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NO. 92-10123
JOHN A. LOPER, SR. and PATSY IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF
LOPER; WILLIAM GEORGE WALLACE
and SHELBY WALLACE; THOMAS
COLTON BULLOCH, JR. and MARILYN
BULLOCH; ROBERT EARL BUMPERS
and FAYE BUMPERS; WILLIE F.
MARTIN and IDA FAYE MARTIN;
JAMES CLOIS HODGINS and
DOROTHY HODGINS; and WOODROW
WILSON SMITH and MELBA SMITH,

2% 0 se o

4 a4 ea et se an

Plaintiffs,
TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS
vs.

FIBREBOARD CORPORATION, et al.,

9 48 80 00 S8 00 S0 e

Defendants. S3RD JUDICIAL DISTRICT
0. OF PITTSB CORNING CORPORATION TO
8’ OGAT C DB

GENERAL OBJECTION

This Defendant manufactured an asbestos thermal insulation
product, UNIBESTOS, from July 1, 1962 to on or about February 1,
1972. Unless otherwise stated in response to specific
interrogatories, the responses herein shall be limited to such
product and time period. This Defendant objects to providing
responses for any other period of time on the grounds that such

additional information sought is irrelevant, immaterial, not
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calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and,
furthermore, could be burdensome, expensive and harassing to
comply with.

At various times, this Defendant also relabeled and sold
certain types of mastic products as accessory products. Although
all the formulaﬁions of these relabeled mastic accessory products
are not now known, a few did include small amounts of asbestos
fibers used as a binder, which fibers were encapsulated in a
bituminous and/or resinous binder; These accessory products were
not manufactured by this Defendant, were not used on high
temperature insulation products such as UNIBESTOS and were not
insulating materials. Those few mastic products which contained
asbestos fibers as a binder have not been considered to be a
source of asbestos fiber emissions. Consequently, such material
was specifically.exempted from certain regulations in the federal
Environmental Prstectioﬁ Agency’s National Emissions Standard for
Asbestos, gee 40 C.F.R. § 61.22 et seq., (now 40 C.F.R. § 61.148)
and were exempt from the asbestos controls of the Consumer
Products Safety Commission 16 C.F.R. § 1304.3(c). Similarly, the
asbestos regulations of the Occupational Safety and Health Act,

which require caution labels on asbestos products, did not apply
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to any material where asbestos fibers were modified by a binding
agent, coating or binder. See 29 C.F.R. § 1910.1001(g) (2) (i)
(now 29 C.F.R. § 1910.1001(3) (4)(i)).

The term asbestos is generically applied to several
different minerals, may be found in various fiber types and may
be found in a wide variety of product forms, including ceiling
tiles, floor tiles, gaskets, gloves, mastics, protective aprons,
protective matting, etc. This Defendant objects generally to
these interrogatories as vague, overly broad, irrelevant,
immaterial and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery
of admissible evidence so far as they relate or refer to
unidentified asbestos-containing products or materials and will
limit its responses as stated above. |

This Defendant states that there never existed a predecessor
corporation with respect to this Defendant. While this Defendant
purchased on Juné 30, 1§62 selected assets from Union Asbestos &
Rubber Co., it did not purchase that company; that company
continued to operate as a separate company for years and to sell
other products including asbestos-containing products, it was not
a predecessor corporation of this Defendant and on information

and belief it or its successor continues to operate as an
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independent company to this date. Further, Defendant states that
its responses to any interrogatory or request herein telate only
to this Defendant and are not to be construed to imply the
existence of a predecessor corporation.
INTERROGATORIES
1. For each document listed below, please answer whether
such document is a true and correct duplicate of a genuine and
authentic document:

RESPONSE: This Defendant objectsrto Interrogatory No. 1 on the
ground that the discovery request, although
characterized as an "interrogatory", is in reality a
fequest for admission pursuant to Rule 169. As such,
this request is outside the scope of discovery as
permitted by Rule 169 in that it is compound and
exceeds the specific mandate of Rule 169 which allows
a reqﬁest to.include "the genuineness of any documents
described in the request". This Defendant may affirm
or deny that the copy is genuine or identical to the
document it possesses, but this Defendant should not
be required to authenticate or vouch for the accuracy

or the contents of the document. Without waiving this
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objection, this Defendant will endeavor to respond as
to whether or not the identified documents on Exhibit

A are "genuine".

EXHIBIT NO.

a) U-3

RESPONSE: Admit that the document is a genuine copy as it
appears in the files of this Defendant.

b) U-6

R ONSE: Admit that the document is a genuine copy as it
appears in the files of this Defendant.

c) U-10

RESPONSE: This Defendant lacks sufficient information upon which

to deéermine-the genuineness of the identified
document as this Defendant has made reasonable inquiry
and has ascertained that it is not in this Defendant’s
files; however, if further response is deemed

necessary, deny.



d) U~-15

RESPONS8E: Admit that the document is a genuine copy as it
appears in the files of this Defendant.

e) U-18

RESPONSE: Admit that the document is a genuine copy as it
appears in the files of this Defendant.

£f) U-20

RESPONSE: Admit that the document is a genuine copy as it
appears in the files of this Defendant.

g) U-23

RESPONSE: Admit that the document is a genuine copy as it
appears in the files of this Defendant.

h) U-28

RESPONSE: Deny in the form presented; however admit that the

document attached as Exhibit U-28a is a genuine copy

as it appears in the files of this Defendant.
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i) U=-32
RESPONSE: Admit that the document is a genuine copy as

appears in the files of this Defendant.

j) U=33
RESPONSE: Admit that the document is a genuine copy as

appears in the files of this Defendant.

k) U-34
RESPONSE: Admit that the document is a gehuine copy as

appears in the files of this Defendant.

1) U=37

RESPONSE: Admit that the document is a genuine copy as
appears in the files of this Defendant.

m) U-38

RESPONSE: Admit that the document is a genuine copy as

appears in the files of this Defendant.

WGM/WGM/43434.1



n) U-40

RESPONSE:

o) U-44

R N8E:

p) U-49

q) U-62

r) U=-65

RESPONSE:
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s) U-68

RESPONSE:

t) U-69

u) U-70

v) U=71

RESPONSE:

w) U-78

RESPONGE:
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x) U-80

RESPONSE:

y) U-81

RESPONSE:

z) U-83

RESPONSE:

aa) U-84

E

WGM/WGM/43434.1

Admit that the document is a genuine copy as it

appears in the files of this Defendant.

Admit that the document is a genuine copy as it

appears in the files of this Defendant.

This Defendant lacks sufficient information upon which
to determine the genuineness of the identified
document as this Defendant has made reasonable inquiry
and has ascertained that it is not in this Defendant’s
files; however, if further response is deemed

necessary, deny.

Deny in the form presented; however admit that the
document attached as Exhibit U-84a is a genuine copy

as it appears in the files of this Defendant.



bb) U-86

RESPONSE:

cc) U-88

RESPONSE:

daa)
RESPONSE:

U~-89

ee) U~-90

WGM/WGM/43434.1

This Defendant lacks sufficient information upon which
to determine the genuineness of the identified
document as this Defendant has made reasonable inquiry
and has ascertained that it is not in this Defendant’s
files; however, if further response is deemed

necessary, deny.

Admit that the document is a genuine copy as it

appears in the files of this Defendant.

Admit that the document is a genuine copy as it

appears’in the files of this Defendant.

This Defendant lacks sufficient information upon which
to determine the genuineness of the identified
document as this Defendant has made reasonable inquiry

and has ascertained that it is not in this Defendant’s

-11-



££) U-94
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files; however, if further response is deemed

necessary, deny.

This Defendant lacks sufficient information upon which
to determine the genuineness of the identified
document as this Defendant has made reasonable inquiry
and has ascertained that it is not in this Defendant’s
files; however, if further response is deemed

necessary, deny.

This Defendant lacks sufficient information upon which
to determine the genuineness of the identified
document as.this.Defendant has made reasonable inquiry
and has ascertained that it is not in this Defendant’s
files; however, if further response is deemed

necessary, deny.

-12-



hh) U-98
RESPONSE:

ii) u-99

jj) wu-100
RESPONSE:

kk} U-174

WGM/WGM/43434.1

This Defendant lacks sufficient information upon whict
to determine the genuineness of the identified
document as this Defendant has made reasonable inquiry
and has ascertained that it is not in this Defendant’s
files; however, if further response is deemed

necessary, deny.

Admit that the document is a genuine copy as it

appears in the files of this Defendant.

This Defendant objects to this request on the basis of
attorney~-client privilege and/or attorney work
product. If further response is deemed necessary,

deny.

Objection. This document is a letter from an attorney

at the time representing this Defendant providing



legal advice and/or opinion and suggesting previous
attorney-client communications and is thus protected
by the attorney-client privilege and/or attorney work

product.

2. For each document listed below, please answer whether

such document was kept and/or generated in the regular course of

a regqularly conducted business activity of any PCC Entity by an

employee or representative of any PCC Entity with knowledge of

the act, event, condition or opinion recorded.

RESPONSE:

WGM/WGM/43434.1

This Defendant objects to Interrogatory No. 2 on the
ground that this interrogatory is outside the scope of
discovery as permitted by Rule 168, in that the
interrogatory as phrased seeks to have this Defendant
substitute itself for the judicial authority in making
a deteérmination relevant to the admissibility of a
document into evidence. In addition, this
interrogatory is compouhd and improperly phrased in
the alternative. Without waiving this objection, this

Defendant will advise plaintiffs as to whether not

-14~



such documents identified on Exhibit A are located in

Defendant’s files.

BEXHIBIT NO.

a) U=3

RESPONSE:

b) U-6

RESPONSE:

c) U=10

RESPO H

WGM/WGM/43434.1

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See.-this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.
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to
is

to

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein



d) U-15

RESPONSE:

e) U-18

£f) U-20

g) U-23
RESPONER:

WGM/WGM/43434.1

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.
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Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein



i) u-32

j) U-33

k) U-34

RESPONSE:

f
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See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response

regarding this exhibit, which i

by reference.
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to
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to

is

to

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein



1) U-37

RESPONSE:

m) U-38

n) U=-40

RESPONSE:

o) U-44

RESPONSE:
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See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.
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to

is

to

is

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory Neo. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein



p) U-49

RESPONSE:

q) U-62

r) U-65

RESPONSE:

WGM/WGM/43434.1

See this Defendant’s response

regarding this exhibit, which i

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s respouée
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.
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to

to

is

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein



t) U-69

RESPONSE:

u) U-70

v}y U-71

RESPONSE:

w) U-78

WGOM/WGM/43434.1

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.
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Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,
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Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein



x) U=80

RESPONSE:

y) U-81

RESPONSE:

z) U-83

U-84
RESPONSE:

aa)-
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See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.
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bb) U-86
RESPONSE:

ad) U-89

ee) U-90
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See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.
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££) U-94

RESPONSE:

gg) U=-97

hh) U-98

ii) U-99

RESPONSE:
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See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.
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Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein



jj) U-100
RESPONSE: See this Defendant’s response to Interroqatory No. 1,
regarding this exhibit, which is incorporated herein

by reference.

kk) U-174
RESPONSE: See this Defendant’s response to Interrogatory No. 1,
regarding this exhibit, which is incorporated herein

by reference.

3. For each document listed below, please answer whether
such documeht was found in your files in such a condition as to
create no suspicion concerning its authenticity.

RESPONSE: This Defendant objects to Interrogatory No. 3 on the
ground that the discovery request, although
charaéterized as an "interrogatory", is in reality a
request for admission pursuant to Rule 169. As such,
this request is outside the scope of discovery as
permitted by Rule 169 in that it is compound and
exceeds the specific mandate of Rule 169 which allows

a request to include "the genuineness of any documents

WGM/WGM/43434.1
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described in the request". This Defendant may affirm
or deny that the copy is genuine or identical to the

document it possesses, but this Defendant should not

be required to authenticate or vouch for the accuracy
or the contents of the document. Without waiving this
objection, this Defendant will endeavor to respond as
to whether or not the identified documents on Exhibit

A are "genuine".

EXHIBIT NO.

a) U-3

RESPONSE:

b) U-6

WGM/WGM/43434.1

See this Defendant’s response to Interrogatory No. 1,
regarding this exhibit, which is incorporated herein

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response to Interrogatory No. 1,
regarding this exhibit, which is incorporated herein

by reference.



c) U=-10

RESPONSE:

£) U=-20
RESPONSE:

WGM/WGM/43434.1

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.
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to

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein



g) U-23
RESPONSE:

h) U-28

i) U-32

RESPONSE:
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See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.
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Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,
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Interrogatory No. 1,
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k) U-34

RESPONSE:

1) U-37

RESPONSE:

m) U-38

n) U=-40

RESPONSE:
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See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.
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Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,
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Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein



o) U-44
RESPONSE:

p) U-49

q) U-62
RESPONSE:

r) U=65

RESPONSE:
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See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response

regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.
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Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein



s) U-68

RESPONSE:

t)
RESPONSE:

U-69

u) U=70

RESPONSE:

v) U=71

RESPONSE:
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See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.
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to

is

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein



w) U-78

RESPONSE:

x) U-80

RESPONSE:

y) U-81

RESPONSE:

z) U-83

RESPONSE:
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See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.
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to

to
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to

is

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein



aa) U-84

RESPONSE:
bb) U-86
RESPONSE:
cec) U-88
RESPONBE:
dd) U-89
RESPONSE:
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See this Defendant’s response

regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

to

is

to

to

is

to

is

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein



ee) U-90

RESPONSE:

f£) U-94

RESPONSE:

hh) U-98
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See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response

regarding this exhibit, which i

by reference.

See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

to

is

to

is

to

to

is

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein



ii) uU-99
RESPONSE: See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

RESPONSE: See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

kk) U-174
RESPONSE: See this Defendant’s response
regarding this exhibit, which

by reference.

to

is

to

is

to
is

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

Interrogatory No. 1,

incorporated herein

4. Has PCC stipulated or agreed to the authenticity of any

of the documents referenced in Interrogatory No. 1 with any

person prior to the date of these Interrogatories?

RESPONSE: This Defendant objects to Interrogatory No. 4 on the

grounds that it in effect asks whether there has been

WGM/WGM/43434.1



a previous response to a request for admission and i
so doing seeks to circumvent the specific mandate of
Rule 169(2), which forbids a response for a request
for admission in one proceed to be used for any
purpose in any other proceeding. As such, the
interrogatory is improper and outside the scope of

discovery as permitted by Rule 169.

WGM/WGM/43434.1



Respectfully submitted,

WELLER & GREEN, L.L.P.

P. O. BOX 350

BEAUMONT, TEXAS 77704-0350
(409) 838-0101

NO. 19189020

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT,
PITTSBURGH CORNING CORPORATION

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the above and
foregoing instrument has been forwarded to all known counsel of
record by regular mail on this the 21st day of May, 1993.

f J,QS\

R. LYN-STEVE




AFFIDAVIT

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
} SS:
COUNTY OF ALLEGHENY

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority in and for said Commonwealth and County, personally appeared
Richard C. McPherson, who being duly sworn deposes and says that he is Vice President of Human Resources
with Pittsburgh Corning Corporation, that he is authorized to make this affidavit on its behalf and that the facts
contained in the foregoing Interrogatorics are based on previous responses to similar Interrogatories compiled
by Robert E. Buckley who was a former Vice President and Assistant to the President of Pittsburgh Corning
Corporation and who has sworn that said responses were true and correct to the best of this knowledge or

information and belief.

R. C. McPherson

SWORN TO AND SURBSCRIBED BEFORE ME
this .20tAday of Ma 7 1993

SR Aﬂ;ﬂﬁm&_

../ Notary Public

Notaniad Seal
Jufie A, Stephens, Notary Publie
Plum Bara, Aizyreny County
My Comriiazion £ xies . oo g, 1006

Member, Pennsyivana Assocanon of Nomres




EXHIBIT NO.
a) U=-3
b) U-6
c) U-10
d) U-15
e) U-18
£) U-20
g) U-23
h) U=-28
i) U-32
3) U-33
k) U=-34
1) U=-37
m) U-38

EXHIBIT A

DESCRIPTION

Asbestos Survey, Pittsburgh Corning Corporation,
Tyler, Texas, Project No. 71-45, dated 12/7/71.

Letter of Clyde C. Ruddick to Karl Baumler dated
5=-16-62 with attachments.

Letter dated 6-21-67 from Dr. Hurst to Dr. Grant.

Letter dated 4-8-69 from Wendell Blair, U. S.
Department of Labor, to Bierer with attachments.

Letter dated 1-27~-70 from Clinton V. Oster to Mr.
C. E. Van Horne. :

Letter dated 3-13~-70 from Dr. Grant to Van Horne.

Letter by Wilson to Fuhs dated 9-10-70. (Exhibit
2 to Deposition of Roy Fuhs).

Letter dated 11-16-71 from Dr. William Johnson
and Bobby Craft to Dr. James K. Peavy with
attached air sample results.

Notification of Proposed Penalty dated 12-16-71
from U.S. Department of Labor.

- . Citation (S pages) from U.S. Department of Labor

dated 12-16-71.

Notification of Failure to Correct Violation and

- of Proposed Additional Penalty dated 1-17-72 from

U. S. Department of Labor.

Letter dated 12-20-71 from Dr. Grant to Mr. Van
Horne with Attachment #1, Grant‘’s Memorandum to
the Record and Attachment #2, Asbestos Standard.

Letter dated 12-21~71 from Craft and Dr. Johnson
to Dr. James E. Peavy.



n)

o)

p)

Q)

r)

s)

t)

u)

v)

w)

X)

Y)

z)

aa)

bb)

cc)

U=40

U-44

U=-49

U-62

U=-65

U-68

U=69

U-70

U-71

U=-78

U-80

U-81

U-83

U-84

U=-86

U-88

Letter dated 1-4-72 from Dr. Grant to Personal
Environment Systems.

Letter dated 1-31-72 from Dr. Grant to Mr. Caril
Olm and Mr. vVan Horne.

Letter dated 5-25-62 from Mr. Clyde C. Ruddick to
Mr. Karl Baumler with enclosures. _

Pittsburgh Corning Corporation Appropriation
Request, 2-17-65 (7 pages).

Letter dated 08-15-66 from Lee B. Grant, M.D., to
Mr. Arthur Haskins.

Letter dated 8-23-67 from Lee B. Grant, M.D., to
J. M. Barnhart with blind carbon copy to Mr.
Russell Brittingham, including enclosures.

Letter dated 2-5-68 from Roy E. Fuhs to Robert E.
Buckley.

Letter dated 5-29-68 from Roy E. Fuhs to Robert
E. Buckley. -

Letter dated 7-9-68 from Lee B. Grant, M.D., to

Letter dated 6-23-69 from Mr. John L. Hyde to Mr.
A. R. Gebrin.

Letter dated 9-16-~-69 from Lee B. Grant, M.D., to
Mr. Byrl Stout, Mr. E. W. Holman.

Pittsburgh Corning Corporation Inter-Office
correspondence dated 1-20-71 from Mr. G. S.
Gregory to Mr. E. W. Holman.

Memorandum dated 10-19-64; Subject: Asbestos
Exposure at Pittsburgh Corning Corporation with
attached newspaper article.

Pittsburgh Corning Corporation Inter-Office
correspondence dated 4-25-63 from Mr. K. Baunler
to Mr. J. W. McMillan, with attachments.

Letter dated 4-3-68 from Lee B. Grant, M.D. to
Mr. J. W. McMillan..

Pittsburgh Corning Corporation Inter-Office
handwritten correspondence dated S$-i-70 from Mr.
Jim Nesser to Mr. Roy Fuhs.



dd)

ee)

£f)

g9)

hh)

ii)

39

kk)

U-89%

U=-%0

U-84

U~97

U-~-98

U-99

U-100

U~174

Pittsburgh Corning Corporation Inter-Office
correspondence dated 5-12-70 from Mr. John H.
Price, Jr.

Letter dated 3-2-70 from R. E. Faucett to
Commander, Naval Engineering Center.

An organization chart of Pittsburgh Corning
Corporation.

Letter dated January 12, 1966, from Mr. Philip
Zullo to Mr. R. K. Francis.

Pittsburgh Corning Corporation reported dated
January 5, 1966,

Letter dated April 22, 1966 to Mr. Russell
Brittingham from Lee B. Grant enclosing
Memorandum for record April 21, 1966 by Lee B.
Grant.

Notes made by W. Farkos dated January 4, 1972,
with copy of letter from Lee B. Grant to J. W.
McMillan, dated April 3, 1968, attached.

Letter dated June 24, 1968 from Richard C.
Packard to George E. Duncan, Esquire.
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Sational Institute for Oceupatisnal Safety and Health
$50 Maim Street, Room 7033
Cincisnsed, Ouie 45202

Rovember 16, 1971

Jamss R. Pegvy, M.D.
Commissionax of Baalth

Texas Stats Department of Bealth
1100 Vest 43tk Strest

Austin, Temas 78736

Deaxr Dx. Feavy:

A receat N.1.0.8.5. survey densastrated sa axtremaly serioes and
exitical eocwpatisnal health situatien at the Pittsburgh Coruing
Cerporation Aamssits Asbestes Tharmel Pipe Insulatiom Plsmt iz Tyler,
Texas,

%,1.0.8.0H, {adustrial hygiens surveys in 1967 and 1970 yialded gressly
excessive fiber esacentrations ceupared te surreat and prepesad ashestes
standavis, and thess results were forwarded te the company for appre-
prists sckism. VYellowviang requests for evalustion and assistanes frem
the Texas State Raalth Departnent and the leexl sambership of the 041
Mul and Atemic Verksrs Iatarmatiomal Usiem, ¥.1.0.2.H. conducted

a comprebensive indeustrial hygieas amd medical ewrvey during the week
of Octobar 26 te 29, 1971,

Tha survey peinted eut major industrial hyglena daficiemcies which
faalnded a gressly inedequats ventilatien systas and peer heusshkeaping
practicss. Ia Angust 1971, reuspirators were wede msadatery da all areas
congonitmt with spplication for vaviance from the current ashestes
standard; bhowaver, esr survay persecmel shesrved pany mployses with
lesss or uncounested straps. Aho.thnmn ‘tha fitting
snd maintenanse ¢f vespirsters. Mmmmw
srecely exssseive fiber cemcentratiens in sll predmtion, finiskiag, sad

shipping svess.

%.X.0.8,K, nadical questisnmaires snd exeuiunstiens for valss aanf finger
clabbiag wars conducted by eur sutvey tesm on €3 emplyyess fu evder co

esuplangut the X~rays sad pulucuary functiss tests Yy 9z, Geoxge
Enzst of the Iast Texas Chest Hespital fa August st the vequest of
the Pictsdburgh Corning Covporatien. One £iim wes veed e & pulmensry

neoplasm by Dr. Nxzst, and this disgeesis wes confireed follewing ..
heapitalisation. hduun.mdtunmudnm

f o



Dr. James E. Peavy - 11/16/71 2

pulaonary fibrosis. However, Dr, Lee Grant, Maedical Consultaut to the
Pittsburgh Corning Corporstion, has delayed relesse of these films to
¥.1.0.8.H. and its expert pamel of radiologists pending his personal
review of the films. Even without benefit of tha X-rays, 7 of 18
workers with greater than ten years employmant at the Tyler Plant

meet et least three of four criteria for asbestosis. Thase criteria
tnclude: (1) forced vital capscity below 802 of predicted, (2) dyspues,
(3) finger clubbing, and (4) rales. Positive X-ray results could in-
cresse further the number of cases of asbestosis. Reduced pulmonary
function was slso chserved {n a2 faw workers with lsss than five years

employment.

Therefore, medical follow-up of current and past employees is indicated,
Imzedigte corrective action is necessary to reduce asbestos axposure
levels to conform to existing stacdards.

Sincerely yours,

William M. Johnsos, M.D.
Acting Daputy Director,
Division of Field Studies and
Clinical Investigations

Bobby P. Crafc, Ph.D.
Acting Director,
Division of Technical Services

Encl. {(Air Supung‘ luulu;' October, 1971)

ce: Marcus M. Key, M.D.
Mr, Charles Van Horme
Mr. J. B. Stokes
¥r, George Pettigrew, Region VI, R.I.0.8.R.
Mr. Joha K. Barte, Region VI, 0.8.R.A.

Joseph K. Wagoner, 5.D. Hys. \

WIMIOHNSON: jo | \
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ANALYSIS OF PERSONAL SAMPLES

PITTSBURGH-CORNING ASBESTOS PLANT, TYLER, TEXAS

OPERATION

Mixing

Forming

Feeder
Feeder
Feeder
Feeder
Scrap Feeder
Feeder
Feeder
Feeder
Feeder
Feeder
Feeder

Builder
Builder
Builder
Builder
Builder
Builder
Builder
Relief Builder
Builder
Builder
Builder
Builder
Relief Builder
Builder
Builder
Builder
Builder
Builder
Relief Builder
Builder
Builder
Builder
Builder
Builder

ASBESTOS PIPE-INSULATORS

SAMPLE

45
139
117*

99*
106

60*

12%

57

82
132

29

18
91
103
88
119
83
85
105
89
121
54
25
71
90
92
120*
110
107*
111
16*
20
14
17
53

CONC. (FIBERS >5u/cc)

54.04
105.83
101.71
169.7

9.568
188.91
92,77
26.4
9.14
22.5
37.6

40.93
26.11
14.61
7.45
9.42
25.79
42.77
22.33
6.67
25.53
12.28
57.72
35.24
17.
37.54
90.9
70.36
103.97
30.43
134.41
§3.23
44,31
59.58
42,99

+ e



Page'z - Pittsburgh-Corning Asbestos Plant

Relief Builder 27 72.12
Builder 74 9.74
Builder 15 64.35
Builder 24* 111.15
Builder 131 13.8

Builder 136 9.9

Builder 122 14.8

Builder 101 26.9

Builder 124 8.44
Builder 65 56.45
Builder 95 36.41
Builder 58 14.75
Relief Builder 56 24.27
Builder 102 31.2

Labor 52 11.26

Curing

Oven Tender 47 23.5

Oven Tender 140 5,08
Oven Tender 112 - 6.89
Oven Tender 93 19.87
Oven Tender 84 16.40

Finishing

Supervisor 68 20.38
Wrapper 130 11.43
Wrapper 98 37.45
Finishing Laborer 1 30.43
Utility-Finishing 3 48,53
Utility-Finishing 66 12.03
Wrapper 8 94.81
Utility-Finishing _. 4 55.11
Finishing Laborer 22 22.83
Saw Operator ‘ 30 27.36
Saw Operator : 126 19.38
Saw Helper 78 14.18
Saw Operator 76 31.23
Saw Operator 94 21.9

SRL Saw . 118 1.73
Cutting Saw 51 91.76
SRL Cutting Saw 55 40.28
Saw Feeder 35 2.30
Pine Machine Oper. 006* 208.42
Saw Labor 007 97.26

Saw Labor 116 6.59




Page 3 - Pittsburgh-Corning Asbestos Plant

SRL Saw 134 25.97
SRL Saw 141 1.96
Saw Labor 109 11.62
SRL Labor 26 91.52
Inspection

Box Marker 86 20.71
Weigher 59 34,49
Fork Lift Operator 2 11.71
Packer 21 9.5

Packer 42 1.84
Shipping Supervisor 43 2.18
Packer 10 13.08
Fork Lift Operator 62 20.42
Labeler 63 20,72
Inspector 69 92,26
Weigher 5 29.45
Inspector 23 73.62
Packer 9 3.83
Packer 44 .71
Weigher 125 6.8

Miscellaneous

Maintenance 75 32.08
Utility 135 2.09
Utility 133 8.36
Maintenance 108 18.12
Utility 39 30.38
Maintenance 11 42,28
Maintenance 13 26.81
Maintenance 50 28.43
Maintenance - : 64 . 37.54
Sweeper 97 3.61
Maintenance 123 2.10
Maintenance 127 0.94
Janitor 129 2.29
Shipping 40 1.36
Guard 73 1.94
Guard 113 4.58
Guard 72 0.64
Supervisor 128 1.57
Supervisor 080 14.92
Supervisor 19 29.91

Supervisor 79 6.28



Page 4 - Pittsburgh-Corning Asbestos Plant

Supervisor

Supervisor

Supervisor

Office Workers

*=xApproximate (too many to count)

77
104
115

154
152
158
155

Samples taken on October 26, 27, 28, 29, 1971

" ma am——— s Saum e e . e m—
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EXHIBIT U-84a



INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

To JQ wo McMillan From K. Bamlel'
Subject: Plant Safety and Protection Date April 25, 1963
Dear Mac:

Attached is a copy of a memo dated April 23, 1963, from
Mr, J, E, Morrison, covering his recent inspection trip to Tyler,

We have discussed the survey and I agree with all the
. recommendations made,

Now, it will only be a matter of timing for execution of these
recommendations,

ﬁ #1 Mr, Morrison will contact the Industrial Hygiene Foundation and will
arrange for the necessary dust survey, You will be advised in
advance vhen these people come to Tyler,

2 #2 X~Bays — All nev employees should be given the complete x-rays as

0, outlined, When old employees are re-x-rayed, the front and side
X~-ray of ihe lumbar region of the back should be made in addition
to the chest x-ray., Thus, we will build up a complete history of
all our employees, ,

#3 Can and should be done as soon as possible,

IS #4 Employees will need a soft sell on respirators, to be followed up
with rigid enforcement in troublesome areas, vhen Hygiene Foundation
submits their findings,

#5 Can and should be done as soon as possible,

#6 Same as #5.

#7 Suggest at this time you request your supplier of fire extinguishers
to give a demonstration to your employees at the plant site, with
necessary instruction,

#8 To organize an effective fire brigade will take some planning, but
the groundwork should be laid now to bave it in operation within
reasonable time,

#9 Pick & central and convenient area for an oil storage house and
build one, :

#10 This ties in with #8, An Executive Safety Committee with the Works Manager
as permapent chairman should have as members, the General Foreman, and
the Works Accountant as Secretary, As the need arises, additional
salaried supervisors can be included



-2-

We suggest that you arrange to send your Fire Marshall, I
assume that would be your General Foreman, to the Ansul Fire School
for training, Schedule of school dates is enclosed, Pick the date
most desirable and make reservation,

I believe we also should take advantage of the Industrial
Hygiene Foundation's service to survey the medical doctors in your
area and make recommendation to us on the best qualified doctor for
our particular need,

As you know, we in Pittsburgh Corning are safety conscious
at all times and attempt to give the best possible protection to our
employees and manufacturing facilities,

We are sure you will incorporate the above improvements in
your overall schedule at an early date,

Very truly yours,

,/ \
A L
'\\ 7 “‘-{ R [5‘&1

Karl Baumler
EB:lan
Ene,

cc: J. E, Morrison



PITTSBURGH
PLATE GLASS COMPANY

GENERAL OFFICES
ONE GATIWAY CENTER MTTSSUAGN 22, Pa

April 23, 1963

Mr. Karl Baumler

7ize President of Marufacturing
Pittshurph-Carming Sorparation
Cre Galevay Center

Pittsturgh 22, Pennsylvania .

Dear Mr. 3amlert
Tris is to sanfira ry vieit to your Tylsr, Texas operation oa Lprtl‘.& % 9, 1963,

This vislt was made in ‘he interest of vlant safety and with “re obiective of
werking toward the high standards wirich are in vogue in Pitesdurgh~Carnig olants.
Mre. Jo We McMillan, the Plant Marager, escorted »e through the nlant and sncwed

ms all the courtesy pcssible., He did a fine job of explairdirg olant opsraticr and
nistorical) tackground, All plant people were courteous a~d helpful. Mr. McMurray,
a plant surerviscor, was aocst kelzful and sourtecus. |

A thorough audit of the plant safelty effort was made and recarmendacions are
attacred wnich cover the imporilant items which take priority. These {*eas can 2ut
costs on a longerange basis and are thc basiz or tirst steps that st*ould be takeq
toward your high standu‘dao

Attached 1s an Ansul FPire School ochedulo and a recroduction frem Industirial Ay~ .
siene Jourral ¢n Astestcsis. The hygienic standards merntions *periociz® 2lyrical
exarinaticns, The Foundation feels this allows latitude for judgment in the {ne
dividual plant situation, devendirg unon excceurs, Aust concentration and other
factcrs. & recomwendatrion can be includes in tre 4us® survey report o cover ‘-is,
4 dust sarvey :an te made in the coming early sumer. We will e advised of tre
date in due tin.

The Foundation also offers a service which may be of interest, They have means for
surveying the medical doctars in the plant vicinity, to determine who could be
recomnended as a company physician besed on backgrcund in our particular need,
They will assist him in setiing up a program tailored %o nt the med of the plant,
This {s recomrended for sericus consideration. R

It vas a pleasure to be of belp in this matter, .

. o vm tmly yours, -
. . Lo . J. ) Horr“son, ABS8%. P’.l:'ager
JMirm " Safety md Plant Prteciicon
ccs Te We Cclling . *



1.

2.

3.

b

s,

6o
T

8.

-’

" 10,

} ]
ire
1
1o
X
ta
ton
iw
(1]
=
i~
(%]
1o
bt
J7 )

A dust nrvey by Indnst.rul Bygiens Foundation shouid e mads

a% an early date. |

A front and slde T-ray of the lambar region of the Dack
should be nade as a tar?t of the we-aploymect pmi:a.l exam=
ination along with the chsst X-rv. -~

-

Several qdd.tt.ioml fire u'tirguishnrs ahould be plazed m
the shipring area and in tho nor<h oad of the ma;mfacturing
atlding, X .

Ewployees should wear fguip&n‘.m in m aumocphoro.

A S-pound Ansul dry chemical fire extinguisher should be
provided for each fork truck. . |

Horos should be ingtalled on fork truch.

Fmployees sbould have t.rninim 1n use of dw pcvd.ar and
othcr aung\nmc:. e

Fire bruadn should bo nctinud.
Special oﬁ' stacage b houao :t: nnded

Executive Safety Committes should be ruotiuud with e
Works Marager as the Perxanent Chsirman.

-J\..—.—-—- - -
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A dust survey by Industrial Hygiens Foundation should be made
at an early date.

A front and side Xeray of the lumbar region of the back
should be made as & part of the pre-emloyment nhysical exam-
ination along with the chest Xeray.

Several additional fire extinguishsrs should be nlaced in
the shipping area and in the north end of the mamufacturing
building,.

Employees should wear respirators in dusty atmosphere.

A Sepound Ansul dry chemical fire extinguisher should be
provided for each fork truck.

Horns should be installed on fork trucks.

Bxployees ghould have training in use of dry powder and
other extinguighers. -

~ Fire brigades should be activated.

Special oil storage house is nseded,

Executive Safety Committee should be reactivated with the
Works Manzger as the Permanent Chairman.

4



Industrial Hygiene Journal

C. RECOMMENDED CONTROL PRO-
CEDURES: To preveat exposure to

dust, process ventilation and/oe en-
closure are the best meant of coatrol
For some operstions a dust respirstor
approved by the U. 8. Buresu of Mings
may be mtisfactory.

IV, 8pecific Procedures

A. FIRST AID: Nons. .
B. S8PECIAL MEDICAL PROCEDURES:
(1) Prepiacement: Clinical and chest
radiogra phis examina tions shouid be
M o aﬂ persoos prioe e

> 4

(2)Pemdxe &mtheunonl

aminations, including chest x-rey.
Pulmooary function testing may be
useful,

(3) Treatmeos: No mtsfactory treat-

ment other thaa removal {rom ex-

powurs, aod therapy for amy com~ |
infection.

beating i

181
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Asbestos

Standards

A RECO\I\(E.\‘DED mxmm AT-

MOSPHERIC CONCENTRATION (8
hours):
foot of sir (MFPCF).! .
(1) Basis for Recommendation: Experi-
m ia mdmry::"" ® sad sai-
rimenta.
B st:vmm OF HAZARDS:
(1) Health: Long contioued inhalation
of asbestos dust resuits in. e form

$ million particles pewr cube -

umh&‘@n{mme{
advaneed asbestosis are variabis
cough, dyspoes, substernal chest
pains, deereased chest expansion,
weakness, emacistion, clubbed fn-
. ger tips, and curved ancmxh Any
*,, oppreciable decresse in the amount
"7 of ‘asbestos dust ia the bresthing
: unapben will cause s decreas
in the incidence and severity of
asbestosis. Individual suceptibility
varies.! There have been reports of
- ) a8 increased incidence of lung caa-
cer in persons with ubam‘
{2) Fige: None.

C. SHORT EXPOSURE TOLERANCE:

Not applicable: -

11. Bignificant Pmpem

A fibrous magnesium calefum silicats which

‘ mnnnmmbtmmuvmc,

. ot greenish massas, either compact
or of Jong silky fibery, fiax-liks and resdily
sepanated. About 95% of commerical aabes
tos i chrysotile, which is derived from

mm.wd-akydmmm.

Poeumoconiosis Hazards in the.
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- slioats coowining from 12 to 14 per esst bave periodi¢ clizical examinaiiung
water of crysuallization. [or roms aod evmmoiorag of oo
0L Iadusirisl Hygiens Practics’ ST L dgme Thess shouid wnclude exami-
A. RECOGNITION: Tha epinning and zauoz of the sputum {or asbesious
weaving of asbestos, in combination with : bodies, add chest x-rays of good
other textles for fire proof and beat - quality. )
remstant clotl, results ia dust exposire. (3) Treaiment: Ne mtisfactory treat-
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PITTSBURGH CORNING CORPORATION

Jo ¥o Muiillan £s Bemal er
Fisat Safety and Protectiem ) April 25, 1083
Dear Mot

Attached 18 3 copy of & o dated April 23, 1963, frem
W, J, B, Merrisem, severing lu recent imspectiem trip te Tyler,

Ve have discussed the swrvey and I agree vith all the
mmmtim wmde,

_ Nov, it vill enly be & mtter of {iming for exseutiem of these
rescusadations,

Al W, Verrisea vill centact the Industrisl Mygiese Feuniatiea and will
arrange fer the necessery dmt swrvey, Yem vill be acdvised in
sdvanse vhes these peeple come te Tyler,

#2 XuBayy == All sev employees sheuld de givens the somplete z-cays as
oxtlised, Vies ¢ld empleyves are re-g-rayed, the freat snd side
Xwray of the lumbar regicn of the bask sheuld be made in additiea
oﬂr"/ to the shest z-rxy, Thum, ve vill dbuild up 3 sexplete history of
8ll exr emploeyees,

Can and shoeuld be done 23 seen 29 pessidls,

#4 Bapleyees will need 8 seft sell em reeperatars, te be fellewed np
vith rigid eafercemsct in trewblesome u-u. vhen muu Foundatiem
swhaits Mt findings,

]

~ cuuldcdlkqmu.o_qu“’udno.
y h““o. .

1 Suzgest at this time yeu request ywar sapplier of fire extinguishers
te give & dswoas tretioa teo your cr,-lme- st the plamt site, vi.th
asesssary imstruwctiom,.

#6 Ts wrgasise m offoctin ﬂn Yrigads will take some planniag, dut
the gremdverk should de laid asev to Imve (¢ ia eperatiom vithia
reasamble time,

hm&amtm..mtm“tcnoum-om‘m
Lo ild ewe. i . . :

#16 Thie tiee in vith #8, Aa hnlttvn Safety Comxittee vith the Verks Wanager
88 prusnent sheirwms sheuld Jave 48 mubers, the Cemral Feremaa, and
the Verks levousntant ss Seereiary, Ais the amsed arises, additieml
salsried supsrvicers ¢can be incluied
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We suggeet that you arrange to send your Fire Marshall, I
assuwe that would be your General Foreman, to the Ansul Fire School
for training. Schedule of school dates is enclosed, Pick the date
most desirable and make reservation,

I believe we also should take advantage of the Industrial
Hygiene Foundation's service to survey the medical doctors in your
area and make recommendation to us on the best qualified doctor for

our particular need,

As you know, we in Pittsburgh Corning are safety conscious
at all times and attempt to give the best possible protection to our
employees and manufacturing facilities,

We are sure you will incorporate the above improvements in
your overall schedule at an early date,

Very truly yours,

/ ~ . -
'\ﬁz’k{{.‘,. “/' ZJ\

Karl Baumler
EB:km
Enc,

cc: J. E. Morrison



