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5 . : IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
: ! MADISON COUNTY

STV

ROY CARSON, BRUCE LUSK, AND EDWARD MEINERS,
WILLZAM ADAMS through LEWIS FLEURY,

Plaintiffs

No. B86-L-824
86-L-836,
85-L-814,
86~L~-1827

through 86-L-2458

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY: et al

4

Defendants

 ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFFS' INTERROGATORIES

NOW COMES the Defendant OWENS-CDRN;EG FIBERGLAS CORPORATION, by HEYL, .
"-'.',. . |HR0YSTER' VOELKER & ALLEN, its attomeysj, and for theix Answers to Plaintiffs' "
’ Interrogatories, states as follows: _

INTQ!-QOGKIORY NO. x// As to the person answering these interrogato- E
ries. state/w < /

el

a) Name ;

.. < (b) Title or position with defendant; *..::; . -

T aat

‘l“ e

{c) BHusiness Address;
(d) Length of time employed by defendant;

{e) State year by vear all other positions, titles or jobs
that person has held with the defendant.

- /
(£) The years during which Defendants have been licensed to
do business within the State of Illinois, or State of Missouri
and with regard to such years please state:

i (1) The type of business conducted within the State of
Illinois or State of Missouri;

or State of Missoury

(2) The names and addresses of any franchise holders,
’ during the last three years;:

dealers, or customqii\}ocated in the State of Illincis

} (3) Whether or not Defendant directly or indirectly supplies
| the persons or entities identified in 1.{£}(2) with any

ROTSTER, VoL products or services; if so, please describe the relationship -

ne & ALLEN ; between Defendant and those persons or entities and state the °

wor ‘% <0 | " approximate dollar value of Defendant’s 1930 to p:esent sales to
ATTORNEYS AT LAW ) them
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Ohio 43659.

; £)

Illincis on January 2, 1959.

1)
products, which it sells under the trademark Fiberglas.

I silicate, asphalt and polyester resins.

2}

lated to lead to the ‘discovery of admissible evidence.

AROTVILLL, R AienE 420L9
A & S Bt s

All answers are derived from a number of sources, persons and documents.

a-e) Answers to these interrogatories were prepared based upen a search
crdinary course of business of Owens-Corning Fiberglas Corporation and also

il .
No single officer, employee or agent of the company has the direct knowledge

or the propaer documents necessary to éupply each and every answer required.

whatever requirement may exist under the applicable rule of civil procedure.
The pérson signing the answers does not, however, hav'e direct knowledge
regarding any specific answer but is informed that the files, documents and
ir;tngiews referred to above do support the respbnses based upon information
K ‘_ available as of the date of signature. If information is later cbtained
. wl-;_ich changes, ;:lodifies or enlarges any of the answers here presented, such
information will be conveyed to the parties submitting these interrogatories.
These Iinten:ogator:ies are signed by C. Duane Callender, Senior Counsel -
Litigation, ;rens-Corn:i:ng Fiberglas Corporation, Fiberglas Tower, Toledo,
The telephone number of the corporation is A/C 419/248-80G0.

This defendant received authority to do business in the State of

owens-Corning Fiberglas is a manufacturer of glass fiber

They also have

manufacturing operations involving wood fiberboard, urethane, calcium

This Defendant ceased the manufacture of asbestos-containing
Kaylo products in 1972 and the sale of such products in early 1973.

Objection, overly broad and burdensome, irrelevant and not calcu-
Without waiving its
objection, this defendant states that based upon present information, it may
have employed licensed or franchised distributors for the distribution of its

of presently existing corporata files and records reqularly maintained in the

inf.om'tion cbtained during interviews with various employees of the company.

The

person signing the answers to these interrcgatories_ does so solely to satisfy

-
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Kaylo product. This defendant, however, does not know the names of these
distributors. At this time, this defendant does not know whether distri-

butors or suppliers were used with respect to the other asbestos-containing
products,

h . -3) Not Applicable. Sae response to No. 1(£)(2) above.
INTERRCGATORY NO. 2: Has the parson answering these Interrogatories

made raaso.nabl.e inquiry of all available sources of information such that
Plaintiff may rely on these answers as the truthful and complete answers made
on behalf of this m'efmg defendant? State the proper legal name asd the
present"; ar;idress of the principal place of business of each of de!endant's
related companies. For each related company identified, please stata:

(a‘) Whether or not the company is licensed to do business in
the State of Illinois;

{b) The business relationship between the company and defendant;

'__".'."'._" ' (c) The nature of the products or services that defendant sells to
" or pu.rcha.ses from the company;

. (d)y ‘rhe type of business the company conducts within the State of
- - .- Illincis. ST

(e.) Wheth.er or not ﬂ';e company advertises Defendant's products or
services within the State of Illinois;

{(£) Whethes or not the company sells Defendant's products or services
within the State of Illincis; and, if so, the approximate value
of those sales or services during 1930 to present;

{g) Whether or not the company pays any type of taxes to the State of .
Illinois or any political body located within the State of
Illinoir

(h) Whether or not .defendant has any control, directly or indirectly,
over the company’s advertismq of defendant's products or

i services,
ANSWER:
“ Yes. This defendant's full business name is Owens-Corning Fiberglas e
v sorsron, voauxen ||COFPOTAtION and its corporate headquarters' address is Fiberglas Tower,
& ALLIEN
o ~owe comomnon || TOledo, Ohio 43649. Defendant's state of incorporation is Delaware. This
wCTS AT LAW .
- o LOus STRCCY H i '
SAOEVILLE, LS S2ORST
s & 5 Gttnst
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ydefendant does not have a parent company, holding cowpanies or subsidiary
divisiong or corporations.

a-h) See response to No. 2.

INTERROGATORY HO. 3: State the following concerning this dofondant:r

{a) Full and Correct name;
b) Principal place of business;

{c) - State of incorporation;

:
:
i
|
I
I
i
|

= i s :
b) Its principal place of business is located at Fiberglas Tower,
Toledo, Ohio._.

(d) Date of incorporation, and name of Corporation

(e) 'Is this defendant authorized to transact business in the State
of Illinois? If so, state the date such authority was first
issued and last renewed;

(£} Does this defendant have an agent, repr:esent;.atiVe or place of
business in Illinois? If so, state the name and address of such
agent, representative, or other place of business;

Does this defendant have an agent for service in the State of
Tiw+Illinois? If so, state the name and address of the reqi.stered

Lot oagent. - - s - Cramemeion , 2.

NI
- .
£i4Q
,l\-ﬁ
- e

-

ANSWER

-

a) Owens-~Corning Fiberglas Corporation.

c) Delaware.
d) October 31, 1938; OHens-Coming Fiberglas Corporation.

4 -e) ’x’es. See response to No. 1(1’)

£) This defendant has facilities at the following Illipois locations:

. - Cwens~Corning Fiberglas Cm:poratiou
! 2215 Sanders Road
Northbrook, IL 60062 (Branch)

Owens-Corning Fiberglas Corporation

L. AQOYSTCR, VOCLRER Sheridan Bank

& aLLgn 1100 W. Glen Avenue
FC S, COaa o o Suite 301
' EYS AT Law Peoria, IL 61614 (Branch)
- - Ll STALET l
mumuouf
S 43 4nasn &

I
"
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ﬁ Owens-Corning Fiberglas Corporation
L 2801 Carl Blvd.
' Elk Grove Village, IL 60007 (Supply Center)

I
{ .
| Owensz-Corning Fiberglas Corporation
l 5880 Archer Road
) Summit, IL 60501 (Roofing Center)

e Owens-Corning Fiberglas Corporatioa
T I 5824 S. Arch Road

Summit, IL 60501 (Asphalt Plant)

Owens-Corning Fiberglas Corporatiocn
S9th & Archer Road
Summit, I, 60501 (Trumbull Asphalt)

Owens~Corning Fiberglas Corporation
3110 Morten Drive
E. Moline, 11 61244 (Plant)

g) Yes. C.T. Corporation Systems, 208 S. LaSalle Street, Chicago, IL
60604. .

~

INTERROGATORY NO. 4: Bas this defendant been sued under i{ts correct

-~ “iname? If not, state the correct legal name of the defendant and provide the

"l information requested in No. 3 above concerning the defendant as correctly

-

n;mes.
ANSWER:
The corréct name of thié pDefendant is Owes-Corning Fiberglas
Corporation.

INTERROGATORY NO. S: Has this defendant ever acquired through

purchase, reorganization or merger another corporation, company, or business
which manufactured, sold, processed, distributed or contracted to apply

h asbestos products?

ANSWER:
Yes.
W POYSTCR, VOCLRER . -
LN } INTERROGATORY NO. 6@ If the answer to Interrogatory No. S is "Yes"”,
- o OO Ta )
TuwcvsaTlaw  [lthen state the following concerning such predecessor:
a4 ST, Loy FTRCLY
CSVALLE, KLiteOrs 82O

!
LT T H
4
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(a)
(b}
(c)

(@

(e)

(£}

Full and correct name;
The pringipal place of business;
State of inco.rporation:
Datae of acquisjtion by defendant;

Wag this business authorized to transact business in the
State of Illinois?

Attach copies of all papers pertaining to the acquisition.

ANSWER:

a-d) On June 27, 1952, this defendant purchased certain assets of Marine

Engineering & Supply Company and ‘the name was changed to Fiberglass

Engineering & Supply Company

This Defendant did purchase certain assets of the Kaylo Division,
~ X .

Berlin, New Jersey plant of Owens-Illinois in Hay, 1958, and the Chembest

.-"-"Division, Bloomingtor, Illinois plant of Unarco in April, 1970, but this

Defendant did not purchase or acquire either corporation.

-~

e) Unknewn.
£) See attached Exhibits "A" and "B".
INTERROGATORY NO. 7: As to any product containing ashestos in any

form, has this defendant, or any predecessor(s):

(a)
(b)

(c)

(d)
(e)
(£)
(9)

Ever designed such a product?
Manufactured such a preduct?
Processed such a product?
Sold ;uch a product?
Distributed such a product?
Patented such a product?

Relabeled such a product which was manufactured, sold
or distributed by another company?

ANSWER:
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a) No. As to Kaylo and Fyrcor, unknown to fiberglas finishing cement,

fiberglas insulating cement, sewn blankets or metal mesh blankaets,

; b) Yes.
c) Ho.
d) Yes.
e) Yes.

£) The original Kaylo product was patented by Owens-Illinois. This

defendant acquired certain of these pateats when it acquired the Berlin Plant

“f:ou Owens-Illinois in May, 1958. In addition, this defendant developed -

other patents relating to Kaylo thereafter. Unknown as to other products.

The Fyrcor product (originally called Unarcochocard) was patented By

Unarco Industries.
No - patents were obtained on Type II mastic.

- ii_:_.... g)__ .!.é’.'s- A iATE e ewe ol - dwbam e ea e m I e T RS e S P PR S —im

INTERRQGATCORY NO. 8: - If your answer to NHo. 7(b}, 7(d), and 7(e} is

“Yes", then give the trade name of the product, the year the defendant or
predecessﬁr first sold or distributed such product, and the year the
defendant last sold or distributed such product.

" ANSWER:

| Réfg;-‘fo hthe attached Product Chart Exhibit "C".

" INTERROGATORY NO. 9: Have any of the products listed above in

Tnterrogatories No. 7 been altered in chemical composition since first being

marketed?
ANSWER?
YL AOYSTER, vOCLKLR ‘ Yes.
& ALLTN i .
\ wa, CoAsOAatOw | INTERROGATORY NO. 10: If so, pleake state:

a MCYS AT LAW
284 ST, LORE FTRLLT 3
mummgi

L Rt o

[}
{a) The trade name of each such product;

.
i
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{b) The daﬁo each such product was altered;

{(¢) The nature of the alteration:

(d) The reason for the alteration.
ANSWER:
During the periocd of time that this defendant manufactured ashestos-

containing pipe, block and core insulating materials, changes were made in

the total amount of asbestos incorporated into the product and in the ratio

of amosite and chrysotile asbestos used. In 1972, this defendant removed all
asbestos from Kaylo. |

Variations occurred in the asbestos content because of attempts to
strengthen the product. Asbestos was removed from Kaylo because of more
definitive Qedical literature relative to the effects of asbestos inhalation
by workers in the industry and individvals working as insulators.

-~ .- INTERROGATORY NO. 11: What is the name, address, and the job title of

each individual who partiEipated'in the design and preparation of manufactur-
ing specification for each such product?

ANSWER: ~

This defendant did not develop or design the Kaylo procduct. The
original Kayle product was manufactured by Owens-Illinois, Subsequent to
this defendant's acquisition of the Berlin, New Jersey plant from Owens-
Illinois, small modifications to the Kaylo manufacturing specifications were
made from timé to.time. Such changes in the Kaylo product were the responsi-
bility of this defendant's Kaylo Research and Development Secticn, which was _.
headed by Richard F. Shannon. Unknown for other asbestos-containing

products.

AROTYMLE, KOS 2023
L 21l o ]
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INTERROGATORY NO. 12: Do any written memoranda, specifications, blue-

prints or other written materials of any kind of character r._-elat.tng to the
design and preparation ;af said products now exist?

ANSWER:

Yhs;'

INTERROGATORY MO. 13: If so, please state:

{(2) List each written material or document;
(b) Who presently has possession of each such document?

{c) WwWhere is it located?

ANSWER:
a~-c) Kaylo Improvement Meeting
Sales-Research-Plant-Product Development
January 19, 1962 : .

- Attendance: R. C. Amos, M. C. Armstrong, W. B. Ball, J. H. Boynton, :
W. F. Justice, R. M. Mover, J. A. Pershing, 0. W. Pfeifer, g
R. F. Shannon, W. €. Taylor

Kaylo Improvement Program
Progress Report

January, February, March, 1962
O. W. Pfeifer

4/18/62

Xaylo Improvement Program
Progress Report

April, 1982

O. W Pfeifer

S/2/62

Kaylo Improvement Program
R. F. Shannen
2/14/63

Kaylo Improvement Program
A. C. Seifert
2/14/863

Kaylo Reinforcements
R. F. Shannon
4/26/61:

Qutline of Batch Changes
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Author Unknown
1967

Kaylo Research & Development Monthly Report
for April, 1967 '

R. F. Shannon

5/5/67

Kaylo Research & Development Weekly Report
D. L. Bishop
8/1/67

Kaylo Research & Development Weekly Report
R. F. Shaanen
s/1s8/67

Kaylo Product Development Weekly Report
R. F. Shannon
10/9/67

Kaylo Product Development
R. F. Shannon
10/23/67 - N

Kaylo Research & Development Monthly Report

. for October, 1967

R. F. Shannon
11/1/67

Kaylo-Repldcement of Asbestos
R. F. Shannon
11/7/67

Kaylo Product Development Weekly Report
R. F. sShannon
11/16/67 -

Glass Reinforced Xonotlite Kayle Cost Study
R. F. Shannon
11/29/67

Kaylo Product Development Monthly Report
for November, 1967

R. F. Shannon

11/30/67

Kaylo Research & Development Monthly Report
for NHovember, 1967

R. F. Shannon

12/4/67

Crossfield-Unilver Calcium Silicate Process
R. F. Shannon

10
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12/11/67

Kaylo Research & Development Weekly Report
Charles L. McKinnis
12/15/67

Kaylo Research Development Monthly Report
for December, 1967

R. F. Shannon

12/28/67 *

Xaylo Research & Devalopment Honthly Report .
for. Jamary, 1968 -

R. F. Shannon

2/5/68

Feasibility Study - Alternate Processes for
Manufacture of High Temperature

R. F. Shannon

3/15/68

Kaylo Research & Development Monthly Report
for March, 1968

R. F. Shannon

4/4/68

. ‘in-;-.x;ylof Research & Develépmeﬁt Monthly Repoﬁ

for April, 1968
R. F. Shannon
s/1/68 ¥

Test Report 33863
P. Saverstrom

Kayle Research & Development Weekly Report

R. F. Shannon
11/11/66

Kaylo Research & Development Weekly Report
R. F. shannon
1/13/67 -

Kaylae Reséazch & Development Weekly Report
R. F. Shannon
1/20/67

Kaylo Research & Development Weekly Report
R. F. Shannon
2/17/67

Kaylo Research & Development. Weekly Report

R. F. Shannon
2/24/67

11
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Kaylo Research & Development Monthly Report
for February, 1967

i R. F. Shannon

3/3/67 -

kaylo Research & Development Weekly Report
R. F. Shannon :
3/9/67

Kaylc Research & Development Weekly Report
R. F. Shannon

3/15(67 .
Kaylo Research & Development Weekly Report
R. F. shannon
4/14/67

Juras Metal Fibers
R. F. Shannon
4/18/67

Kaylo Research & Development Weekly Report
R. F. Shannon
4/21/67

Kaylo Research & Development Weekly Report
R. F. ‘Shannon
s/19/67

Kaylo Resedrch & Development Monthly Report
for May, 1967
- R. F. Shannon
| {  6/2/67

Kaylo Research & Development Weekly Report
R. F. Shannon
8/1/67

Kaylo Research & Development Monthly Report
for August, 1967

R. F. Shannon

8/30/67

Kaylo Research & Development Weelly Report
R. F. Shannon
9/8/67

l Kaylo Research & Development Weekly Report

YL ROYSTER, VOOLXER R. F. ShgnnonlO/ZO/G?

‘ N ALLEN ; .
- s, COMOALNOm Kaylo Product Development
;A...::nmuuw Week of November 2-9
B SV, LOWUrS STACLT
. D. L. Bishop
e agistas :

.
“

12
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11/9/67

Kaylo Product Development

Weekly Report
11/22/67

Kaylo Research & Development Weekly Report

R. F. Shannon
1/5/¢8

Replacement of Asbestos
Berlin Plant Trials

R. F. Shannon
5/16/69

.. Glass Reinforced Kaylo Summary

Plant Trails
R. F. Shannon
11/3/69

All of these documents are currently in the possession of this

defendant's Law Department.

~

INTERROGATORY NO. 14:

In what year did the defendant first begin

selling or distributing any products containing asbestos?

ANSWER:

-

Refer to Product Chart Exhibit "C" prewviously provided.

INTERROGATORY NO. 15:

In what year did the defendant last sell the

any product wiich contained asbhestos?

ANSWER:

Refer to Product Chart Exhibit "C" previcusly provided.

INTERROGATORY NO. 16:

As to the named defendant or any predecessor(s)

or acquired business, state the various types of products, such as blocks,

pipe covering, cements, tape, spray-on insulation, mastics, and cloth, or any

other asbestos containing products and in connection with each type of such

product, state how the same was packaged (i.e., bags, boxes, sacks, etc.) for

sale.

ANSHWER:

13
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i Refer to Product Chart Exhibit "C" previcusly provided.

!
i INTERROGATORY NO. 17: Is your company, as of the date of answerinc_,;
il thesa interrogatories, still manufacturing, selling or distributing any
|pz't:»dv.:.cts containing asbestos? If so, give the brand names of such products,
the binding material and date first manufactured.

ANSWER:

This defendant ceased manufacturing asbestos-containing products in
November, 1972.

INTERROGATORY NO. 18:  Were each of your asbestos containing products

generally expected to reach, or were packaged t reach, the consumer or user,
without substantial change in the condition in which it was sold?

ANSWER: a

This defendant is not aware that changes were made to defendant's
asbestos-containing insulation products after they left defendant's control,

other than any fitting necessary for application.

Bt At et e P A e . LRt gy S

INTERROGATORY NQ. 19: If your answer to Interrogatory No. 18 is "No*,

with fespect to any ﬁroduct, explain in what way the defendalnt claims its
products wer; altered or substantially changed after sale or distribution and
before reaching the helper, mechanic or bystander.
|  Aunswer:

See. response to No. 18.

INTERROGATORY NO. 20: Based upon the material contents of your

products, the method of manufacturing, and the methoed of application, can

’lyour products be generally applied or installed without liberating asbestos
I

| £ibers?.

(a) If there is a different answer .concerning different products
manufactured, sold, distrihuted, or used by your company then specify
the different products by exact manufacturers name and popular name.

14
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{(b) 1If there is a difference in your answer depending on the year or
years in wnich a particular product was used, then specify in detail
what year or years you are referring to and the specific products you
are referrinq to and the year inveolved.

ANSWER:

See attached Product Chart Exhibit "C". In applying Kaylo and Fyrcor it
was not always necessary to cut, saw or route the insulation. Dust would be
created if the insulation was cut, sawed or routed, but would not necessarily
be created under other application procedures.

a) Refer to Product Chart Exhibit "C" previously provided.

b} Not Applicable.

INTERROGATORY NO. 21: Was it a foreseeable use of your asbestos con-
taining products that they may have to be removed, stri'pped or replaced at
any time after installation? If your company contends the plaintiff(s) mis- _
used-any of your products thea state how and under what circumstances your
;roéuct was misused.

ANSWER: .

THis defendant's product was designed so that it could be removed for
access to the-insulted vessel for maintenance. It could then be reinstalled.
Other than for such mzintenance work, this defendant‘'s Kaylo product was
designed to last for extremely long periods of time, likely for the life of |
the vessel being insulated. If the vessel that was ‘insulated reached the end
of its useful life, then this defendant's product could have been removed
separately or left on the insulated vessel and removed with that vessel.

The remainder of this interrogatory cannot be answered by this answering ..

defendant inasmuch as there is no evidence as to how, if at all, plaintiff(s)

used any of the products identified in the answer to interrogatory No. 8.

15
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INTERROGATORY NO. 22: Prior to releasing the asbestos products manu-.

i factured, so.ld. ate. to tha public for sale, waere any tests conducted on same
to determine potential l;ealth hazards involved in the use of materials con-
tained theraein?

il ANS“ER:

Kaylo pipe, bleck and core insulation was manufactured and sold by

éwans-rliinois‘-slass Company prior to the time this defendant became either a
distributor or manufacturer and, t:herefo:e, no tests were conducted by this

41 defendant. However, Owens-Illinois did conduct studies. Those studies were
conducted at the Trudeau Foundation, Saranac Lake, Naw York.

- INTERROGATORY No. 23: If so, please state:

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

(b) Tha results of such said tests.

B AP R il LT e ol IR At

(c) Dat.e of such studies.

-~

ANSWER:

See respons;e to No. 22.

INTERROGATORY NO. 24: Do any written memcranda, specificatidns, blue-

prints or other written materials of any kind or character exist relating to
t';!-:e. testing of said product? .
Not applicable. See re;sponse to No. 22,

INTERROGANRY NO. 2S: If so, please state:

(a) List each such written material or document.

(b) Who presently has possession of each such document and where it

N—— is leocated.
s |
O e CORRORLTIO ANSWER:
€73 AT LAW
e o, LDNAS STWEY .
MOTVLL, WS €209} Not applicable. See response to No. 22.

gt 83 saan l

K 16
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INTERROGATORY NO. 26: Did defendant or any of its subsidiary

companies make any design changes as a result of such tests?

ANSWER:

Not applicable. See response to No. 22,
INTERROGATORY NO. 27: If so, please state:
tf {(a) The nature of the change made.

(b) The name, address, and job classification of each person in
charge of making a change.

ANSWER
Not applicable. See response to No. 22.

INTERROGATORY KO, 28: After releasing said products te the public,

were any tests conducted thereon to determine potential health hazards
involved in the use of materials contained therein?

ANSWER:

Industrial hygiene sewicés, coﬁsisting of dust counts, were conducted
on Kaylo on December 11, 1861, February 25, 1963, and in March 1963 at Union
Carbide's Construction Insulation shop in Charleston, West Virginia, by
Mr. Robert Pgele, an Industrial Hyglenist for Union Carbide., Mr. Peele
concluded as a result of his test that the hazard to health, experienced when
fabricating only "Kaylo®™ blocks, was negligible; that the environmental -
conditions in evidence, during the tj.;n of this survey of the fabrication of
i "Kaylo® blocks, were not hazardous to health; and that Kaylo insulation
blocks could be fabricated safely at Union Carbide's Construction Insulation
‘Shop. Subsequent to conducting these tests Peele mat with Robert Esteep and -

“Hil].ia.m Lotz, employees of this defendant and discussed his results.

Dust studies were performed at a power plant in Montour, Peansylvania on -

January 15, 1973 and Peachbottom, Pennsyl;.rania on January 16 and 17, 1973,

17
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;! and San Diego, California on June 26 and 27, 1973. These studies were done
|by G. E. Devitt Chief Industrial Hygienist, Owens-Corning Fiberglas
cOrporation, Fiberglas 'rower, Toledo, Ohio 43659. Results of the studies
were comnicgted to defendant's Contracting Division. The defendant ceased
the manufacture of asbestss-containing insulation in November 1972 u;d the
sale of such product in early 1973.

INTERROGATORY NO. 29: If so, please state:

(a)} The name, address, and job classification of each person coudﬁcting
said tests,

{b) The results of said tests.
ANSWER

See response to No. 28.

INTERROGATORY NO. 30:  Prior to 1970, did ycu or your predecessor(s)
ever have any labor inspectors or anyone from your company whose job it was
to go to areas whera your products were beinq used or installed to make a
dust level count? If so, state when this procedure started, the purpose cf
such procedure, and what action, if any, was taken in response to the find-
ings, and attgch resplts.

ANSWER:

“ No, not prior to 1970. However, see response to No. 28.

INTERROGATORY NO. 31: If your company performed or had performed any

dust level counts, what action based on the results did your company take?

ANSWER:
|
l See response to No. 30.
INTERROGATORY NO. 32: Has your company or its predecessor(s) ever

conducted any studies concerning the effects of the inhalation of asbestos

dust or fibers on one using or being exposed to any of the asbestos materials

18
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manufactured, sold or distributed by you, or your predecessor(s)? If answer

jto this question is “Yes", give the date and nature of such studies, if any;

the name or names of thae persons conducting such studies and their addresses;

Hwhat the purpose of the studies were; and attach & copy of any reports based

upon such studies, showing to whom such reports were given, and the date.

ANSWER: - .

Dust studies were performed at.a power plant in Montour, Pennsylvania on
January iS, 1973 and Peachbottom, Pennsylvania on January 16 and 17, 19%3,
and sSan Diego, California on June 26 and 27, 1973. These studies were done
by G. E. Devitt, Chief Industrial Bygienist, Owens-Corning Fiberglas
Corporation, Fiherglas Tower, Toledo, Oﬂio 43653. Results of the studies
were communicatec to defendant's Contracting Division. The defendant ceased
the manufactuxe of asbestos-containing insulation in November 1972 and the

sale of ‘such product in early 1973. See attached Exhibit D",

In addition, studies/surveys were conducted by Aetna, Bradley and

Clayton, however, they were conducted for all &usts, not just asbestos dust

and fibers. See Exhlbits "E" "F" and "G" attached. These studies were
conducted at Berlin & Bloomington Plants.

Industrzal hygiene services, consisting of dust counts, were conducted -
on Kaylc on December 11, 1961, February 25, 1963, and in March 1963 at Union

Carbxde s c°nstruction Insulation Shop in Charleston, West Virginia by

Hr. Robert Peele. an Industrial Hygienist for Union Carbide. ¥r. Peele
coccluded as anresult of his test that the hazard to health, experienced when
fabrlcatinq only "Kaylo®" blocks, was negligible; that the environmental
condition in evidence, during the time of this survey of the fabricatiog of
"Kaylo™ blocks, were not hazardous to health and that Kaylo insulation blocks

could be fabricated safely at Union Carbide’s Construction Insulation Shop.
Y
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Subsequent to conducting these tests Peele met with Robert Esteep and William
Lotz, employees of this defendant and discussed his results.

INTERROGATORY NO. 33: Has your company or its predecessor(s) ever

conducted or caused to be conducted any studies designed to minimize or

eliminate the inhalation of asbestos dust and fibers by those exposed to the
use of your company's asbestos products? If so, give the following: |

iF (a;;“ﬁéﬁe"ggféhc'person or firm conducting such studies.

(b) The date the studies began and the date completed,
(¢) Any publication or dissemination of the results of the studies.-

(d) The nature of any action to eliminate or minimize inhalation of
ashestos dust or fibers.

(e) Attach copies.

ANSWER:

a-e) Studies/surveys were conducted by Aetna, Bradley and Clayton,
Ig;;é;er tﬁé§“Le:e conducted “for all dusts, not just asbestos dust and fibers.
See Exhibits “E", "F" and "G".

' INTERROGATORY NO. 34: ~ If your answer to Interrogatory No. 33 is

"Yas", state the name and address of such industrial hygienist or hygienists.

ANSWER:

Objection; this interrogatory is vaque as stated.

INTERROGATORY NO. 3S: Does your company have, has it ever had, or has

you& predecessor(s) ever had, a Research Department? If so; gi#e the year

such Research Department was established, and whether or not such Research
Departﬁenf has operated continuously since being established.

{a} How much expended each year on research, etc.

{(b) What percentage of gross sales did your company or its

predecessor(s) spend on research concerning the health affects
of asbestos,

wwmu'f

L 10 o o]
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ANSWER:

This defendant has had a Research and Development Department since its

!
!
1
|
i
!inception in 1938.

“ a-b) Objection; irrelevant and not calculated to lead to discovery of
adnissible evidence.

INTERROGATORY HO. 36: Prior to 1965, did your ccrpany, or any pre-

decessor(s), ever at any time give persons who would be applying or removing

your asbestos products lnstructions concerning safety precautions to use in
applying such products? If sd. describe such instructions, to whom th;\; were
given, the dates they were given, and the manner of giving such ’;Lnst:uctj\.\ons.
ANSWER:
Answering for this defendant only, yes. In 1966 warnings were printed
“oﬁ defendant's Kaylo products. See Exhibits "H" and "I" attached.

In April, 1970 warnings were placed on Fyrcor (prior name of this

product was Unarcoboard). See Exhibhit "J" and "K" attached.

In 1964 warnings were printed on bags of 5C-30 and SC-40 cements manu-
facturé.d and rebranded for Owens-Corning Fiberglas by Eagle-Picher. See
[Exhibit "L" a’t'tached.

I INTERROGATORY NO. 37: Did your company, or your predecessor(s), ever

place any warning signs on the containers in which asbestos products were

packaged?

ANSWER:
Yes.

INTERROGATORY NO. 38:  If you have answered Interrogatory No. 37 in

" en ithe affirmative, please state:

& ALLEMN -
) “ats CORIA T (a) On what data did your company, or your predecessor(s), issue an
& ACYS AT Law order directing a warning be placed on your asbestos products, or

dma ST, LU STRCET
- containers?
Ll L |
ii
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(b) On what date was such warning actually first placed on your
asbestos products or containers?

(¢} On what date did your asbestos products, accompanied by such
warning, first reach the contractor?

{d) State the exact wording of the first warning,

(e) State the exact size of the warning printed on your asbestos
products or container.

(£) Did your coapany, or its predecessor(s) dictate the axact size
of the printed warning?

(g) Wwhy did your company or its predecessor{s) place such warning on
your asbestos products or containers?

(h) Did your company or its predecessor(s) place such warning on your
asbestos products or containers because you received a directive,
command, suggestion, legal opinion, or any type of commnication
{(written or otherwise} from any perscon, firm, corporation, governmental
agency, committee, association, attorney or institute? If so, from whom
and on what date did you receive such directive, command, suggestion,
legal opinion, or other type of commnication.

(1) If the wording of the warning has ever been changed or altered,
state when it was changed and the exact change in the wording.

ANSWER :

a} November, 1966 for Kaylo; June 1964 for SC-30 and SC-40 cements;
warning on Unarcoboard cartons at time of purchase (April, 1970).

b) December. 1966 for Kaylo products; 1964 for SC-30 and SC-40
cements; April, 1970 for Unarccboard (Fyrcor) products.

<) Unknown.

d) See Exhibit "H" attached.

e) See Exhibit "M" attached.

£) Answering for this defendant, yves.

g) The warning was placed on the bags containing cement products at
the suggestion of Eagle-Picher with the concurrence of this defendant.

This defendant placed cautionary labels on its shipping containers

as a result of more definitive information concerning the possible health

hazards associated with the use of asbestos.

h) On June 2.'1§14, an employee of the Pacific Coast division of this
defendant was informed that Eagle-Picher Cospany was planning to attach a

icautionary note on its asbestos-containing cements. Eagle-Picher inquired of
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this defendant at this time as to whether or not it would have Eagle-Picher
place such a warning on the cements it rebranded for this defendant. This
dafendant agreed to hava such labels applied to thae rebranded cement on June

S, 1964.

...... 1+ At a meeting held on November 4, 1966, a decision was made that an
appropriata caution statement for asbestos-containing high temperature
insulation be drafted by Rovember 30, 1966. Subsequently, a warning label
was placed on Xaylo in December, 1966.

i i) See Exhibit "1" attached.
INTERROGATORY NO. 3S: Did your company or its predecessor(s) evar

place any warning directly on any of its asbestos pipe covering, bleock,

cloth, millboard or other asbestos products?
ANSWER:

No.
INTERROGATORY NO. 40: Did your company ever stamp the name of the

company, its initials, or any identifying logo on any of its asbestos pipe

covering, blocks, cloth, millboard or other asbestos product?

W . — P

ANSWERT: 1270 rmweimzn cizm almge= o=
, 1PTD cmrezon ocize iz ~ ez e

No. o -

INTERROGATORY NO. 41: Did the warning inquired about in Interroga-

tories 39 and 40, or similar warning, ever appear in any of your sales liter-

ature? If sc’:, attach copies of such sales literature, showing the date such

literature was printed.

ANSWER=

- No, not to our present knowledge. However, the product literature for

jthis defendant's Fiberglas Finishing Cements, Metal Mesh Blanket, OC Mastic,

land Sewn Blanket clearly indicated that such products contained asbestos or

could if specially ordered.

INTERROGATORY NO. 42: On what date was the sales literature inquired

about in Interrogator’y- ¥o. 41 first provided to distributors or sellers of

.your company's asbestos products, or your predecessor(s)'s products?

wwmﬂ

Lo X ol o ]
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i Refer to Product Chart Exhibit "C" previocusly provided.

i INTERROGATORY NO., 47: After 1964 did you ever manufacture products

containing asbestos without a warning? If so, list the name of the product

and the years. )

ANSWE‘.R

Warnings appeared on Kaylo products commencing in 1966; on Unarcoboard
{Fyrcor) products-in April, 1970; “and SC-30 and SC-40 cement products in
1364. These warnings were printed on the containers in which the products

ware shipped.

In 1972, this defendant ceased the manufacturing of asbestos-containing

Kayle.

INTERROGATORY NO. 48: If your cospany, as of the date of answering
these iﬁtexrog#tories, still manufacturing, selling or distributing uny
products contalning“asb?tos° If 'so, give the brand names of such products
e;.nd the-i::ix;diné material a-..nd dates of first manufacture of such prbduct.

ANSWER: o _ 7

T-h.;ls defendant ceased the manufacture of asbestos-containing Kayloe
producté in 15;12 and the same of such products in early 1973.

INTERROGATORY NO. 49: Did yeur company or any predecessor(s} ever

have a division or subsidiary company engaged in the contracting business of.

applying asbestos products? If so, give the name of such division or sub-

sidiary company, the full address of the home office of such division or
subsidiary company, and the dates such division or subsidiary company was

!’enqaged in the contracting business.

l ANSWER: ,

X MOVSTER, vorLKCh ;,
sAN i :
0~ i cosrcarrn Yes. Contracting units operated as The Contracting Division of Qwens-

L]
FEAT Law i

‘Corning Fiberglas Corporation, Fiberglas Tower, Toledo, Ohio 436s9.

L R e

29



'
"
B3
N

HOTL, ROTSITER, YOOLKER
& ALLEN h!
vess, CORRCRATIOR I
WEYS AT Law :I

ama TV, LU STRCEY ||

SARCTVILLE, KIS $2013°;
Al & 8 Smaihiih !

-

‘

SEl8s61
RHS:skb

ANSWER:
See response to No. 41.

INTERROGATORY NO. 43:

Were any material safety data sheets ever pre-‘
pared by your company or its predecessor(s)? If so, attach copies. |
ANSWER: | |
See 1970 documents which have previously been provided to plaintiff's
counsel. Material safety data sheets contained therein are all that this
defendan‘.t has in its possession.

INTERROGATORY NO. 44:

Did your company or its predecessor(s) ever
recall any products containing asbestos from the common market? A
{a) State all details of such recall, giving the name of the
product, the time of recall and any further action taken in connection
with the recail. '
ANSWER:
No.

INTERROGATORY NO, 45: Has your company or its predecessor(s) ever

directly advised any contractor to whom you sell your products containing
asbest;as of threshold limit values for exposure to asbestos dust recommended
by the Ameri::an Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienists? If so,
state the date or dates that you so advised such contractors, the manner in
which you advised such contractor, and the name of each contractor.

ANSWER <

Based on present information, no.

INTERRCGATORY NO. 46: Prior to 1964 did your company or its pre-

-

decessor(s) ever manufacture products containing asbestos without a warning?
List the years.
ANSWER:

This company did not have its inception until 1938.

)

24



£, ROTSTER, VOCiKEn o

& ALLEN

iSE1861

RHS:skb

The Coantracting Division was in operation from January, 1950 until the
division was sold in February, 1987.

INTERROGATORY NO, SO: Did any division of your company or subsidiary

company engaged in the contract business of applying asbestos products or
your worlmen's coopensation insurance carrier ever have any cl'aim for lu.ng'
diseases or death from lung diseases, whather directly or indirectly at&i-
buted to asbestosis, mesothelioma, lung cancer, or any exposure to ?asbez_:tos
preducts prior f.o 19727 If the answer iz "Yes™, give the name of such

employees and attach copies of such claims and copies of all documents relat-

ing to the disposition and handling of such claims.

ANSWER:

This defendant is presently aware that Worker's Compensation claims
alleging lung disease were filed against several employers, including this
defendant, in the mid-1950s. A search of this defendant's fileg has failed
to locate information indicating that this defendant received notice of the
claims at or about the time the claims were filed. The first record of a
specific claim that was found in the files of this defendant was in late

1966, and t.his claim did not involve an employee of this defendant.

i
|

-y " ey, COMPORATION |

NEYS AT LAw
e ST, LOUE STACCT
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1
ﬂ See responsa to No. 50.
i

B

INTERROGATORY NO, Si: Give the location of the state Industrial acci-

dent board -handling each such c¢laim, the disposition of such claims, and the
amounts paid in workmen's compensation benefits to each such esployee, and

ithe name of the compensation carrier.

ANSWER:

INTERROGATORY NO. 52: Did your company or its predecessor(s) ever

Emake any industrial hygiene surveys concerning its asbestos products? If so,

ggive‘the date of such surveys, and attach copies of such surveys.
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I ANSWER:

l' Dust studies were ?erforg:ed at a power plant in soqtour. Pennsylvania on
if’anua:yj__-;.;,_. 1973 and Peachbottom, Pennsylvania on January 16 and 17, 1973,
and San Diego, California on June 26 and 27, 1973. These studies were &one
by G. E_.‘DGV:l.tt, Chief Industrial Hygienist, Owens-Corning Fiberglas

éorporation. Fiberglas Tower, Toledo, Chioc 43659. Results of the studies

ware communicated to defendant's Contracting Division. The defendant ceased
the manufacture of ashestos~containing insulation in November 1972 and the
sale of such product in early 1973. See attached Exhibit *"D".

INTERROGATORY NO. 53: State the year that this defendant or any pre-

decessor(s) was first advised of either threshold limit values or maximum
allowable concent:at.i’ons of both asbestos dust and total dust by the American
Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienists, and state the name of the
:_gl;:ploraerofficial of the company recelving such advise and attach coples of
.fhe instrument ccmnicat{ng such advise.

ANSWER:-.

fhis defendant cannot represent that it is aware of all State, Federal,
local and pri;;ate standards regarding TLVs.

In 1938, the U. S. Public Health Service tentatively recogmended a TLV
for asbestos dust exposure of 5 MPPCE.

From 1946-1970, the ACGIH adopted a TLV of 5 MPECF.

In 1963 this defendant was informed by Robert Peele, an Industrial
Hygienist for Uniocn Carbide, that the maximum allowable asbestos dust in the _
air was five {S5) million pa._rticles per cubic foot of air. The Company was
L movsten, vooen ] 2150 Informed that based upon dust samplings conducted by Mr. Peele during
: .:::mnu i the fabrication of Ka:ylor that the dust amounts were below the applicable TLV.
A sgrsaTLAW 4
et o s ||

i
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i In 1971, OSHA adopted an emergency standard for exposure of asbestos
tdust of 5 fibers/cc greater than S micrometers in length based on an 8 hour
time weighted average.

In 1972, OSHA adopted the above as a permanent standard.

In ‘1974, the ACGIH adopted a TLV of S fibers/cc greater than 5 micro- .

meters in length.

’ In 1976, OSHA adopted a standard of 2 fibers/cc greater than S micro-
meters in length based on an 8 hour time weighted average.

INTERﬁOGA!OR?’NO. S4: Was such threshold limit values or maximm’

allowable concentrations inquired about in Interrogatory Ne. S3 TOTAL dust
and not just asbestos dust?

ANSWER: : N

Total dust.

2%: 1 INTERROGATORY NO. SS5: - State in detafl what test, if any, your company

ever made with regard to the quantity, quality or threshold limit wvalues or
asbestos dust or particles to which applicators or consumers of your product
were exposed while using your products containing asbestos.
(a) If‘there were any such tests or studies, give the name or names of
the person(s) conducting the tests, the data of the tests and attach
true copies of any reports, findings or memorandums concerning such
tests or studies.
.ANSWER:

See response to No. 52.

INTERROGATORY NO. S6: When did any official with your company first

lhave knowledge, information or understanding that ashestos would or could or..

might produce the diseases of:

; (a) Asbestosis:

i (b) Mesothelioma;
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i (c¢) Lung cancer:;
{d) Any other diseases;

(a) With reference to your company, give the name of such official
who first had such knowledge, list them and attach copies..

(£f) If there are any documents, records or memorandums of any k_ind =
concerning such knowledge, list them and attach copies. :

ANSWER:

This defendant is now aware of medical literature associating various
h;alth probl.ems with the inhalation of ashestos fibers., There was no
specific date &s to when this defendant became awa.ﬁ of the relationship of
exposure to asbestos fibers and dust to various health hazards. Likewise,
there was no specific date as to when this defendant became aware of the
relationship of exposure to Kayle dust to various health hazards. The know-
ledge of that relationship .was developed over a considerable period of time.

In the éarly 1940's some employees of this defendant became aware of
potential health hazards associated with the inhalation of asbestos fibers in
the asbestos and textile manufacturing industry.

fn 1953, this defendant began to distribute a hydrous calcipm silicate

reinforced with asbestos, called Raylo, which was manufactured by Cwens-

lIllinois. This defendant heqén to manufacture the product in 1958, when it

purchased the Berlin, New Jersey plant from Owens-Illinois.

i In 1956, prior to the acquisition of the Xaylo manufacturing plant from

Cwens-Illinois, this defendant inquired into the information that Owens-

l Illinois had regarding the health aspects of the Owens~Illinois Kayle

& ALLION
> Wady, CHDP O Tty
L] TS AT LAW
i SV, LINAS FTRELT i
AOTYRLEL, KLINOIS 42023
Lo R TT O Ty

mmwmj

product. This defendant was informed that a study at Lake Saranac, published"

in 1955, showed that animals, if exposed for a prolonged period of time in

ihigh concentrations of Kaylo dust, could develop a mild asbestosis reaction.

%However, this defendant was informed at the same time that experience in the

29
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manufacturing plants, 1nclud1n§ x-ray results, revealed no lung changes of
any kind that could be contributed to the occupational exposure to Kaylo.

Ot.her: documants, p;:esumbly received fm Owens-Illinois around the time
of the acqu:.sition, infomed this defendant t.hat: Owans-Illincis had con-

cluded, based on this experience in the factories and in the field and its

consideration ot the Saranac report that the actual hazard to the health of
those handling Kaylo wag considered to be swall.

It was not until 1964 that this defendant was made aware of new develc:p-
ments concerning the potential hazards of asbestos insulting materials. It
was at this time that Dr. Selikoff had published several articles on the
hazards associated with asbestos-containing insulatfon material. These
nrticles, as they related to prolonged use and exposure to asbestos insulat-
ing materials and potential lung disease, were questioned by certain
employees of this defendant with regard to their application to the product
Kaylo. It was felt that Kayle, 2 calcium silicate, could not have been
involved to-any appreciable extent in the studies because the studies
involw;ed men who had entered the insulation trade before 1943 and Kaylo had
not yet been marketed in 1943. In additicn, the fact that the asbesteos in
Kaylo was altered physically and chemically during the autoclaving process
iraised the issue as to whether or not the alteration changed the cancer
inducing tendencies of the original asbestos.

As of the mid ‘60s, no Worker's Coapensation cases had heen filed by
employees of the Berlin plant, the Kaylo manufacturing plant. In October of

1966 certain employees of this defendant were advised that a Worker's

Compensation case had been filed by an insulation worker in Massachusetts

!.alleginq lung damage due to the handling of Kaylo.
l!
H

mwm&:-
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Sho:tly thereafter, notwithstanding the fact that there was stil) doubrt
|among certain emplo“yee:i‘as tc whether Kaylo could causa lung disease, a
idecis.ton wa‘s made to place warnings on the Kaylo cartons and said decision
was implemented in December 1966.

It was not until 1969 that the first case of lung disease at tMe Berlis
plant was diaqnosed_

~

IHTERROGA'NRY NO. S7: Do you have any photographs of the products

inquired about above or their packages or containers? If so, please attach

' éxact copies'.

ANSWER:
Photographs of the actual product packaging are not available; however,

this dafendant does havo photoqraphs of mock-ups of cartons in which Kaylo

was shipped See attached Exhibit *N".° Also see attached Exhibits "Q", "P"

In whe edriv 134077 o ommegwias 3D iz dillandzmt bBroore -om-a e

. Bﬂd nQn

INTERROGATORY NO sa. Has the answering defendant or any of its pre-

decessor(s) ever mined asbestos? If so, state the dates in which such mining

took place and the locations of the mines.

No ..

IHTERROGANMO 59: List by brand name every product containing

ll ANSWER:

l‘a.sbestos which defendant or defendant's predecessor(s) has manufactured since

!: 1910 As to each such product:, please state the following.

il - (a) 'rhe type of product (e.g., acoustical plaster, fireproofing,
ceoncrete, etc.);

!E (b} The date the product first went into production;
" (¢) The date the product was discontinued from productioa;

(d) The last date the product was sold;

31



SEl861
RHS:skb

i (e) All manufacturing locations of the product;
: (£f) The identity of the plant manager(s) or managing agent(s) of
| defendant who has knowledge of the products manufactured by defendant

i and its predecessor(s), and who may be called upon by plaj.nt:itfs to
testify by deposition.

SR R
H a Thj.s defendant di.& not have its inception until 1938.

a-d) Refer to the attached Product Chart Exhibit "C".

e) Defendant's K_aylo asbestog-containing industrial insulation was
manufactured at its Berlin, New Jersey plant from May, 1958 until November,
1972, at which time the production of asbestos-containing Kayle ceased.
Defendant's Fyrcor was manufactured at its Bloomington, Illinois plant from
April, 1970 until November, 1972 at which time the production ceased.
Cements, sewn blankets, metal mesh- blankets, and Type II Mastic at its
Newark, Ohio plant. Newark, Ohio produced a small quantity of asbestos-

: contwq products. The Newark plant began operation in 1938. The
Bloomingten, Illinois.plaﬁt was sold in early 1982, and the other plants are
. still .in operation producing other products.

£) Berlin, New Jersey Plant Managers were/are:

0. W. Pfeifer (retired) 1953 - July, 1961. (This man worked for
Owens-Illinois and when we purchased the plant he stayed on and became -
.. an ‘employee of ours). . ) .

Royce Amaos (deceased) 8/1/61 to 2/1/65.

Michael Hardwich 2/1/65 to 8/1/68 (Terminated employwent 10/10/75;
{address unknown}.

| ) Paul Scheuerle 8/1/68 to 10/1/73. Owens-Corning Fiberglas
Corporation, Fiberglas Tower, Toledo, Ohio 43659.

[
‘ George J. Cole 10/1/73 to 12/31/77. Bayer-Owens-Corning Glass

O AOTSTER, I Wool, 100 Scouverain, 1170 Brussels, Belgium.

& AlLCH ! .
TN omel COMOMANOw !I " R. S. Hite' 1/1/78 to 2/1/80. Owens-Corning Fiberglas Corporation,
MCYS AT LAW Fiberglas Tower, Toledo, Chio 43659. _
e oV g Sy L
SAROTVRLL, KLWOTS 42023,
el i detdad
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William R. Bowman 2/1/80 to present

Bloomington, Illincis Plant Managers were/are:

e e Tu i ae Temnlais LT

William A. Swaney 4/70 to 1972. Owens-Corning Fibarglas
Corporation, Fiberglas Tower, Toledo, Ohio 43659,

Keith Preston 1972 to 1976. (Terminated employment).

-

Carlo Poggi 1976 to 1978. Owens-Corning Fiberglas Corﬁoration;
Fiberglas Tower, Taledo, Chio 43659.

: P. T. Worley 1978 to present.

Newark, Ohio Plant Managers were/are:

Ben Boyd 1938 to 1944.
Fred Coumbe 1944 to 1954.
Howard Richter 1954 to 1955.

{ W. K. Sidwell 1955 to 1959.

Paullwelch 1959 to 1960.

Robert McEvoy 1960 to 1965.

Royce Amosg 19651§o 19e8.

Eric Gay 1968 to 1978.

Lawrgnca Harrington 1978 to Present.

-

INTERROGATORY NO. 60: As to each product identified in response to

the foregoing interrcgatory please indicate:

(a) The type of asbestos contained in the product as it was first
manufactured;

{b)}) <The percentage of asbestos contained in the product as it was first
manufactured;

(c) Any modifications to the product which altered the percenEage
i or type of asbestos in the product and the dates of such modification;

il {3d) The source of asbestos in each product;

i (e) The color, physical characteristics, and appearance of each
product; i .

(£) A full and complete description of the package ia which the
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product was sold, including, but not limited to, type of package,
size, color(s), and writings thereon;

{g) All other names under which the product was sold;

(h) The number and date of each patent or patent application as
to the product; -

(1)’ If the product continued to be produced after the deletion of
asbestos, all reasons why the asbestos was deleted, the identity of
the person who mada the decision to delete the asbestos, and the date
the product was first produced without the asbestos;

(3} If the product is no longer produced, all reasons it was dis-
continued, the identity of the person who made the decision to dis-
continue the product, the brand name of replacement product, and the
date the replacement product first went into production;

(k) The identity of the custodian, managing agent, or emplovee who has
photographs, drawings, or labels for each product;

(1) The reasons why ashestos was used as an ingredient in each such
product; ‘ b

{m} The content of any warning labels, inserts or other writings
provided with such product with ever such printed warning, what period
of time it has or had accompanjed the product, the exact wording of the
warning, any -amendments made to the the wording, whether the warning was
located on each product or packaging, and on what ashbestes products the
warnings appear(ed),

{n)} BAny special instructions provided with such product regarding the
use, protection or safety procedures to be employed by persons handling
such procduct.

ANSWER:

a-b) Refer to Product Chart Exhibit "C" previously provided.

¢) Yes. Asbestos fibers we?e added to this defendant's asbestos-

containing thermal insulation product to 1} provide strength to the finished

product and 2) to prevent the solids, mixed in the manufacturing process,

flfrom settling out of the slurry. On three cccasions, this defendant con- -

ducted research aimed at removing all or part of the asbestos contained in

its asbestos-containing thermal insulation.
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The first such experimentation occurred in the early 63's. The purposae

!
4
|
+of that research was to substitute fibrous qlass for a portion or all of the
!

asbestos contained in its asbestos-containing thermal insulation. At that Cy, L

3 -

point in tima, this defenda.nt was not aware of any health hazard assdcﬁted ‘—’

with exposure to its asbestos-containing thermal finsulstion produc‘t.‘“ The

reason for those attempts to replace ashestos with fibrous glass wag that

{
this defendant was a glass company and desired to find as many uses for j.ts

gla.ss products as possible. That research was unsuccessful ‘in that it was

discovered that the types of glass fibers then available to this defendant

were attacked by the alkali preseat during the manufacturing process

result:.ng in their total loss of integrity and strength Imparting properties.
The second occasion, wherein there were attempts to substitutae nate:iu.s

fo:: asbesgtos in this defendant's asbestos-containing thermal insulationr.

cscurred in 1965. On that cccasion, a researcher employed by th.is_ defendant
at its research laborator.&es, determined that in the laboratory setting a
cotton netting and c.hogspe& lengths of cotton string could be substituted for
that portion of the asbestos contained in the thermal insulation product
which provided’;:sin.forcement or strength to the finished product. This

-technology was not able to be adapted to the manufacturing process. Further-

more, it was determined that when the product produced in the laboratory

containing the cotton reinforcement was applied to hot pipes, the cotton

|uculd burn cut and leave no reinforcing agent in the product, thusg causing it
to break apart and crumble on coantact. Again, this research was not moti

'vated by an awareness on the part of this defendant of any health hazard
I
. ROTSTER YOCLAEA Nassociated with its ashestos-containing thermal insulation. The purpese o.

& ALLEMN
O oMo !this research as to att.empt to increase the impact strength of this
- IS AY Law u
""““"'"“"mfgdefendant's high temperature thermal iasulaticn.
g Shtagan " '

35



. SE1861)
!RHS :skb
|
{

; The third occasion on which research was conducted which wai aimed at

| replacing all or part of the asbestos in this defendant's asbestos—containing%

3

.7 ithermal insulatiecn bega.n in late 1966 and early 1967 and continued until £his

defenda.nt wag abla to produce an asbestos-t’m, high temperature the:w.u.

Fe A tnsulation in November, 1972. On this occaxj.on,_ ‘the research was aimed at ¥- -

T7oiwf - [removing all asbestos from its high temperature thermal insulation pmduéts”:'.:;-'-:;:
. . That research began as a result of a ueet.ing in Hovember, 1566, at this'-“
o . . defen&ant's research facilities in Granville, Chio. Among the things |
discusged at that m.eeting was the state of this defendant's knowledge con-
cerning health hazards associated with its asbestos-_containinq thermal insu-
lation. It was determined by company officials that, although they were
uncertain that there wére defir'z.{.te health hazards associated with exposure to
its asbestos-containing theml insulation products, company lmowledqe in
that regard had progressed tn t.he point where the most responsi.ble course of
conduct indicated that d_egendant should: 1) place warning labels on its
asbestos-containing thermal insulatioan products so as to inform users of the
possil:-ala dangers that might be l.!ssociated with them, and 2) began a research

effort to lc;ca.te substitutes for asbestos. Warning labels were, in fact,

placed on this defendant's asbestos-containing thermal insulation products in
December, 1966.

The first step in the research effort consisted of determining whether
any known, commercially avajlable fibers could be used in lieu of asbestcs.

1This meant the fiber had to be able to be mixed into the batch, go through

the manufacturing process which involved subjecting those fibers to high

LT, AOTYSTER, VOLLRER
& ALLEX _ . :

” e COMmIRATION ifor:m the finished product and survive on the hot pipe on which the finished
ANCYS AT Law || ’

-t BT, sTecer i
o Le ot “product was installed.

el @ B-aduad

concentratiocns of alkali, temperatures and pressure, which was necessary to
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During this screening, numerous fibers wers tested such as: MKineral

wool, Kaowool, Fiberfax, potassium titanate, nylon, dacron, rayon, silk,
#linen, polyester, acrylic, Nomex, wool, bagasse, sisal, excelsior, jute,

kemp, sawdust, straw, coconut fiber, corn cobs, peanut hulls, cat hulls,

walnut s-hel.ls, cotton thread, cotton string, cotton yarn, cotton hulls, .-

-.‘:t‘:},-'-j",“:';"; cotton linters, aspen vood fibers, pine wood fibers, Calsi-Crete wood fibers,

“ llunbleached kraft, bleached kraft, hardboard chips, softwood chips, bleached

hardboard pulp, bleached softwood pulp, usbleached hardboard pulp, unbleached
softwo;ad, sulflatc bleached softwood, sulfate bleached hardwood, usutu, alpha
caellulose and mtal fibers. Hundreds of experimental samplesz of products
were produced. and tested. .

At that point in time, this defendant had two methods for manufacturing
asbestos-containing thermal insulation products, the pan poured methoed and
the filter press method. .These methods differed sufficiently to force this
defendant to' have to atten_:.pt to develop two cﬁifferent‘asi:estos-fm formula-
tions. As_suc:h, every time a substitute for asbestos was tried, the entire
proces's would have to be done for the pan poured formulation and repeated for
the filter p‘i:/ess formulation. The results of those research efforts were

that it was datemingd tﬁat no known fiber could be substituted for the

asbestos iIn this defendant's high temperature thermal insulation.

! At that point in time, the head of this defendant's research lab deter-
i

‘ ilmined that, in corder to soclve the problem of finding a replacement for

l

; N
asbestos, it would be necessary for a substitute fiber to be invented. In

3approximately 1969, or 1970, antalkaline resistant glass (AR Glass) was

L]
OV AOYSTER, VOELXER Hdeveloped and the formulation obtained by this defendant from an Englj.s_h
e O COmRORATION %icompany. That was a‘glass that would not dissolve during the manufacturing

mestiamEaT brocess. Research efforts were then begun to make fibers out of this glass.
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i
: This defcndq.nt was aventually able to fiberize this AR Glass. It was
then datermined that these new glass fibers could be used in the manu-

facturing of its high tenéeratura insulation products. BEowaver, it was

det:ermined that it could. only replace that portion of the asbestos which gave
stronqth. ‘to the finished product. It.could not replace the ashbestos that
proventé;d ‘:.he sclids frcn settrling out of the mix during manufacturing. ‘ S -

As such, resaearch was begun to find a replacement for that portion of
the asbestos content of the lﬁ.qh temperature insulation that could not be
replaced with the AR Glass, it was eventually determined that a'typc of wood
pulp could be used to replace that portion of the asbestos. To do sa, it was
necessa.;’:y to lower the opérating temperatures within .t.he SID autoclave
N portion of the manufacturing process, which was easily accomplished. It
should be noted that the wood pulp could only be used to replace that portion
Q_f.._;he .asbestos which prevented the solids, mixed in t'he manufacturing
érocess, from settling ocut of the slurry. It could not replace that portion
of the asbestos which added strength ta the finished product. The weood pulp
would: burn out when the insulation was placed on the hot pipe.

By the ;‘prinq of 1972, this defendant was ready to take the formulatiocn
it had developed for an asbestos-free product in the laboratory and attempt
lto scale it up to production runs at Berlin. There were several problems
encountered during this phase of the research which ha;i to be overcoma, such
as plugging of the lines, autoclave cycles, filtration problems, and softer
greenware. These problems were resolved and in November, 1972, this

I .

defendant was able to begin manufacturing an asbestos-free product.

e | . d) For the years 1964-1972, raw asbestos was purchased from the

MEYE AT LAw
s &P, LRSS ETRCEY - 4
LH
ARCEVLLE ALNOS G208 1
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Lake Asbestos of Quebec
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North American Asbestos Corp.
Carey Canadian Mines, Ltd.
T.a. Johns-Manville

L We have been unable to locate asbestos purchase records priecr to
1964. .

a) . fle!e: tﬁ Prdcl.uctﬂ Chart Exhibit "c* preéiousl.y provi&ed. -----
o See attached E:du.bi.ts "N, "ow, "p7, and "Q". .

Dt

q9) Refer to Product Chart Exhibit "C" previocusly pr:ovided.

anne

“ny See'Att;E}zed Exh.i.bits "R and "S".

i) The production of a.sbestos-contain:mg Kaylo ceased because- this
defendant wanted to use its own product, fihrous glass, and because of more
defi.nitiva medj.c.al literature relative to asbestos and health. Unknown as to
t.he other products.

In 1966, this defenda.nt inst.ituted a research program to totally

i:eplace asbestos. Various fibers including cotton, metal, ceramics, rock

'wbol, and glaés were tested. All of these fibers were fejécted for ocne -

WAL RLOrs 42023 |

Lt o 2 )

ll

-

reason or ancother.
This defendant eventually discovered that AR Glass Fibers could be used
as a substitute for amosite asbestos and that wood pulp would serve as a
substitute for chrysotile asbestos. This defendant began producticn of
asbestos~free Kaylo in November, 1972.
Kaylo AF is the name of defendant's asbestos-free insulation and the
1ngred1erits are as folléws:
' | AR Glass fibers
Wood pulp
Lime
Portland cement
Diatomacecus earth
Tripoli

Clay .
Kaylo :dust
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It was under the direction of L. W. Saxby, Senior Vice President, that
# the manufacture and salt of ashestos-containing products ceased.
.3 Sae :esponse tn (i.) above.
k) 'r.his defendant's Law Department

LS

b 'nhoml capabmty. To our present knowledge, there is no product -
_‘.;"". ) avaj.lablc t.hat :I.s complettlr equal to asbestos-containing pipe insulation. ‘
This defandant‘s asbestos-frec and glass fiber products do not insulate up to
the same temperaturo o T,

m) This defendant placed written warnings on its Xaylo products in’
1966 and 1ts Unarcoboard (Fyrcor) product in April, 1970 and SC-30 and SC-40
cements manufactured by Eagle-~Picher in 1964. Those wmzings were direct to
all users of those products. See Exhibits "H', "I", "J%, "K* ad "L" °
attached.

Additionally, this defendant on its own and through the Naticnal

Insulation Manufacturers &ssociation prepared and disseminated to

contractors, distributors and insulaters information regarding the health

hazardg associated with asbestos-containing insulation. In 1968, NIMA

published a p‘;mphlet entitled "Recommended Health Safety Practices for

Handling and Applying Thermal Insulation Products Containing Ashestos."” That

pamphlet was distributed at meetings of the Insulatfon Distributor

Contractors National Asgsociation. Additicnally, this defendant distributed

that pamphlet to its branch managers, S & C supervisors, HBP supervisors, and

S & C managers with instructions to review the matter with their salesmen.
See attached Exhibit “T",

L ROYSTER vorLACH This defendant also participated through the education and legisliu-
» ALLEM
>  wcomomrom |tive committee of NIMA, at regional meetings of the IDCNA in presenting to
f ) HYS AT LAW
.ﬂﬂ\Mﬂ:'
AOSVLLE, RLmCES 42023
ot 8B d-adad ]*

ithe distributors and contractors programs on health and sa.fety. At those
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lmeotings, contractors and distributors: 1) were advised of the current
status of health and safety activities pertinent to their business, 2) were
ig;f.ven copies of the NIHTA publications on health and safety practices and
medical research liﬁex.-atu:e, 3) discussed the contents of those publica- _
tions, 4). discussed i-;}t.e merits of the proposed pre-employment and periodic
physical eminaﬁon programs on a cooperative employer-employee basis. s5)

were urged to establish regional health and gafety cmittu, and 6) were

given an opportunity to ask questions of the experts. These NIMA progx:ams
wera presented to contractors and distributors with the intention that th"is
information. would be passed on by the contractors and distributors to their
employees. ) ) ' .
D) See Exhibits "U", "V, "W* AND "Y" attached. This material vas
distributed to purchasers of defendant's asbestos-containing éroducts.
Whether or not it was supplied to users is n.ot known by th.is defendant.

Also, See response to (m) above.

INTERRCGATORY NO. 61: With respect to your Answer in Interrogatory

No. 60, did you specifically inform the purchaser or user of your products
. L]

during the same time period that your products were manufactured and sold

that such p:oducts could cause cancer, asbestosis, and other sericus

|

*» ANSWER:

diseasas’

Warnings appeared on asbestos-containing insulation products manu-

. AOVEFER, vorLren ’ factured and sold -by this defendant. Warnings appeared on Kaylo proéuc.ts

& ALEN
woiiame, comomanon i cOmmencing in 1966; on Unarcoboard (Fyrcor) products in April, 1970; and

[ Criaviaw || .
s omm=a  l5c-30 and SC-40 cement products in 1964. These warnings were printed on the

AOPILLEL, KLOLS 20T

1

el S Bt
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i';containors in which the products were shipped. See Exhibits "“H", wgw, K w»gw,
!"K" and "L" attached.

¥ See Exhibits "U", "V, "W* and *Y" attached. This material was distri-

buted to éﬁrchasers of 'defendant's asbestos-containing products. Whether or
|not it was supplied to users iz not known by this defendant.

In addition, a panphlet entitled “Recommended Health Safety Practices
for Handling and Applying Thermal Insulation Products Coantaining Asbestos"
was published in 19€8 by the NMational Insulation Manufacturers Association.
Additionally, this defendant distributed that pamphlet to its branch
[Imanagers, S & C supervisors, HBP supervisors, and S & C managers, with
instructions to review the matter with their salesmen.

This defendant also participated through the education and legislative
I comnittee of NIMA, at regional meetings of the IDCQMA in presenting to the
distributors and ecoatractirs programs on health and safety. At those
.meetings. contractors a.nd‘distributors: 1) were advised of the current
status of health and safety activities pertinent to their business, 2) were
given 'copiesfof the NIMA publications on health and safety practices and

medical research literature, 3) discussed the contents of those publications,

4) ;iiscussed the merits of the proposed pre-employment and perioedic physical
examination programs on a cooperative employer-employee basis; 'S) were urged
to establish regional health and safety coomittees, and 6) were given an
oéportunity to ask questions of the experts. ) N

Also, this defendant placed written warnings on shipping containers of

Kaylo in 1966, on Unarcoboard (Fyrccr)} in April, 1970 and on SC-30 and SC-40

cements in 1964. Those warnings were directed to all users of those

iproducts.
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i INTERROGATORY WO. 62: Identify the distributfion chain of defendant's

ﬁasbastos products since 1925 along with any documents evidencing or confirm~
Iidg such chain, including but not limited to distribution from and to other

defendants.

! - ANSWER:
b

’q This defendant did not have its inceptioa until 1938, Cbjection, overly

‘ibroad and burdensome, irrelevant and not calculated to lead to the discovery

of admissible evidence without waiving its objection this defendant states

that baked upon presant information, it may have employed licensed ob‘

franchised distriﬁutors fo£ the distribution of its Kaylo product, This

YL, AOTSTIR, VOLLXLR
& ALLEN
- Wonina, CTMMCHRL TN
MEYS AT LAw
284 BT, WO STRELT
AROEVILLE, KLIeOHS

defendant, however, does not know the names of these distributor. At this
time, this defendant does not know whether distributors or sﬁppli.rs were
used with respect to the other asbestos-containing products listed on Exhibit
2R

INTERROGATORY NO. €3: Identify your distributors and/or suppliers of

raw asbestos, asbestos cement and other asbestos products with which you had
busin;ss contact.

ANSWER:"

See response to Interrcgatory 62 and 60(d4).

INTERROGATORY MO, 64: Is this defendant aware or has it possessed
knowledge concerning the reported causal connection between exposure to
asbestos or asbestos pfoducts and:
| (a) ﬁsbestosis?

(b) Lung cancer?

{c) Mesocthelioma?
{d) Other cancé:?

1 ANSWER:

it GBSt

43



Py

VL ROTITER, WOCLAER
& ALLEN

SE1861

.RHS:skb -

.
.
‘I

.
t

I

a-c) This defendant is aware of medical literature so indicating a
causal connection between exposure to asbestos and the mentioned digeases.
d) Cbjection. Defaendant iz not certain as to what is meant by‘“cth;r

cancers”™.

- INTERROGATORY HQ. 65;  If answer to preceding Interrogatory as to any

jor all of its subparts, 1sA1n the affirmative, identify:

{(a) When and how defendant first learned of such connectibn}
(b) 1If knowledge was obtained by attendance at any conference,
lecture, convention, symposium or meeting, jdentify such meeting and
provide the identity of persons attending and documents obtained;

{c) If knowledge was obtained from medical or sclentific studies,
or any other published work, identify same;

(d) If otherwise cbtained, identify manner of receipt of documeant
or ccamunication.

ANSWER ¢
a~d) This defendant i3 now aware of medical literature associating
various health problems with the inhalation of asbestos fibers. There was no
specific date as to when this defendant became aware of the relatiocaship of
exposu?a to gsbestos fibers and dust to varioug health hazards. Likewise,
there was no specific date as to when this defendant became aware of the
relationship of exposure to Kaylo dust to varicus health hazards. The know-
ledge of that relationship was developed over a considerable pericd of time.
In the early 1940's some enployees of this defendant became aware
of potential health hazards associated with the inhalation of asbestos fibers
in the asbestos and textile manufacturing industry.
In 1953, this defendant began to distribute a hydrous calcium

silicate reinforced with asbestos, called Xaylo, which was manufactured by

. nae comonnon ||OWEns-Illinodis. This defendant began to manufacture the product in 1958,

A GRNETE AT Law
84 BY. LOURE STRRLT

AROPVILLE, RS $1023

L Rt o ]

fi
|
t

1]
t]

when it purchased the Berlin, New Jersey plant from Owens-Illinois.
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| ' In 1956, prior to the acquisition of the Kaylo manufacturing plant

I
:} from Owens-Illinois, this defendant inquired into the information that

lowens-I1linois had regarding the health aspects of the Owans-Illinois Kaylo

in 1955, showed that animals, if exposed for a prolonged period of time in

However, this defendant was informed at the same time that experience in the

manufacturing plants, lincluding x-ray results, revealed no'lung changes of

any kind that could be contributed to the occupational exposure to Kaylo.

Other documents, presumably received from QHens-Illinois arcund the
time of the acquisition, informed this defendant that Owens-Illincis had
concluded, based on this experience in the factories and in the field and its
consideration of the.Sa:anac report, that the actual hazard to the health of
those handling Kaylo was consiéered to be small.

It was not until 1964 that this defendant was made aware of new
developments concerning the potential hazards of asbestos insulating
materiala. It was at this time that Dr. Selikoff had published several

articles on the hazards associated with ashestos-containing insulation

material. These articles, as they related to prolonged use and exposure to
"asbestos'insulatihq materials and potential lung disease, were questioned by

flcertain employees of this defendant with regard to their application to the

product Kaylo. It was felt that Kaylo, a calcium silicate, could not have
Tbeen involved to any appreciable extent in the studies because the studies
|

1involved men who had entered the insulation trade before 1943 and Kaylo had
|

[l
{not yet been marketed in 1943. In addition, the fact that the asbestos in

1

iKaylo was altered physically and chemically during the autoclaving process

s
L1
.

i3
SAROTVMLE, RN S20OLS

it 4 8-Sl
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product. This defendant was informed that a study at Lake Saranac, published"'

high concentrations of Kaylo dust, could develop a mild asbestosis reaction.
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1
iraised the issue as to whether or not the alteration changed the cancer

inducing tendencies of the original ashestos.

As of the mid '60s no Worker's Compensation cases had beea filed by k

employees of the Barlin plant, the Kaylo manufacturing plant.’ In Octc;bcr of

1966 certain employees of this defendant were advised that a Workaer's

Compensation case had been filed by an insulation worker in Hassachusat’ts

|alleqing lunq_da;aga due to the handling of Kaylo. .

Shoxrtly thereafter, notwithstanding the fact that there was still
doubt among certain emplovees as to whether Xaylo could causae lnng.diseash, a
decision was made to plage warnings on the Kaylo cartons and said decision
was implemented in December 1966. -

It was not until 1969 that the first case of lung disease at the
Berlin plant was diagnosed. '
r ;NTERROGATORY NO. 66: ) Hith regard to any knowledg; obtained subse-

quent to that identified 1n your answer to Interrogatory 65 (a) above,
identlfy.
(a} All documents or commnications, oral or written, concerning the
casual connection between exposure to asbestos or asbestos products and
disease, and identity of persons so communicating;

(b} Did answering defendant cbtain from or transmit any such
information to other defendants in this case? If so, identify:

(1) Hanner of receipt or communjcation for each contact;
(2} All documents and persons involved.
ANSWER:
a)  Yes. Said writings are as follows:
! An article by Dr. Irving J. Selikoff, et al. entitled "Asbestos
Exposure and Neoplasia.® Printed April 6, 1964.

“Objectives and General Plan for Occupational Health Study of the
Asbestos Products Industry™ dated August 21, 1962; printed by the Division
of Occupational Health, Department of HEW.

H
R
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II "Environmental and Medical In-Plant Occupational Health Study of
| the Asbestos Products Industry® dated January 1S, 1963; printed by the
iiDivision of Oceupational Health, Department of HEW.

I h Conference on "Biclogical Effects of Asbestos" dated October 19~21,
1964. '

‘I‘he New Scientist entitled "A Dangerous Dust™ dated Harch, 1967.

Nature dated March 4, 1967.

: - Article printed in The Washingten Post on Decembar 25, 1967,
antitled “Rare Fatal Cancer is Showing Up Among Those Handling Asbestos.™

Article printed in a copy of the Asbestos Workers Hagazine dated
May, 1966, Vol. 16, No. 15.

An intra-company memo dated November 1, 1963, from (unreadable)
addressed to S.°'E. Thomas and O. W. Pfeifer. The memo states, "The attached
report supplied by Hoffner and Smith on the handling of a vary fine asbestos
dust should be of interest." The report referred to in this message has not
been found, :

An intra-company memo dated April 22, 1968, from John Vyverberg to
F. B. Edwards, Dr. J. L. Konzen, Dave MacCurdy, and J. E Murphy. Subject:
Occupational and Envirommental Health. In this memo, John Vyverberg attaches
a report on asbestos and human health,

An intra-companf memo dated August 13, 1968, from John Vyverberg to
Pr. J. L. Konzen, Paul Scheuerle and S. H. Thomas., Subject: Asbestos and
the General Publie. In this memo, John Vyverberg attaches a position paper
on asbestos and the genaral public.

Article printed in 1968 by the Plainfield-Courier News entitled
“T-¥ Official Denlies Asbestos Dust Endangers Public Health.®

Article entitled "Excerpts on Asbestos from Science News,™ printed
in Science News, Veol. 95/1-11-69, in 1969.

Article printed in American Textile Reporter, sometime in 1969,
entitled "Textile Center Doctors See Little 'Brown Lung'® Evidence.®

Article printed in 1969, authored by George W. Wright, entitled
“Asbestos and Health in 1969.“

Article printed in Engineering News Record, sometime in 1970,
entitled "loose Asbestos Fibers Seen as Cancer Threat to Many in Building
Trades.™

A.r:ticle entitled “Asbestos 1n the Lungs" printed in an issue of

! Article authored by Dr. Cooper and Leroy Balzer, entitled
ii"Evaluation and Control of Asbestos Exposure in the Insulating Trade™;
sometime in 1970.
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Article authorized by Arthur Langer, Irving Selikoff and Antonio
Sastre; printed sometime in 1971; entitled “"Chrysotile Asbestos in the Lungs
of Persons in New York City." This article is from the Archives of
Environmental Health, 'H.a.:yland. 1971. vol. 22.'

o

T i T Ty S ayp————

Article from the Archives of Envi.mnmntal Health, Vol. 28§, pr.'inr.ed. |
September, 1972, eatitled "Carcinagenicity of Amosite Asbestos.” : D

Y

Article authored by William E. Smith, printed sometime in 1973, -
antitled "Terminal Progress Report Grant No. 3R001.EC-00226-0481 Maesothelioma
in Relatica to Asbestos.™ -

Article printed from C & EN dated December 10, 1973, entitled
J"Asbastos Health Question Perplaxes Experts."

Article from the Archives of Environmental Health, Vol. 27, August,
1973, entitled “Worker Sponsored Survey for Asbestosis.®

Article from the Archives of Environmental Health, Vol. 27,
November, 1973, entitled "Type of Asbestos and Respiratory Cancer in the
Asbestos Industry.*

Article from the National Institute of Health dated February i.
1973, Environmental Sciences Laboratory, Mt. Sinai School of Hedicine, City U
of New York, entitled "Biolegical Effects of Asbestos.™

U. S. Public Health Bulletin No. 241 entitled "A Study of Asbestos
in the Asbestos Textile Industry,® authored by Waldemar C. Breessdn, et al,

Study by the Trudeau Foundation, Saranac Lake, entitled "Effect of
Inhaled Commarcial Hydrous Calcium Silicate Dust on Animal Tissues,"
July 1S, 1955, and various communications relating thereto, between Owens-
Illinois and the Trudeau Institute. These documents were obtained by the
defendant, presumably arcund April, 1358, date of acquisition of Berlin, Hew
Jersey plant from Owens-Illinois.

An article by Irving J. Selikoff, M.D., E. Cuyler Hammond, ScD, and
Jaceb Churg, M.D., entitled "Asbestos Exposure, Smoking and Neoplasia®™
lprmted in the JAMA, April 8, 1968.

4 b) Unknown.

t

bt 2

.
i B P

INTERROGATORY NO. 67: As to any knowledge possessed by answering

!'.
i;'defendant at any time referred to in your answer to Interrogatory 64, did you

ieducate your employees, distributors or purchasers of the hazards known to

ETL AOYSTER, vOCLRER “you and the safety pregautions necessary to guard against cancer and other

& ALLEM ¥
7 wemmcossomnos diseases arising from the use and handling of your products? If so,
IAMEYS AT LAw

e £7. LS STOCCTY .
SPLE, Rimeces €103 identify:

et 4§ St
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" (a) When and in what manner customers, insulators, factory workers and
the general public were sc informed;

{(b) Documants comnicating or otherwise disseminating such
information; -

(c) Programs injtiated or sponsored to establish or promotes safety
procedures, methods or usage of equipment; '

(d) Published articles or reports by esiployees (present or prior),
_inecluding those of medical directors, scientists, engineers or other
profaessionals;

{e) Symposia or lectures sponsored for the benefit of asbestos
“ workers and/or the general public. _ .

ANSWER:

Yes.

-a) ~ In 1971 this defendant presented an educational program to its

Barlin Plant employees regarding the potential hazards Sf exposure to

as'bestos dust.
L B).  See attached Exhibits "T" and "Y". - -
-»

c) See response to a.

This defendant placed written warnings on shipping containers of

Kaylo -products in 1966, on Fyrcor in 1970/1971, and on SC-30 and SC-40
cements in 1;64. Those warnings were directed to all users of those
products. See Exhibits "#%, "I", "J", "X", and "L".

d) Noneto the s;r;esent ﬁowle@e of this deféndant.
| e) See response to c.

INTERROGATORY NO. €8: When and by what manner were your first aware

of the hazards relating to exposure to asbestos or asbestos products:

h {a) For inside insulators and contractors.

(b} For ocutside insulators and contractors.

YL, ROYITER, VOCLKLR
B ALLEMN
- L, COMPORA T I ANSWER: -
pa Al olal TR

MEYS AT LAW ‘-

e BT, LOUT FTRELT I:
mwaml
e & A-dadnd

See response to Interrogatory 6S.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 69: If you have knowledge or informatien concerning

the following, answer in the affirmative or negative, whaether:

(a;) Early detection of mesothelioma results in any appreciable
rate of cure or arrest;

(b) A single exposuro to asbestos may cause mesothelioma, other
cancers or asbegtosis;

et B e . o =t -l At § At

(c) Cumulative or multiple exposures to asbestos result in a greatar
risk of harm to the exposed person;

(d) An outsida insulator has a risk of harm from exposure to asbestos
or ashbestos products;

(e) Stripping or removing old asbestos creates a greater risk of harm
than insulation of ashestos or ashestos products;

(f) <Cancer resulting from exposure to asbestos-dévelcps generally
after:

(1) 1-5 years
h (2) 6-10 years

(3) -11-20 years

“ g0l e e - o e - -

(g} There is any kngwn relationship between smoking and
mesothelicma;

(h) There is any reported cause of mesothelioma other than
exposure to asbestos.

-

ANSWER:
a-b} This defendant cbjects on the basis that the defendant does not
have sufficient knowledge to form an opinion in this regard.
I c) Yes.
i
i
I

d)} Onder certain conditions of prolonged and excessive exposure.

i e-f) This defendant cbjects on the basis that the defendant doces not

ﬁhave sufficient knowledge to form an opinion in this regard.

ONL AOTSTER, vOGKLR i g} As to the relatj.onship between mesothelioma and inhaled or ingested
& AUCH i
& Omacomeguatin i tobacco by-products,’ this defendant is aware of no generally accepted medical
WMOrS AT LAW .
v BF, LOUSE STACLT N 2
weotvic : crors . A0d scientific opinion of a proved relationship or association.
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Thiz defendant is aware of madical and scientific literature
expressing thc agssociation of primary peritoneal and plural _msotheliom.a .vd.th
the inhalation and/or ingestion and retenticn of asbastos fibers over a o
sufficient period of time and in sufficient quantities. This def.endanf dc”es
not knbé‘pt inf qenefal acceptance by the medical and scientific commnity oft:f
a relationship between the alleged asbestos induced primary peritoneal and/or
plural mescthelioma and the inhalation and/or ingestion and retention of
tobacco by-products (e.g., cigarettes).

This defendant's experts will be identified as required by the -
rules of civil prucedure.

h) . Yes..

INTERROGATORY NO. 70: As to each answer to Interrogatory 69, identify

at least oile person or document upon which answering defendant relies.
ANSWER:

See defendant's response to Ianterrogatory €9.

INTERROGATCRY NO. 71: Did you perform, direct to be pexformed,

financ_:e, sponsor or receive the results of any studies or tests eoncerning
the relation’s‘ﬁip between asbestos exposure and asbestosis and/or cancer? If
so, identify: : |

{(a) Wwhen, where and at what intervals such studies were performed;

(b) Were such studies in writing or reported at a later date in
writing;

(c) Were the results of such studies published or otherwise
disseminated? If so, state to whom and when;

(d)} Who performed such studies;

(e) Will you produce the results of such studies at this time or
state where the results are maintained.

J}HSWER H

S1



o —

OV AOYSTER, VOTLRLN
& ALLEN
- Ty, COMAOAA FION
ANEYE AT LAW

B 4T. LOVRE STECT

i § Vi

. SE1861
"RHS: gkb

This defendant did not perform, direct to be performed, finance or

jfiles some documents relating to a study done at Saranac Lake, New York at = ‘’x

the requcst of Owens-Illinois. -

I
1
I
i
isponsor any of the mentioned tests. Defendant did locate in its historical -

a) - ‘I.'his defendant u.nd&rstands that the gstudies were pcrfomd at th; A
Trudeau Institute in Saranac Lake, New York over the pericd from 1943 to
1952. Alszo see answer above.

b) Yes,

c} Yas. 7The Saranac Study was published in 1955 in the A.M.A.
Archives of Industrial Health.

This defendant was informed of the results -of Mr. Peele's studiés
during conversations between Mr. Peele and representatives of this defendant
in 1963.

d) The Trudeau Laboratories. Also, see answer above.

e) Kot applicable.

INTERROGATORY MO. 723 Identify the scientific or medical periodicals

to which defendant, its medical department or indistrial hygiene division

-

subscribed from 1925 to the present, and the dates of such subscriptions.
ANSWER:
This defendant did not have its inception until 19238.

I Journal of Occupational Medicine
Industrial Hygiene Digest (literature abstracts)
American Industrial Hygiene Association Journal
Journal of Occupational Safety and Health
|| New England Journal of Hedicine
The Medical Letter ..
Archives of Environmental Health :
Occupational Safety and Health Reporter (BNA)
Chemical Reporter (BHA)
i Journal of American Medical Association
l_l " American Journal of Public Health
; Archives of Internal Medicine
[ British’ Journal of Public Health
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The HMedical Clinics of North America

INTERROGATORY NO. 73:

Did dafendant, its medical department or

Jindustrial hygiene division maintain a medical and/or scieatific library at

any time from 1925 to the present? If so, state:
(ai' fhe dates such library existed;
(b)
(c) The number of employees, part-time or full-time, assigned to

maintenance of said library, and to whom in the corporate structure
those employees report(ed).

The nunmber of volumes maintained therein;

ANSWER 1
This defendant did not have its inception until 1938.
a) Medical Library established in 1968. Industrial Hygiene Library
established in 1970.

b) In excess of 100.
€) "F. Lichtenburg, 4/1/75 to 3/1/77; S. Fansler, 3/1/77 to present.

INTERROGATORY NO. 74: Identify all trade organizations, associations,

or other entities, including but not limited to A.T.I., I.H.F., N.I.M.A.,
A.I.A;, N.I.C.A., T.I.M.A., Q.A.X.A., P.I.C.A., or Q.A.P.A., to which you
have belonge; or in which you have participated since 1325, stating the
applicable dates of such membership or participation.

ANSWER:

This defendant objects to this interrogatory as being overly broad and
unduly buzdénsome as it requests all groups, assoclations, Iinter-coampany,
etc. that this defendant has been member of, not limited to such asbestos
mahufacturing related groups. Furthermore, this defendant did not have its
inception until 1938.

In an effort to be responsive, this defendant has been a member of the

Efollowing organizations for the years stated:
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National Insulation Manufacturers Agsoclation, Inc. (1958 to
present), 441 Lexington Ave., New York, New York 10017

Thermal Insulation Manufacturers Association (1958 to prasent).
Kirby Plaza, Mt. Kisco, Hew York 10549

| National Minaral Wool Association (1969 to present), 382
SPtingfield Ave., Summitt, New Jersey 07901

Industri.al Hygiene Foundation of America and its successor, .
Industrial Health Foundation (1942-195C and 1953 to present}, 5232 Centar
Ave., Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15232

Mational Insulation Contractors Association (1967 to present), 1025
{Vermont Ave., N.W., Suite 410, Washington, D.C. 20005

American Society of Testing & Materials {(Unknown), 1916 Race
Street, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103

To the present knowledge of this defendant, these organizations did not
contribute or conduct studies regarding the health hazai'd of exposura to
asbestos fibers, |

This defenda.nt was not a member of A.T.I., A.I .A., Q A.M A., P.I.C.A.,
or Q.A.P.A. o

INTERROGATORY NO. 7S¢  Identify all persons attending on your behalf

any méei:ings held by trade organizations, asscciations, or other entities
identified in-answer to Interrogatary No. 74.

ANSWER;

H. T. Williams, D, W. Ladd, John Vyverberg, J. P. Kern represented the
defendant on NIMA/TIMA Board of Directors.

Donald Bradshaw re;;resented this defendgnt at variocus times through his
involvement with the Heﬁith & Safety Coamittee of the Naticnal Insulation

Contractors Association (NICA}.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 763 Identify the names or nature of all notes,

reparts, studies, or other writings submitted by you or received by you at

rmeetings held by organizations described in answer to Interrogatory No. 74.
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ANSWER: -

.

! Although not restricted to receipt "at meetings," based on present

information, this dafendant received the following from IHF:

Tndustrial Hygiene Digests

194 . - - 1963 1972

Jan - Dec ‘ Jan = Dec Jan - Missing
1955 1964 1973

Jan - Dec S Jan - Dec : Jan ~- Dec
1956 1965 1974

Jan -~ Dec ‘ Jan = Dec Jan - Dec
1957 1966 1975

Jan - Dec Jan = Dec Jan - Dec
1958 ' 1967 ' ' 1876

Feb -~ Missing Jan - Dec Jan - Misgsing N
Jul - Misging : Dec - Missing
Aug - Missing

Sept -Missing

Oct - Missing

1959 B 1968 1977

None : Jan - Dec Jan - Dec
1960 o 1969 1978

None Jan -~ Dec © Jan - Dec
1961 .- 1970 1979

Jul - Only have Jan - Dec Jan - Dec

Aug - Only have
Sept- Only have

1962 1971 1980
Jan - Missing Jan - Dec Jan
Apr - Missing Feb

I In addition, this defendant received the "Recommended Health & Safety

Practices" pamphlet prepared by NIMA.

Documents will be produced for the cost of reproduction of same.

e —

VL MITSTER, VOOLKLR
& MIEN | .
w  weosmounss | NIMA/TIMA and the Industrial Hygiene Fouhdation/Industrial Health Foundation.

Also, this defendant has some minutes of the group's meetings of

A HCYS AT LAW H

e BF. LOUTS STRCCY H
aoSAL m' Any correspondence between this defendant and other members‘ot’ these groups
- S eatae )
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srelating to the hazards of asbestos exposurs that are known by this dotcndanr.

#1to exist have previcusly been provided to plaintiff's counsel.

As this interrogatory relates to non-asbestos matters, objection; - -'.-"-;: -

|
! irrelevant and not calculated to lead to discovery of admissiblae evidchco. *

] T
h INTERROGATCRY NAQ. 77: Identify any documents received by you from or ~‘ =

|
:

ilsubmitted by you to those trade organizations, associations or other entities .

identified in answer to Interrogatory No. 74 relating to the relationship -
between asbestos exposure and disease.

ANSWER i

See response to Interrogatory 76.

INTERROGATORY NO. 78: Identify all agreements, oral or written,

between you, any of the other defendants in this lawsuit, add/or any other
organizations, associations or other entities identified in your answer to
the Interrogatory No. 74 or any medical or scientific foundations, relating
to the standardization of:

{a) Specifications for asbestos cloth products;

(b) Specifications for paper or burlap bags, or other packaging to be
used for the transport and/or storage of asbestos cement;

{c) Warning or caution labels to be applied to asbestos products
and/or their packaging, cartons, containers, or boxes;

(d) Methods of dissemination of public relaticons information to
defendant's purchasers, advertisers, distributors, factory workers,
contractors, insulators, users, consumers of asbestos products and/or
the general public:

|

i ‘e) Safety equioment and/or protective clothing to be utilized while
% hamnl'.ng defendantfs asbestos products;
f

1,

|

; (£) Medical programs to be offered or sponsored by defendant.

€T ROTSTER, vOCLRLR §F ANSWER:
cwin - -
¢ e comecanom o a) Not applicable. This defendant did not manufacture or sell
ARNCYS AT LAw .
Zha BT, LORAT STRCLY .
wacTLE wimors erars . 35D€STOS cloth products.

i @ )48
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b) Not applicable. This defendant did not manufacture or sell paper

i Ll g

|
|
flor burlap bags. Following is a list of companies from whom this defendant
purchased containers for its asbestos-containing insulation.

Owens-Illinois '. Lo

International Paper
Waeyerheuser ccopany
Western Xraft (Western Kraft Willamet Industries -

Paper Group)

Addresses to these companies are not presently available. See
Exhibits "H", *I", and "0" for the Kaylo and Fyrcor warnings. ’

c) Please refer to defendant's 1960's and 1970's documents previously
produced in this litigation.

d) This defendant did not advertise in the usual way via TV or maga-
zines, etc. However, Product Data and Specification Material was prepared
and distributed to purchasers of défendant's ashestos-containing insulation.
This material_l. was not the result of any one author, but many pecple contri-
buted. This defendant did not use an “ad agency™ for this material.

e) Respirators were recommended and made available to emspluyeaes
working in areas where dust of any kind was generated. -The reason employees
were told to.wear respirators was to protect themselves from inhalation of
dust particles, including the inhalation of asbestos dust.

See also response to Interrcqgatory 60(m) and 60(n).

T) Following the purchase of certain assets at the Berlin plant, this
defendant provided periodic chest x-ray examinations as part of the pre-
ventive health program. In 1971, this defendant began an even more compre-
hensive periodic health screening program which included other testing

procedures and examinations by the plant physician, in addition to the chest

x-ray. This procedure coantinues for present employees even though the

i

VROSVILLE, RLIeOTS uoa-f

Wedh S drsrn
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company ceased the manufacture of asbastos-containing ingulation products in

k1972,

plant, this defendant conducted examinations of the plant population.

t
;
[}
H
I
1
|
’ . Following the purchase of certain asgets from Unarco at Bloomington

Examinations are then offered annually to all active plant employees.

" This defendant also participated in medical examination programs
for insulators. In the 60'3, this defendant participated in the Western
States Asbestos Health Plan, Occupaticnal Health Program. During the 7(;'5,
this defendant was involved in many attempts to set up medical examination
prog:#ms for insulators. Attempts were made by this defendant through
outside orga.n}zations and finally, this defendant retained medical personnel
to exam;,ne\au of its contracting employees. Sea generally 60°'s and 70's
documents previously provided to plaintiff's counsel.

INTERROGATORY NO. 79:  Did you direct to be performed, sponsor,

finance, receive the results of or were you aware of any studies or tests
I’performed by the Saranac Lake Laboratory of the Trudeau Foundation relating
to asbestos exposure and its effects upon human life? If so, identify:

(a) ALYl documents summarizing findings or results of those
studies or tests which you have in your possession or control;

;I (b) All communications, oral or written, between answering defendant
and Saranac personnel, including but not limited to Gerrit W.H.
Schepers, IQ.D.;

{c). All documents relating to Saranac studies received or submitted

by you either directly, through associated or predecessor companies,

through other companies, or through any trade asscciatiocns, organiza-
tions or other entities;

(d) All recommendations or findings of such studies relating to:

YL ROVSTER, VOOLIEA (1) Adequacy or inadequacy of threshcld limit wvalues;

& ALLEN . .
OrELLONAL CORRGUanON 1 * {2) Substitution of materials other than asbestos to be used

WCYS AT Law + in the insulation process.
7. Lo STeCCT )

et 44 G-ty
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i .
! (e) Where documents and/or communications identified in answers to
| {a)-(d) of this interrogatory are maintained.

ANSWER:

a~e) See respange to Interrogatory 71.

known by defendant to be suffering from, have suffered from or whosa deaths :_

INTERROGATORY NO. 80: " How many employees of answering defendant: are. -

have been caused by asbestosis? State the date such disease of any emgl.oyee'

was f£first lcnown by defendaht.
ANSWER:
This defendant is presently aware that Worker's Compensation clafims

alleging lung disease were filed against several employers, including this

defendant, in the mid-1950s. A search of this defendant's files has failed
to l'.;:cata information indicating t.ﬁat this defendant received notice of the
claims at or about the time the claims were filed. The first record of a
specific -claim that was found in the files of this defendant was in late
1966, and this claim did not invnlve an emplovee of this defendant

INTERROGATCRY NO. 81: How many employees of answering defendant are

known by defendant to be suffering from, have suffered from or whose deaths

have been caused by lung cancer? State the date such disease of any
employees was first known by defendant. '
ANSWER:
Unknown. See response to Interrogatory 80.

INTERROGATORY NO. 823 How many employees of answering defendant are

L]
have been caused by mesothelioma? State the date such disease of any

.l employee was first known by defendant.
] : [

i ANSWER:

59
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Unknown. See response to Interrcgatory 80.

INTERROGATORY NO. 83: Do you send or have you at any time sent

counsel or other representatives to courses at defending asbestos cases? If

so, identify.
ANSWER:

Objection; irrelevant and not calculated to lead to discovery of

admissible evidence.

INTERROGATORY NO. 84: Identify all expert witnesses who have testi-

fied in other cases, pending or otherwise, on behalf of answering defendant.

ANSWER :

Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the l:;asis that the informa-
N tion requested is overly broad and unduly burdensome in scope, that it
- requests :I.nforn.:ation that is irrelevant and immaterial to the issues in this
case and is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Defendant further objects to the discovery of such information
gathered in the course of and in pursuit of pending litigation for the reason
that ;uch information is protected by the attorney work product and/or
"attorney/cli;nt privilege. Finally, the information scught is a matter of
- public record and is, therefore, as accessible to the plaintiff as it is to
these defendants,

INTERROGATORY MNOQ. 85: Identify all present or former employees or

answering defendant, other than plaintiffs, who have testified against this

idefendant in a litigation matter or before a governmental agency or unit.

l' ANSWER:
o - } None to the present knowledge of this defendant.
& ALLEM K .
b o ctmouncu | INTERROGATORY NO. 86:  With respect to your answers to Interrogatories
ANCYS AT taw |

S 8T L0 rRcey - o. 84 and 85, identify all documents, including but not limited to
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transcripts or notes of testimony employed by or resulting from the testimony

- i a  miaeee =

of such expert witnesses or employees,

ANSWER:

il Saee answers to Interrogatories No. 84 and 8S.

|| INTERROGATORY NO. 87:  Identify:

!l {a) Any expert whom you intend to call as a witness or otherwise '
utilize in connection with this litigation;

(b) The subject matter on which the expert is expected to testify;

{c) The substance of the facts and cpinions to which the expert is
expacted to testify; .

(d) A sumuary of the grounds for each opinion;
{e) The address of such person and his field or expertise;

(f) Identify and produce each treatise, article or text upon
“ whether the expert will rely in his testimony.

ANSWER:
Expext'witnesses have no;nyet been determined. Trial preparation

-

continues.

INTERROGATORY NO. 88: Identify and produce all board meeting minutes

at which asbgstos products, the hazards of asbestos exposure, the possible

application of warning labels on asbestos containing products were discussed

by the Board of Directors of your company. -
ANSWER:‘
None.

INTERROGRATORY NOQ. B89: Please identify by name, address and phone

number each person who has provided this answering party with statements in .

connection with this litigation.

10T, ROTITER, VOOLKLR

& ALIIM " ANSWER :
e Oiat, CORRORATION 1} ' Py . .
mOrS AT AW ] Nene, other than those people identified in these answers.
S ST LOUNS STECKY w .
RAROEVRLL, NI 6202Y.,

il &t
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INTERROGATORY NO. 90: Please identify each person who has been inter-

viewad in the course of preparing for the trial of this matter.

ANSWER

None, other than those pecple identified ih these answers. '._ -

;g?ERROGnTORY NO, 91: Has this Defendant ever sold any ashestos co;; ;ﬂf
taining products to Insulation and Material Company of St. Louis, Hissdﬁri or

any other individual, corporation, partnership or other business entities

fwithin a 100 mile radius of Madison County, Illinois since 1320 including but

not limited to St. Louis County, St. Louils City, St. Charles County, Missouri

or Madison County or St. Clair County, Illinois, if so state:

{a) List all individuals, corporations, partnerships or other
businass entities you have sold asbestos containing products\to;

{b) State 211 dates when asbestos containing products were sold
to these entities;

(c) State what asbestos containing products were sold to these entities

and identify by brand name;

(d) sState what quanfity of asbestos products were sold to these
entities;

(e) Provide copies of all purchase orders, specifications, contracts

or correspondence with the entities identified in (a) above or otherwise

identify all documents relating to the sale.
ANSWER:
Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is

irrelevant and not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible

evidence. In an effort to be responsive, however, upon receipt of a list of

plaintiff's employers and/or jobsites with their city and state locations as

well as the actual years of employment, defendant will review its sales

records and respond accordinqgly.

INTERROGATORY NO. 92: Have you ever sold any asbestos containing

wwm-prﬁucm to:

et e S 4sasg

62

s
ey

L.



.SEl861
_RHS:skb
;|

]

Monsanto, East St. Louls, Illinois

Marathon O0il Refinery, Robinson, Illinois

Shall 0il Company Refinery, Roxana, Illinois

Amoce Refinery, Wood River, Illinois

Clark 0Oil Company Refinery, Hartford, Illinois
Granite City Steel, Granite City, Illinois

Illinois Power Company (Alton Pocwerhousa)

Central Illinois Power Service (Coffeen Powerhouse)
Commonwealth Edison (Kinkaid Powerhouse)

Illinois Power Company (Portage Des Sioux Powerhouse)
Central Illincis Power Service (Meredosia Powerhouse)
Illinocis Power Company (Grant Ford Powerhouse)
Owens-Illinois Glass Co., Alton, Illinoisg

} Central Illinois Power Service (Baldwin Powerhocuse)
Central Illinocis Powaer Service (Pearle Powerhcuse)
Central Illinois Power Service (Marion Powerhouse)
Central Illinois Power Sarvice (Newton Powerhouse)
Texaco 0{1 Company Refinery, Lawrencewville, Illinois
American Steel, Granite City, Illinois

Cerro Copper, Granite City, Illinois _
Consolidated Aluminum Coopany, Granite City, Illinois
0lin Corporation, East Alten, Illinois

Laglede Steel Company, Alton, Illincis N
Sinclair 0il Refinery, Hartford, Illinois

Apex Oil Refinery, Hartford, Illinois

P e Py e——

and if so:

(2) List all individuals, corporations, partnerships, or other
business entities yod have sold asbestos containing products to.

(b) State all dates when asbestos containing products were sold to
these entities.,

(c) State what asbestos containing products were sold to these
entities and identify by brand name.

(d) State what quantity of asbestos containing products were sold
to these entities.

{e} Provide copies. of all purchase orders, specifications, contracts
or correspondence with the entities identified in (a) above or otherwise
identify all documents relating to the sale.

B e ——————
— e ———————

ANSWER:
1

Ei See response to Ne. 91.

INTERROGATORY NO, 93: Has this Defendant ever been a General

Mhnmfaivouaatr
»ALLEN if
O Aamns, GO FOw yContractor or Subcontractor where it used asbestos containing products at any
HMEYE AT Law
7. LEnES STOCLY i

of the following locations:
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Monsanta, East St. Louis, Illinois
Marathon 0il Reflnery, Robinson, Illinois
Shell 0il Company Refinery, Roxana, Illinois
I Amoco Refinery, Wood River, Illinois
Clark 0il Company Refinery, Hartford, XIllinois
I Granite City Steel, Granite City, Illinois
Illinois Power Company (Alton Powerhouse)
Cantral Illinois Power Service (Coffeen Powerhouse)
Commonwealth Edison (Kinkaid Powerhouse)
Illincis Power Company {Portage Des Sioux Powerhouse)
Central Illinois Power Service {Maredosia Powerhcuse)
. ... Illincis Power Company (Grant Ford Powerhouse)
i " Owens-Illinois Glass Co., Alton, Illinois

———

Central Xllinois Power Service (Baldwin Powerhouse)
Central Illinois Power Service (Pearle Powerhouse)
F Central Illinois Power Service (Marion Powerhouse)
Central Illinois Power Service (Newton Powerhouse) ..
Texaco Qil Company Refinery, Lawrenceville, Illinois
American Steel, Granite City, Illinois
Cerro Copper, Granite City, Illinois
Consolidated Aluminum Company, Granite City, Illinois
Olin Corporation, East Alton, Illinois.
Laclede Steel Company, Alton, Illinois
Sinclair 0il Refinery, Hartford, Illinois
’ Apex Qil Refinery, Hartford, Illinois :

and if so:. .- e

[ (2) List all individuals, corporations, partnerships, or other
business entities you have sold asbestos containing products to.

3

(b) State all dates when ashestos containing products were sold to

these ent_ities.

(c) State what asbestos containing products were sold to these

entities and identify by brand name.

(d)  State what quantity of asbestos containing products were sold
to these entities, ' ’

({e) Provide copies of all purchase orders, specifications, contracts
or correspondence with the entities identified in (a) above or otherwise
" identify all documents relating to the sale.

ANSWER: =
See response to No. 91.

. rovsTen voasen | INTERRCGATORY NO. 94:  Did this defendant ever provide any warning
& AMLEN : .

¢ woeeonnon |iconcerning the hazards of asbestos to any of the following companies:

“ ICYS AT LAW

»e SV, LOWE ATECLT

TIVILL, RLeONS 42023 |

L2 T 1T = e 1]

Monsanto, East St. Louis, Illinois
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Marathon Oil Refinery, Robinson, Illinois
Shell 0il Company Refinery, Roxana, Illinois
Amoco Refinery, Wood River, Illinois
Clark 0il Company -Refinery, Hartford, Illinois
Granite City Steel, Granite City, Illinois .
Illinois Power Company (Alton Powerhousae)
Central Illinois Power Service (Coffeen Powerhouse)
Commonwealth Edison (Kinkaid Powerhouse)
Illinois Power Company (Portage Des Siocux Powerhousa) :
Central Illinois Power Sarvice (Meredosia Powerhousae) -
Illinois Power Company (Grant Ford Powerhousa) ‘
Owens-Illinois Glass Co., Alton, Illinois
| Lantral Illinois Power Service (Baldwin Powerhousa)
F ‘Central Illinois Power Service (Pearle Powerhouse)
Central Illinois Powar Service (Marion Powerhouse)
Central Illinois Power Service (Newton Powerhouse)
Texaco 0il Company Refinery, Lawrenceville, Illinois
’1 American Steel, Granite City, Illinois
Cerro Copper, Granite City, Illinois
Conselidated Aluminum Company, Granite City, Illinois
Olin Corporation, East Alton, Illineis '
Laclede Steel Company, Alton, Illinois
Sinclair 0il Refinery, Eartford, Illinois
Apex Oil Refinery, Hartford, Illinois

If so, identify what the Qarning was, how the warning was delivered and when

the warning was delivered. Provide copy of warning and correspondence con-
cerning the warning. = .
ANSWER:

Unknown. See response to No. 91.

INTERROGATORY NO. 95: Has this Defendant ever had any correspondence
with any of the following companies or facilities concerning products con- .
taining asbestos:

Monsanto, East St. Louis, Illinois

Marathon Qil Refinery, Robinson, Illinois

Shell 0il Company Refinery, Roxana, Illinois

Amoco Refinery, Wood River, Illinois

I Clark Qil Company Refinery, Hartford, Illineis
Granite City Steel, Granite City, Illinois -
Illinois Power Company (Alton Powerhouse)

Central Illinois Power Service (Coffeen Powerhouse)
Commonwealth Edison (Kinkaid Powerhouse)

i Illinois Power Company (Portage Des Sioux Powerhouse)
Central Illinois Power Service (Meredosia Powerhouse)
“ Illinois Power Company {(Grant Ford Powerhouse)
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Owens~Illinois Glass Co., Alton, Illinois

Central Illinois Powaer Service (Baldwin Powarhocuse)
Cantral Illinois Power Service (Pearle Powerhouse)
Cantral Illinois Power Service (Marion Powerhouse)
Central Illinois Power Service (Newton Powerhouse)
Texaco 0il Company Refinery, Lawranceville, Illinois
American Steel, Granite City, Illinois

Carro Copper, Granite City, Illinois

Consolidated Aluminum Company, Granite City, Illinois
Olin Corporation, East Alton, Ilinois

Laclede Steel Company, Alton, Illinois

Sinclair 04l Refinery, Hartford, Illinois

Apex Oil Refinery, Hartford, Illinois

If so, provide copy of any correspondence with any of the above companies
concerning asbestos containing products.

ANSHER:

See response to Ho. 94.
OWENS-CORNING FIBERGLAS CORPORATION,
Defendant

By:

HEYL, ROYSTER, VOELXKER & ALLEN .
Barry S. Roeltner
ARD # 06190817
Attorneys for Defendant
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PROOF OF SERVICE

THE UNDERSIGNED certifies that a copy of the foregoing instrument was
served upon tha attorneys of record of all parties to the above cause by
Lenclosing same in an envelope with postage prepaid, and by depositing said
envelope in a United States Post Office mail box in Edwardsville, Illinois on
, 1987 addressed to such attorneys at their businesz address

as disclosed by the pleadings of record herein.

]

|

[l

:I

i,

f

|

[l

Copies Mailed To:

Mr. William W, Schooley, ITI
Bono, Haine & Schooley

65 E. Fergusoa Avenue

P. 0. Box 128 ~ ’

Wood River, IL 62095

Mr. Michael J. Hester - -
Donovan, Hatch & Constancg., P. C.
8 E. Washington Street
Belleville, II 62220-21%0

Mr. Randall A. Johnson
Baughman & Associates, LPA
SS Public Square, Suite 2215
Cleveland, OH 44113-1996

Mr. Reed Sugg

Shepherd, Sandberg & Phoenix, P.C.
{|One City Centre, Suite 1500

St. Louisg, MO 63101

BY:
HEYL, ROYSTER, VOELKER & ALLFEN

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

- Attorneys for Anchor Packing

Company and A. W. Chesterton,
Inc. and Wise-El Santo Co.

Attorneys for American Wire
& Cable

Attorneys for A. P. Green
Refractories
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aMr. F. Philip Kirwan
iMargolin and Kirwan
1000 United Missouri Bank Building

928 Grand Avenue
Kansas c.i.ty. M0 - 64105-2051

Ms. Becky Jackzon
or Mr. Dava Slavkin

Bryan, Case, xcPheeters & McRoberts

500 N. Broadway - -
st. Louj.s. MO 63102

Mr. Joseph R. Davidson ENASIPIS
or Mr. Mervin W. Warren

Bernard & Davidson

3600 Nameoki Road

Granite City, IL 62040

Mr. Ronald Roth .
3600 Nameoki Road
Granite City, I1 62040

Mr. John Lynch

Evans & Dixon

22 Glen-Ed Professional Park
P. 0. Box 566

Edwardsville, IL 62025

Mr. David Larry ~
Epstein, Decker, Boroscdy and
Green

1140 19th Street, N.W., Suite 900
Washingtoa, DC 20036
and
Mr. Gilbert Rosch
Mr. Robert Matoesian
1420 20th Street
Granite City, IL 62040

Mr. David B. Stutsman
Mr. Thomas E. Jones
Ha.lker & Willia.ms. p.C.
4343 West Main Street
Belleville, IL 62223

Ms. Ann Hatch
Churchill & McDonnell
10 E. Washington
Belleville, IL 62220

Attorneys for Biglow-Liptak

Attorneys for The Carborundum

Ca., Inc., Garlock, Inc.,

Xaiser Refractories, a Division

of Kaiser Aluminum and chemical
Corperation, Kennecott Corporation

:Attorneys for Charles Taylor

Sons Co., Grant Wilson
K. H. Detrick Company

Attorney for Grant Wilson

~

Attorneys for Corhart Refractories
Co, and Generzl Gasket Corporation

Attorneys for Didier Taylor
Refractories Corpeoration and
Charles Taylor Sons Co.

(Mr. Larry is Attorney for both
companies)

Attorneys for Didier Taylor (Only)

Attorneys for Chicago Fire Brick,
International Vermiculite and
Thermi¢ Refractories, Inc.

Attorneys for Combustion
Engineering and Ellis Safety
Products, Division of Safety
First Supply Company
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gu:. John L. McMullin
ﬁarown, James & Rabbit, P. C.
705 Olive Street, Suite 1100
!St. Louis, MO 63102

Mr. T. Todd Becker

Tom Riley Law Firm _

4040 First Avenue, N. E.

P. Q. Box 998 )

- Cedar Rapids, Towa 52406-0998

and

My, William L. Wimmer, III

2 Park Place Professional Centre

P. 0. Box 1288

Belleville, IL 62222
and

Mr. Robert P. Harris

Harold A. Harris, Ltd.

29 S. Lasalle Streat

Suite 740

Chicago, IL 60603

Mr. Kenneth Snodgrass, Jr.
Goldsworthy, Fifield & Hasgelberyg
360 Jefferson Bank Building
124 S. W. Adams

Peoria, IL 61602

) ‘and."""'_". . _ ..“...“

Ms. Barbara Crowder
Robbins & Crowder =
1538D Troy Road

P. O. Box 451
Edwardsville, IL §2028

-

Mr. Robert W. Schmieder

Hinshaw, Culbertson, Moelmann,
Hoban & Fuller

121 S. Illinois Street

P. 0. Box 509

Belleville, II. 62222

Mr. Roger F. Wilson

Hoagland, Maucker, Bernard & Almeter
401 Alton Street

P. 0. Box 130

Alten, IL 62002

e

R AOTSTER, VOeLReR |
& ALLEN ]i

Lol N, SRR TN |
. crsavLaw i
e o?. L STALEY ‘
ROFVILLL, RAINCHS $043. i
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Attorneys for Crane Packing
Cospany

Attorneys for Crown Cork &
Seal Cowpany, Inc. and
Mundet Cork Company

Attorneys for General Refractbries
Commpany

Attorneys for General Electric
Company

Attorneys for Georgia Pacific
and Laclede Christy Corp.
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!I{r. Jon W. Brassal Attorneys for Gunaing Refractories,
hMill-r. Brassel & Baldwin, P.C. Inc. and Lawrence Refractories

116 Cathedral Straet

|Annapolis, MD 21401 - or

! The B & ¢ Building

Suite 814

( © ' 2 North Charles Street

. Baltimore, MD 21201
and .

Mr. James J. Virtel -

Armstrong, Teasdale, Kramer,

¢ Vaugh & Schlafly

611 Olive Street, Suite 1500

St. Louis, MO 63101-1782

Mr. Steve Thompson : Attorneys for Harbison-Walker
Reed, Armstrong, Gorman & <:o£fey Corporation

507 Naticnal Bank Building

P. O. Box 467

Edwardsville, XL 62025

Mr. Robert L. Nusshaumer Attorneys for Hester-Bradley Co.
or Ms. Robbye Hill Toft s

Funsch & Nussbaumer, P. C.

818 Olive Street, Suite 410

St. Louis, MO 63101 -

it

Mr. Eric Young ) Attorneys for J. BH. France

Dunham, Bowman & Leskera Refractories
Suite 520 ~

First National Bank Building
East St. Leuis, IL 62205

Ms. Gail Donnelly Bader Attorneys for John Brazee & Co.
216 H. Main Street

P. O. Box 414

Edwardsville, IL 62025

and

Brown, Miller & Sheehan
117 N. Kirkwood Road

Suite 200

{St. Louis, MO 63122

!Hr. Jeffrey T. DeMerath Attorneys for M. A. Bell Company
liGreensfelder, Hemker, Wiese, Gale

g Chappelow, P. C.

|;1aoo Equitable Building

# 10 South Broadway

"st. Louis, MO 63102

v Ak, COMPOaATON |

Ly I AT LAW
B4 o, WOUS STRCET

AOIVILLE, NLINCHS 41023
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Mr. Paul F. Niedner
Niedner, Niedner, Ahlheim & Bodeux
131 Jeffarson Street

St. Charles, M0 63301
Mr. P. Terrencae Crebs
Peper, Martin, Jensen, Maichel
and Hetlage
720 Olive Street, Twenty-Fourth Floor
St. Louis, MO 6310C1

Mr. Richard E. Boyle

Gundlach, Lee, Eqgmann, Boyle
& Roessler

S000 W. Main Street

P. O. Box 692

Belleville, IL 62222

Ms. Lynn J. Ohrenstaein

McDermott, Will & Emery

11l W. Monrce Street

Chicago, IL £0603-4067
\ .

Mr. Joseph L. Yaritz

Leritz, Reinert & Duree, P. C.
812 North Collins

Sti-Louis, MO 63102

Mr. Kenneth R. Heineman

Coburn, Croft & Putzell ~

One Mercantile Center, Suite 2900
St. Louis, MO 63101

Mr. Mark Ansoa _
10805 Sunset Qffice Drive
Suite 203

P. O. Box 8509-A

St. Louis, HO 63127

|42, Raymond Modesitt
]l Patrick, Wildinson, Goeller and Modesgitt

s
H
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& ALLEN it

r L, CORegaatOn i)
. VS AT LW o
o Y. Owe FTRCCT
ROSVALE, Lo 61088 |
it S8 0-ndal :

P. O. Box 1646
Terre Haute, IN 47808

Mr. Cornelius T. Ducey, Sr.
Second Floor

First National Bank Building
19 Public Square
Belleville, IL 62220

Attorneys for Midwestern Safety
Equipment Co.

Attorneys for Mine Safety
Appliances Co.

Attorneys for Minnesota Mining &
Manufacturing Company

Attorneys for Mational Electric Coil

Attorneys for Nicclet
Industries, Inc.

Attorneys for North American
Refractories Company .

Attorneys for Plibrico

Attorneys for Raymark Industries,Inc.

Attorneys for The Rockbestos

Company
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Mz, Kevin T. Martin

jWiléman, Harrold, Allen & Dixon
ijone IBM Plaza

!_Chicagq,_ IIL 60611

Mr. Michael Dockterman
Mr. Edward J. Milia
Wildman, Harrold, Allen & Dixon
One IBM Plaza, Suite 3000
Chicago, IL 60611

and
Mr. Robert F. Kaucher
Kaucher & Ligman, P. C. .
4715 W. Main Street
Belleville, XL 62223

P ————

Mr. Leea Boatright
Baughman & Associates Co., L.P.A.
SS Public Square, Suite 2215
Clevaland, OH 44113-1996
and
Kr. Tad Armstrong
Armstrong Law Offices
South Main and Schwarz Streets
P. 0. Box 565
Edwardsville, IL 62025

Ms, Mary J. Davis

McGuire, Woods, Battle & Boothe
One James Center =
Richmond,. VA 23219
Mr. Ted Harvey
Freeark, Harvey, Mendillo & Dennis
115 W. Washington Street

P. Q. Box 423

Belleville, IL 62222

Mr, William S. Daniel

[! Daniel & Meehan

205 S.- Illinois
Belleville, IL 60002

Mr. Robert E. Wells, Jr.
Pessin,. Baird, Belsheim & Wells
105 N. Illinois St.

P. 0. Box L
lBelleville, Il 62222-1314

.
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Attorneys for The Sager Corporation

Attorneys for Surface Combustion

Attorneys for Unjited States Steel
Corporation

Attorneys for Westhinghouse Electric
Corporation

Attorneys for Wheeler Protective
Apparel Co.
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JH:. Joal Goldstein
Goldstein & Price

818 Olive Streeat

Suite 1300 )

St. Louls, MO0 63101-1S67

Segal, McCambridge, Singer & Mahoney
Suite 855 _

111 W. Washington

Chicago, IL 60602

lIMr. James Hafele

717 First National Bank Building
Peoria, Illinois 61602

Mr. Kaplan Suelthaus
331 Salem Place, Suite 260
Fairview Heights, IL 62208

Attorneys for Chemetron Corporation

Attorneys for Insulating and
Materials Corporation

Attorneys for United States HKineral

Products .

Attorneys for Bliss Industries
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AFTIDAVIT

STATE OF QRIO }

}
COUNTY OF LUCAS )

C. DUANE CALLENDER, being duly sworn, deposes and zays
that he 1s Senlor Counsel -~ Litigation for OWENS-CORNING
FIBERGLAS CORTORATICN and that he verifies the foregolng answers
to plaintiffs’' Interrogatories for and on behalf of OWENS-CORNING
FIBERGLAS CORPORATION and is duly authorized 2o to do; that the

‘matters stated therein are not within the personal knowledge of

deponent; that the facts stated tharaip have been assembled by
authorized employess and counsal of QUENS-CORNING FIBERGLAS
CORFORATION and daponent is informed that tha facts statad
therein are true.

- €. DUANE CALLZNDZER

SWORN to and subgcribed before me this !(._'55 day of

AT WA , 1987,
Q ]
- | * . :n-
M&&ﬁ&tu
Notary Publie Q

WGTRRY PUSLIC - STATE QF QHID

My Commission expires: PATRICIA A. CHRISTY
- MY COMMISSION DXPIRES JAN. 28, 199t




