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PLAINTIFF’S
% EXHIBIT

HAV-29

IN THE SUPERIOR CCURT CF THE STATE OF DELAWARE

IN AND FOR NEW CASTLE QOUNTY

RORERT LOGAN, et al.,
Plaintiffs,
Ve

Civil Action No. 82C-DE~102 (Asbestos)

ASBESTOS CQORP. OF AMERICA,
et al.,

Defendants.

ANSWERS AND OBJECTIONS OF DEFENDANT
HOLLINGSWORTH & VOSE CQMPANY TO
PLAINTIFFS' INTERROGATORIES PER
STANDING ORDER NO. 1 EXHIBIT "C"

1. Describe in detail, with specificity and particularity
each product mined, produced, manufactured or sold by the answering
defendant or its predecessors in title or subsidiaries which contained
asbestos for each year fram 1936 until 1980; anc: for each such preduct
describe:

(a) Its chemical ingredients;
(b) State the manner in which it was intended to be used,
i.e., in the construction and/or insulation of buildings and/or
equipment, etc.;
(c) For each ingredient contained therein state:
(i) The name or chemical camwposition of each
- substance, -what harmmful effects, if any are known, that it produces in man
or mammals and whether it produces its harmful effects through ingestion,
inhalation, absorption or a cambinatian of these;
(ii) when you determined and/or learned that the
substance produced harmful effects and how such effects were produced;
(iii) Identify each individual who participated in
such determination and/or obtained such knowledge;
(iv) Identify each document that refers, reflects or
relates to any information pertaining to the properties of each of the
- ingredients and/or how the harmful effects are produced as well as your
determination of those toxic effects and the manner by which they are
. produced;

(v) As to any information received orally in answer

-~ vto this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
~ and state the full substance of the information supplied;

(vi) Which products or ingredients were mined, which
were manufactu.red and which were distributed by answering defendants.



A, Cbjected to on the grounds that this interrogatory is too

- broad covering areas which have no relevancy to the issues raised in this
camplaint and which are not reasonably calculated to lead to relevant
information or to the discovery of admissible evidence. Without pre-
judice to this defendant's cbjection, the only asbestos-containing
products manufactured or sold by this defendant to Haveg Industries
between 1936 and 1980; namely, 1971 and 1972, were High Bulk Asbestos
Paper and/or Blue Asbestos Paper Type 41. The answers to the following
subparts are limited by the above-mentioned cbjection and refer only to
products sold to Haveg Industries.

(a) The chemical ingrediea'.nt of High Bulk Asbestcs Paper
and Blue Asbestos Paper Type 41 were, to the best of our recollection,
the same and hereinafter both shall be referred to as "High Bulk Asbestos
Paper." The ingredients themselves were crocidolite, cellulosic fiber,
acrylic latex, diatamaceous earth, nelar_nine—formaldehyde resin, alun, and
possibly other ingredients presently unknown.

{b) High Bulk Asbestos Paper was intended to be used in
the fabrication of pipe.

(c) (i) Although this defendant is not an authority on
the subject of harmful effects of chemical substances, it presently
believes that asbestos may produce asbestosis, mesotheliama, and/or
certain lung cancers through inhalation of asbestos fibers.

\/’ (ii) This defendant first learned in the 1950's that
asbestos may produce same harmful effects but at this time it is unknown

exactly what harmful effects this defendant learned at that time.



(iii) Harolcd V. Knudson -- former Vice President cf
Research and Development (retired)

Donald G. iagill -~ former Vice President and
Divisicn Manager

Massachusetts 1lills

7 Wveth Road

Hanover, New Hampshire 03755

Edward J. McCormick, Jr. — Vice President
Industrial Relations

East Walpole, Massachusetts 02032

(iv) Objected to on the grounds that it would be
unduly burdensd}e, annoying, oppressive and unduly expensive to list the
many of documents requested in this Interrogatory and also on the grounds
that said Interrogatory calls for documents available as matters of
public record which are available to plaintiffs. The answer to this
Interroga'tory may be derived or ascertained from relevant porticns oi the
records of this defendant. Therefore, this defendant relies upon its
initial Rule 33{c) option and will make such relevant documents available
subject to any cbjections defendant may have as to privilege, work
product or other matters in conformity with Rule 26.

(v) Objected to on the grounds that this interroga-
tory is unclear, unduly burdensame, annoying, cppressive and repetitive;
calls for information already given above; and requests information rot
reasonably calculated to lead to relevant information to the discovery of
admissible evidence. See also answer to Interrogatory No. 75.

(vi) High Bulk Asbestos Paper was manufactured and
sold by this defendant. This answering defendant is not a mining com-
my.

2. If any product identified in answer to Interrogatory No. 1
and was produced, manufactured and/or sold under a trade name, identify

that trade name(s) and state the time period that each such product was
sold under such trade name.
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A. High Bulk Asbestos Paper was manufactured and sold from
1967 to 1972. However, it was only sold to Haveg Industries fram 197! to
1972.

3. For each product identified in answer to Interrogatory 1,
state:

(a) The address of each plant where it was manufactured,
processed or packaged;
(b) Whether you were the sole producer, manufacturer
and/or distributor of the product and, if not:
(i) The name and address of each other person, fim

or other entity enganged in the production, manufacture and/or distribu-
tion of the product;

(ii) whether any other manufacturers produced the
product by virtue of a franchise or license fram you;

(iii) The persons or firms who produced the product
for distribution in the United States;

(iv) The person or firm who produced the product Zor
distribution in the State of Delaware.

A. (a) High.Bulk Asbestos Paper was manufactured and packaged
at this defendant's Easton, New York, plant at County Route 113, Greerwich,
New York 12834, and later the East Walpole, Massachusetts plant at 112
Washington Street, East Walpole, Massachusetts 02032.

(b) This defendant was the sole manufacturer of High Eulk
Asbestos Paper. However, we believe that at least one other manufacturer;
namely, Herty Foundation of Savannah, Georgia, may have produced a very
similar product.
(i)=(iv) Not applicable.

4. For each product identified in answer to Interrogatory 1,
state: . .
{a) How the product was sold and/or distributed for use
in the United States and/or the State of Delaware;
(b) Identify all person, firms or other entities to wham
these products were sold or through whom they were distributed during the
period 1936 to 1980;



(¢) For each such person, firm or other entity identified
in answer to subpart (b) above, state the following:
(1) the specific procduct sold and/or distributed;

(2) the quantity of the product sold and/or distri-
buted;

(3) the dates which these products were sold,
sl‘u.pped and delivered to each entity;

(@) Identify each individual who has any knowledge of
these sales and/or distributicon and state with specificity and particu-
larity the substance of each individual's knowledge;

(e) Identify and produce all documents which reflect or
relate to all sales and/or distribution of each such product to each such
entity identified above.

. A. (a) Cbjected to on the ground that this interrogatory is
too broad covering areas which have no relevancy to the issues raised in
this camplaint and which are not reasocnably calculated to lead to rele-
vant information or to the discovery of admissible evidence and also on
the ground that it would be unduly burdensame, annoying, cppressive and
unduly expensive to campile a list of all distributors through the United
States. Furthermore, the answer to this interrogatory may be derived or
ascertained from relevant portions of the records of this defendant.
Therefore, this defendant relies upon its Rule 33(c) option and will make
such relevant documents available subject to any cbjections defendant may
have to privilege, work product or other matters in conformity with Rule
26. Without waiving this defendant's cbjection, this defendant answers
that High Bulk Asbestos Paper was sold to Johns Manville Corporation from
1968 to 1970 and to Haveg Industries fram 1971 to 1972.

(b) See answer to subpart (a) of this Interrogatory
No. 4.

(€} (1) See answer to subpart (a) of this Interrogatory
No. 4. High Bulk Asbestos Paper.



(2) See answer to subpart (a) of this Interrogatory

No. 4. Haveg Industries — 88,539 pounds. -

(3) See answer to subpart (a) of this Interrogatory
No. 4. The dates High Bulk Asbestos Paper was shipped to Haveg Industries
are as follows:

12/3/71, 12/11/72, 12/13/72, 12/18/72

(d) See answer to subpart (a) of this Interrogatory

George H. Ives — Purchasing Agent
Hollingsworth & Vose Campany
County Route 113

Greenwich, New York 12834

Graham Blandy III -- Sales Representative
Hollingsworth & Vose Yy
East Walpole, Massachusetts 02032

Cha.ries Perry -- Assistant Mill Superintendent
East Walpole, Massachusetts 02032

(e) See answer to subpart (a) of this Interrogatory
No. 4.

5. For each product identified in answer to Interrogatory 1
state whether you engaged in any advertising program to pramote the sale
of that product and, if so, state:

(a) The name or description of each advertising media
that you have used to promote the product during the period 1936 to 1980;

(b) The name of each national magazine cr periodical in
which you have advertised the product during the period 1936 through
1980;

{c) The date of each issue of such magazine or periodical
in which such advertisement appeared;

(d) The name and address of each newspaper in which it
advertised the product during the period 1936 through 1980;

(e} The date of each publication of each newspaper in
which the advertisement appeared;

(f) Identify and produce each document which refers,
reflects or pertains to each such advertisement which was published in
each such magazine, periodical and/or newspaper;

(g) State whether the advertising of the product was
handled by an agency and, if so, state the name and address of each



of the record of this defendant. Therefore, this defendant relies upon
its Rule 33(c) option and will rake such relevant documents available
subject to any objections defendant may have to privileged, work product
or other matters in conformity with Rule 26.
‘ (e) Objected to on the ground that this interrogatory is
too broad covering areas which have no relevancy to the issues raised in
this camplaint and which are not reascnably calculated to lead to relevant
information or to the discovery of admissible evidence. Without wmiving
this defendant's objection, the following information is given:
presently unknown. Haveg Industries, and before that Johns Manville,
were responsible for the specifications for the formulation o.f High Bulk
Asbestos Paper.
(£) See answer to subpart (d) of this Interrogatory

No. 6. Without waiving this defendant's cbjecticn, the following docu-.
ments are listed:

Mem‘:randmn dated April 28, 1970 by R. P. Foster —
"Materials Required for Blue Asbestos Trial (TR-48)"

Memorandum dated June 14, 1971 by John Banton —
"“Chemitite Asbestos Paper - New York Mills"

Memorandum dated June 14, 1972 fram Norman Bugeau —
“Cammercial Trial on T-41 Asbestos."

Salesman's Report dated 11/14/72 fram Graham Blandy III

(g) Paul Reynier, Division Purchasing Agent
Haveg Industries

(h) Graham Blandy III

(i) Graham Blandy III



7. With regard to each form of asbestos fibers identified in
the answer to Interrogatory 6, state:
(a) Vhere it was purchased, if it was not purchased,
where it was cbtained;
(b) Fram wham it was purchased;
{c) The manner in which it was received, stored and used
in the production of the product.

A. (a) North American Asbestos
150 North Wacker Drive
Chicago, Illinois

(b) See answer to subpart (a) of this Interrogatory No.

(c) Objected to on the ground that this interrogatory is
. too broad covering areas which have no relevancy to the issues raised in
this complaint and which are not reasonably calculated to lead to relevant

information or to the discovery of admissible evidence.

8. If you manufacture any insulation procucts which are
camonly used by insulators and which contain asbestos;

(a) Describe how the products listed in (b) are cut,
shaped, mixed and applied on the jobs giving particular reference as to
whether or not the materials have to be sawed or cut cn the jcb, blown
into confined areas, or mixed with water into a cement or paste;

(b) State if there is any way known to you that the
products listed below can be used and applied without the workers inhaling
any of the asbestos dust or fibers:

(1) Asbestos cement; Asbestcs Firishes;

(2) Asbestos pipe covering;

(3) Asbestos bricks or block;

(4) Asbestos sheeting;

(5) Asbestos insulation used to cover extremes of
heat as well as cold;

(6) Asbestos insulation in loose form which may be
blown into hames or buildings;

(7) Asbestos in spray form;

(8) Asbestos mineral in fiber form or particulate
form;

(9) Asbestos Millboard, rope, gaskets, paper gloves
or blanket. _

(c) Did your company buy any products listed in (b) above
from other manufacturers and relabel it or have it labeled for your
campany?

(1) If yes, which products and for whom?

(d) Did your company produce any products within the list

in (b) above for ¢ther campanies? :
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(1) If yes, which products and for whom?

(e) whether prior to distributing the product you altered
it in any manner from the form in which you received it from the scurce,
and if so what type of alterations or modifications were made by you;

(£) Whether prior to distributing the product you repac-
kaged or in any way altered the packaging or labelling of the product

after receiving it from the source, and if so, what alterations were made
by you.

A. Not applicable. This defendant is not a manufacturer of

insulation preducts.

9. For each product listed in answer to Interrogatory No. 1,
describe each end use for which each such product was intended to be used
by the general industry and for each such use:

(a) Describe the form of the product when so used;

. (b) . Describe the process and/or method by which the .-
product would be applied for each such use;

(c) Describe the equipment to be used to apply the
product for each such use;

(d) 1Identify each document that refers, reflects or
relates to any information and state the full substance of the informa-

tion supplied;

(e) As to any information received orally in answer to
any interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information and
state the full substance of the information supplied.

A. (a) Pipe

(b) Unkncwn

(c) Unknown

(d) Objected to on the grounds that it would be unduly
burdensame, annoying, cppressive and unduly expensive to determine and
identify documents requested in this Interrogatory and also on the
grounds that said Interrogatory calls for documents available as matters
of public record which are available to plaintiffs and finally on the
grounds that said interrogatory is too broad, covering areas which have
no relevancy to the issues raised in this camplaint and which are not

reascnably calculated to lead to relevant information or to the discovery
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of admissible evidence. The answer to this interrogatorv may be derived
or ascertained frecm relevant portions of the records of this cefendant.

Iheref¢re, this defendant relies upcn its initial Rule 33(c) option and

will make such relevant documents available subject to any objections

defendant may have as to privilege, work product or other matters in
conformity with Rule 26.

(e) Cbjected to on the grounds that this interrogatory is
unclear, unduly burdensame, annoving, oppressive and repetitive; calls
for information alreacy given above; and requests information not reason-
ably calculated to lead to relevant :x.nformatmn or to the discovery of

adm:x.ssxble evuience. Ses also answer to Interrogatory No. 75.

10. State whether any of the equipment identified in answer to
Interrogatory No. 9(c) was manufactured by you or any parent or sub51d.1ary
campany or related campany.

A. Not applicable.

1l1. If any piece of equirment identified in answer to Inter-
rogatory No. 9(c) was invented, developed or first made by you or any
perscn associated with you or any related campany or association, state:

(a) When it was invented, developed or made;

(b) The identity of each individual who participated
therein and describe in cdetail the extent of his participation;

(c) The identity of each document which reflects, refers
or relates to any information set forth in answer to this interrogatory;

(d) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A. Not applicable.

12, State whether you or any person associated with you or any
related company or association invented, developed or made any change
and/or improvement in any piece of equipment identified in answer to
Interrogatory No. 9(c), and if so:

~ (a) Describe the change and/or improvement made;
(b) State when it was made;

-11 -



(c) Icentify each individual who participated therein and
describe in detail the extent of his participation;

(d) Identify each document which reflects, refers or
relates to any information set forth in answer to this interrogatory;

(e) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrcgatory, identify each person who has supplied such inforrwa-
tion and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A. Not applicable.

13. For each process and/or method identified in answer to
Interrogatory No. 9(b), state whether it was developed by you or a parent
or subsidiary or related campany.

A. Not applicable.

14, For each process and/or method identified in answer to
Interrogatory No. $(b) ceveloped or first made by you or any person
associated with you or any related campany or association, state:

(a) When and where it was developed;

(b) The identity of each individual who participated
therein and describe in detail the extent of his participation; :

(c) The identity of each document which reflects, refers
or relates to any information set forth in answer to this Interrogatory;

(d) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A. Not applicable.

15. State whether you or any person associated with you or any
related campany or association developed or made any change and/or
improvement in any process and/or method identified in answer to inter-
rogatory No. 9(b), and if so:

(a) Describe the change and/or improvement made;

(b) State when and where it was made; .

(c) Identify each individual who participated therein and
describe in detail the extent of his participation;

(d) Identify each document which reflects, refers or
relates to any information set forth in answer to this interrogatory;

(e) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied;

(f) Identify the living person who has the most knowledge
of matters discussed herein,

A. Not applicable.

¢
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l6. For each product identified in the answer to Interrogatory

No. 1, describe what, if any, tests were made to cdetermine the safety of
said product and:

(a) State when and where each such test was made;

(b) Describe the results of each such test;

(c) Identify each individual who participated therein and
describe in detail the extent of his participation;
: (d) Identify each document which reflects, refers or
relates to any information set forth in answer to this interrogatory;

(e) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrcgatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A._ None.

17. For each process or method identified in answer to Inter-
rogatory No. 9(b), describe what, if any, tests were made to detemu.ne
the safety of said process or method and:

(a) State when and where each such test was made;

(b) Describe the results of each such test;

(c) Identify each individual who participated therein and
describe in detail the extent of his participation;

(d) Identify each document which reflects, refers or
relates to any information set forth in answer to this interrogatory;

() As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

- A. Not applicable.

18. For each piece of equiprent identified in answer to
Interrogatory No. S(c), describe what, if any tests were made to deter-
mine the safety of said equipment and:

(a) State when and where each such test was made;

(b) Describe the results of each such test;

(c) Identify each individual who participated therein and
describe in detail the extent of his participation;

(d) . Identify each document which reflects, refers or
relates to any information set forth in answer to this interrcgatory;

(e) As to any information received corally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A. Not applicable.
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19. For each label, brochure, or other written material
describing or relating to the use of each product identified in answer to
Interrogatory No. 1, produced by you or any person associated with you or
any related coampany or association:

(a) Descrike its contents;

(b) State when, where, how, and to whom it was distri-
buted;

i (c) State the manner in which it was placed on or in the
product container or whether it was separate from the product container,
or whether it was separate from the product or container;

(d) State whether any written, printed or graphic matter
was present to warn of any harmful ingredient it might contain. If so,

state:
(1) Whether a signal word, i.e., "danger", "warning"
or "caution" was present;
- (i1) whether a signal word was printed in boldface,
capital letters or different colored inks. Which?
(iii) The wording of the statements describing any
hazard;
(iv) The wording of all directions and/or instruc-
tions pertaining to any method of use to avoid any hazard.

(e) Identify each individual who participated in the
writing of the label, brochure or other written materials and describe in
detail the extent of his participation;

(f) Identify each document which reflects, refers or
relates to the information contained on the labels, brochures, or other
written materials and/or the decision to include such information;

(@) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A. (a) The answer to this interrogamz;'y may be derived or
ascertained fram relevant pcrtions of the record of this defendant.
Therefore, this defendant relies upon its Rule 33(c) option and will meke
such relevant documents available subject to any objecticn defendant may
have as to privilege, work product or other matters in conformity with
Rule 26. As further answer to this interrogatory, the only written
materials relating to the use of High Bulk Asbestos Paper were shipping
labels which were attached to the packages containing the product. Those

labels stated the custamer's name and address, together with the identifi-
cation and quantity of the product.
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(b) Distributed directly to this defendant's custcmer,
Haveq Industries, in 1971 and 1972.

(c) See answer to subpart (a) of Interrcgatory No. 19,

(d) No.

(e) The answer to this interrogatory may be derived or
ascertained from relevant portions of the record of this defendant even
though defendant is presently unaware of such documents. Nonetheless,
this defendant relies upon its Rule 33(c) option and will make such
relevant documents if any exist available subject to any cbjection
defendant may has as to privilege, work product or other matters in
conformity with Rule 26. As further answer to this interrogatory,
unknown.

(f) Objected to on the grounds that this would be unduly
burdensame, annoying, oppressive and unduly expensive to cull throuch
hundreds of documents in order to prepare the list called for. The
answer to this subparagraph (f) of this interrogatory may be derived or
ascertained from relevant portions of the records of this defendant even
though defendant is presently unaware of such documents. Nonetheless,
this defendant relies upon its Rule 33(c) option and will make such
relevant documents if any exist available subject to cbjections defendant
may have as to privilege, work product or other matters in conformity
with Rule 26. '

(g) Objected to on the grounds that this interrogatory is
unclear, unduly burdensame, annoying, coppressive and repetitive; calls
for information already given above; and requests information not reason-~
ably calculated to lead to relevant information or to the discovery of

admissible evidence. See also answer to Interrogatory No. 75.
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20.  For each product identified in answer to Interrogatory i
state whether warnings of any harmful or potentially harmful effects of
the product were printed on the cartons or packing cases in which indi-
vidual containers were packed and, if so:

(a) State the printed warning's contents;

(b) State when the warning was used;

(c) Describe the manner in which it was placed on or in
the product container;

(d) Identify each individual who participated in writing
of the label or brochure and describe in detail the extent of his parti-
cipation;

(e) Identify each document which reflects, refers or
relates to the information contained on the cartons or packing cases and
the decision to include that information;

(f) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the inforration supplied.

A. See answer to Interrogatorv No. 19.

21, For each label, brochure, or other written material
describing or relating to each process or method identified in answer to
Interrogatory No. 9(b) produced by you cor any person associated with you
or any related campany or association; and for each such label, brochure
or written material:

(a) Describe its contents;
(b) State when, where, how, and to wham it was distributed;
(c) State whether any written, printed or graphic matter
was present to warn of any harmful ingredient it might contain. If so,
state:
(i) whether a signal word, i.e., "danger", "warning"
or "caution" was present;
(ii) whether a signal word was printed in boldface,
capital letters or different colored inks, and if so, which one;
(1ii) The wording of the statements describing any
hazard;

(iv) The wording of all directions and/or instructions
pertaining to any method of use to avoid any hazard.

(@) Identify each individual who participated in the
writing of the label, brochure or other written materials and describe in
detail the extent of his participation;

(e) Identify each document which reflects, refers or
relates to the information contained on the labels, brochures, or other
written materials and/or the decision to include such information;

(f) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.
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A. Not applicable. <See answer to Interrogatory No. 19.

22, For each label, brochure, or other written material
describing or relating to equipment identified in answer to Interrogatory
No. 9(c), produced by you or any person associated with you or anyv
related company or association; and for each such label, brochure or
written material:

(a) Describe its contents;

(b) State when, where, how, and to wham it was distri-
buted;

(c) State whether any written, printed or graphic matter
was present to warn of any harmful ingredient it might contain. If so,
state:

- (i) whether a signal word, i.e., "danger”, "warning®

or "caution" was present;

(i1) Wwnether a signal word was printed in boldface,
capital letters or different colored inks, and if so, which one;
(iii) The wording of the statements describing any
hazard;

(iv) The wording of all directions and/or instructions
pertaining to any method of use to avoid any hazard.

(d) Identify each individual who participated in the
writing of the label, brochure or other written materials and describe in
detail the extent of his participation;

(e) Identify each document which reflects, refers or
relates to the information contained on the labels, brochures, or other
written materials and/or the decision to include such information;

(£) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A. Not applicable.

23, With regard to the production, distribution, and/or sale
of each product identified in answer to Interrogatory 1 state whether you
have ever been accused of violating any of the provisicns of the Federal
Labeling of Hazardous Substances Act, and, if so, state:

(a) The date of each indictment, complaint or information
that accused you of such violation; .

(b) The court in which the proceedings were instituted;

(c) The plea you entered;

(d) The verdict and/or judgment in each such case;

(e) The date set for trial of any pending case:

(f) The identity of each document which reflects, refers
or relates to information pertaining to such accusation;

(@) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.
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A. Objected to on the grcunds that it would be unduly burden-
scme, annoying, cppressive and unduly expensive to cull through many

docurents in order to be certain that no such accusaticn was made. The

answer to this interrogatory may be derived or ascertained fram relevant

portions of the records of this cdefendant. Therefore, this defendant
relies upon its Rule 33(c) option and will make such relevant cocuments
available subject to cbjections defendant may have as to privilege, work
product or other matters in conformity with Rule 26. Without waiving
this defendant's objection, this defendant further answers that it is

unaware of any such accusations.

24. For each product identified in answer to Interrcgatory 1,
state whether you contend it is a "hazarcdous substance" as defined in 15
United States Code, Section 1261(f) and, if so, state with specificity
and particularity the facts which you rely on to support that contention.

A. Objected to on the grounds that it calls for the dis-
closure of impressions, conclusions, opinions or legal theories, all of

which are not discoverable under Civil Rule 26 of the Superior Court.

25. With regard to each prcduct identified in answer to Inter-
rogatory 1 state whether any quantity of that product has ever been
seized by any agency of any govermment; arnd if so:

(a) State the date of each such occurrence;
(b) State the name or description of the violations of
which you were accused;
(c) State the court in which the acticn was filed;
(@) Describe the judgment that was rendered; _
(e) State the date that has been set for trial of any

pending case;

(f) Identify each document which reflects, refers or
relates to information pertaining to such seizure;

(g) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.
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A. No.

26. State whether you have ever been the subject of any
investigation or accusation by any Governmental Agency concerning the
provisions of the Occupaticnal Safety and Health Act of 1970 (P.L.
91-596, 29 U.S.C. § 651 et seq.). If so, state:

. (a) The date of such investigation, accusation, or other
administrative or judicial procedure or action;

(b) The administrative agency or court in which any
prcceedings arising from such investigation or accusation were heard or
instituted:;

() The determination and results of any such accusation
or action; '

(d) The identity of each document which refers or relates
to information -set forth in answer to this interrogatory;

(e) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A. (bjected on the ground that this interrogatory is too
broad covering areas which have no relevancy to the issuves raised in this
camplaint and which are not reasonably calculated to lead to relevant
information or to the discovery of admissible evidence. Further objected
to on the grounds that it would be unduly burcensamwe, annoying, cppres-
sive and unduly expensive to cull through many documents in order to Lke
certain that no such investigation or accusation was made. The answer to
this interrogatory rmay be derived or ascertained fram relevant portions
of the records of this defendant. Therefore, this defendant relies upon
its Rule 33(c) option and will make such relevant documents available
subject to objections defendant may have as to privilege, work procduct or
other matters in conformity with Rule 26. Without waiving this cefen-
dant's objection, this defendant further answers that it is unaware of
any such investigations or accusations with regard to each product

identified in answer to Interrogatory No. 1.
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27. State what action, if any, you have taken since 1935 tc
reduce or eliminate any risk of occupational disease or perscnal injuc
to those engaged in the manufacture of your. asbestcs products or to t*zse
using your asbestos products which arises form the inhalation of dust znd

fibers.

A. Objected to on the grounds that this interrogatory is too
broad covering areas which have no relevancy to the issues raised in t=is
camplaint and which are not reasonably calculated to lead to relevant
information or to the discovery of admissible evidence. Without waiv-
ing this defendant's cbjection, this defendant answers that it discon-
tinued the sale of its High Bulk Asbestos Paper as shown in the letter
dated December 11, 1972 fram Graham Blandy III to Eugene O'Neill of Haveg

Industries a copy of which is attached hereto and made a part hereof zs

Exhibit "A".

28, Describe in full and complete detail each of the activi-
ties which you have undertsken with the intention of warning the public
of the effects of any product identified in answer to Interrogatory 1 as
to the health of the user or general public and give the inclusive dates
of each such activity, and:

(a) Identify each individual who participated therein znd
describe the nature of his participation;
(b) Identify each document which reflects, refers or
relates to information pertaining to such warning;
~(c) As to any information received orally in answer tc
this -interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such informaticn
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A, Objected to on the ground that this interrogatory is
vague, unclear and too broad covering areas which have no relevéncy tc
the issues raised in this complaint and which are not reasocnably calcu-

lated to lead to relevant information or to the discovery of admissible

evidence. Without waiving this defendant's cbjection, this defendant
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answers none. Since this defendant did rot sell to "the public", it, in
turn, had rno cblicaticn to undertake activities "with the intenticn of

warning the public" of the eifects of High Bulk Asbestos Paper.

29. Have you or any of your campanies concducted any studies
concerning the effects of inhalation of asbestos dust or fibers by one
using or being exposed to any of the asbestos materials ranufactured by
you and/or any of your campanies? In answer to this question, please
state:

(a) The date, nature and location of your studies;

(b) The name or names of the persons conducting the
studies and their address anc describe in detail the extent of their
participation;

(c) The purpcse of the studies;

(@ The identity of each document which refers or relates
to any information set forth in answer to this mterrogatory,

(e) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identif: each person who supplied such informaticn
and state the full substance of the informaticn supplied.

A. Objected to ca the grounds that this interrogatory is too
broad covering areas which have no relevancy to the issues raised in this
camplaint and which are not reasvnably calculated to lead to relevant
information or to the discovery of admissible evidence. Without waiving

this defendant's cbjection, this deferndant answers no.

30. Have you or any of your campanies ccnducted any studies
designed to minimize or eliminate the inhalation of asbestos dust and
fibers by those exposed to the use of any of the products containing
asbestos materials manufactured by you or any of your companies? If so:

(a) The date, nature and location of your studies;

(b) The name or names of the persons conducting such
studies and their address and describe in detail the extent of this
participation;

(c) State what action, if any, was taken based upon such
studies in an effort to minimize or eliminate the effects of inhalaticn
of asbestos dust or fibers upon those using or being exposed to the dust
and fibers contained in such products as manufactured by your campany;

(d) Identify each document which refers or relates to any
information set forth in answer to this interrogatory;

(e) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.
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A. Objected to on the grcunds that this interrcgatorv is toc
broad covering areas which have no relevancy to the issues raised in this
camplaint and which are not reasonably calculated to lead to relevant
infermation or to the discovery of admissible evidence. Without waiving
.this defendant's objection, this defendant answers: no. However, this

defendant did eliminate the manufacturing of High Bulk Ashestos Paper in
1972,

31. ¥hat technique, if any, did and/or do you use to make dust
samplings in the manufacturing and packaging production environment or at
job sites where your materials are used?

(a) Set forth in detail the technique used, when it was
camrenced and when, if ever, it was concluded; .

(b) State the purpose for administering such samplings;
(c) State the results of such samplings;

(@) State what action, if any, has been taken in response
to the findings as to the dust sanples;

(e) Icdentify each document which refers or relates to
such sampling;

(f) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information suppliec;

(g) Identify the living person who has the most knowlecge

of matters discussed herein.

A. Cbjected to on the grounds that this interrcgatory is tce
broad covering areas which have no relevancy to the issues raised in this
carplaint and which are not reasonably calculated to lead to relevant
information or to the discovery of admissible evidence. Without waiving
this defendant's objection, this defendant did not make any dust samp—
lings at job sites where this defendant had no control over the working
conditions at the Haveg plant.

32. State what, if any safety measures were taken by you as to
your employees, during the processing, manufacturing and packaging of
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products containing asbestos including but rnot limited to products that
have been distrikbuted to the duPont Corpany. If any such safety measures
were taken, state:

(a) The reason Ior the use c¢I such measures, equipment or
clothing;

(b) Icdentify each docurment relating to safety procecures

taken by employees or plant personnel in the manufacture, processing arnd
-packaging of such products;

(c) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, icentify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the informaticn.

A. Objected to on the grounds that this interrogatory has no
relevancy to the issues raised in this camplaint and are not reasonably
calculated to lead to relevant information or to the discovery of admis-
sible evidence. As further answer, plaintiffs have not alleged that they .
worked for this defendant or that they were erployed in the manufacture

and packaging of asbestos products.

33. State:

(a) Knowledge as to any respirator or other breathing
device which was on the market during the relevant pericd which would
prevent the inhalation of asbestos dust and fibers;

, (b) A detailed description of such respirator or other
breathing device, together with all information as to how such éevice
prevents the inhalation of asbestos dust and fibers;

(c) wWhat tests, if any, were conducted, by wham and
where, with regard to the effectiveness of any such device;

(d) Identify each document in any defendant's possession
which refers or relates to the subject matter of this interrogatory;

(e) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such informaticn
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A. (a) Unknown. This defendant during 1971 and 1972 was
only aware of devices or dust masks that would minimize the inhalation of
asbestos dust and fibers.
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(b) Not applicable.

(c) Not applicable.

(d) DNot applicable.

(e) Objected to on the grounds that this interrogatory is
unclear, unduly burdensame, annoying, oppressive and repetitive; calls
for information already givén above; and requests information not reason-
ably calculated to lead to relevant information or to the discovery of
admissible evj.fience. See also answer to Interrogatory No. 75. Without

waiving this objection, this defendant further answers: not applicable.

34. Have you or anyone on your -behalf conducted or had con-
" ducted any investigation of thé statistical and/or epldenlologlcal
relationship between the use of any product identified in answer to
Interrogatory 1 and the contraction by humans or animals of cancer
including but not limited to mesotheliama. If so:
(a) Icentify each person participating in such mvest.l.ga-
tion and describe in detail the extent of this participation;
(b) State when the investigation was conducted;
(¢) Identify the perscn or perscns who authorized the
investigation; '
(@) Identify each document which refers or relates to any
information set forth in answer to this interrogatory;
(e) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrocgatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A. No.

35. Have you or anyone on your behalf conducted or had con-
ducted any investigation of the statistical and/or epidemiological
relationship between the use of any product identified in answer to
Interrogatory 1 and the cont.ractmn by humans of pulmonary asbest051s.

If so:

(a) Identify each person participating in such investiga-
tion and describe in detail the extent of his participation;

(b) State when the investigation was conducted;

(c) Identify the person or persons who authorized the
investigation;

(d) Identify each document which refers or relates to any
information set forth in answer to this interrogatory;
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(e) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatcrv, identify each perscn who sizolied such information
and state the full substarce of the infcrmaticn sucplied.

A. No.

36. Describe in detail all written and oral reports including
those reports originating fram users of any of the products identified in
answer to Interrogatory 1, including doctors, and employees and agents of
the defendants concerning any relationship between the use of these
products and the development of pulmonary asbestosis in humans or ani-
mals;

(a) Identify all persons making said reports and to wham
said reports wete made;

(b) State whether any report cr series cf reports initiated
changes and/or reevaluation of the production, sale or use, or recamen-
dations for use, of any of those products; )

. {c) Identlfy each docn.mept which refers or relates to any :
information set forth in answer to this interrogatory;

(d) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrcgatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A. (Objected to on the grounds that this interrcgatory has no
relevancy to the issues raised in this camplaint and are not reasonably
calculated to lead to relevant informaticn or to the discovery of admis-
sible evidence. As further answer, plaintiffs have not alleged that they
worked for this defendant or that they were emplcyed in the manufacture
and packaging of asbestos products. Without waiving this defendant's

cbjection, this defendant answers: none to our knowledge.

37. Describe in detail all written and oral reports including
those reports originating from users of any of the products identified in
answer to Interrcgatory 1, including doctors, employees and agents of the
defendants concerning any relationship between the use of any of those
products and the development of cancer including but not limited to
mesotheliama in humans or animals:

(a) Identify all persons making said reports and to wham
said reports were made;

(b) State whether any report or series of reports
initiated changes and/or reevaluation of the producticn, sale or use, or
recamendations for use, of any of those procucts;
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(c) Identify each document which refers or relates to any
information set forth in answer to this interrogatory;

(d) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrocatory, identify each person who supplied such informaticn
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A. See answer to Interrogatory No. 36.

38. For each product identified in answer to Interrogatory 1
state whether the production and/or sale of the procuct has been discon-
tinued and, if so:

{a) State when it was discontinued;

(b) State with specificity and particularity all the
reasons for the discontinuance;

(c) Identify each individual who participated in the
decision to discontinue production and/or sale and describe in detail the
extent of his participation;

(d) Identify all docuzrents wm.ch reflect, -refer .or relate
to each such discontinuance;

(e) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such informaticn
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A. Yes.

(a) The production and sale of High Bulk Asbestos Paper
was discontinued in 1972.

(b) Inability to process the fiber.

(c) Presently unknown.

(d) Objected to on the grounds that it would be unduly
burdensame, anncying, oppressive and unduly expensive to cull through
our business records. The answer to this interrogatory may be derived or
ascertained from relevant portions of the records of this defendant.
Therefore, this defendant relies upon its Rule 33(c) cption and will make
such relevant documents available subject to any cbjections defendant may

have as to privilege, work product or other matters in conformity with
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Rule 26. Without waiving this cdefendant's cbjection: see letter dated
December 11, 1972 fram Grahem 5landy III (Exhibit "A").

(e) Objected to on the grounds that this interrccatory is
unclear, unduly burdensang, annoying, oppressive and repetitive; calls
for information already given above; and requests information not reason-
ably calculated to lead to relevant information to the discovery oi

admissible evidence. See also answer to Interrogatory No. 75.

39. For each product identified in answer to Interrogatory 1,
state whether the production and/or sale of that procduct has been limited
and/or curtailed or reduced and, if so:

. (a)  Describe how it was so limited or curtailed or.
.reduced; ’ - L :
(b) State when it was so limited, curtailed or reducegd;
(c) State with specificity and particularity all of the
reasons for the limitation, curtailment, or reduction;:

(@) Identify each individual who participated and the
extent of his participation in the decision to so limit, curtail or
reduce production and/or sale;

(e) Identify each document which reflects, refers or
relates to the limitation, curtailment or reduction and/or the decision -
to implement the limitation, curtailment or reduction;

(£) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A. See answer to Interrogatory No. 38.

40. Do you contend that each of the products identified in
Interrogatory 1 do not or did not create any risk to one who applies or
uses the product?

(a) If so, state the factual basis for each such conten-
tion;
(b) If not, state:
(1) The cCegree and kind of risk which is created by
such use; :

(ii) The conditions under which such risk is created,
increased or decreased;

(iii) Identify each document which reflects, refers or
relates to your answers to this interrcgatory:;
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(iv) As to any information received orally in answer
to this interrccatory, icdentifv each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the informaticn supplied.

A. Objected to on the grounds that it calls for the dis-
- closure of inpressions, conclusions, cpinions, legal theories and cther
expert opinions or conclusions which are not discoverable under Civil

Rule 26 of the Superior Court.

41. _ Do you contend that it was not your responsibility to warn
workers of the risk of harm arising fram the use of your product or of
the danger of asbestos to their health?

(a) State the factual basis for such response;

(b) .Identify each document which reflects, refers or
_relates .to.your answers-to’ this interrogatory;. °

(c) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, icdentify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A. See answer to Interrogatory No. 40.

42, Do you contend that it was cnly the responsibility of the
employing campany involved, or others, to so warn the workers of the risk
of harm arising from the use of your product or of the danger of askestos
to their health?

(a) State the basis for such contention;

(b} Identify which others were so responsible;

(¢) Icentirfy each document which reflects, refers or
relates to your answer to this interrogatory;

(d) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A. See answer to Interrogatory No. 40.

43. Do you contend that the danger to any plaintiff was not
foreseeable at the time the products alleged to have caused his injuries
were sold? If so, as to each plaintiff:

(a) State the factual basis for such contention;

(b) Identify each document relied upon in support of such
contention;

(c) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.
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A. See answer to Interrogatory No. 40.

44, Do you conterc that the canger frcm the use by plaintiffs

of products containing asbestos was obvious? If so, as to each plaintiff:

(a) State the factual basis for such contention;

(b) Identify all documents relied upon in support of such
contention;

(c) As to any inrformation received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the informaticn supplied.

A. See answer to Interrogatory No. 40. Without waiving its
objection, this defendant does not know what was cbvious to the
plaintiffs.

45. Do you contend that glaintiffs knew, understood and
appreciated the danger arising fram their concact with asbestos which you
mined or distributed or products containing asbestos which you manufac-
tured cr distributed? If so, as to each plaintiff:

(a) State the factual basis for such contention;

(b) Icdentify all documents relied upon in support of such
contention;

(c) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each perscn who supplied such irformation
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A. See answer to Interrogatory No. 40. Without waiving its
objection, this defendant does not know what was known, understood and
appreciated by the plaintiffs.

46. Do you contend that plaintiffs voluntarily and unreason-
ably exposed themselves to the danger arising from their contact with
asbestos which you mined or distributed or products containing asbestos
which you manufactured or distributed? If so, as to each plaintiff:

(a) State the factual basis for such contentian;

(b) Identify all documents relied upon in support of such
contention;

(c) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such informaticn
and state the full substance of the information supplied.
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A, See answer to Interrcgatory No. 40.

47. Do vou centend that plaintiffs used any asbestos which you
mined or distributed or any products containing asbestos which you
manufactured or distributed in other than their usual, customary and
expected manner? If so, as to each plaintiff:

- (a) State the name and chemical camposition of the
product claimed to have been used in other than its usual, custamary ard
expected manner;

(b) State in detail the manner in which plaintiffs used
said product in other than its usual, custamary and expected manner;

(c) Identify each document relied upon in support of such
contention; :
- {d) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

. “A._ See.answer to Interrogatory No. 40. "Without waiving its
objection, defendant does not know how any of the plaintiffs used

defendant's product.

48. With regard to each product identified in answer to
Interrogatory 1 or 8, state whether you have ever been named as a
defendant in any civil action, including Workmen's Corpensation Actions,
fll:.ng of Workmen's Ccmpensatlon oconsent agreements, or other proceed-
ings, to recover damages for injuries resulting from asbestosis and
asbestos related pleural disease received as a result of using that
product and, if so, for each proceeding;

(a) State the name and address of each plaintiff;

(b) State the name and address of each co-defendant;

(c) State the date it was filed;

(d) State the name of the Court in which it was filed;

(e) Describe the judgment rendered;

(f) State the date that has been set for trial of any
case still pending;

(g) Describe the terms of any settlement reached before
or during trial; .

(h) State whether any appeal is pending from any judgment
that has been rendered;

(i) State the exact nature of the condition alleged in
such action to have resulted fram the plaintiff's use of or contact with
saJ.d product and identify the product involved;

(j) Identify each document which reflects, refers or
relates to any information pertaining to that camplaint.
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A, Objected to on the grounds that this interrogatory is too
broad covering areas which have no relevancy to the issues raised in this
camplaint and which are not reasonably calculated to lead to relevant
information or to the discovery of admissible evidence. Further cbjected
en the grounds that this would be unduly burdensame, annoying, oppressive
and unduly expensive to cull through many documents in order to identify
the relevant documents called for and also on the grounds that said
interrogatory calls for documents available as matters of public record
which are available to plaintiffs. The answer to this interrogatory may

be derlved or asce.rta.:.ned frcm relevant portions of the records of th:.s N
defendant Therefcre, thJ.s defendant relles upon ltS Rule 33 (c) optlon
and will make such relevant cocuments available subject to cbjections
defendant may have as to privilege, work product or other matters in
conformity with Rule 26. Without waiving its cbjectiocn, this defendant
answers: yes. This defendant is named in New Jersey law suits by em-
ployees of Johns Manville which used this defendant's High Bulk Asbestos
Paper. This paper was manufactured by this defendant pursuant to Johns
Manville's specifications.

49. With regard to each product identified in answer to
Interrogatory 1 or 8, state whether you have ever received a notice of
injury to any other person as a consequence of a condition of asbestosis,

asbestos related pleural disease and cancer resulting from the use of
that product and, if so:

(a) State the date it was received;

(b) State the name and address of the injuried person;

(c) Describe in detail the camplaint;

(d) Identify each document which reflects, refers or
relates to any information pertaining to that camplaint;

(e) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information supplied.
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A. See answer to Interrogatory No. 48.

50. With regard to each product identified in answer to
Interrogatory 1 or 8 state whether you have ever been named as a
defendant in any other action to recover damages for injuries resulting
fram cancer including but not limited to mesothelicma received as a
-result of using that product and, if so:

(a) State the name and address of each plaintiff;

(b) State the name and address of each co-defendant;

(c) State the date it was filed;

(d) State the name of the court in which it was filed;

(e) Describe the judgment rendered;

(f) State the date that has been set for trial of any.
case still pending;

(g) Describe the terms of any settlement reached beiore
or during trial;

(h) State whether any appeal is pending fram any jucgment
that has been rendered. .

-

A. See answer to Interrogatory No. 48.

51. With respect to the period fram 1950 through 1980, state
the name, addresses and campany title or pcsition of each person who at
any time during that period was in charge of the following activities
with regard to each of the products identified in answer to Interrccatory
1l or 8:

(a) Prcduction;

(b) Marketing;

(c) Labeling;

(d) Advertising;

(e) Product evaluation;

(f) Research and cevelopment;
(g) Distribution.

A. (Objected to on the grounds that this interrogatory is too
broad covering areas which have no relevancy to the issues raised in this
camplaint and which are not reasonably calculated to lead to relevant
information or to the discovery of admissible evidence. Further cbjected
to on the grounds that this would be unduly burdensame, annoying, cppres-

sive and unduly expensive to cull through many documents in order to

obtain the information called for. The answer to this interrogatory may

- 32 -~



be derived or ascertained fram relevant portions of the record of this
defendant. Therefore, this defendant relies upon its Rule 33(c) option
and will make such relevant documents available subject to any objectiocn
defendant may have as to privilege, work product or other matters in
'conformity with Rule 26. Without waiving its objectien, this defendant
answers for the relevant years of 1971 and 1972 as follows:

(a) Donald G. Magill, Jr., former Vice President
‘and Division Manager
. Massachusetts Mills
7 Wyeth Road
Hanover, New Hampshire 03755

(b) Stoughton L. Ellsworth now Vice Pres:.dent

of Sales” , .
East Walpole, Massachusetts

13 Campello Road
Framingham, MA 01701
(c)-(e) Not applicable.
(f) Harold W. Knudson, former Vice Presicent of
Research and Development

9 Victoria Circle
Norwood, Massachusetts 02062

(g) Not applicable.

52. Identify the living parties or perscns who are the most

knowledgeable about asbestos mined and products containing asbestos sold
and/or distributed by your from 1936 to present. Identify all documents

which relate to such sales and/or distribution.

A. Objected to on the grounds that this interrogatory is too
broad covering areas which have no relevancy to the issues raised in this
corplaint and which are not reasonably calculated to lead to relevant
information or to the discovery of admissible evidence and also on the
ground that even if said request was relevant, it would be unduly burden-
same, annoying, oppressive and unduly expensive to make such identifica-

tion. The answer to this interrogatory may be derived or ascertained
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fram relevant portions of the records of this defendant. Therefore, this
defendant relies upon its Rule 33(c) cption and will make such relevant
documents available subject to any objections defendant may have as tc
privilege, work product or other matters in conformity with Rule 26.
'Without waiving this defendant's objection, this defendant answers:

Harold W. Knudson
Graham Blandy III

53. . Have you or has anyone on your behalf attended an/or
participated in any conference, seminar, lecture or symposium cealing
with the hazards of using any product identified in answer to
Interrogatory 1 or 8 of asbestos in general and, if so, state:

(a) The date and place of such conference, sem.mar,
lecture or symposium;. - .

(b} The perscn or persons conductmg such conr.ev'ence,
seminar, lecture or symposium;

(c) The person or persons who attended on your behalf;
(d) The subiect matter of such conference, seminar,
lecture or symposium;

(e) The speakers and/or moderators at such conference,
seminar, lecture or symposium;

(f) Wwhether any reports or memoranda were made concerning
the subject matter of such ccnference, seminar, lecture or symposium;
identifying each such report or memorandum.

A. Objected to on the grounds that this interrogatory is too
broad covering areas which have no relevancy to the issues raised in this
camplaint and which are not reascnably calculated to lead to relevant
information or to the discovery of admissible evidence and also on the
ground that even if said request was relevant, it would be unduly burden-
same, annoying, oppressive and unduly expensive to make such identifica-
tion. The answer to this interrogatory may be derived or ascertained
fram relevant porticns of the records of this defendant. Therefore, this
defendant relies upon its Rule 33(c) option and will make such relevant

documents available subject to any cbjections defendant may have as to
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privilege, work product or other matters in ccnformity with Rule 26.
Without waiving this defencant's cbjecticn, this céafendant answers:

presently unknown.

. 54. Are you familiar with the hearing concerning the dangers
of asbestos conducted in March, 1967 before the House of Representatives
of the United States Cangress Sub-Committee cn lLabor? If so, icentify

those person who are or were associated with you that were familiar with
that hearing.

A. . m.

55. State when, if at all, you received knowledge of the
following publications or matters discussed therein, who received such
. knowledge and identify all documents relating to such knowledge:

(a) Fleischer, Viles, Gade and Drinker, "A health Survev
of Pipe~Covering Operations in Construction Naval Vessels," 28 J. Indus.
Hyg. 9-16.

(b) Selikorif, et al., "Asbestosis and Neoplasia," 42 Am.
J. Med. (1967);

(c) Sel:.ko..-, Churg and Harron, "The Occurrence of
Asbestosz.s Among Industrial Insulation Workers," 132 Ann. New York Acac.
Sc. 139 (1965);

(d) "Documentation of the Threshold Limit Values for
Substances in Workroaom Air," A.C.G.I.H. (3rd 1971);

(e) "Threshold Limit Values for 1961," A.C.G.I.H. (1961);

(f) 1906 report by Dr. H. Montacue Murray;

(g) 1934 study by Dr. Anthony J. Lanza, Assistant lredical
Director of Metropolitan Life Insurance Company.

A. Not applicable.

56. Identify each publication contaired in your research
library, or otherwise in your custody, including but not by way of
limitation, your Research and Develcopment Center, all medical journals,
industrial medical journals, industrial hygiene journals, technical
literature in the area of asbestos mining, manufacture, application and
use, and Goverrmental publications, dealing with occupational diseases
arising from the manufacture and use of asbestos-containing products. As
to all such publications, state the volumes which are in your custody and
cantrol, when each such volume was received and the present location of
such publications.
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A. Objected to cn the grounds that this interrogatory is too
broad and calls for information having no relevancy to the issues raised
in this camplaint and are not reasonably calculated to lead to relevant
information or the discovery of admissible evidence. Also cbjected to on
.the grounds that said interrogatory calls for documents available as
matter of public record which are available to plaintiffs and also on the
grounds that it would be unduly burdensame, annoying, oppressive and
unduly expensive to go through defencdant's records to provide the infor-
mation called for. The answer to this interrogatory may be derived or
ascertained from relevant portions of the records of this defendant.
Tﬁerefore, this defe‘nda.nt relies upon its Rule 33(c) option and will make
such relevant documents available subject to any objection defendant may
have as to privilege, work prcduct or other matters in conformity with
Rule 26 in the even this interrogatory must be responded to. Viithout
waiving this defendant's cbjection, since 1972 this defendant has re-
ceived scme books and periocdicals dealing with asbestos.

57. As to any threshold limit values published by the American
Conference of Goverrmental Industrial Hygienist, state whether you have
brought such information to the attention of those using your products.
If you have not done so, state the reasons why you have not dcne so.

A. CObjected to on the grounds that this interrogatory is too
broad and calls for information having no relevancy to the issues raised
in this camplaint and are not reascnably calculated to lead to relevant
information or the discovery of admissible evidence. Also objected to on
the grounds that said interrogatory calls for documents available as

matter of public record which are available to plaintiffs and also on the



grcunds that it would be unculy burdensome, annoying, oppressive and
unculy expensive to go th.rcugh cdefendant's records to provice the infcr-
mation called for. The answer to this interrogatorv may be derived cr
ascertained fram relevant portions of the records of this defendant.
'Therefore, this defendant relies upon its Rule 33(c) option and will make
such relevant documents available subject to any cbjection cdefendant may
have as to privilege, work product or other matters in conformity with
Rule 26 in the even this interrogatory must be responded to. Further, to
the extent applicable, this interrcgatory is cbjected to on the grcunds
that it calls for the disclosure of irpressions, conclusions, cpinions or
legal theories, all ot which are not discoverable under Civil Rule 26 oz
the Superior Court. Without waiving said cbjections, this defendant
presently has no records or recollection of doirng so during the tirmes
relevant to this defendant and if in fact this deferdant “did not" it was
procbably because its procuct caused no problem since the paper had a
binder and further because the product was produced according to Haveg
specification and Haveg had knowledge about the use of the product at the
'Haveg plant.

58. Have you been: (a) a member of or (b) affiliated in any

manner with or (c) received reports or (d) subscribed for reports or
publication to the Industrial Hygiene Foundation of Pittsburgh?

A. No.
1

59. With regard to Interrocgatory 58, what years did you
participate under (a), (b), (c) or (d)?

A. Not applicable.
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60. With regard to Interrocgatory 58, co you have any documents
obtained frcm the Industrial hygiene Foundation? If so:
(a) List all such decurents;
(b) Wwho currently has them in their possession?
(c) Wwhen was each received?
(d) state the name of the individuals who received such

docurents or information contained in such documents.
A, (a) THF Engineering Services dated 1/70 (brief fact sheet
describing their engineering services — two pages).
(b) Paul A. Walker, Senior Envirommental Engineer

(d) Donald G. Magill -~ former Vice President and

Division Manager, Massachusetts Mills.

61. Have you received any reports or documents prepared by
Metropolitan Life Insurance Campany from 1929 to about 1960, concerning

statistical and other studies of asbestos workers for Johns-Manville? If
so, state: )

(a) The documents received;
(b) Who received them and when;
(c) The current location of the documents.

A. No.

62. State all chemical, industrial, medical or trade associa-
tions to which you have belonged since 1936.

A. Objectéd to on the grounds that this interrogatory is too
broad covering areas which have no relevancy to the issues raised in this
camplaint and which are not reascnably calculated to lead to relevant
information or to the discovery of admissible evidence. However, without
waiving said ocbjection, this defendant in 1971 and 1972 belonged to the
following associations which may have discussed at one time or another
asbestos products. Representatives of this defendant attended various

meetings and same simply received publications or mailings.
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American Paper Institute - Specialty 1942 - Present
Paper and Bcard (formerly API - Asscc.

of Pulp Consumers)

Associated Industries of Massachusetts 1969 - Present
(ATM)

Business Council of New Ycrk State 1968 - Present
(formerly Associated Industries of

New York State)

INDA 1968 - Present
Maséachusetts Safety Council 1960 - Present
National Association of Manufactures 1971 ~ Present
(NAM)

National Council of the Paper Industry 1962 - Present
for Air and Stream Improvement

National Safety Council 1952 - Present
TAPPI (Technical Assoc. for the Pulp 1964 - Present
and Paper Industry)

Institute of Envircrmental Sciences 1961-1975

(formerly American Association for
Contamination Control)

63. With regard to the associations enumerated in the answer
to Interrogatory 62, state:

(a) The names of each individual associated with the
answering defendant since that date who have had cdealings with each said
association;

(b) Describe the nature of their cdealings with each such
association; '

(c) State their last known address;

(d) 1If still employed, their current job and title.

A. Objected to on the grounds that this interrogatory is too
broad and calls for information having no relevancy to the issues raised
in this camplaint and are not reasonably calculated to lead to relevant

information or the discovery of admissible evidence. Also cbjected to on

the grounds that said interrogatory calls for documents available as

- 39 -



matter of public record which are available to plaintiffs and also on the
grounds that it would be unduly burdenscme, -annoyinc, cppressive and

unduly expensive to go through defendant's records to provide the infer-

mation called for. The answer to this interrogatory may be derived or

ascertained from relevant portions of the records of this defendant.
Therefore, this defendant relies upon its Rule 33(c) cption and will make
such relevant documents available subject to any cbjection defendant may
have as to privilege, work product or other matters in conformity with
Rule 26 in the even this interrogatory rust be responded to. See also
answer to Interrogatory No. 62. Without waiving this defendant's objec-

tion, defendant supplies the following information:

American Paper Institute - Specialty Mark Hollingsworth (deceased)
Paper and Board (formerly API - Asscc. Edward J. McCormick, Vice
of Pulp Consumers) Presicdent - Industrial
Relaticns
David R. Smith, Vice President
- Engineering

Walter F. Kopke, former
Director of Purchasing

Phillip L. Jenkins, Director
of Purchasing

Harvey W. F. Mason, Vice
President - Manufacturing

Richard E. Reny (deceased)

Stcughton L. Ellsworth, Vice
Presicdent - Sales

Carl Hazelton, former Techni-
cal Director

Associated Industries of Massachusetts Mark Hollingsworth (deceased)
(AIM) Edward J. McCormick, Vice
: President Industrial
Relations
Business Council of New York State Leonard Simpson, New York
(formerly Associated Industries of Mill Manager
New York State) Phillip L. Jenkins, Director

of Purchasing
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Massachusetts Safety Council

National Association of Manufactures
(NAM)

National Council of the Paper Industry
for Air and Stream Improvement

National Safety Council

TAPPI (Technical Assoc. for the Pulp
and Paper Industry)

- 4] -

Richard E. Reny (ceceased)
Stcugnton L. Ellsworth, Vice
Presicent - Sales

James LaValley, Personnel
Manacer, West Groton,
Massachusetts

Thomas Chea (deceased),
former Personnel Manager -
west Groton, Massachusetts

Zward J. McCormick, Vice
President - Industrial
Pelations

Frank Harmon (deceased),
former Personnel Manager -
iest Groton, Massachusetts

fialter Golden (deceased),
fcrmer Personnel Manager -
Zast Walpole, Massachusetts

Representatives wno may
have attended or received
zublication or mailings
are presently unkncwn

Barold Knudson, former
Vice President - Research
and Development (retired)

Zéward J. rcCormick, Vice
President - Industrial
Relaticns

Everett Gillis (retired)

Thanas Obea (deceased)

Jchn Banton, former HMiil
Manager - East Valpole

Frank Harmon (retired)

walter Golden (deceased),
former Personnel Manager,
East Walpole, Massachusetts

R. McLauchlon (deceased),
former Personnel Manager,
East Walpole, Massachusetts

T. E. Macleon (deceased),
former Personnel Manager,
East Walpole, Massachusetts

Harold W. Knudscn, former
Vice President - Research
and Development (retired)



Institute of Environmental Sciences Robert Parsons, Senior
(forrerly American Association for Develcopment Engineer
Contamination Control) Harold W. Knudson, former
' Vice Presicdent - Research
and Development (retired)
J. loring, former Development
Engineer, Hovolite Department,
West Groton, Massachusetts

64. Name each corporate officer and/or member of corporate
management who attended any meeting and/or conference concerning the
health and medical aspects of asbestos and/or the use of products con-
taining asbestos, and for each person identified, state the nature of his
participation in each such meeting or conference.

A, See answer to Interrogatory No. 63.

65. State the sources of all products containing asbestos
which have been incorporated in any product manufactures by you which
have been distributed, sold and/or utilized from 1936 to 1980.

(a) State the names of all irndividuals asscciated with
the above stated sources who dealt with or handled your account;

(b) Identify any such document which refers, reflects or
relates to any information provided in answer to this interrcgatory;

(c) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such information
and state the full substance of the information suppliad.

A. Objected to on the grounds that this interrogatory is too
broad covering areas which have no relevancy to the issues raised in this
camplaint and which are not reasonably calculated to lead to relevant
information or to the discovery of acdmissible evicence and also on the
ground that even if said request was relevant, it would be unduly burden-
sare, annoying, oppressive and unduly expensive to make such idéntifica—
tion. However, without waiving this defendant's objection to this
interrogatory, the answer to this interrogatory may be derived or ascer-
tained from relevant portions of the records of this defendant. There-

fore, this defendant relies upon its Rule 33(c) option and will make such
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relevant documents available subject to any cbjections defendant may have

as to privilece, work procduct cr other matters in conrformity with Rule
26. Without waiving this cefendant's cbjection, this defendant answers:
North American Asbestos. See also answer to Interrogatory No. 7(a}.

(a) See answer to this Interrogatory No. 65. Presently

(b) See answer to this Interrogatory No. 65.

_{c) Cbjected to on the grounds that this interrocgatory is
unclear, unduly burdensame, annoying, oppressive and repetitive; calls
for information already given above; and requests information not reason-
ably calculated to lead to relevant information to the discovery of
admissible evidence. See also answer to Interrogatory No. 75.

66. For each product identified in the answer to interrogatory

1 or 8, which you distributed, identify the source fram which you
cbtained the product.

(a) State the names of all individuals associated with
the above stated sources who dealt with or handled your account and
specify who handled your account for products distributed to Delaware;

(b) Identify any such documents which refer, reflect or
relate to any informaticn provided in answer to this interrogatory.

A. Cbjected to on the grounds that this interrcgatory is too
broad covering areas which have no relevancy to the issues raised in this
camplaint and which are not reascnably calculated to lead to relevant
information or to the discovery of admissible evidence and also on the
ground that even if said request was relevant it would be unduly burden-
same, annoying, oppressive and unduly expensive to make such identifica-
tion. However, without waiving this defendant's objection to this

interrogatory, the answer to this interrogatory may be derived or ascer-
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tained fram relevant portions of the records of this defendant. There-
fore, this defendant relies upon its Rule 33(c) option and will make such
relevant documents available subject to any cbjections defendant may have
as to privilege, work product or other matters in conformity with Rule
.26. Without waiving this defendant's cbjecticn, this defendant was the
source of its own products. It did not distribute High Bulk Asbestos
Paper obtained fram another source. Graham Blandy III, Sales Representa-

tive, handled our account with Haveg. See also answer to Interrogatory
No. 65.

67. State the names of all individuals associated with you who
had any dealings with the requisition and/or procurement of asbestos or
products containing asbestos as indicated in answer to interrogatories 65
and 66 and for each such person:

(a) Identify the nature of his association(s), the
locations and the dates of their occurrence;

(b) Identify each document which refers, reflects or
relates to any information provided in answer to this interrogatory;

(c) As to any information received orally in answer to
this interrogatory, identify each person who supplied such informaticn
and state the full substance of the information supplied.

A. (a)-(b) Cbjected to on the grounds that this interroga-
tory is too broad covering areas which have no relevancy to the issues
raised in this camplaint and which are not reasonably calculated to lead
to relevant information or to the discovery of admissible evidence and
also on the ground that even if said request was relevant, it would be
unduly burdensame, annoying, oppressive and unduly expensive to make such
identification. However, without waiving this defendant's cbjection to
this interrogatory, the answer to this interrogatory may be derived or
ascertained fram relevant portions of the records of this defendant.

Therefore, this defendant relies upon its Rule 33(c) option and will make
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such relevant documents available subject to any cbjections defendant may
have as to privilege, work product or other matters in conformity with

Rule 26. Without waiving this defendant's objections, Walter F. Kopke,

former Director of Purchasing delt with the requisition and/or procure-

ment of raw asbestos.

68. State the names of all individuals who dealt with or
handled the account with and/or made any sales to the employer of the
plaintiff of asbestos and/or products containing asbestos.

. {a) Describe in detail the nature and dates of each such
association with the said accounts;

(b) Identify each document which refers, reflects or
relates to any information provided in answer to this interrogatory.

A. Objected to on the grounds that it would be unduly
burdensome, annoying, crpressive and unduly expensive to cull through
many documents in order.to respond to the requests in subparagraph (a)
and (b). The answer to subparagraphs (a) and (b) of this interrogatory
may be derived or ascertained from relevant portions of the records of
this defencant. Therefore, this defendant relies upon its Rule 33(c)
option and will make such relevant documents available subject to objec~
tions defendant may have as to privilege, work product or other matters
in conformity with Rule 26. Without waiving this defendant's cbjection,

this defendant answers Graham Blandy III.

69. Identify each individual wham you expect to call as an
expert witness at the trial of this litigation, and for each person
identified:

(a) The subject on which the expert is expected to
testify and the substance of the facts and opinions to which he or she is
expected to testify and a summary of the grounds for each opinion;

(b) Identify each document referring, relating or con-
taining any such facts and/or opinions and identify each individual
having custody of each document identified.
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A. Unknown at this time.

70. Identify each individual who have retained or employed or
anticipate retaining or employirg in any way in preparation of or antici-
pation of trial in this litigation who is not expected to be called as a
witness at trial, and for each such individual:

. (a) State the substance of any facts or opinicn which he
or she has discussed with any agent, employee or representative of the
answering defendant, together with a summary of the grounds for each
opinion;

(b) Identify each document referring to or containing
such facts and/or opinions, and identify each person having custody of
each document identified.

A. (bjected to on the grounds that this interrogatory calls

for information not discoverable under Civil Rule 26 of the Superior
Court.

71. State the names, last known addresses and telephone

numbers of each and every person whom you intend to call as a witness at
the trial of this litigation.

(@) State the substance of any facts or opinion which he
or she has discussed with any agent, employee or representative of the
answering defendant, together with a summary of the grounds for each
opinion;

(b) Identify each document referring to or containing

such facts and/or opinions, and identify each person having custody of
each document identified;

(c) Specify witnesses you intend to use at the trial of
this case with respect to the occurrences and/or cause of plaintiffs'
illnesses or with respect to the claimed damages or with respect to your

liability.

A. Objected to on the grounds that this interrogatory calls
for information not discoverable under Civil Rule 26 of the Superior
Court, and any other Civil Rule of this Court or Delaware decisional law.
As further answer but without waiving this defendant's objection to this
interrogatory, at the present time this defendant has not decided who it

intends to call as witnesses for the trial in this case.
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72. State:
(a) Whether your ccrporation is insured;
(b) If so, the limits of coverage;
(c) The name of the insurance carpany;
(d) vhether this claim has been accepted or whether a
letter of intent to deny ccverage has been received.

A. {a) Yes.
(b) $500,000
(c) The Travelers Insurance Campany

{d) Coverage of this defendant has been accepted.

73. In whose possession are your and your predecessors' annual
reports from 1936 to the present? Produce such reports.

A. Howard P. Whittle. Annual reports are available at this
defendant's plant at East Walpole, Massachusetts, for review and copying

at a mitually convenient time.

74. Describe in cetail vour policy with respect to the
destruction of records pertaining to each of the products identified in
answer to Interrogatory 1.

(a) Identify all documents pertaining to your policy, if
any, regarding the destruction of such records;

(b) Identify the person or persons having custody of such
policy documents; ’

' (c) Identify the person cr persons in charge of destroy-

ing records pertaining to each such product;

(d) Identify each cocument which refers, reflects or
relates to any information provided in answer to this interrogatory;

(e) Describe what steps, if any, you have taken since the
institution of this action or other actions involving asbestos to prevent
the destruction of any documents relating to asbestos.

‘A. This defendant has no set retention or destruction of
corporate records policy except for certain accounting records retained
until no longer subject to audit by Federal and State authorities.

Nonetheless, all documents in this defendant's possession at the time of
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the institution of this action and at the time of the institution of

other actions involving asbestos have been retained.

75. State the names of all individuals who aided in the
preparation of these answers, and for each such person, state:

. (a) Which interrogatories they helped prepare or the
particular subject area for which they supplied information;
(b) Their current position with the campany;

(c) Their current or last known home and business address
and phone numbers.

A. This defendant has consulted numerocus individuals on an

informal bases to cbtain various bits and pieces of information. The

following individuals are those most responsible in aiding in the prepara-

tion of these answers:

Paul A. Walker - Senior Environrmental Engineer
27 Atherton Road

)E'oxborof Massachusetts 02035

Howard P. Whittle - Treasurer
185 Parker Street
Acton, Massachusetts 01720

Mary Gaetani - Secretary to Howard P. Whittle
7 Willis Lane

Foxboro, Massachusetts 02035

Harold W. Knudson - former Vice President, Research and
Development (retired)

Graham Blandy IIT - Sales Representative

76. State all processes used by plaintiff's employer, known to
any defendant where asbestos was an ingredient.

A. Unknown except this defendant knows that Haveg Industries

used this defendant's High Bulk Asbestos Paper for the Chemtite Process.

77. State all of asbestos insulation by plaintiff's employer,
known to any defendant. -
(a) Types of asbestos insulation used;
(b) Manufacturer and/or brand names;
(c) Locations in said plants where said insulation was
used;
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(d) The perscn rost knowledgeable in said corporation
about the purchasing of insulaticn bv distributors that covered the
states of New Jersey, Delaware, Pennsylvania and Maryland.

A. Unknown.

78. If you have insurance including seconcary or tertiary
coverage, state:

(a) Policy number and amount;
(b) Campany underwriting said insurance;

. {c) The name of your contact in said campany concerning
asbestos claims.

A. (a) and (b)
The Travelers Insurance Company
One Tower Square
Hartford, CT 0611S
American Policyholéers Insurance Carpany
Quannapawut Parkway
Wakefield, MA 01880
First State Insurance
60 Batterymarch Street
Boston, MA (02110
Hartford Insurence Corpany

Hartford Plaza
Hartford, CT 06115

For futher answer, see list of expiration cates, policy
numbers, insurance carpanies and amounts attached hereto and made a part
hereof as Exhibit "B". |

(c) Objected to on the grounds that the information
sought is irrelevant, confidential, privileged and not reasonably calcu-
lated to lead to relevant information or to the discovery of admissible

evidence.

79. State whether you have entered into any agreement, either
oral or written, with any other defendant in this action regarding



(a) Settlement or non-settlement and/or

(b) Allocaticn of damages, should the plaintiffs prevail
on liability. :

If the answer is yes to either of the above, state the substance of each
such agreement and such parties who have entered into this agreement:

(a) Identify those person who participated in the prepara-
tion of each such agreement and describe in detail the nature and extent
.of his participation; and

(b) Identify each document which contains, refers or
relates to each such agreement.

A. Objected to on the grounds that this interrogatory is too
broad covering areas which have no relevancy to the issues raised in this
camplaint and which are not reasonably calculated to lead to relevant
information or to the discovery of admissible evidence. Without waiving
this defendant's objection this defendant makes the following further

answer—No.

80. Do you or your attorneys know of any person or person not
listed in the preceding answers having knowledge of facts relevant to the
allegation in this lawsuit including witnesses to the accident, injury,
illnesses, etc., in question? If yes, please state the names, addresses,
hame telephone numbers, places cf employment, relationship to you, the
present whereabouts of all such persons, and which of said persons you
intend to produce as witnesses in the trial of this action.

A. (Objected to on the grounds that this interrogatory is too
broad, unduly burdensane and to the extent it calls for attorney-client
materials and attorney work product. Vithout waiving this defendant's

objection this defendant makes the following further answer--no.

8l. Do you or your attorneys have any written stataments which
you have not previously produced in this suit fram any persons having
knowledge of facts relevant to the subject matter of this lawsuit, in-
cluding witnesses to the accident, injury, illnesses, etc., in question?
If yes, please state the names, addresses, home telephone nurbers, places

of employment, relationship to you and the present whereabouts of all
such persons.
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A. Objected to cn the grounds that this interrogatory is too
broacd, unduly burdensame and to the extent it calls for attorney-client
materials and attorney work product. Without waiving this defendant's

objection this defendant makes the following further answer——no.

82. State whether vou were a member of the Asbestos Informa-
tion Association (A.I.A.) or in any manner received information or
participated in any of the association's activities.

A. .. Yes. But cnly after 1972; narely, 1977 to the.present.

83. If your answer to any part of Interrcgatory 82 is in the
affirmative, please state:

(a) The date, times and places of any A.I.A. reetings
attended;

(b) The date and time period curing which you received
any publication of the A.I.A.;

(c) The name, addéress and telisghone number of each and

every person who attended such meetings and to wham any such publications
were sent; .

(d) The nature of the informatrion that was furnished at
meetings or in such publications;

(e) MName, address and telephcnie number or the present or
last known custcdian of any copies of A.I.A. neswsletters, correspondence

or publicaticns.

A. (a) Objectaed to on the grouncs that this interrogatory is.
too broad covering areas which have no relevency to the issues raised in
this camplaint and which are not reasonably calculated to lead to relevant
information or to the discovery of admissible evidence and also on the
ground that even if said request was relevant, it would be unduly burden-
same, annoying, oppressive and unduly expensive to make such identifica-
tion. The answer to this interrogatory rmay be derived or ascertained
fram relevant portions of the records of this defendant. Therefore, this
defendant relies upon its Rule 33(c) option and will make such relevant

docurents available subject to any objections defendant may have as to
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privilege, work product or other matters in conformity with Rule 26.
Without waiving this defendant's objection, this defendant was not a

member of this association until 1977 when representatives of this

defendant attended same of the AIA meetings.

(b) See answer to subpart (a) of this Interrogatory No.
83. This defendant received publications from AIA after it became a

member of said association in 1977.

{c) See answer to subpart (a) of this Interrogatory No
83.

(d) See answer to subpart (a) of this Interrogatory No.
83.

(e) Paul A. Walker.

84. State whether you received a publication known as the
"Asbestos Magazine".

A. To.

85. If your answer to Interrogatory 84 is in the affirmative,
please state:

(a) The date and time periods during which you received
such publication;
(b) The frequency of receipt, e.g., regularly, occasionally,
rarely, etc.;

(c) The temms, circumstances or requirements of receipt
of such publication, e.g., free, by subscription, distributed at meetingcs,
etc.;

(d) Name, address and telephone number of the present or
last known custodian of any copies of such magazine.

A. Not applicable.

86. Does the answering defendant have in its possession any
medical records, not previously produced in this case relating to any ci
the plaintiffs, including, but not limited to, charts, x-rays, physical
examination reports, summaries, tape recordings of interviews and any ard
all other records pertaining to the medical condition of the plaintiffs?
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If so, plaintiffs request that such records be produced in accordance
with Rule 34.

A. No.

. 87. With respect to each contention contained in your response
to the Camplaint, state the following:

(a) Identify which defense it relates to;

(b) Each fact upon which vour contention is based;

(c) The names and present or last known addresses and
present or last known employer of all persons having knowledge of any of
the facts set out in answer to subparagraph (b) hereof;

(d) The description or designation of each document which
in any way reflects, relates or refers to any of the facts set out in
answer to subparagraph (b) hereof.

A. Objected to on the grounds that this interrogatory is

unclear, toco broad, unduly burcensame and repetitive.

88. Other than annual reports produced pursuant to lNo. 73
above, identify documents which accurately reflect the following informa-
tion as to the answering cdeferdant for each calendar year since 1940:

(a) Total net worth;

(b) Profits;

(c) Total earmings;

(d) Specific earnings attributed to the manufacture
and/or distribution of any products containing asbestos.

A. (Objected to on the grounds that this interrogatory is
unduly burdenscme, annoying, oppressive, repetitive, too broad covering
areas which have no relevancy to the issues raised in this camplaint and
which are not reascnably calculated to lead to relevant information or to

the discovery of admissible evidence and is proprietary in nature.

M%«ﬁ

STUART B. YOUNG

Young, Conaway, S tt & Taylor
Eleventh Floor, Rodney Square North
P. O. Box 391

Wilmington, Delaware 19899
Attorney for Defendant Hollingsworth &
VoseCarpany

reed. Mav 16, 1984
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Decechar 11, 1972

. “u“c“c 0'Neill

Haveg Iadusisics, Incerpora .cd
900 Grc::ban; 20aé
Wilmington, Delsware

Dear Gene:

I wvill atzterpt to recan iy coaversation wita you oa 12/8/72, co
that I cnd =y cozpany cin 3o oa reccord with regards to our uture
intectiozs on the azaufscture of T-41 Asbestos papes.

We compleied the mun of T-41 on 12/7/72, axd saipped 18 pallets,
54 rolls, 16,48 1bsz. to ysu on 12/7/72. Tac balance of epprox-
inately Zh,OCO 1bs. will be chipped tae week of 12/11/72.

Due to iadescribeble difficulties cacountered in preparing for

tte run, mamz{factwring the paper and cleaning up afier tne rua we

wieh to go on record and state that we wili not under any circuzstances
consider ranulacturing this grade zgain.

As you well knew, asbestos fiber is an extramely hazardsus {ider to
u2ndla. In osder to Drucess your daper and Xeep thie hnazards o a2
rinimum, 811 -of the ashes os Lad to bc re-ziiéicd end then coalad
ia a lairge tanx to minimize dusting throvgiuout the nill., Protective
clotuing and masks wera used by all nill perzonnel during and efter
the rua. ZExtencive wast-ul procadurces were necessary, (‘u is now
cigateen hours after the comgle-zo* of the run aad vwe have yet to
cormplete the clean uv), in order to cliaincte trezces of tae asbdestos
£iver and we will not know for seome time to what degree the machine
and stock systems have boem contanineted. All in 211, it was an

cxparience waick we do not wish to repeat 2nd therefore, we are forced
to terminaic. the manufacture of this grade as of nov.

As 10 the “ut ro, we altund recdy o azsisi you in findlng asotler
source Por this matoricl ond would suggest as a starter that you ap-

proach Nicolet Industries ia Forristown, Pconnsylvania, who have manu-
factured asbestos papers Tor 2 numocer of yeass.

I have aahed our production departacnt to gatuer together informstion
covering the preparation and manufacture of tais grade and we will
send alonz to you as complete a file as we can come up with ia order

1' : EXHIBIT A
v



Expiration Date

*1/1/62 - 1/1/65
1/1/65

1/1/68

1/1/68 - 1/1/71

1/1/71 - 1/1/72

1/1/72 - 1/1/73

1/1/73 - 1/1/74

12/31/73 - 12/31/74
12/31/73 - 12/31/74
12/31/74 - 12/31/75
12/31/74 - 12/31/75
12/31/75 - 12/31/76

1/1/76 - 1/1/77

12/31/76 - 12/31/77
1/1/77 - 1/1/78

12/31/77 - 5/20/78
1/1/78 - 1/1/79

5/20/78 - 5/20/79
1/1/79 - 1/1/80

5/20/79 - 5/20/80
1/1/80 - 1/1/81

5/20/80 - 5/20/84
1/1/81 - 5/20/82

5/20/81 - 5/20/82

5/20/82 - 5/20/83
5/20/82 - 5/20/83
5/20/83 - 5/20/84
5/20/83 - 5/20/84

HOLLINGSICRTH & VOSE CCQMPANY

General Liabilitv Policies

Policy Number

08-C-783820
08-C-783838
08-C-908665
08-C-911681
08-C-915238
08-C-917981

K-SLG-554A548-7-73

Umbrella CUP-554A984=3-73

NSL~554A548-7-74

Urbrella CUP-554A984-3-74

NSL~554A548-7-75

Umbrella CU-116968-01-6

NSL~554A548-7-76
Unmbrella 905014

650-488E552~2-IND~77
Umbrella 909024

650-540E141-3-TTA-78
Umbrella 943105

650-540E141-3-TIA-79
Urbrella 945754

650-540E141-3-TIA~-80
Urbrella 948079

650-54CE141-3-T1A-81

KSLG~-276F529-6-82
Urbrella 951915

KSLG-276F529-6-83
Unbrella 953634

*unable to locate copy of policy in files

EXHIBIT "B"

Insurance Ccmpany

The Hartford Ins.
The Hartford Ins.
The Hartford Ins.
The Hartford Ins.
The Hartford Ins.
The Hartford Ins.

The Travelers Ins.
The Travelers Ins.

The Travelers Ins.
The Travelers Ins.

The Travelers Ins.
Amer. Policyholders

The Travelers Ins.
First State Ins.

The Travelers Ins.
First State Ins.

The Travelers Ins.
First State Ins.

The Travelers Ins.
First State Ins.

The Travelers Ins.
First State Ins.

The Travelers Ins.

The Travelers Ins.
First State Ins.

The Travelers Ins.
First State Ins.

Amount

$1 Million
$1 Million
$1 Million
$2 Million
$2 Million

$300,000
$2 Million

$300,000
$2 Millicn

$300,000
$5 Million

$500,000
$S Million

$500,000
$S Million

$500,000
$S Million

$500,000
$10 Million

$500,000
$10 Million

$500,000

$500,000
$10 Million

$500,000
$10 Million



STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS )

) SS:
COUNTY OF NORFOLK )

BE IT REMEMBERED, that on this /¢7,day of 777 0 ey~

1984, personally came before me, the subscriber, HOWARD P. ¥ , and

being duly sworn according to law, did depose and say that he is
Treasurer for Hollingsworth & Vose Carpany; that as such he is authorized
to make this affidavit on its behalf; and that the facts set forth in the

attached Answers to Interrogatories are true and correct to the best of

his knowledge, information and belief.

N\

HOXARD P. WHITILE

SVWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED berfore me, a Notary Public, in and for

the County and State aforesaid, on the day and year first above written.

-~

)' xS MOZ/
Notary Public ?

My Commission Expires: / // //7//,{' 5‘/




PHILLIPS, GOLDMAN & SPENCE, P. A.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
PENNSYLVANIA AVE. AND BROOM ST.
1200 N. BROOM STREET
WILMINGTON, DELAWARE 19806

{(302) 655-4200
JOHN C. PHILLIPS, JR. )

STEPHEN W. SPENCE
ROBERT S. GOLDMAN
ROBERT F. PHILLIPS

LISA C. MCLAUGHLIN

STEVEN K., KORTANEK
JAMES P. HALL

P.O. BOX 1710
WILMINGTON. DE 19899
TELECOPIER: (302) 8635-4210

February 4, 1997

Cynthia Rodgers-Waire, Esquire
Albright, Brown & Caudill, LLC
120 East Baltimore Street

Suite 2150

Baltimore, MD 21202

RE: LIBERTY MUTUAL V. GUY J. TRANSPORTATION CO,, INC.
OUR FILE: LM-GUY

Dear Cindy:

Enclosed please find a filed copy of Plaintiffs Response to Defendant's First
Request for Production of Documents for your file.

Very truly yours,

ottt O Holaman »

ROBERT S. GOLDMAN

RSG:cls
Enclosure

Imguy\CW-filed.rfp
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37-



+ .L{LLIPS,GOLDMAN & SPENCE,P.A.
RE: PHELPS DODGE INDUSTRIES

01/17/97
Delaware Fund
c/o Dave Condron CPA
Stegman & Company
6851 Oak Hall Lane
Columbia, MD 21045
OBERT S. GOLDMAN, ESQ.
HILLIPS,GOLDMAN & SPENCE,P.A.
PENNSYLVANIA AND BROOM STREET
1200 N. BROOM STREET -
JILMINGTON , DE 19806
RE: PHELPS DODGE INDUSTRIES
Payee Service Date Type Invoice Amount
Date Pd Chk# # of Members Amount Due
Case 394 NORRIS, CARL C. 1054-14389 0
REALLOCATION 07/29/96 PF 8.25
/] [/ 0 sz) WARREN BURT & ASSOC#2117 0.01
Nt
\\g\\p 3 Total Case NORRIS 0.01
\ N\
-ase 943 O\ WARDELL, HERBERT O MABEL 0
REALLOCATION 11/20/96 PF 19.25
!/ / o 10 MARON MARVEL #2168 1.93
REALLOCATION 11/05/96 CC 3.45
/! / 0 10 COPYAMERICA CK#2158 0.35
REALLOCATION 11/21/96 PF 1.90
/! / N 10 TRISTATE COURIER CK#2164 0.19
PAUL E. EPSTEIN, M.D. 12/11/96 PF 250.00
01/06/97 2170 10 25.00
Total Case WARDELL 27.47
Case 999999 SPEC ALLOC, 0
REALLOCATION 11/30/96 GF -14.50
— /! / 0 67 FINANCE CHGES =-0.02
REALLOCATION 11/27/96 PF 1.18

/! / 0 67 VALOCCHI & SASSO CK#2165

TTIIII N T



. _{LLIPS,GOLDMAN & SPENCE,P.A.
RE: PHELPS DODGE INDUSTRIES

REALLOCATION 12/15/96 GF 130.00
/] / 0 67 STEGMAN & CO. CK#2163 0.17
SIGNET BANK 12/31/96 GF -26.70
]/ 0 67 INTEREST EARNED ~0.04
SIGNET BANK 12/31/96 GF 8.83
/) 0 67 BANK CHARGES 0.01
ADJUSTMENT 12/31/96 GF -443.07
!/ / 0 67 FINANCE CHARGES -0.59
VALOCCHI & SASSO, P.A. 12/31/96 PD 32.19
01/15/97 2188 67 POSTAGE, TELEPHONE, FAX 0.04
STEGMAN & COMPANY 01/15/97 GF 2650.40
01/15/97 2186 67 FUND MAINTENANCE 3.52
Total Case SPEC ALLOC 3.09

Total due for
Defendant $30.57



