykems, Gossett, Spencer, Goodnow & Trigg
City of suit: Detroit, Michigan :

Matthaws, Alma Ruth N., Executrix of the Estate of Rufus Matthews,
Deceased vz. Johns-Manville Products Corporaticn, et al

Court of Comman Pleas, County of Charleston, South Carolina

Case No. Filed: June 20, 1%77

Amouat sought: $2,000,000 actwal and puniitive damages

Attorney handling case: Grimball, Cabanisz, Vaughan & Guerard
City of suit: Charleston, S$.C.

Status: Settled

Carpentar, Leois ., et al v. Johns~Manville Produycts Carnnratiang,

e tm e e M A e

Marshall Division

Case No. M-T77-66-CA Fi July 22, 1377
Amount sought:  $2503,000 actual and exes ry damagaes
Attorney handling case: Strasburger & Prics

City of suit: Dallas, Texas i




Ejorquist, ponald C. vs. Fibreboard Paper Products Cocrporation, =%t al
finited States District Court for the District of Minnesota - ¥Fifth
Civision -

Case No. 5-77-67 Filed: August 5, 1977

Amount sought: §500,000 general and special damages;

$100,000 exemplary damages, plus costs and interest
Attorney handling case:
City of suit: Minneapolis. Mionesota

Matthews. John L. vs. Johns~Manville Products Corporation, ek al
€ourt of Common Pieas for the County of Greenville, South Carolina
Case No. Filed: Auvgust 9, 1977
Amount sought: $2,000,000 actual, punitive and cempensatory damaygas
~ Attorney handling case: Wyche, Burgess, Freeman & Parham

city,of suit: Greenville, South Carolina

. el Lo . e T I PP
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Dennis, Mary J., Executrix of the Estate of Rugssell A. Dennis,

beceased vs. Jchns-Manville Corporation, et al

United States Listrict {ourt For the Eastern District of Virginia,

Norfolk Division

Case Ko, 77-521-N Filed:  August 4, 1977

Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages: 32,000,000 punitive
damages, plus costs

Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz § Xelly

City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

Marlin, Sadie Pauline, Individually and for the use and benefit

of the next of kin of Howard E. Marlin, Deceased v, Johns-Manville
Sales Corporation, et al

Circuit Court of Kpox County, State of Tennessee, Divisiocn I

Case No. 1-434-77 Filed: August §, 1977

Amount sought: $1,000,000 plus costs for wrongful death of husband
Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Henniss & Whitaker

City of suit: Knoxville, Tennessee

[

. ' . 1r
Case No. 2-434-77 Filed: August 9, 1877
Amount sought: $750,000 compensatory damages; $1,000,000 punitive
damages, plus costs
Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Henniss & Whitaker
City of suit: ZXnoxville, Tennessee

R TR Lt e Y e e e et 3, .
et T R ‘e NI ! $ 1

I P . TR I 0 of Texas,

Beaumont Division

Case No. B~77~37%-Ca Filed: August 15, 1977

Amount scught: $600,000 general and special damages;
§500,000 exemplary damages, plus costs and
interest at 9%

Attorney handling case: Orgain, Bell & Tucker

City of suit: Beauronf, Texas

HiY}, Reginald Guy and Mary Lorena Hill v. Cambustion Engineering,
Iac., et al

United Siates Mistrict Court for the Southern District of West Virgini
at Ruutiogton

Case Ho. 77-121% Filed: »Auqust 22, 1977

Amount sought: $1,500,000 (husband): 33020.,.000 {wife)

Arreraey handling case: Spilmen, Thomas, Battle § Klostermoyer

Qity of guic: Hantinglon, West Virginia




Moyars, Harley, and wife, Futh R, Movers v. Jonns-Maaville Sales ’

Corporation, et al

Circuit Court for ¥noz Couaty, Tennessee

Case No. 2-462-77 ¥iled: August 22, 1977

amount sought: $7%0,000 compensatory damages l(husband); $250,000 .
compansatory damages {wife), plus $1,000,000 punitive
damages {both}

Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Henniss ¢ Whitaker

City of suit: Kaoxville, Tennessee

Gunter, Joe and wife, Mary Jang Gunterx V. Joh.a-Manville Sales

Corporation, et al

Circeit Court for Knox County, Tanhnessee

Case No. 3~462-77 Filed: bAugust 22, 1977

Amount sought: $750,000 compensatory damages (husband); $250,.000
compensatory damages (wife), plus $1,000,000
punitive damages (both)

Attornay handling case: Witt, Gaither, Henniss & Whitaker

City of suit: Xnoxville, Tennessee

Chunn, Logan Jarrett and wife, Sally O. Chuna v. Johnz~Manville

Sales Corporaticn, et al

Circuit Court for Knox County, Tennessee

Case No. 2-463-~77 Filed: August 22, 1977

Amount sought: $730,000 compensatory damages {(husband}; $250,000
compensatory damages (wife), plus $1,000,000 punitive
damages (both)

Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Henniss & Whitaker

ity of suit: Knoxville, Tenneseee

Barbes, Jamns Melton and wife Sarah q‘llxvan Barbee v. Johns-—
Manville Sales Corporation, et al
Circuit Court for Knox County, Tennessee
Case Wo. 3-433-77 Filed: July 6, 1877
Amount sought: §75€,000 compansatory damages (both);
$250,000 compensatory damages {wife);
$1,000,000 punitive damages, plus costs {(both)
Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Henniss & Whitaker
City of suit: Knoxville, Tennessee

Penery

Carl H. and wife, Ruth H. Penery v. Johns-Manville

v

T I T W
Filed: August 9, 1377
0,000 compensatory damages (each);

0,000 compensatary damages [wife};

500,000 punitive damages, plus costs (both)
Attorney handling case: Wltt, Gaither, Henniss & Whitaker
City of suit: Knoxville, Tenneseee

Case ﬁo. 3 434 77
Arount scught: §7
$325
$%

3

3
3
'

Adams, Dallas Ford, Executrix of the Estate of Bervia V. Adams,
. ‘ Yo o . N < i RS L Tt ter Lt . ' *

LRI . Tt . Fd M N ! ol s ot veon, L L A -:=
South Carolina

Case MNo. Filed: August 23, 1977
Amount sought: $2,000,000 compensatory and punitive damages
Attorney haundling case: Wyche, Bnrgpss, Preeman & Parhan
City of suit: Gregenville, South Carzoli

Status: Sattled

Derxick, Pate wW., Adminlstrakrix of the L tate ol John C. Darrick,
Deceased v. < R Pt

Court of Com - : : o

Carolin

Case No. Filed: BRugusi 23, 14977

Amanmd anneh i, € NN NNAN camrarmeadmrir and momi s 00 Samaaoc

.




Purham, Pavid €. v. Johns-Manville Corporation, el al
Jnited States District Court for the Fastern District of Virginia
Norfolk Division
Case No. .77-135-N C/P #77-1 Filed: Auagust 31, 1877
amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages
$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handing case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: ~Horfolk, Virginia

Hudson, Willie M. v. Johns-Manville Corp., et al
finited States Discrict Court for the Eastern District of Virginia
Narfolk Division
Case No., 77-=135-N C/P §77-1 Filed: RAugust 31, 1977
amount sought: $1,000,000 conmpensatury danages
$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Yorfolk, Virginia

Coates, James P. v. Johns-Manville Corp., et al :
rited States District Court for the Fastern District of Virginia
fiorfolk Division
Case No. 77-135-K C/¢ $77-1 Filed: August 31, 1977
Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages

$2,000,000 punitive damagas
Attorney handling case: Jonesz, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

Weaver, Robert H. v. Johangs-Manville Corp., et al
United States District Court for the Kastern Districkt of Virginia
Norfol¥ Division
Case No. 77-135-N C/P #77-1 ¥iled: August 3%, 1977
Amount sought: $§1,000,000 compansatory damages
$2,000,0u0 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: VNorfolk, Virginia

Ciccone, Silvester J. vs. Johns-Manville Corp., et al
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia
Norfolk Division .
Case No. 77-135~N C/P #77-1 _ Filed: August 31, 1977
Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory Qamages
$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

West, James E. v, Johns—-Manville Corn., ot al

United States District Court fox the East

Norfolk Division

Case No. 17-135-N /P #77-1 Fiied: August 31, 1977

Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages '
$2,000,000 punitive danages

Attorney handling cvase: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly

City of suit: WNorfolk, Virginia

Burke, Robert A. Jr. v. Johns-—Manville Corp., et al

nited States District Court for the Easkern BRistrict of Virginia
Norfalk RDivision
Case No. T7-135-N /P #77-1 filed: August 31, 1977
hArount sought: $1,000,000 cuompensatory damages

$2,000,000 punitive damayes
attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz § Xelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia




Reutlinger, Clarense v. Jahna-Manville Corp., et al
United States District Conrt for the Eastera District of Virginia
Norfolk Division
Case Ko. 77-134%-N C/P #77-1 Filed: August 31, 1377
amount scught: $1,000,000 compensatory damages
$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorpey handling case: Jones, Blechiman, HWolt:s & Kelly
City of suit: Noxrfolk, Virginia

Ward, Rafael V.. v. Johns-Manville Corp., et al .
United Staftes District Court tor the Bastern District of Virginia
Norfolk Division
Case No. 7-135-N /P $#77-1 Filed: Augusi 31, 1977
Amount scught: $1,000,000 compensatory damages

$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

Braswell, Clyde D. v. Johas-Manville Corp., 2t al
inited States District Court for the Fastern District of Virginia
Norfolk Division
Case No. 77-135-N C/F §77-1 Filed: Auwgust 31, 1977
Amount sought: §$1,000,000 compensatory damages
$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz § Kelly
City of suit: Noxfolk, Virginia

white, Milton v. Johns-Manville Corp., et al
United States pistrict Court for the hastern District of Virginia
Norfolk Division )
Case No. 77-135-N C/P 4#77-1 Filed: August 31, 1977
Amount scught: §1,000,000 compensatory damages
$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia ’

Plgg, James L. v. Johns~Manville Corp., et al
United States District Court for the EBastern Uistrict of virgisia
Noxfolk Division )
Case HNo. 7-135-K /P $77-1 Filed: Adugust 31, 1977
hRmount sought: §$1,000,000 compensatory damages
$2,000,000 punitive damages

+ttorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly

City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

Boacham, James E. v. Johns~Manville Corp., st al
United States fiistrict Court for the Eastern District of Virginia
Norfeolk npivision
Case No. 77-135-N &/P #77-1 Filed: August 31, 1977
Amount sought: $1,0500,000 compensatory damages
$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

fHlewitt, Benjamin £, v. Johas-Monville Corp., et al )
United States District Court for the Easatern Districet of Virginia
Norfalk Division
Case flo.  FEel3S-N O/P $77-1 Filed: Augusi 3, 1977
Awount soughi:  $1,000,000 compensatory damages

$2,000,000 punitive damagas
Attornay handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of sult: DMNorfolk, Virginia




Jones, Elbert W. v. Jochnz-Manville Corp., et al
United States District Court for the Eastern Listrict of Virginia
Nox folk Division
Casze Ho., 77-135-MN C/P $#77-1 Filed: August 31, 1877
Amount spught: $1,000,000 conpensatocy damages
$2,000,000 punitive damayes
Attorney handling case: Jones, 8lechman, VWoltz & Kelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

Lutz, Edward N. v. Johns-Manvillie Corp., et al
tinited States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia
Norfolk bivision
Case No. 77-135-N C/B 77-1 Filed: August 31, 1977
Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages
$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia :

Golden, Arthur J. v. Johns-Manville Coxp.. et al
fhited Statea District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia
Norfelk Division
Case No. 77~135-N Cc/P #77~1 Filed: August 31, 1977
Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages
$2,008,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Xelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

white, James F. v. Johns-Manville Coxp., et.al
Onited States Dastrict Court for the Eastern District of Virginia
Norfolk Division
Case No. 77-135-2 C/P #77-1 Filed: Auqust 31, 14977
Amount sought: 51,000,000 compensatory damages
$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: dJones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia -

vihiddon, Hayes L. v. Johns~Manville Corp., et al
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia
Norfolk Division
Case No. 77-135-8 c/F §77-1 Filed: August 31, 1977
Amount sought: §1,000,000 compensatory damages
£2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blachman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

White, Douglas M. v. Johus-Manville Corp., et al
United States Listrict Court for ths Eastern District of Virginia
Norfolk Division
Case No. 77-13%- C/P §#77-1 Filed: August 31, 1977
Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages
$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Hoxrfolk, Virginia ’

slgytcn, (rvin B. v. Johns~Manville Corp., et al
United States District Court for the Bastern District of Virginia
Noxfolk pivision

Case ¥o., 77-135~N C/pP £§77-1 Filed: August 31, 1977
Amcunt soaght: $1,000,000 compansatory damages

$2,000,000 punitive darmages
Attorney handiing case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kélly
City of suit: HNorfolk, Virginia




Bruce, James M. v. Johns-Manville Corp., et al
United States District Court For the Eastern bistrivt of Vixginia
Noxfolk Division
Casze Na. 77-135-M /P §77-1 Filed: August 31, 1277
krount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages
$2,000,000 punitive danages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of sult: ©Neoxfolk, Virginia

Frame, Willie J. v. Johns~Manville Corp., ebt al
United Gtates District Lourt for the Bastern District of Virginia-
Norfelk Pivision
Case No. 77-135-N C/P £77-1 Filed: August 3L, 1977
Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages
$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: RNoxfolk, Virginia

Groves, bLinwoad L. v. Johns~Manville Corp., et al

United States District Court for the Eastern District of ‘Virginia

Noxfolk Division

Case No. 77-135-N C/? B#77~1 Piled: August 31, 1877

Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages :
$2,000,000 punitive damages

Attorney handling case: Jonas, Blechman, Woltz § Kelly

City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

Butler, Coluwmbus T. v. Johns~Manville Corp., et al
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virxginia
Noxfolkx Division
Case No. 77-135-N C/v #77-1 Filed: August 31, 1377
Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages
$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handiing case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

Hobbs, Wallace L. v. Johns-Manville Cozp., et al
United States District Court for the Fastern District of Virginia
Norfelk Division
Case No. 77-135-N C/p #77~1 Filed: August 31, 1277
Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages .
$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Wolt: & Kelly
City of suit: WMNorfolk, Virgipia

Nichols, Horace F. v. Johns-Manville Corp., et al
United States District Court foxr the Bastern District of vVirginia
rorfolk Division
Case No. 77-135-N C/P #77-) Filed: DAuguszt 31, 1977
Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages
$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

kardley, Joseph J. v. Johas-Manville Corp., et al

United States District Court for the Fastern District of virginia

vorfolk Civisicn

Case No. T~133-N /P #77-1 Filed: August 31, 1977

amount sought: 51,000,000 compensatory damages :
52,000,000 punitive damages

Attorney bandiiung ease: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly

City of suit: Norfelk, Virginia




Bagley, William A. v. Johns-Manville Corp., et al
United States District Court for the Rastern District of Virginis
Norfolk Division
Case No. 77-135-8 C/P #77-1 Filed: Aagust 21, 1977
amount sought: $1,000,000 compansatory damages
$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blevhman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

Karwatt, wWilliam J,, Sr. v. Johns-Manville Corp., et al
United States District Court for tne Eastern District of Virginia
Norfolk Division
Case No. 77-135-N C/P $77~1 Filed: August 31, 1377
amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages
$2,000,000 punitive <amages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Xelly
City of suit: Norfulk, Virginia

Lane, Maurice H. v. Johns~-Manville Corp.. et al
United States District Court for the Bastern District of Virginia
Norfalk Division
Case No. 77~135-N C/P 377-1 Filed: August 31, 1977
amount sought: §1,000,000 compensatory damages
$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

Miltier, Joseph v. Johns-Manville Corp., et al
inited States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia
Norfelk Division
Case No. 77-135-M C/p %¥77-1 Filed: »Auqust 31, 13877
Amount sought: $1,000,000 compenzatory damages
$2,000,000 punitive damages
hAttorney handling case: .Jones, Blechman, Wolte & Kelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

Harcum, George E. v. Johns-Manville Corp., et al
United States District Court for the Eastern Ristrict of Virginia
Norfolk Division '
Case Na. F7-135%-n C/P §77-1 Filed: August 31, 1977
Aamount scught: §1,000,000 compensatory camages
$2,0600,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: MNorfolk, Virginia

Taylor, Richaré €. v. Johns-Manville Corp., et al
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia
Norfolk Diviszion
case Noa. T77~-135-N C/p £77-~1 Filed: Aunguast 31, 1%77
amount =ought: $1,004,000 compensatary damayges
$2,006,000 punitive damages
Attarney handling case: Janes, Blechman, Woltz & Xeliy
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

Gravitt, Barksdale E. v. Johus-Manville Corp., et al
United States District Court for the Raszterxrn District of Virginia
Norfolk Bivision
Case No. 77-115~N C/P £77-1 Filed: August 31, 1977
Amcunt sought: $1,000,000 compensatory domages
$2,000,000 punitive damagas
Attorney handliong case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
city of suit: Norfolk, Virginia




Barnes, Bdwin E. v. Johns-Manville Corp.. et al ‘
United otates District Court for the Eastern [District of Virginia
Norfolk Division
Case No. 77-135-N C/P £77-1 Filed: August 31, 1977
Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory darmages
$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz § Kelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

Hart, Joseph R. v. Johns-Manville Corp., et al
{inited States Vistrict Court for the Bastern District of Virginia
Norfolk Division
Case No. 77-135~1 C/P #77-1 Filed: August 31, 1977
Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages
: $2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Relly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

Aldridge, Robert L. v, Johng-Manville Corp., et al
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia
Horfolk Division
Case No. 77-135~N C/P $#77-1 Filed: August 31, 1977
amount sought: §Y,000,000 compensatory damages
§2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

TPysor, Clyde v. Johns~Manville Corp., et al
United States District Court for the =Sastern District of Virginia
Norfolk Division ’
Case No. 77-135~N C/P §77-1 Piled: August 31, 1977
Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages
$2,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

Dupxee, Herbert R., Sxr. v. Johns~Manville Corp., et al
United States District Court for the Rastern District of Virginia
Nerfolk Division :
Case No., 77-135-W C/P §77-1 ¥iled: August 31, 1977
Amount sought: $1,000,000 compansatory damages
52,000,000 punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blachman, Wolts & Kelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

Broaddus, William v. Johns~-Manville Corp., et al
United States District Court for the Bastern District of Virgiuia
Norfolk Division
Case No. 77-135-R C/P $#77-1 Filed: August 31, 1977
Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages
$2,000,09% punitive camades
Attorney handling case: Jones, Blachman, Yoltz & Xelly
City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

¥Mann, Charles W. v. Jobhps-Manville Corp., et al
United States District Ceurt for the Eastern District of Virginia
9

Norfalk Division

Case No. 77-135-N C/P 877-1 Filed: august 31, 1

Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages
£2,00C,000 punitive damages

Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz 5 Xelly

City of swit: WNorfclk, Virginia




Foley, John D. and Mary Ruih Foley v. Celwotex Corpgration, et al

Circult Court of Jackson Coanty, Misscuri

Case MNo. CV7I7-2870 Filed: August 24, 1877

Amount sought: $500,000 plus costs (husband}i; $1,000,000
punitive damages {husband); $100,000 plus costs (wife);
51,000,000 punitive damages {(wife)

Attorney handling case: Spenser, Fane, Britt & Browne

City of suit: Xansas City, Missouri

Jacksorn, Helen May, Personal Representative of the Estate of
George Volnaoy Jackson, Deceased v, Johng-Manville Sales Corporation,
et al
United States District Court for the Western District ~ Southern
pivision, State of Michigan
Case No. T77-410CA Filed: RAugust 31, 3977
ampunt sought: $500,000 general and special damages;
$500,000 exemplary damages, plus costs and
attcrney fees
Attorney handling case: Cholette, Perkins and Buchanan
City of suit: Battle Creek, Michigan

Towler, Wade H. v. Standard Asbestos Manufacturing and Insulating Co.,
et al
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas
Beaumont Division
Case No, B~-77-425-CA Filed: August 29, 1977
Amount sought: $475,000 plus costs of court incurred and
interest from date of judement until pald
Attorney handlxng case: Orgain, Bell & Tucker
City of suit: Beaumont, Texas

Wintorne, John K. v. Johns-Manville Corp., et al

United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia

Norfolk Division

Case No. 77-273-N Cp §77-1 Filed: August 12, 1977

Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages; $2,000,000
punitive damages, plus costs of suit

Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly

City of suit: HNorfolk, Virginia

Hall Lucille 0., Ezecutrix of the Estate of Thomas K. Hall.
..... yase . I U S A Wil ot o d

Sy J [ T A A PR L POV LA & AR RN P Ir -3
Virginia at Huatington

Case Nao. 77-3216 ~Filed: September 1, 1977
Amount sought: $2,000,000 compensatory and punitive damages
Attorney handling case: Spilman, Thomas, Battle & Klostermeyer
City of suit: Huntington, W. Va. :

Eller, Radfoxré v. Johns-Manville Products Corporation, ot al
United States District Court for the District of Sauth Carolina,
Charleston Division

Case No. CA-77~-1771 Filed: September 2, 1977
Arount sought: To be determined at trial

Attornay handiing case: Grimball, Cabariss, Vaughan & Guararad
City of suit: Charleston, South Carolina

Status: Settiled

Thomas, Wayns R. v. Combustion Engineering, Inc., et al
Court of Common Pleas, sState of South Caralina, County af (ha:lestvn
Case NO. Filad: Saptember 2, 1977

ncunt sought: $1,000,000 actual and puvﬂtch damages
ttorney hundlxng case: Grimball, Cabaniss, Vauyghan & Gueraxd
City of suit: Charleston, South Cavolina

Status: Settlied

»
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Robherison., James H. v, Johns~Manville Corp., et al

niten States Dlstrict (ourt for the Fastern District of virginia,

Norfolk Division

Case No. 77-601-N Filed: Septaber 21, 1977

Amount sought: $1,030,000 compensatoxry damages; $2,000,000
punitive damages, plus costs of suit

Attorney handling case: Josnes, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly

City of suit: Norfelk, Virginia

Knick, Rachel E., Administratrix of the Estate of Earl B. Kaick,

Deceased v. Jdonns-Manviile Corp., et al ' )

United States Discrict Court for the Bastern NRistrict of Virginia,

Morfolk Division

Case Mo, 77-602-K Filed: September 21, 1977

amount scught: $1,000,000 compensatory demages; $2,000,000
punitive damages, plus costs of suit

Attorney handling case: Jones, Blechman, Woltz & Kelly

City of suit: Norfolk, Virginia

Anzak, Loretta, Personal Pepresentative of the Estate and
Survivors of William John Anzak, Deceased v. Armstrong Cork
Company, et ail
tUnited States District Court for the Southern Pistrict of Florigda,
Miami Division
Case No. 77-2346~Civ.~NCR Filed: August 10, 1977
Amount scught: $750,000 general and special damages;

$250,000 for examplaxy damages, plus costs

and interest on said judgment
Attorpey handling case: Fowler, White, Burnett, Rurley, Banick

& Knight

City cof suit: Miami, Florida

Heltzman, Alberta, Administratrix of the Bstate of Herman Heitzman,

Case No. S§477 1217 Filed: October 17, 1977

Amount scught: $180,000 (wrongful death), plus costs

Attornay handling case: Wooden, Stark, Mclhaughlin & $terner
ity of suit: Indianapolis, Indiana

Scott, Helen I.., Administratrix of the Estate of Robert J. Scott,
[P PR B R AR TR T L B S " ..

o N

3

. ” e Wil Wl cnal eadley D5 AL eV, el wio LG adi
case No. 5577 1271 ‘ Filed: October 17, 1877
Amount sought: $100,000 (wrongful death), plus costs
Attorney handling case: Wooden, Stark, Mchaughlin & Sterner
City of suit: Indianapolis, Indiana

Steele, Merle C. v. Fibreboard Paper Products Corporation, =t al
Guperior Court of the State of California in and for the City
and County of San Francisco '

Case No. 72%~384 Filed: OQOctober 14, 1877
Amount sought: To he determined alt trial

Attornay handling case: McCutchen, Doyle, Brown & Enersen

City of suit: Bas Francisco, California

vost, Lols, ddministratris of the Estate of Paul Yost, Deceased
,v. Owens-Corning Fibsrglas Corporaticn, et al

Superior Court of the Counly of Marion, State of Indiana

Cage Mo. 5477 1217 Filed: October 17, 1977
Amount scugbhh:

Attorney handliing case: Wooden, Stark, McLhaughlin & Sterper
City of suit: indianapelis, Indiana




McGreevey, Martin J. v, Combustion Enginsexing, Inc.. ot al ]
Unitod Stetes District Court for the Morthern District of Ohio,
s Division
i . 1088 Filed: Octeber 13, 1977
Amount sought: $2,%500,000 exemplary and puanitive damages;

} $500,000 general and special damages, plus

interest and costs

Attorney handling case: Raker, Hostetler & Patterson
City of suit: Cleveland, Chio

Rennett, Ray v. Combustion Engineering, Inc., et al

United States District Court for the Southern District of

Georgia, Augusta Division )

Case No. CV177-166 Filed: October 20, 1877

Amount soughbt: $2,000,000 actual and punitive and compensatory
damages, plus costs

Attorney handling case: Hull, Towill, Norman, Barrett & Johnson

City of suit: Augusta, Georgia

L - - -

Hendrix, Lollin~, Widan 5f Yooees 3000 Iy

Administrate: =~ - - . . ; . -

: A A A SUL TR Voey o

N Lo Ceovrers ot me nun wue Southern Ristricet of
Georgia, Augusta Division

Case Ko. CV177-167 Filed: October 20, 1977

Amount sought: To be determined at trial .
Attorney handling case: Hull, Towill, Norman, Barrett & Johnson
City of suit: Augusta, Georgia

Lykins, Charles Oscar aod Evelyn §5. Lykins v. Combustion

Engineering, Inc.., et al

United States District Court for the Southern District of

West Virginia at Huntington

Case No. 77-3264 Filed: October 21, 1%77

Amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages; $500,000
punitive damages {hushand); $500,000 compensatory
damages; $250,000 punitive damages {wife)

Attorney bandling case: Spilman, Thomas, Battle & Klostermeyer

City of suit: Huntington, West Virginia

Ross, Jozl and Margarebt Louise v. Combustion Engineering, Inc., et al

United States District Court for the Southern District of

West Virginia at Huntington

Case No. 77-3269 Filed: October 28, 1377

Amount socught: §$1,000,000 compensatory damages:; $500,000
punitive damages (husband); $500,000 compensatory
damages; $250,000 punitive damages {wife)

Attorney handling case: Spilman, Thomas, Battle § Xlostermeyer

City of suit: Huntinghton, West Virginia

Greene, Eetty J. and Charles ¥. Greene v. Combustion FEngineering,
inc., et al
United States District Court for tha Northern District of Indiana,
Fort Wayne Division
Case No. "T7TT~116 Filed: November 4, 1977
Amount sought: $600,000 for costs erxpended; $2,500,000 exenplary
and punitive damages

‘ Attorney handling case: Wooden, Start, McLaughlin & Sterner

City of sult: Fort Wayne, Indiana




Blalock, Harceld Wayne and wife, Branda Tave Brown Blalock

7. dohns-Manvilie Sales Corporation, et al

Circuit Court for Knox County, Tennessee

Case No. 1-365-7 Filed: July 5, 1977

Amount sought: $750,000 compensatory damages (husband):
$250,000 compensatory camages (wife);
51,000,000 punitive damages, plus costs (both}

Atterney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Henniss & Whitaker

City of suit: Knoxville, Tennessesz

Holton, William Ralph and wife, Oneda Ann ¥, Holbon v,

PO Y R A W

P 1+ .stern District of

Tennessee, Southern Division

Case No. 1-77~294 Filed: November 18, 1977

Amount sought: $1,500,000 compensatory damages (husband):
$500,000 cormpensatory damages {wife);
$3,000,000 punitive damages, plus costs (bhoth)

Attorney bandling case: Witt, Galther, Henniss & Whitaker

City of suit: Knoxville, Tennessee

Berringer, George W. v. Fibreboard Corporation, et al

United States bhistrict Court for the Eastern District of

Texas, Beaumpont Division

Case No. RB-77~579-CA Filed: WNovember 18, 1977

Amount soughi: §$1,000,000 genzral and special damages;
$500,000 exemplary damages, plus costs,
expenses and interest at 9% per annum

Attorney handling case: Orgain, Bell & Tucker

City of suit: Beaumont, Texas

Brown, Ernest Henry v. Johns-Manville Sales Cornoration, et al

Circuit Court of Jefferson County, Alabama

Case No. CV~77-C3422 Filed: November 7, 1877
sunt sought: $500,000 B

Attorney handling case: Cabaniss, Johnston, Gardner, Dumas & O'Neal |

City of suit: Birmingham, Alabama :

pes Jardins, Emma, Administratrix of the Bstate of Louis
bes Jardins, Beceased

Circuit Court foxr the County of Wayne, State of Michigan
Case No. 77-737-328 Filed: Novembexr 23, 19377
Amount sought: To be determined at trial

City of sult: Dpetroit, Michigan

Attorney handling case: Spencer, Fane, Britt & Browne

Pauley, John W. and Oreda F. Pauley v. Combustion Engineecing.

Inc., :

United States District Court for the Scuthern District of

West Virginia at Huntingten

Case No. 77-3277 Filed: November 2, 1377

amount sought: $1,000,000 compensatory damages; $500,000
punitive damages {(husband); $500,000 compensator
damages; $250,00¢ punitive damages (wife)

City of suit: Huntington, West Virginia

Attorney handling case: Spilman, Thomas, Battle & XKlostermeyer




Morrow, Mary Anne v. The Celotex Corporaticn, ot 2l

Eircuit Court of Jacksan COunty,'Missou:i o
Case No EV77—3855 Piled: November 22, 1977
amount sought: $200,000 plus costs ) )
Attornay handling case: Spencer, Egne, Britt §&§ Browne
Citv of suit: Kansas City, Missouri

Herbert, Leroy v. Fibrebcard Corporation, 2t al

Gnited States District Court for the Eastern District of

Texas - Beaumont Divizion B

Caze No. B=77-595-CA ¥Filed: December 2, 1977

Amount sought: $300,000 exemplary damages; $1,000,000 general
and special, plus costs and disbursements and
interest at 9% per annum

Attorney bandling case: Qrgain, Bell & Tucker

City of suit: Beaumont, Texas

Matthews, Howard v. Fibreboard Corporation, et al
United States District Court for the Eastern Districk of Texas -
Beaumont Division
Case Na. B-77-584-CA Filed: December 1, 1977
Amount sought: $1,000,000 general and special danrages;
$500,000 exemplary damages, plus costs,
disbursements and interest at 9% per anaunm
City of suit;_ _Beaumont, Texas :
Attorney hanélan case: Orgain, Bell & Tucker
Loudy, Robert & Carrie Steadman Touwdy, his wife, v. Johns-
Manville Saies Corporation, et al
Circuit Court for Knox County, TennesSee
Case No. 1-669-~77 Filed: November 18, 1977
Amount sought: $1,500,000 compensatory damages {husband};
$500,000 compensatory danages (wife};
$3,000,000 punitive damages (both), plas
costs
g . 1 5
E%Egrggy"gégdli§3°§3éé%e’w?gg?mxggﬁher, Henniss & Whitaker

Holten,

Thomas and wife, Frances Kathleene Holton v. Johns-

. P

Case No. 3-669-77 filed: November 18, 1377
Arpount sought: 51,500,000 compensatary damages (husband);
$500,000 coumpensatory damages (wife);
$3,000,000 punitive damages {both}., plus costs
Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Henniss & Whitaker
City of suit: Xnoxville, Teunessee

. e,

Holton, John R. and wife, Josephine Holton v. Johns-Manville
Sales Corporation, et al
ircuit Court for Knox County, Tennessee
Case No. 2~68%-77 Filed: Novewber Y§, 1977
Amount sought: 51,500,000 compensatory damages (husband);
’ §500,000 compensatory damages {(wife);
$3,000,000 punitive damages {both}, plus costs
Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Henniss & Whitaker
City of suit: Kpoxville, Tennessee




Childress, bon Edward aad wife, Mavion Price Childress v.

Johns~Manville Sales Corporation, ¢t al

Citcuit Court for Davidson County, Tennessee

Case No. C-~3540 Filed: Novembes 29, 1977

Amount sought: $1,308,000 cowpensatory damagss {husband);
$500,000 compensatory damages {(wife}:
$3,000,000 punitive damages (both}, plus costs

Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Henuiss & Whitakar

City of suit: Nashville, Tennessee

Y

Cathey, Elmer Lee and wife, Martha Jo Cathey v, Johns-Manville

Case MNo. C-3538 Filed: November 29, 1377

Amount sought: $1,540,000 compensatory damages (husband);
$5¢0,000 compansatory damages (wife):
$2,000,000 punitive darcages (bothl, plus costs

Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaitber, Henniss & Whitaker

City cf suit: Nashville, Tennessee
Oliver, Horace %, and wife, Dorvothy Thomas Oliver v. Johns-

Case No. C~3541 Filaed: November 2%, 1977
Amount scught: $1,500,000 compensatory damages (husband);
$500,000 compensatory damages (wife);
$3,000,000 punitive damages (both}, plus costs
Attorney handling case: Witt, Galther, Henniss & Whitaker
City of suit: Nashville, Tennessee

Overtcon, Robert Wesley and wife, Merrill B. Overton v. Jdohns-

Case No. C-3542 Filed: WNovember 2%, 1377
Amount sought: $1,5080,000 compensatory darages (husband);
$500,000 compensatory damages (wife):
53,000,000 punitive damages {both, plus costs
Attorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Henniss & Whitaker
City of suit: Nashville, Tannessee

Murphy, Claude K. and wife, Jean Virginia Marphy v, Johns-

Manviile Sales Corporation, et al

Circuit Court for Davidason Counbty, Tennessee

Ccase No. C-3543 Tiled: DNovexber 29, 1877

Amount socwoght: $1,500,0500 compansatory damages (husband);
$S00,000 compensatory daragas (wife):
$%,000,000 punitive darmages (both), plus costs

atverney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Henniss & Whitaker

City of sult: Nashville, Tennesses

Mackie, James V. and wifa, Dorothy Grace Mackie v, Jdohns-

Manville Sales Corparation, et al

Circait Court for Pavidson County, Tennessee

Case No. C-13539 rilaed: Novembar 23, 1377

amount sought: 31,500,000 compensatoery damaqges {husband);
$500,000 compensatary damages [wife);
$3,000,000 punitive damages {(bothl, plus costs

rttorney handling case: Witt, Gaither, Henniss 5 Whitaker

City of sulit: lashville, Tenuessee
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