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I, MAUREEN NMATSEN, bsing duly svorT
girst band knovledge of the matters aat fortd

1. I am an attorney vith NoGuire
Boothe, counsel for Iﬁtlmhouu Rlectrioc Cor
asbsatos-related litigation in Missisaippi,
Texas. '

I have been involved in the pro
- 0of tha Wastinghouse Corporate Industrial Hygi
an fapiliar with the arranganents for and ths
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¢ 82%iza thet I bave
hezein.
Battle amd
tion in
Caroline and

of the files-
Departmant and I
conduct of that

;roduction and the privu-qn reviev which pre
' 3. The production of tha West
xnioaa £ilss was eonducted in response to af
in Mississippi, Texas and North Carolina.
4. The production of wuwn
files was in no vay related to asbastos 1li
may not be panding in Wast vi:gix;h.

qe.
ss Industrial
covery outstanding

lznddstrial Hygiens
vhich may or




~ datsd, Novezbar 30, January 5, January 20

" plaintitfs’ counsel at Mess, Motley on ¥

] 8. A single ocpy of the drare which {s the
subject of plaintiffs’ Cross-Motion to De-Privilegs the
'I;-e.inghoua Nexorandun® was dalivered to 1 ed:? Vpiliﬁtlffl
at Ness, Motley, lLoadhslt, Ridhardsch & Pcols &8 a result of
their review of Wastinghousas Industrial Hygl
produced. - That docunant was oontained in a
on Novembsr 25, 1963. -

6. Vestinghouse requested that plaintiffs’ counsel
return the draft maso by lattars to counsel st Nass, Motlay
nd Jamuary 13, -
cruta; as &

docurants
of coples shipped

7. A single privilege log has
result of the ramoval of privileged materiald from the Industrisl
Bygiens filas prier to plaintiffs’ review. log vas gent to
30, 1992. Tha
revision of that log is undervay but, as yet,| incompleve.

8. Counsel for plaintiffs in Texs§ and North
Carcolina, Andrev Waters of Barrcm & Budd, vad copies of
lettars from this atfiant ¢o Susan Nial, da agtober 26 and
Octobar 28, vhich set forth tia conditions of |tha docupsnt
production, attached to this affisnt’s letter to Mr. Waters dated
October 28, 1992, -

Further the affiant sayeth not,

Given zy hand this ;“‘uy of ¥
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STATE CF VIRGINIA
CITY OF RICHMOND
) Subsaribed and sworn to bafors me this f day of

Pabruary, 1993.
7 ] alery Publio

My coxmission axpires: Mﬁﬁ.

i townite '
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