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INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

For each person who has supplied any information used in answering these
interrogatories state the name, address, job title, length of time employed by
defendant, and a year-by-year list of all other positions, titles, or jobs held when
working for defendant.

ANSWER:

Defendant objects to this interrogatory, pursuant to Rule 166 of Texas Rules
of Civil Procedure, in that it is over-broad, unduly burdensome and can serve
only to harass or annoy Defendant. Subject to and without waiving the
foregoing objection, the information was supplied by current or former
employees including but not limited to Gerald Scott, Richard Nowland, and
Melvin Proctor.

INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

Please identify each person known to Defendants as having knowledge of facts
relevant to this case. For each person identified, please describe the relevant facts
which you believe are within such person’s scope of knowledge and about which such
person could be expected to testify if called to trial as a witness. Further, if such
person is or has been an employee of Defendant, please state the years of employment
and the person’s employment positions.

ANSWER:

Defendant objects to this Interrogatory, because it is overly broad, unduly
burdensome and exceeds the scope of discovery as set out in Rule 166b of the
Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. Rule 166b(2)(d) only requires that a party
provide the name, address and telephone number of potential parties and
witnesses. Plaintiff’s request can only serve to harass and annoy the
Defendant. Subject to and without waiving said objection, Defendant would
show that the following have knowledge of relevant facts:

J. T. Thorpe Company’s Representatives/Employees

Floyd "Red” Cryer
6833 Kirbyville Street
P.O. Box 330403
Houston, Texas 77233

Jerry Nelson

6833 Kirbyville Street
P.0O. Box 330403
Houston, Texas 77233

Melvin Proctor

6833 Kirbyville Street
P.0. Box 330403
Houston, Texas 77233

Gary Musick

6833 Kirbyville Street
P.O. Box 330403
Houston, Texas 77233

Richard Nowland

6833 Kirbyville Street
P.O. Box 330403
Houston, Texas 77233



INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

Please state whether a medical monitoring program, medical examination program or
other medical surveillance program ("program”) was provided to your employees
working with or around asbestos. If such programs were offered, please describe
these programs in detail; describe the dates that the aforementioned programs were
in place; and state what documents concerning the described programs exist.

ANSWER: No.

INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

Please state the years during which Defendant operated a medical department and
identify all persons who directed, headed or supervised said department and the years of their
service in that capacity.

ANSWER: Defendant corporation has never had or operated a medical department.

INTERROGATORY NO. 5:

Please state the years during which Defendant operated a safety department and
identify all persons who directed, headed or supervised said department ang the years
of their service in that capacity.

ANSWER: Will supplement.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6:

Have you ever provided safety equipment to your employees? If so, please list the
safety equipment provided and indicate when the equipment was provided, and
under what circumstances the equipment was provided. Further, identify the
person with the most knowledge of your "safety equipment” policies.

ANSWER: Will supplement.

INTERROGATORY NO. 7:

Have you ever warned your employees of the hazards of asbestos and asbestos-
containing products? If so, describe in detail the methods of such warnings, including but
not limited to, who you warned and when. Please include in your response a description
of any written warnings relating to the hazards of asbestos and whether you have ever



published or distributed any printed material containing any warnings concerning the
possibility. of injury resulting from the use of asbestos-containing products or exposure to
asbestos? Further, please describe the printed material and identify each person
responsible for having drafted or issued the warning statements or written materials, and
the dates when the printed material was first issued or distributed.

ANSWER:

Defendant objects to this interrogatory, pursuant to Rule 166(b) of the
Texas Rules of Civil Procedure in that it is overly broad, unduly burdensome
and can serve only to harass or annoy Defendant.

Subject to this objection and without waiving same, See Exhibits "A", "F"
and "I".

INTERROGATORY NO. 8:

Please list all asbestos-containing products delivered by Plaintiff’s decedent on
behalf of Defendant and state when these products were delivered, to whom these
products were delivered, from whom these products were purchased, and whether
Defendant installed these products.

ANSWER:

Defendant objects to this interrogatory, pursuant to Rule 166(b) of the
Texas Rules of Civil Procedure in that it is overly, broad, unduly
burdensome, and vague. This Interrogatory can only serve to harass or
annoy Defendant.

Additionally, Defendant is unable to provide such information requested by
the Plaintiff’s Interrogatory simply from the fact tAhat such information would
be impossible to obtain by the defendant.

However, subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, beginning
in January 16, 1961, Defendant, J. T. Thorpe Company, through its
unincorporated division Thorpe Products Company, began distribution in the
Texas Gulf Coast region of certain Johns-Manville Thermal Insulation
Products. The John-Manville asbestos containing products were primarily
Thermobestos pipe covering and block, Superex pipe covering and block,
Johns-Manvilie 301, 302, 352 cement and Johns-Manville asbestos paper.
This distribution was primarily limited to the petro-chemical industry. Sales
ceased in approximately 1972, except for isolated sales of certain
encapsulated thermal insulation products specifically requested by
customers.

Additionally, J. T. Thorpe Company was a refractory contractor. As a
refractory contractor, J. T. Thorpe Company would have used or applied the
following types of material which were non-asbestos:

Type Material Manufacturer or Supplier
Fire Brick Johns-Manville
Harbison-Walker
ACME

General Refractories



A. P. Green

Cement Johns-Manville
Harbison-Walker
ACME
General Refractories

Mineral Wool Block M. H. Detrick
Combustion Engineering

Refractory Castables Combustion Engineering
Johns-Manville
A. P. Green

Coatings & Adhesives Vimasco
Benjamin Foster

Expansion Joint Fiber Frax, a ceramic fiber material
manufactured by Carborundum

Asbestos containing materials utilized by J. T. Thorpe Company, in its
capacity as a refractory contractor was on a limited basis, as follows:

1) Asbestos Rope - Manufactured by Johns-Manville, utilized as an
expansion joint until the late 1950's,

2) Asbestos Paper - Manufactured by Johns-Manville, utilized when
specified by a customer when there was a known or potential
burning of sulphur compound.

3) Asbestos Block-Superex, Manufactured by Johns-Manville was
utilized when specified by a customer.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 9:

For the years 1960 to the present, identify all current and former employees of
Defendant who were responsible for supervising the Defendant’s activities at job
sites, including, but not limited to, job sites where Piaintiff’s Decedent was present.

ANSWER: Defendant objects to this interrogatory because the discovery sought
constitutes an undue burden to Defendant because the breadth of the
inquiry requires this defendant to perform an inordinate amount of work
compiling information not presently in its possession.

INTERROGATORY NO. 10:

For the years 1960 to the present, identify all current and former employees of
Defendant who were responsible for ensuring compliance with applicable safety
rules and regulations at job sites at which Defendant was present, including but not
limited to, job sites where Plaintiff’s Decedent was present.



ANSWER:

Defendant objects to this interrogatory, pursuant to Rule 166b of the Texas
Rules of Civil Procedure, because the discovery sought constitutes an undue
burden to Defendant because the breadth of the inquiry requires this
Defendant to perform an inordinate amount of work and can serve only to
harass or annoy Defendant.

INTERROGATORY NO. 11:

Please identify all job sites at which Plaintiff's Decedent worked while employed
by Defendant.

ANSWEF\":

Defendant objects to this request pursuant to Rule 166(b) of the Texas
Rules of Civil Procedure, as over broad and unduly burdensome. This
Interrogatory can only serve to annoy or harass the Defendant.

INTERROGATORY NO. 12;

Please describe in detail the types of work done by Defendant at job sites with
respect to asbestos, including but not limited to, installation of asbestos-containing
products and removal of asbestos-containing products between the years 1960 and

1985,

ANSWER:

Defendant objects to this request pursuant to Rule 166(b) that the same is
overly broad and unduly burdensome on the Defendant.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objection, Defendant would
show:

- Beginning 1/16/61, J. T. Thorpe Company through its unincorporated

division Thorpe Products Company began distribution in the Texas Gulf
Coast Region of certain Johns-Manville Thermal Insulation Products. The
Johns-Manville asbestos containing products were primarily Thermobestos
pipe covering and block, Superex pipe covering and block, Johns-Manville
301, 302, 352 cement and Johns-Manville asbestos paper. This distribution
was primarily limited to the petro-chemical industry. Sales ceased in
approximately 1972, except for isolated sales of certain encapsulated
thermal insulation products specifically requested by customers.

Additionally, J. T. Thorpe Company was a refractory contractor. As a
refractory contractor, J. T. Thorpe Company would have used or applied the
following types of material which were non-asbestos:

Type Material Manufacturer or Supplier
Fire Brick Johns-Manville
Harbison-Walker
ACME
General Refractories
A. P. Green



Cement Johns-Manville
Harbison-Walker
ACME
General Refractories

Mineral Wool Block M. H. Detrick
Combustion Engineering

Refractory Castables Combustion Engineering
Johns-Manville
A. P. Green

Coatings & Adhesives Vimasco

Benjamin Foster

Expansion Joint Fiber Frax, a ceramic fiber material
manufactured by Carborundum

Asbestos containing materials utilized by J. T. Thorpe Company, in its
capacity as a refractory contractor was on a limited basis, as follows:

4) Asbestos Rope - Manufactured by Johns-Manville, utilized as an
expansion joint until the late 1950°s.

5) Asbestos Paper - Manufactured by Johns-Manville, utilized when
specified by a customer when there was a known or potential
burning of sulphur compound.

6) Asbestos Block-Superex, Manufactured by Johns-Manville was
utilized when specified by a customer.

INTERROGATORY NO. 13:

State in detail what tests have been conducted with regard to the quantity, quality,
or threshold limit values of asbestos dust or particles to which workers were
exposed while using, working with or around, or installing asbestos-containing
products. Please state where and when these tests were conducted, by whom
these tests were conducted, and the results of any such test.

ANSWER: Defendant objects to this Interrogatory in that the same is vague, indefinite
and is not limited to a particular time period and by reason of such may seek
immaterial irrelevant information.

Subject to this objection, and without waiving same, based on information
available to current management of the Defendant, dust monitoring tests
were first performed in 1972, the exact dates and locations are unknown,
except for air sampling done on December 27, 1972 by Johns-Manville
Environmental Control Systems Division at the request of the Defendant.

See attached Exhibit "K".




The Defendant continues to seek information as to the other tests
performed by the Defendant, Johns-Manville, other manufacturers or by
premise owners.

INTERROGATORY NOQO. 14:

Have you ever had a policy requiring Defendant’s employees to use respirators? If

so, please state when this policy was implemented, describe this policy in detail,

and describe what types and brand names of respirators were required by you.
ANSWER: See Exhibits "A", "B”, "F", "I" and "J".

INTERROGATORY NQO. 15:

If you contend that you have not been grossly negligent towards plaintiff, as
Plaintiff has alleged in Plaintiff’s Original Petition and any amendments thereto,
please state in full the basis for the contention and describe all regulations, laws
statutes, or other authority including internal procedures relating to asbestos that
you have relied upon in making this contention.

ANSWER: Defendant objects to this Interrogatory pursuant to Rule 166b of Texas
Rules of Civil Procedure in that it is overly broad, unduly burdensome, vague
and can only serve to harass or annoy the Defendant. Furthermore, said
request invades the attorney/client privilege, the party communications
privilege and the work product privilege as provided by Rule 166b of the
Texas Rules of Civil Procedure and Article V of the Texas Rules of Evidence.

INTERROGATORY NOQO. 16:

Does Defendant have in its possession documents which would indicate that
asbestos fibers, when inhaled, can be hazardous to the health of human beings?
If so, identify such publications and state the custodian of such documents.

ANSWER: The discovery sought is outside the scope of discovery allowed under Texas
Rule of Procedure 166b as it is so overbroad that is seeks information or
documents neither relevant to the subject matter of the pending action nor
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

This request for production is objected to insofar as it fails to state time
reference, and more particularly, insofar as it seeks items and information
occurring or arising after the dates of the events or occurrence made the
subject of this lawsuit.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant has
documents sent to them by the manufacturer, Johns-Manville Corporation
that are available for inspection at Defendant’s attorney’s office.




INTERROGATORY NO. 17:

If Defendant has ever been a member of any trade organization that published or
disseminated any documents or information relating to the hazards of asbestos,
state the names of such organizations and list the dates of Defendant’s

membership.

ANSWER: No.

INTERROGATORY NO. 18:

{dentify every individual ever employed by Defendant who has made or presented
a Worker’s Compensation or other claim for personal injury or death resulting from
inhalation of asbestos. Please include in your response the date of any such claims
and a description of the injury alleged.

ANSWER: Defendant J. T. Thorpe Company objects to this Interrogatory in that the
same is vague, indefinite and is not limited to a particular time period and
by reason of such may seek immaterial and irrelevant information.

Furthermore, pursuant to 166b(3)(e) of Texas Rules of Civil Procedure
Defendant objects to this Interrogatory for the reason that the inquiry seks
to invade the privacy right of the individuals who may have presented
worker’'s compensation or other similar claims against the Defendant.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections the Defendant
would show:

INTERROGATORY NO. 19:

If Defendant has insurance policies that might cover the claims made by Plaintiff
in this case, please list the name of each insurance carrier, the policy number, the
amount of available coverage, and the effective dates of each policy.

ANSWER: See Exhibit "L".

INTERROGATORY NO. 20:

Please identify the following with respect to each expert witness that you may call
during trial of these cases:

a.
b.
c.

The expert witnesses;

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

The substance of the facts and opinions which underlie the expert’s
opinion; and

A summary of the grounds for each opinion and whether any such
expert has provided a report or other documentation.



ANSWER: Although defendants have not made a specific determination as to expert
witnesses it may call during trial of this case, please see attached Exhibit
"V,

INTERROGATORY NO. 21:

Please describe the nature of Defendant’s entity structure. Include in your
response, a description of Defendant’s business entity, from whom the entity was acquired
and when, and, the nature of Defendant’s business.

ANSWER: See Exhibit "W" attached.

INTERROGATORY NO. 22:

Please state the year you first learned that persons could suffer physical injury
through the inhalation of asbestos fibers and how you became aware of the
existence of asbestos hazards.

ANSWER: J. T. Thorpe Company first became aware of the reported association
between asbestos dust and asbestosis, pleural thickening and pleural
plaques in 1970.

INTERROGATORY NQO. 23:

Ildentify by style, cause number, and date, every lawsuit filed against Defendant
wherein the Plaintiff alleged injury from exposure to asbestos.

ANSWER: Defendant J. T. Thorpe Company objects to this Interrogatory pursuant to
Rule 166b of Texas Rules of Civil Procedure in that the same is vague,
indefinite and is not limited to a particular time period and by reason of such
may seek information that is not reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of evidence that is relevant to the issues in this suit.

INTERROGATORY NO. 24:

If you, or persons acting on your behalf, have performed measurements or studies
to determine quantity of asbestos fibers in the air at the job sites, please state when and
where these tests were conducted, state the results of said tests, and identify any
documents relating to said tests, identify each and every fact which supports this
contention and identify all documents which specifically support this contention.

ANSWER: Defendant, J. T. Thorpe Company, objects to this Interrogatory, in that
same is vague, indefinite, and is not limited to a particular time period and
by reason of such may seek immaterial and irrelevant information.
Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections:

(a) Thorpe Corporation and Thorpe Products Company, none in that said

Defendants have never manufactured, sold or installed any asbestos-
containing products.
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(b)

{c)

Thorpe insulation Services Company since Defendants inception in
1989 has performed air sample tests in connection with its work as
a licensed abatement contractor.

J. T. Thorpe Company, based on information available to current
management of the Defendant, J. T. Thorpe Company obtained dust
monitoring test at its premises in 1972. This testing was done by
Johns-Manville Environmental Control Systems Division. J .T.
Thorpe Company did air sampling on certain refractory jobs to
determine if the work being performed was in compliance with
applicable OSHA regulations and TLV's in the late 1970's. J. T.
Thorpe Company also performed air sampling studies on asbestos
abatement jobs it performed. The Defendant continues to seek
information regarding tests performed at other locations by other
Defendants or premises owners.

See also Exhibit "I”.

INTERROGATORY NO. 25:

Identify by name and location each facility owned or operated by you in which
asbestos-containing products have been manufactured, assembled, distributed, or sold.
Include in your response a detailed description of each such product and the amount of
asbestos in each such product.

ANSWER: Defendant objects to this request for the following reasons:

1)

2)

Defendant objects to this request in that the same is overly broad
and outside the scope of permissible discovery.

Defendant objects to this request in that the same is overly broad
and not limited to any product in question or products that have been
identified by Plaintiffs, by reason of such said inquiry seeks irrelevant
information.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendants
respond as follows:

(a)

(b)

Thorpe Corporation, Thorpe Products Company and Thorpe insulation
Services Corporation have never manufactured, sold or installed
asbestos containing material.

Beginning 1/16/61, J. T. Thorpe Company, through its
unincorporated division Thorpe Products Company, began distribution
in the Texas Gulf Coast Region of certain Johns-Manville Thermal
Insulation Products. The Johns-Manville asbestos containing products
were primarily Thermobestos pipe covering and block, Superex pipe
covering and block, Johns-Manville 301, 302, 352 cement and
Johns-Manville asbestos paper. This distribution was primarily limited
to the petro-chemical industry. Sales ceased in approximately 1972,
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except for isolated sales of certain encapsulated thermal insulation
products specifically requested by customers.

Additionally, J. T. Thorpe Company was a refractory contractor. As a
refractory contractor, J. T. Thorpe Company would have used or applied the

following types of material which were non-asbestos:

Type Material Manufacturer or Supplier

Fire Brick Johns-Manville
Harbison-Walker
ACME
General Refractories -
A. P. Green :

Cement Johns-Manville
" Harbison-Walker
ACME
General Refractories

Mineral Wool Block M. H. Detrick
Combustion Engineering

Refractory Castables Combustion Engineering
Johns-Manville
A. P. Green

Coatings & Adhesives Vimasco
Benjamin Foster

Expansion Joint Fiber Frax, a ceramic fiber material
manufactured by Carborundum

Asbestos containing materials utilized by J. T. Thorpe Company, in its
capacity as a refractory contractor was on a limited basis, as follows:

1) Asbestos Rope - Manufactured by Johns-Manville, utilized as an
expansion joint until the late 1950's.

2) Asbestos Paper - Manufactured by Johns-Manville, utilized when
specified by a customer when there was a known or potential
burning of sulphur compound.

3) Asbestos Block-Superex, Manufactured by Johns-Manville was
utilized when specified by a customer.

As to the amount of asbestos contained in each of these products that the
Defendant may have distributed such information is not available at this time. This
information would more easily and accurately be obtained by the Plaintiff from each
products individual manufacturer.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION

1. Produce all documents that relate to communications between you and any
manufacturer of asbestos-containing products concerning or related to the asbestos
contained in such products.

RESPONSE: See Exhibits "O", "P”, "Q", "S", and "T".

2. Produce all documents which indicate that asbestos fibers, when inhaled, can be
hazardous to the health of human beings.

RESPONSE: See Exhibits "B” and "C".

3. Produce all publications that were disseminated or published by any trade
association or organization that contain information relating to the hazards of asbestos and
all documents which refer to such publications.

RESPONSE: None.

4, Produce all documents that relate to any inspections for the purpose of ascertaining
whether health or safety regulations, pertaining to exposure to asbestos, were being
adhered to by you. :

RESPONSE: See Exhibits, "F", "G", "I", "J", "K".

5. Produce all safety meeting minutes or other documents which refer to the dangers
of asbestos and safety measures to be used in the vicinity of asbestos.

RESPONSE: See Exhibit "F"
6. Produce all videotapes and photographs of the Plaintiff’s Decedent.
RESPONSE: None.

7. Produce all material safety data sheets for any asbestos-containing product used
or delivered by Defendant.

RESPONSE: None.

8. Produce all documents which refer to any decision related to Defendant’s ceasing
to work with, deliver, and distribute asbestos-containing products.

RESPONSE: None.

9. For each job site where Plaintiff’s Decedent worked while employed by Defendant,
produce all documents that reflect or demonstrate in the form of a map or chart the
layout of the job sites, including the location and dimensions of all buildings and
specifically including but not limited to, the location or placement of asbestos-
containing produces at any time.

RESPONSE: None.
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10. Produce all documents containing any warnings concerning the possibility of injury
resulting from the use of asbestos-containing produces or exposure to asbestos that have
been published, distributed, or disseminated by you.

RESPONSE: See Exhibit "A".

11. Produce all photographs of asbestos-containing produces in place or asbestos
products being fabricated and utilized by Defendant at job sites.

RESPONSE: None.

12. Produce all documents indicating in any way that individuals claimed injury to their
lungs as a result of exposure to asbestos while working for Defendant.

RESPONSE: None.

13. Produce all deposition transcripts and trial transcripts of any witness taken in any
action relating to an injury from exposure to asbestos or asbestos-containing products
wherein Defendant was a party to the litigation, either as a Defendant, cross-defendant
or third-party Defendant.

RESPONSE: Defendant objects on the grounds that the request is too general and
constitutes an impermissible "fishing expedition” and furthermore, the

information sought is not relevant to the case and will not lead to
discoverable evidence.

14, Produce any documents, including but not limited to, corporate minutes, which
contain a discussion of the hazards or potential hazards of asbestos.

RESPONSE: See Exhibit "E".

15. Produce any insurance policies that might cover the claims made by Plaintiff in this
case.

RESPONSE: See Exhibit "L".

16. Produce any documents from any meetings at which the hazards or potential
hazards of asbestos were discussed by officers, agents, or employees of Defendant.

RESPONSE: See Exhibit "E".

17. Produce all documents, including invoices, shipping receipts, bills of lading,
purchase orders, or other documents of a similar nature related to the purchase, delivery
and installation of asbestos-containing products by Defendant.

RESPONSE: None.

18. Produce all documents relating to any safety or asbestos inspections by labor
inspectors, insurance company inspectors or anyone from your company or hired by your

company, that included the taking or measuring of "dust counts".

RESPONSE: See Exhibit "K".
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19. in the event that Defendant performed any dust level counts or measurements with
respect to asbestos dust, produce any documents, memoranda, or other writings that in
any way reflect the results of such studies or counts and actions taken as a result of such
counts or studies.

RESPONSE: See Exhibit "K".

20. Produce all documents written, created, relied upon or edited by any of your experts
who may testify at trial that in any way pertain to asbestos and the hazards or diseases
that may resuit therefrom.

RESPONSE: None available at this time.

21, Produce all documents provided to any expert or fact witnesses as a result of the
filing of this case.

RESPONSE: Defendant objects pursuant to Rule 167 of the Texas Rules of Civil ‘
Procedure specifically because the request seeks information which may be
privileged.

22. Produce all curriculum vitae and resumes of any of the experts and persons with
knowledge of relevant facts that you have listed in your Answers to Interrogatories.

RESPONSE: See Exhibit "V".

23. Produce all documents which will be used at the time of trial, including all potential
exhibits, documents which may be used to cross-examine other witnesses or in rebuttal,
and documents you contend are relevant to any of Defendant’s enumerated defenses in
Defendant’s most recently filed Answer.

RESPONSE: See attached exhibits at this time.

24. Produce a copy of all regulations, orders, rules and policies which govern
Defendant’s safety policies relating to asbestos.

RESPONSE: See Exhibit "F" and "I".

25. Produce all documents which contain, relate or refer to complaints by Union
representatives of Defendant’s employees regarding safety conditions and work
place conditions at the job sites at which Defendant was present.

RESPONSE: Defendant objects to this Request in that the same is overly broad and
unduly burdensome and not limited to the issues central to the present
litigation, but rather said inquiring seeks irrelevant and immaterial and
prejudicial information.

26. Produce any documents, organizational charts and rosters which identify the
members of Defendant’s management and their areas of responsibility.

RESPONSE: See Exhibit "M~



27. Produce all documents which evidence Defendant’s net worth, including, but not
limited to, all "10-K" forms filed for the last five {5) years.

RESPONSE: Defendant will supplement.

28. Produce all interrogatory answers, responses to requests for production and
responses to requests for admissions filed by Defendant in any action wherein Plaintiff or
Plaintiff’'s Decedent was claiming injury from exposure to asbestos or asbestos-containing
‘products. :

RESPONSE: Defendant objects to producing documents that are already in Plaintiff’s
possession or readily accessible to the Plaintiff. Such a request is
unreasonable, oppressive and harassing.

29. Produce all documents relating to communications between Defendant and any of
its worker’s compensation carriers regarding the hazards of asbestos and asbestos-
containing products.

RESPONSE: None.

30. Produce all safety manuals and safety handbooks provided to Defendant’s
employees.

RESPONSE: See Exhibit "C".

31. Produce all documents related to the medical condition of Plaintiff’'s Decedent at
all times during his employment by Defendant. This request specifically includes all x-rays,
x-ray reports, medical notes and/or medical records of any kind, and including annual
physical forms.

RESPONSE: None.
32. Produce the entire personnel file for Plaintiff’s Decedent.

RESPONSE: Defendant is unable to locate such file, Defendant will supplement if found.

33. Produce all contracts, agreements and other documents reflecting Defendant’s
agreement to perform services at any job site where Plaintiff’s Decedent worked.

RESPONSE: Defendant objects to this request in that the same is overly broad and not
relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant
evidence. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objection,
Defendant is unable to answer because Defendant does not keep that type
of information which would show the job plaintiff worked.

34, Produce all documents that relate to communications between you and any
premises owner {job site location) where you delivered or supplied any asbestos-containing

products.

RESPONSE: None.
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EXHIBIT "1"

17



EXHIBIT "2"
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EXHIBIT "3"
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1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

party.

J. T. THORPE COMPANY'S
CORPORATE WITNESSES
{LIVE OR BY DESIGNATED DEPOSITION)

Melvin Proctor
6833 Kirbyville Street
Houston, Texas 77033

Tom Hopkins
6833 Kirbyville Street
Houston, Texas 77033

Richard Nowland
6833 Kirbyville Street
Houston, Texas 77033

Frank Sheldon
6833 Kirbyville Street
Houston, Texas 77033

Gary Musick
P. O. Box 560542
Dallas, Texas 75356

Gerald Scott

6833 Kirbyville Street
Houston, Texas 77033

J. T. Thorpe Company reserves its right to call any witness listed by any other
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EXHIBIT "4"
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1).

2)

3)

4)

5)

party.

J. T. THORPE COMPANY'S
CORPORATE WITNESSES
{LIVE OR BY DESIGNATED DEPOSITION)

Melvin Proctor
6833 Kirbyville Street
Houston, Texas 77033

Tom Hopkins
6833 Kirbyville Street
Houston, Texas 77033

Richard Nowland
6833 Kirbyville Street
Houston, Texas 77033

Frank Sheldon
6833 Kirbyville Street
Houston, Texas 77033

Gary Musick
P. O. Box 560542
Dallas, Texas 75356

J. T. Thorpe Company reserves its right to call any witness listed by any other -
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J. T. THORPE COMPANY'S
DESIGNATION OF EXPERT & FACT WITNESSES

EXPERT WITNESSES
(LIVE, VIDEOTAPE OR BY DEPOSITION TESTIMONY)

Dr. Stephen M. Avers
Sanger Hall

Room 1-014

Box 565

MCV Station

Richmond, VA 2398-001

A pulmonary specialist who will testify as to all matters pertaining to the history or
scientific knowledge, research and study concerning exposure to asbestos and its
effects on the human body; as to all state of the art issues; as to his expert opinion
as to safe levels of asbestos exposure and the basis for such opinions; as to
exposure to asbestos in regards to development of respiratory diseases, including
but not limited to asbestosis, lung cancer, and mesothelioma; as to the effects of
exposure to various types of asbestos fibers.

Dr. R. Keith Wilson

Pueblo Pulmonary Associates

1925 East Orman Avenue, Suite 254
Pueblo, Colorado 81004

(719) 564-1542

A pulmonary specialist who will testify with respect to all aspects of asbestos
related disease, epidemiology, fear of cancer as well as asbestos related diseases -
in the United States.

Dr. Paul Stevens

Baylor College of Medicine and The Methodist Hospital
Department of Internal Medicine / Pulmonary Section
6550 Fannin

Smith Tower # 1220

Houston, Texas 77030

(713) 790-6492

A pulmonary specialist who will testify with respect to all aspects of asbestos
related disease, epidemiology, fear of cancer as well as asbestos related diseases
in the United States.

Dr. Kathryn A. Hale

The Methodist Hospital

11th Floor, Smith Tower

6550 Fannin <
Houston, Texas 77030

(713) 790-2076
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A pulmonary specialist who will testify with respect to all aspects of asbestos
related disease, epidemiology, fear of cancer as well as asbestos related diseases
in the United States.

Dr. William Lee Eschenbacher

The Methodist Hospital

Pulmonary Function Laboratory, F988
6565 Fannin

Houston, Texas 77030

(713} 790-2070

A pulmonary specialist who will testify with respect to all -aspects of asbestos
related disease, epidemiology, fear of cancer as well as asbestos related diseases
in the United States.

Dr George L. Delclos
Respiratory Consultants of Houston

6550 Fannin, Suite 2403
Houston, Texas 77030
(713) 790-6250

A pulmonary specialist who will testify with respect to all aspects of asbestos
related disease, epidemiology, fear of cancer as well as asbestos related diseases
in the United States.

Dr. Robert M. Ross

17030 Nanes Drive, Suite 214
Houston, Texas 77090

{713} 440-8851

A pulmonary specialist who will testify with respect to all aspects of asbestos
related diseases, epidemiology, fear of cancer as well as asbestos related diseases
in the United States.

Dr. James G. Smith, Jr.

Highland Clinic

1455 E. Bert Kouns, Industrial Loop
Shreveport, LA 71135-1455

{318) 798-4500

A pulmonary specialist who will testify with respect to all aspects of asbestos
related diseases, epidemiology, fear of cancer as well as asbestos related diseases
in the United States.

Dr. Gail Stockman

701 E. Marshall, Suite 502
Longview, Texas 75601
{903} 753-0787
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A pulmonary specialist who will testify with respect to all aspects of asbestos
related disease, epidemiology, fear of cancer as well as asbestos related diseases
in the United States.

Dr. Scott G. Donaldson

North Texas Pulmonary Associates
375 Municipal Drive, Suite 140
Richardson, Texas 75080

{(214) 680-0666

Dr. Donaldson is a medical doctor. He may testify regarding the medical condition
of the plaintiffs and about asbestos-related diseases.

Dr. Gregory Foster
North Texas Pulmonary Associates

375 Municipal Drive, Suite 104
Richardson, Texas 75080
(214) 680-.0666

Dr. Foster is a medical doctor. He may testify regarding the medical condition of the
plaintiffs and about asbestos-related diseases.

Dr. David M. Burns

UCSD Medical Center, Mail Code P772C
225 West Dickinson Street

San Diego, California 92103

David Burns, M.D., is a board certified pulmonologist and epidemiologist. Dr. Burns
currently practices medicine at the University of California, San Diego.

Dr. Burns may testify about the pulrnonology aspects of asbestos exposure, criteria
relating to diagnosis, including such matters as dose response, progression, and risk
of cancer. He will testify about cancer risk in relation to asbestos exposure, dose
response principals, etiologic aspects of asbestos and malignancy, attribution and
apportionment of causation. He will testify about various studies and cancer risk
including refinery, shipyard, and others.

Dr. Bums further is expected to offer testimony concerning the effects of inhaled
tobacco smoke and other factors on the appearance of chest radiographs in
populations who also are alleged to be exposed to asbestos- containing products
and, additionally, concerning how the effects of inhaled tobacco smoke and other
factors can confound the appearance and/or result of radiographic studies.

He will also testify about the etiology of fibrotic lung disease, pulmonary aspects
of asbestos caused or related disease processes and phenomenon, and the
diagnosis, prognosis, measurement of impairment and causation of lung diseases
from the pulmonologist perspective. He will testify about related disease and
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progression.

Beyond these matters, Dr. Burns is a witness appearing after the testimony of
plaintiffs’ experts at trial, in some measure his testimony may be responsive to
evidence presented by the plaintiffs and cannot therefore be specifically predicted.
Dr. Burns has previously testified is U.S.D.C., E.D. Tx., in Claude Cimino, et al v.
Raymark Industries, Inc., et al, C.A. No. B-86-0456-CA.

Dr. William Hughson
University of California
San Diego Medical Center
San Diego, California

A pulmonary specialist who will testify with respect to all aspects of asbestos
related disease, the effect of smoking on pulmonary disease and cancer related
issues as well as general knowledge about asbestos related disease in the United
States.

Dr. Daniel E. Banks

Section of Pulmonary and Critical Care Medicine
Department of Medicine

West Virginia University School of Medicine
Morgantown, West Virginia 26506

(304) 293-4661

A pulmonary specialist who will testify with respect to his training and experience
with the National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH}. He will also
testify about other pulmonary diseases, the effect of smoking on pulmonary disease
as well as general knowledge about asbestos related disease, including cancer, in
the United States.

Dr. Elliot Hinkes

301 North Prairie Avenue, Suite 311
Inglewood, CA 90301

(213) 674-0050

A specialist in the area of oncology who will testify with respect to all matters
pertaining to the study and research of exposure to asbestos and its effects an the
human body. This includes the history of medical knowledge concerning the
carcinogenic effects of certain fiber types and the effects of smoking and exposure
to asbestos with respect to the development of various types of cancer, the fear of
cancer, and the risk of cancer. Dr. Hinkes may also testify as to how these matters
may relate to plaintiffs’ physical or mental conditions. Dr. Hinkes may also testify
regarding state of the art.

Dr. Roger Hill

An economist that may be called upon to testify with respect to economic damages
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of plaintifF(s). If unavailable, J. T. Thorpe Company will substitute another
economist who will evaluate compensatory damages in various manners.

Dr. Philip T. Cagle

Baylor College of Medicine
One Baylor Plaza, Room 2678B
Houston, Texas 77030
(713) 798-4661

Board Certified Pathologist who will testify concerning all aspects of Pathology as
it relates to asbestos related diseases; the specialize histological techniques for
diagnostic purposes; and the morphology of various malignancies.

Dr. Thomas Wheeler
Methodist Hospital
6565 Fannin, MS 205
Houston, Texas 77030
(713) 790-2681

Board Certified Pathologist who will testify concerning all aspects of Pathology as
it relates to asbestos related diseases; the specialize histological techniques for
diagnostic purposes; and the morphology of various malignancies.

Dr. Robert O’Neal
1910 King Bee Road
Perkinston, MS 39573
(601) 928-4972

Board Certified Pathologist who will testify concerning all aspects of Pathology as
it relates to asbestos related diseases; the specialize histological techniques for
diagnostic purposes; and the morphology of various malignancies.

Dr. R. Brent Harrison

The University of Mississippi Medical Center
Department of Radiology

2500 North State Street

Jackson, MS 39216

(601) 984-2515

. Dr. Harrison is a B reader and may testify regarding the radiographs of the plaintiffs
and/or plaintiffs’ decedent.

Dr. Robert N. Jones

Tulane University School of Medicine
Pulmonary Diseases Section
1700 Perdido Street
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New Orleans, LA 70112
(504) 588-5265

Dr. Jones is a medical doctor. He may testify regarding the medical condition of the
plaintiffs and about asbestos-related diseases.

Dr. William Emory

Ochsner Clinic

1514 Jefferson Highway

New Orleans, LA 70121
(504) 838-4055

Dr. Emory is a medical doctor. He may testify regarding the medical condition of the
plaintiffs and about asbestos-related diseases.

Patrick M. Conoley, M.D.
Kelsey-Seybold Clinic, P.A.
6624 Fanriin, Suite 1800
Houston, Texas 77030
{713) 791-8700

Dr. Conoley is a B reader and may testify regarding the radiographs of the plamtlffs
and/or plaintiffs’ decedent.

Lou Burgher
145 North Tower Doctors Building

4242 Farnam Street
Omaha, Nebraska 68133
(402) 559-2900

Dr. Louis Burgher is a pulmonologist who is currently president of Bishop Clarkson
Memorial Hospital - Omaha, Nebraska. He will testify as to requirements medically
for diagnosis of asbestos related disease. He will testify about progression, dose
response, meaning of pleural change, cancer etiology, cancer risk, requirements to
attribute a cancer in part to asbestos exposure and related medical and scientific
matters relating to asbestos. He will testify that there is a lack of etiologic evidence
and epidemiologic support to connect malignancies other than lung cancer and
mesothelioma to asbestos. He will also testify about various scientific studies
pertaining to cancer risk and incidences relating to jobs, work place, and asbestos
and other materials and substances.

He will testify on general medicine, the medicine of asbestos related disease, state
of art, and historical matters relating to asbestos and asbestos medicine, including,
but not limited to, asbestosis, pleural changes and their significance, as well as
issues of progression, cancer, the development of medical knowledge generally,
epidemiology, dose response, latency, thresholds, and related exposure issues.

Dr. Michael D. Henderson
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6501 Corsica Drive .
Memphis, Tennasee 38120
{301) 685-8346

A specialist in the area of oncology who will testify with respect to all matters
pertaining to the study and research of exposure to asbestos and its effects on the
human body. This includes the history of medical knowledge concerning the
carcinogenic effects of certain fiber types and the effects of smoking and exposure
to asbestos with respect to the development of various types of cancer, the fear of
cancer, and the risk of cancer. Dr. Henderson may also testify as to how these
manners may relate to plaintiffs' physical or mental conditions.

Dr. James Crapo

Duke University Medical Center
Bill Building, Room 350
Durham, NC 27705

(919) 684-6266

Dr. Crapo is a board certified pulmonologist who will testify as to the requirements
for diagnosis of asbestos related disease, progression, meaning of pleural change,
correct reading of x-rays, dose response, cancer etiology relating to asbestos
exposure, the effect and meaning of smoking in relation to cancer and asbestos. He
will testify as to what is necessary in order for asbestos to play a role in cancer
causation as to lung cancer and mesothelioma and to the lack of etiological and
epidemiologic connection between asbestos and other cancers.

He will also testify about inhalation of asbestos studies and other asbestos exposure
studies he has observed and participated in conducting, their meaning, progression
aspects of them, cellular responses and related matters. He will testify about cancer
risks, etiology, dose response principals, the effects of cigarette smoking in
humans. He will testify about various studies relating to cancer risk from asbestos
and other substances, and etiology pertaining to lung and other types of
malignancies including studies from refineries, shipyards, steel mills, and other
places.

Dr. Crapo will testify as to general medical principals pertaining to asbestos
exposure and asbestos related disease.

Dr. Wilbur A. Spaul

Spaul Environmental, Inc.
11279 Knights Griffin Road
Thonotosassa, Florida 33592
(813) 870-4895

Wilbur Spaul, Ph.D., of 2001 Pan Am Circle, Suite 100, Tampa, Florida, is an
Industrial Hygienist who has worked in industrial hygiene for several decades. Dr.
Wilbur Spaul worked as an industrial hygienist in the U.S. Navy and wa’s trained and
assigned to deal with asbestos-related matters, the study of asbestos in the
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shipyards of the U.S. Navy in California and other places, the study of exposure and
what industrial hygiene measures were necessary. If offered, he will testify about
exposure levels found by him and what was recognized by him from his study of
exposure reports, tests, and findings. Dr. Spaul has done studies of asbestos
exposure |evels on various jobs, including work at the shipyards, buildings and other
places of potential exposure.

Dr. Spaul is familiar with principles of fiber drift, fiber fall, and how asbestos settles
out of the air and fails to remain airborne. He will give testimony about the speed
with which asbestos fiber settle out and get away from the breathing zones of
individuals. He will testify about general principles of industrial hygiene as they
relate to asbestos, the Industrial Hygiene Foundation, and the various recognized
permissible levels of exposure to asbestos over time.

Dr. Spaul will testify as to what exposures have been demonstrated from usages
of various types of asbestos products, including Unibestos, both through the direct
use or manipulation of asbestos at different points away from the immediate
product. He will testify as to how quickly exposure levels fall from the immediate
source of dust. Dr. Spaul has visited and studied various places where insulation
products were used and manipulated and removed, including shipyards, refineries,
schools and other work processes. He will testify as to the purpose of threshold
limit values, their meaning, how they should be interpreted and applied. He will
also testify about the work of the Industrial Hygiene Foundation and how its rules
and requirements are applied to industrial health. He will also testify about
respirators, their usage and general effectiveness.

Dr. Robert Murray

S. Hill, Church Road

Newton Green

Sudbury, Suffolk, U.K. CO10-0QP
787-312-820

Dr. Murray is an occupational medicine specialist, having practiced occupational
medicine since the 1940's. He served in World War Il with the allied forces and will
testify how those forces played a part in occupational medicine concepts as well
as the utility of asbestos in the war effort and otherwise.

Dr. Murray worked with the Inspector or Factories Office in the United Kingdom in
the 1940's and early 1950's and he was involved with Dr. Meriwether and will
testify about that involvement and the thoughts of Dr. Meriwether. He will testify
that in the 1940's when Dr. Meriwether was writing about asbestos-related
matters, that Dr. Meriwether thought the problem of asbestosis was under control
and consequently any problem with malignancy would no longer exist, if it ever did.

He will testify about his work as a member of the Inspector of Factories Office, the
various responsibilities they had, and their change for the industrial health of the
nation. He will testify that the 1933 British regulations did not apply to laggers
(installers of asbestos products) and there were no regulations in the United
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Kingdom applying to that until 1968 or thereabouts. He will testify that he worked
with Dr. Meriwether, but it did not include installers of preformed asbestos-
containing products. It was thought that any cancer risk which had existed was
under control due to the asbestos regulations and reductions in exposures that were
consequently thought to occur. The first British regulations which applied to laggers
(installers) were in the late 1960's. Dr. Murray believes amosite asbestos is a
unique fiber and it was not recognized as a problem in relation to malignancy in
humans through the early 1970's. He will also testify it was a general thought that
before asbestos could be considered involved in a malignancy at all, there must be
pre-existing significant asbestosis. If Dr. Murray had thought that installers of
asbestos-containing products were at significant risk to get asbestos-related
disease, he would have attempted to do something about that during the time he
worked for the Inspector of Factories Office and later during the time he was Chief
Medical Doctor for the Trades Union Counsel in the United Kingdom.

In the 1950's Dr. Murray became Chief Medical Doctor and Advisor to the Trades
Union Counsel in the United Kingdom and had the responsibility for coordinating
with industry unions and the government in relation to health matters pertaining to
various unions and paying attention to the health of all the workers. During that
time frame, he did not recognize that installers and those allegedly exposed to
asbestos-containing products were at undue risk to get asbestos-related disease.
If he had thought there was a significant hea}th problem to installers of preformed
asbestos products and anyone who might have gotten sidestream exposure from
such operations in the fifties and sixties, he would have attempted to cause
changes to be made in such work place exposures and he did not recognize such
a need during that time. He will also testify that there was no requirement for a
warning on asbestos-containing products in the United Kingdom until the early
1970's. Dr. Murray will testify that asbestos cannot be considered as simply
asbestos, but that the circumstances of exposure and the type of fiber must be
taken into consideration. He does not believe that amosite asbestos was believed
to be a cause of malignancy in humans until after 1972. Dr. Murray will testify
about Principles of Industrial Hygiene and Occupational Medicine and how they have
applied historically in relation to asbestos. He will testify about scientific literature
that relates to amosite asbestos and the field of occupational medicine.
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Dr. J. M. G. Davis

Institute of Occupational Medicine
Roseburgh, PI.

Edinburgh, U.K. EH 895U
31-667-5131

J.M.G. Davis, Ph.D., of the Institute of Occupational Medicine, Edinburgh, UK,
worked with the British Asbestosis Research Council for more that 10 years while
he was associated with Cambridge University. He will testify, if called, on the state
of the medical and scientific art of asbestos diseases through history, and the
development of knowledge of asbestos related matters. He will testify from
experience on the risks, including asbestosis, lung cancer and mesothelioma,
associated with the various asbestiform minerals, as perceived by members of the
medical and scientific community, and persons involved with the industry, through
time. He will also testify regarding research and experimentation he has done on
asbestos and its effects. He will testify about his and others animal experiments
with asbestos exposure, cellular responses to exposure, progression, dose response,
fiber cellular interaction, cancer risk and causation and related matters. He may also
respond to matters raised within his field of expertise by plaintiffs in the
presentation of their case in chief.

J. N. P. Davies, M.D.

277 Row

Sulkirk, NY 12207

(409) 835-5200 (Stevens & Baldo)

J.N.P. Davies, M.D., is a pathologist and has practiced medicine for over 45 years.
In his pathological work he has studied asbestos-related disease and malignancy as
it relates to asbestos. He has authored papers pertaining to the epidemiology of
mesothelioma and has studied epidemiology. As part of Dr. Davies' experience, he
has been involved in asbestos studies in South Africa, the United Kingdom and the
United States. Dr. Davies has studied with, worked with and talked with a number
of individuals who have historically written about and studied asbestos, including
but not limited to Dr. Meriwether, Doll, Hueper, and Wagner. He is familiar with
their thoughts, work and experiences.

Dr. Davies may talk about cancer epidemiology ant what is involved in making
determinations as to carcinogenesis as it relates to asbestos and other substances.
He may testify concerning the epidemiology of the amosite variety of asbestos, and
he may testify it is inappropriate to consider asbestos simply as asbestos.

Dr. Davies may also testify about the threshold limit values and give an explanation
of what threshold limit values are and usage of them as they relate to industrial
hygiene and exposure of individuals to asbestos and other substances.

Dr. Davies may testify about scientific and medical literature as it relates to amosite

asbestos, epidemiology of cancer, amosite ashestos and cancer, and occupational
medicine principles as they relate to asbestos.
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Dr. Horton Corwin Hinshaw, Sr. (Videotape Only)
Retired Emeritus Professor of Medicine
University of California

School of Medicine

P.O. Box 546

Belvedere, California 94920

Dr. Hinshaw Sr. was trained as a pulmonary physician and was the author of a
medical text on Chest Diseases. He will testify via videotape regarding the state
of the art knowledge or lack thereof in the medical community about asbestos
related diseases at various times.

In Re: Related Asbestos Cases: United States District Court for the Northern District
of California, No. C-83-6251-RFP (All Cases) et al. November 19, 1984 (Videotape

. deposition)
Edit #1

Page 12:5 to 15:12
Page 15:15 to 21:13
Page 21:156 to 26:22
Page 27:5 to 39:27
Page 40:3 to 44:18
Page 45:2 . to 51:9
Page 51:13 to 51:18
Page 51:25 to 53:17
Page 53:20 to 63:19
Page 63:24 to 67:25
Page 68:8 to 68:22
Page 68:27 1o 70:3
Page 70:6 to 80:10
Page 80:13 to 86:4
Page 86:10 to 91:13
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{d., November 20,1984

Page 101:27 to 103:12

Page 103:22 to 106:15

Page 107:1 to 109:15.
Page 110:1 to . 1109
Page 110:12 to 110:17

Page 110:20 to 112:28

Page 113:18 to 129:19

Page 129:28 to 130:18

Page 130:25 to 131:27

Page 132:6 to 132:27

Id., December 11, 1984

Page 378:5 to 378:14
Page 403:18 to 404:2

Edit #2
Page 20:9 to 21:9
Page 22:8 to 22:21
Page 37:19 to 38:27
Page 70:22 to 73:8
Page 403:18 to 404:2
Page 74:12 to 76:17
Page 80:13 to 83:6
Page 115:4 to 121:19
Page 27:5 to 33:7

Edit #3
Page 12:5 to 14:21
Page 15:19 to 21:9
Page 21:26 to 22:7
Page 22:22 to 25:3
Page 27:5 to 30:20
Page 32:9 to 33:7
Page 35:17 to 36:6
Page 38:15 to 39:27
Page 37:19 to 38:14
Page 40:3 to 40:13
Page 54:5 to 54:26
Page 56:28 to 57:12
Page 62:2 to 63:19
Page 64:2 to 64:13
Page 65:18 to 67:25
Page 68:27 to 70:2

Page 78:21 to 79:4



Page 70:6 to 73:8

Page 74:12 to 78:12
Page 80:1 to 83:6
Page 111:8 to 112:28

Page 113:20 to 115:6

Page 117:10 to 121:19
Page 127:28 to 128:3

Page 128:24 to 129:19
Page 129:28 to 130:18
Page 387:24 to 387:28
Page 388:4 to 388:6
Page 403:18 to 404:2

Edit #4

Page 12:5 to 14:21
Page 17:5 10 19:3
Page 20:8 to 21:9
Page 21:26 to 22:7
Page 22:22 to 25:3
Page 27:1 to 28:16
Pago 29:23 to 30:20
Page 32:9 to 32:24
Pago 38:28 to 39:27
Page 40:3 to 40:13
Page 54:5 to 54:26
Page 56:28 to 57:12
Page 62:2 to 63:19
Page 64:2 to 64:27
Page 65:18 to 67:25
Page 68:27 to 70:2
Pago 78:20 to 79:4
Page 70:6 to 73:8
Page 403:18 to 404:2

Page 74:12 to 78:12
Page 80:1 to 80:10

Pago 114:21 to 115:6
Page 117:10 to 120:20
Page 80:13 to 81:10
Page 120:21 to 121:19
Page 127:28 to 128:3

- Page 128:24 to 129:19
Page 129:28 to 130:5

Dr. Ford Mclver (Videotape Only)

Dr. Mclver will testify via videotape regarding the state of the art knowledge or lack
thereof in the medical community about asbestos related diseases at various times.
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Videotape Deposition for Use In Georgia, 09/15/78

Page 9:15 to 21:5
Page 25:17 to 26:15
Page 26:21 to 28:15
Page 32:8 to 34:8
Page 80:16 to 1 84:16
Page 85:24 to 86:12
Page 87:8 to 89:2
Page 90:2 to 96:11
Page 98:1 to 101:25

O.L. Allen vs. Fibreboard Corporation, United States District Court for the Eastern District
of Texas, Beaumont Division, C.A.N. B-81-276-CA
{Videotape Deposition April 9, 1982)

Page 5:20 to 12:10
Page 12:17 to 17:25
Page 18:6 to 21:6
Page 21:11 to 21:19
Page 21:25 to 23:8
Page 23:13 to 24:14
Page 24:24 to 28:3
Page 28:15 to 40:7
Page 40:11 to 40:18
Page 40:22 to 41:12
Page 41:19 to 43:13
Page 43:17 to 51:9
Page 51:18 to 51:21
Page 51:25 to 54:13
Page 54:16 to 55:18
Page 55:25 to 56:12
Page 56:16 to 56:18
Page 57:7 to 57:11
Page 57:16 to 57:23
Page 58:6 to 58:9
Page 58:19 ‘ to 62:2
Page 62:6 to 63:14

Dr. Irma West (Videotape Only)

Dr. West was the head of the Bureau of Adult Health for the State of California for
many years and will testify via videotape about the state of the art knowledge in
the occupational health community from time to time and the medical priorities at
those times.
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Page 168:4 to 169:8
Page 169:20 to 170:3
Page 171:8 to 171:24
Page 174:1 to 175:14
Page 175:16 to 178:22
Page 178:25 to 178:25
Page 179:2 to 179:15
Page 179:24 to 185:11
Edit #2
Page/Line to Page/Line Comment
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19:23 22:13
23:5 23:21
24:8 31:9
32:9 33:5
33:24 39:5
40:5 41:13
43:10 44:6
44:14 44:22
46:13 46:19
46:24 49:19
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65:12 67:24
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69:20 70:8
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76:20 77:15
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Dr. Irving Selikoff (Deposition Only)

Dr. Selikoff has testified on numerous occassions about the history of medical
research about asbestos and about insulators in the United States and Great Britain.

Tomplait vs. Combustion Engineering, United States District Court for the Eastern District

of Texas, Beaumont Division, Civil No. 5402, March 4, 1968
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Page 2:6
Page 10:3
Page 12:24
Page 17:3
Page 23:14
Page 28:3
Page 37:6

Rogers vs. Johns-Manville, Circuit Court of Missouri No. 720,071, February 19, 1971

Page 63:22
Page 66:7
Page 68:24
Page 69:13
Page 90:4
Page 91:17
Page 94:17
Page 96:1

to 6:17
to 11:24
to 15:24
to -~ 22:19
to 25:8
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to 39:10

to 64:20
to 68:18
to 69:4
to 72:1
to 90:25
to 94:1
to 94:22
to 97:13

Clark Cooper, M.D. (Deposition Only)

Borel vs. Fibreboard Paper Product, Inc., United States District Court, Eastern

District of Texas, Beaumont Division, Civil Action No. 6449 (Trial Testimony
September 23, 1971)

Page 423:2
Page 497:1
Page 511:4
Page 525:8

to 443:20

to 507:13
to 513:9
to 526:23

Heinz B. Fisenstatdt (Deposition Only)

Wimberly vs. Fibreboard Corporation, United States District Court, Eastern District

of Texas, Beaumont Division, Civil Action No. 74-224-CA, (Deposition January 16,

1975)

Page 7:11

Page 14:23
Page 16:20
Page 19:3

Page 49:7

Page 51:23
Page 54:13
Page 60:3

Page 85:21
Page 124.7
Page 134:17 to
Page 138:9
Page 141:12 to

1o 14:19
1o 14:23
to 18:25
to 20:4
to 50:23
to 52:22
to 56:5
to 62:5
to 86:20
to 126:17
1356:7

to 139:21
142:25

40



Dr. Daniel Jenkins

Bell vs. Fibreboard Corporation, United States District Court, Eastern District of

Texas, Beaumont Division, Civil No. B-74-50-CA (Deposition May 24, 1975)

Page 24:24

to 33:3
Page 196:1 to 198:25
Page 220:1 to - 226:1
Page 228:10 to 234:25
Page 235:14 to 237:1
Page 241:16 to 242:25
Pago 243:4 10 2441
Page 244:16 to 245:25
Page 246:19 to 247:23
Page 251:25 to 254:25
Page 255:20 to 256:13
Page 257:4 to 258:15
Page 259:2 1o 259:23
Page 262:24 to 263:20
Page 267:11 to 269:6
Page 273:4 to 274:25
Page 283:9 . to 285:13
Page 319:5 to 320:13
Page 340:22 to 342:14
Page 353:14 to 357:4
Page 363:17 to 364:2
Page 364:14 to 365:8

Joseph Ralph Shrode (Deposition Only)

Porter vs. Fibreboard, United States District Court, Eastern District of Texas,
Beaumont Division, (Deposition August 19, 1970)

Page 7:16 to 8:156
Page 8:19 to 8:23
Page 121:11 to 121:16
Page 121:21 to 122:15
Page 126:23 to 128:3
Page 129:24 to 130:14

Borel vs. Fibreboard Paper Products, Inc. United States District Court, Eastern
District. of Texas, Beaumont Division, Civil Action No. 6449 (Trial Testimony
September 27, 1971)

Page 858:9 to 859:17
Page 865:13 to 872:13
Page 882:5 to 882:9

Tomplait vs. Combustion Engineering
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Page 98:5-12

Thomas Hartwell {Deposition Only)

Hartwell vs. Johns-Manville United States District Court, Eastern District of Texas,
Beaumont Division, Civil Action No. 7513 (Deposition January 23, 1975)

Page 6:21 to 7:4
Page 7:24 to 8:10
Page 8:20 to 8:25
Page 28:4 to 28:6
Pago 28:18 10 28:19
Page 62:5 to 62: 11
Page 68:20 to 69:12

Joseph M. Slott {Deposition Only)

Slott vs. Fibreboard Corporation, United States District Court, Eastern District of
Texas, Beaumont Division, (Deposition December 2, 1980)

Page 9:17 to 9:19
Page 12:23 to 12:25
Page 19:24 to 24:2
Page 26:19 to 26:21
Page 30:9 to 30:22
Page 36:19 to 38:2
Page 41:3 10 41:12
Page 113:2 to 113:8
Page 129:1 to 129:6

Edward Palermo (Deposition Only)

Palermo vs. Fibreboard Paper Products Corporation, United States District Court,
Eastern District of Texas, Beaumont Division, No. B-75-CA-192 (June 30, 1976)

Page 43:15 to 51:20
.Page 134:21 to 138:8

Page 165:15 to 168:14

Page 223:21 to 225:9

Page 226:12 to 228:9

Page 241:23 to 242:7

Page 243:12 to 243:21

Page 244:1 to 244:16
Page 248:18 to 249:12

Johnnie M. Stoma (Deposition Only)
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Stoma vs. Johns-Manville, United States District Court, Eastern District of Texas,
Beaumont Division, No. B-81-328-CA

Page 105:14 to 106:24

Page 118:23 to 119:2

Page 128:20 to 129:8

Page 146:6 to  146:13

Leslie Cook

Bellot vs. Fibreboard Corporation, United States District Court, Eastern District of
Texas, Beaumont Division, Civil Action No. B-74-253-CA, (Deposition December 10,

1975)

Page 3:1 to 8:5
Page 9:20 to 10:7
Page 11:20 to 12:2
Page 12:6 to 15:2
Page 17:19 to 18:13
Page 20:6 to 25:25
Page 31:13 to 32:45
Page 35:22 1o 39:11
Page 40:6 to 41:24

William Boden (Deposition Only)

William Edward Boden, Jr. vs. Johns-Manville, United States District Court, Eastern
District of Texas, Tyler Division, Civil Action No. TY-79-47-CA (Deposition
September 11, 1980)

Page 78:19 to 79:3
Page 92:1 to 92:16

H. J. Plitt (Deposition Only)

H. J. Plitt vs. Standard Asbestos Company, United States District Court, Southern
District of Texas, Houston Division, Civil Action No. 75-H-906 (Asbestos Case

Consolidated under Claude A. Dunn vs. Johns-Manville, Civil Action No. 73-H-1072)
(Deposition January 7, 1976)

Page 15:9 to 19:10
Page 40:6 to 40:18
Page 42:12 to 42:23
Page 82:9 to 82:21

Page 156:22 to 157:4

Joe T. Frazier
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Mr. Frazier will testify live or by deposition in Claude Cimino, et ux vs, Raymark
Industries, Inc., et al, United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas,
Beaumont Division, Civil Action No. B-86-0446-CA, taken August 21, 1980.

James J. Hoard

Mr. Hoard will testify live or by deposition in Claude Cimino, et ux vs. Raymark
Industries, Inc., et al, United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas,
Beaumont Division, Civil Action No. B-86-0446-CA, taken August 20, 1990.

Teresa Bowers

Ms. Bowers will testify live or by deposition in O. L. Allen, et ux vs. Fibreboard
Corporation, et al, United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas,
Beaumont Division, Civil Action No. B-81-276-CA, taken September 22, 1981.

Alexander Alfred Cross

Mr. Cross will testify by deposition in In Re: All Asbestos-Related Personal Injury or
Death Cases Filed or to be Filed by Baron & Budd, P.C. In Travis County, Texas vs.
Pittsburgh Corning Corporation, et al; In the District Courts of Travis County, Texas
taken September 29, 1993, ant October 1, 1993.

Jerry Nelson
Winnie, Texas

Mr. Nelson may testify live concerning the distribution and installation of insulation
products.

Ken Dickson

Mr. Dickson may testify live concerning the distribution and installation of insulation
products.

Marion McManus
Houston, Texas

Mr. McManus may testify live or by deposition in Clarence Borel vs. Fibreboard
Paper Products Corporation, et al, United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Texas, Beaumont Division, Civil Action No. 64439 (Trial Testimony
September 28, 1971).

J. T. "Skip" Stonebarger
Houston, Texas

Mr. Stonebarger may testify live concerning the distribution and instailation of
insulation products.
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Ed Golden
Mr. Golden may testify live or by deposition taken in the following:

Cause No. 88-09782, styled Lloyd Leffel vs. Fibreboard Corporation, et al; taken
October 6, 1989.

Cause No. 88-09782, styled Lloyd Leffel vs. Fibl;eboard Corporation, et al'; taken
August 16, 1990.

Dr. R. J. Potts
9229 Vinewood
Dallas, Texas 75228

Dr. Potts is a medical doctor and a former Medical Director for Mobil Oil and is
expected to testify with regard to the knowledge and practice of the chemical and
refinery industry in general with regard to asbestos in its refineries.

Russell Allen vs. American Petrofina Inc.: No B-126,986, Jefferson County, Texas,
District Court, 60th Judicial District, deposition testimony.

Dr. James W. Hammond
1010 Town Place
Houston, Texas

Dr. Hammond was the industrial hygienist at Exxon Corporation and is expected to
testify with regard to the knowledge and practice of the chemical and refinery
industry in general with regard to asbestos in its refineries.

Russell Allen vs. American Petrofina Inc.; No B-126,986, Jefferson County, Texas,
District Court, 60th Judicial District, deposition testimony (4 volumes - entire
transcript).
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OTHER WITNESSES WHO MAY BE CALLED LIVE
OR BY DEPOSITION

STATE-OF-THE-ART

(a)
(b}
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(9)
(h)
(i)

(j)

(k)

(h

{m)

(n)

Forde A. Mclver, M.D.
Daniel E. Jenkins, M.D.
J. C. Wagner

Keith Morgan, M.D.
James D. Snell, M.D.
Robert M. Brown
Edward D. Helton
Joseph Miller, M.D.
J.N.P. Davies, M.D.
Stephen Ayers, M.D.
Peter Harries, M.D.
John Craighead, M.D.
Allen Feingold, M.D.

Robert Murray, M D.

MEDICAL ISSUES:

(a)
{b)
(c)
{d)

(e)

(f)

Andrew Churg, M.D.
William Cole, M.D.
Bashir Chaudhary, M.D.
Stuart Brooks, M D.

Richard A. Elmer, M.D.

Winford H. Pool, M.D.
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(g)
(h)
(i
()
(k)
U]
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(a)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
(bb)
{cc)

(dd)

Ron Crystal, M.D.
Anthony Costrini, M.D.
Victor Roggli, M.D.

Jerry Wiott, M.D.

David Stacy, M.D.
Joseph Miller, M.D.

Ed Block, M.D.

0. C. Harris, M.D.

Philip R. Saleeby, M.D.
John Crissman, M.D.
Azorides Morales, M.D.
John Craighead, M.D.
David Burns, M.D.

Lee Reichman, M.D.
Robert DiBenedetto, M.D.
Stephen Morris, M.D.
James Miller, M.D.
Wi_lliam Weiss, M.D.

J. C. Wagner, M.D.

Harry B. Demopoulos, M.D.
Oscar Auerbéch, M.D.

G. Michael Duffell, M.D.
Gilbert D. Grossman, M.D.

James Wellman, M.D.
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(ee)
(f)
(gg)
(hh)
(ii)
(i)
(kk)
(I
(mm)
(nn)
(o0)
(pp)
{qa)
(rr)
(ss)
(tt)
{uu)
(vv)

(ww)

(xx)

(yy)
(zz)
(A)

(B)

Marvin Kuschner, M.D.

George Schoonover, M.D.

D. H. Manning, M.D.
James Lockey, M.D.
Bernard Gee, M.D.
Russell Sherwin, M.D.
Thomas V. Colby, M.D.
Jerome Kleinerman, M.D.
Nasha Burki, M.D.
David J. Frolich, M.D.
David A. Edelman, M.D.
Keith Chandler, M D.
Allan L. Goldman, M.D.
Fred Pooley, Ph.D.
Kevin Browne, M.D.
Allen Feingold, M D.

W. E. Smith, M.D.

George Schoonover, M D.

C. M. Johnson, M.D.
Jerry Abraham, M.D.
William Guest, M.D.
Paul Wheeler, M.D.
Edward Gaensler, M.D.

Philip T. Cagle, M.D.
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(C)
(D)
(E)
(F)
(G)
(H)
(h

(J)

Donald Greenburg, M.D.
William Hughson, M.D.

Elliott Hinkes, M.D.

Allen Gibbs, M.D.

Nathaniel Rodman, M.D.

Jay Leonard Litchenfeld, M.D.
Louis Burger, M.D.

James Crapo, M.D.
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EXHIBIT “A”



THIS PRODUCT CONTAINS ASBESTOS
FIBER

AVOID BREATHING THE DUST. INHA.
LATION OF ASBESTOS IN EXCESHIVE
QUANTITIES OVER LONG PERIODS (X
TIME MAY BE HARMFUL

IF DUST IS CREATE D WHIEN THIS PRI
UCT IS NANDLED. USE PROPER PRO-
TECTION

F PROPER DUST CONTROL CANNOTY

- -BE-PROVIDED. RESPIRATORS AP

PROVED BY THL U S BUREAU OF
MINES FOR PROTECTION AGAINST
PNEUMOCON!OSIS-PRODUCING
DUSTS SHOULD BE WORN

JME

L0008 e ausa

CAUTION

THIS PRODUCT CONTAINS ASBESTOS
FIBER AND FREE CRYSTALLINE SILICA.

AVOID BREATHMING THE DUST.

INHALATION OF THESE MATERIALS N
EXCESSIVE QUANTITIES OVER LONG
PERIODS OF TIME MAY BE HARMFUL.

IF DUST IS CREATED WHEN THIS PROD-
UCT IS HANDLED. USE PROPER PRO-
TECTION.

¥ PROPER DUST CONTROL CANNOT
8E PROVIDED. RESPIRATORS AP.
PROVED BY THE U.S. BUREAU OF
MINES FOR PROTECTION AGAINST
PNEUMOCONIOS!IS-PRODUCING
DUSTS SHOULD BE WORN.
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EXHIBIT “B”
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HOUSEKEEPING .| PPE AND BLOCK

INSULATIONS
Warehoueing.
Storege and MHanciling
Under normal conditions, the

r handiing, slerage and were-
housing of undamaged eastons of
pipe and bisck insulations,
coninining asbestien, pressnt ne
hoalth safely probioms. If sortens
ore brolion or maderfals damaged
whils tnauiation fs belng
handied, the following slepe
should bo taken:

. 1 1 apiliage esturs, debris should be cloaned
should bo mainiained in 3l aress end o0 8 Careshould be tahen to aveld generating dust
8l epesations ot all times. when pliing, staching or placing pleses Inte
bt-"'ui!!
debeis diststbuted Gwenghout the Job 8 When claniag epillage, vacuum equipment
aven and disintegvated by tranpling on, (s resommended for ploliing vp dust and
:-ll!l.....lh.-u.r.lﬂ.l amall particles.
contamination ean be elimineted 4 1t large quantities of splilags ecoms

shoveling (hat could crenie encessive
g-"-l;-l“r&-l -l alrborne dust, *Respirators sheuld be worn.
designed for providing dlean
Ay ~r hould § Ouly ueable malerfal should be relurned

..--l_-...ﬁ from the job slte to the warchouss.

Eficlent supervisory coatrol, planning ¢ Whena returning material frem the job site,




" Werehouse and
Job Sle Shope
1 Open and remove the material frem
cartens with eare, Appliostion Precedures
8 Nandis and stack pieses of material n
“'ltlliil! : :
. 1| Unpmking snd applisation of the malerial
8 Meshanieal dust eclissting syateoms shauid bo dens In & manner (hat will
adoguately desighed lo sumave dust ot the winimiss alrberne dust. .
asures shenld be lnstalied en power-eperated,
fined and pertabls oquipment jo the 8 Awsid drepping, throwing or suncesssary
warchouse shep and)or in the job sits shep. i"&!‘f
4 AN machines should be furnished with 3 Koep Soors and snrfnces cloan of sorep,
suitable waste centainere for the ssllestion shavings and debria. Put unusable malerial
of sersp and wasle to provent the meterial inle weste esntainere immediately.
trom falling oa the fleer and genersting ¢ NMand sawing, ole.
dust. - ......:...._.lr..url.l.r..l-zt:
5 Bhep-fabricated pleces of Thermel - winimal alsberne Usa of proger
Insulation such as Sttings, segments, ste., wethods and toels will halp ennsldersbly |
should be placed in containers. Oare sheuld towards dust abatoment.
be laken whan handling thess pleces - 5 agin . ble
during piling, stacking sad packing. t__rl -__Ir_ o oli_ paces, .vo._v!.-x b
6 Contalners should be elosed after packing provided le remeve dust frem the source. :

-~ and ramala slessd untll the matarial ls used. © o0 Moout Poge)



Warehousing,
Swrege and Handiing
Handling and stevage of cloasd
bags ssnlaining coments
not present health eafety
hasards provided bags are
i 1 When walsading ralirend core and trucks,
¢ ......!...u"ﬂl.lﬂ...‘ll. . "Wh.lt!lll....ﬂ.tll‘
t‘- ol Pol illl’ ?t'!t‘!
soom allr shangne. wnkeading.
¥ Awid exhausting lnde other werking areas. s -c‘..r"!sl{..‘.l-h'-l_ .
8 In condined apasss, if meshanisal axhaust fmmediately b0 provant distribution
oguigencat casmet be used, *Respivaters of dust lnte ether avens.
tfll-. 3 [fbage are damaged and apifiage esvurs
S When wiriag or banding incnlstisn gad in (he warshouse, maloriel shonld be
applying jachels or facingn, sare should deansd up immediately to provent
bo taken to aveld genereting enemalve dust, distribution inte sther arens. Vaouam
using the precanilesary mensaves ! irirﬂrg
~ described above. ) 4 If large quantities of spillage cosurs and
0 Surplus weable materiale should be placed cleaning invelves swesplag and/er




Oomonts twunt PRAYING OF THERMA
INSULATION
- Agpliostion of Cements
Opening, dumping and Speeyiag of Thermal Inoulstion
dlasasding of bags should be ......l..u-.-lr.lt....
aveld genesating ensesslve dust. messures. Bofer ¢o (he Sprayed
Aasssielion for Spreged Fiber
1 Open the bag wids encugh o enply
without shabing. Applisation Prastioms.!
2 When dumping, beep bog en the mertar
beu mixing lovel to aveld drapyping. ‘ | ?d’l!}gi
$ Do net ghake bage. and, wheve practicsbis, drep slathe to
¢ Fiase engply bags in & contalner, wet peovent encessive dust and sentamination
down cantonts, ond diseard. afjecent aveas.
§ Mixing aves should be woll ventilated 3 Werkhers net engaged in the spraying
but fves from hesvy drafis thet will oporations should wear *Respiraters whea
eause dry maberial (o bocome alrharne. enlering an aves within 18 feet of the sprayl
¢ Moterial ghould be sulned tn & morter maching, noasls or equipment.
bous, pall or tub ond nel en the flosr. 8 Whare Sprayed Vier Application Prasticss
T 'Wet the meteriel and mix fule o slerry 2 "u"h.ﬂ.l..ﬂ-ilﬂ.xl
eulskly 00 possitle. partable meshenivel exhanet ventiiation b
S When sixing coment in & confinsd space : used fo ramove alrbarne dust. Buhanst maet
whare preper ventiiation Is inafoguate, ho losaled to aveld contamination of olher
*Reaglsators should be wern. csoupled erens.
Qlsening . Applicstion
3 Bag breakagn, clssning wp dry coment 1 AN perscansl in the lmuediate area engaged
and dissasding bage ot the mising ares In the mashing fesding and spraying
should be dons in the same Mmanner 88 oparation should wear *Respliratere,
vossmmended under Warcheising, Soruge whother in confined or epen arens,
ond Bendling. venifiated or net ventilated.
down tesls, mertar bomen, whealbarrow 2 *Rengirators should be after the
scraping and cleaning. untll the ganerated dust concentration




INSULATIO
Siripping Ares
Oavelul work methods, use
of proper tosle, and welting
dowa will minimise exsessive
dusts in sisipping spovations.
Other Workawen
AN porsennel ast lnvelved 1 The ia which siripping takes plase
with the machine focding and l-l-hﬂi‘llll'.ll.
wpeaying epavelion chould be poriable pastitions, ole,, lo proves.
u...hlc..fl"ll eusessive dust ssntamination in
conneatration hee clensed, :
8 If ares canust be condined, enly werkmen
angaged in stripping shouid be
Cloans pormiited in the werk lesation,
-!.r_.l.'l"" Sirtpning and ol
should bo chaned wp tmmediately after 1 Al porsennel in the sirippiag ares
speaging eperations have basn completed. engaged (n tearing of, handling, elesning
. removed fvem ol surfucsa ts aveld *Raspiratess.
£ Where slrcumnsianses parmil, maleriale
o rosommended for this purpess. should be wetted down prier to and
§ Senp spray malerial sheuid be wet down during remevel.
and placed in alesed ssntalness for dispesal.
4 Tecls, ladders, etc. should ke alosnad wet. ’ exhoust ventiiiation sheuld be used to
5 Aveld bnahing, swasping and shoveling remeve alrborns dusi.
“-qlotq--g‘l—l' 4 Avold unnecaseary re-handling of serap.
R v Boe 2. Surer Yines-apyveved veagleatora. Soe page §



Stripping and Yearing ON (oont'd)
] Ouly US. Bureas of Minss-approved
respivetery equipment fs recommended for
_ uwee with ashesties, sllics end slher
. paswmstaniesis-preducing dusts. Appreved
§ Lacate truck, dumpster bucket or final respiratery equipment must be weed of o2
"llilt?i oporaiions where dust contrel is net sullielent
pesslble to malntaln alrborne dust consentration
6 Wet down serap material hefore shoveling, Ei"tﬂli‘
bouling or dumping. | cotabiishod by goverseentel and
¥ Do net permit ascumaletion of serep poofessiona) ageneles.
and debris en fser and other surfasss. The efickncy and offestivences of
8 Vasuwm equipment is resemmended for raspiretery equipment jo depondent upon
cleaning up during and after stripping. pearinrr ysnares-dungr vee rpogues- SO
to assare thet this Is deme.
Lists of curvently approved respiratery
Other Workmen ovuipment con bo ebtained frem:
and tearing off eparation sheuld act be vt e Minas
permitted in the strippiag area. ™ !Sll-w“p:i the Inles
—n-o or olher men Washiagten, D.C. 20340
ea, *Respirators American Industrial Hygiane Assocle
shouldbs wornbythem. = 14188P revest
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EXHIBIT “C”
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OSHA AND HOW TO SELL WITHIN IT

Background Matarial

Suggestions for Coaplyiasg

Laployer Requirsaents

Eaployee Requireaents

Inspector Requiresents

Monitoring Equi~aent

Tirms Capadle of Monitoring

Typical Latters to Customers (thrae h:n.rs)
H. I. C. A. tnstrucuon"s to Contractors

Chartson Dust Results - Typical Job .
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o 4t | ' OSHA_AND WOW TO SEZLL W° HINW IT
i G [
Lo : Health and Safety lavs are nothing new to Amerf{can Induscry.
v ‘ Safery rules have been in effect under Walsh-Hesly, Accaie
af o : Energy Act, Longshoreman Act, ete. for many years. All
A l ) their requiresents for providing a safs and healthful place
3 o g ! to vork fell on the aaployer. The new OSHA lav s specificaelly
U it dasigned to glioinate unsafe working condigtons still exiscing,
e N | by enginssring and techaical ssthods, not by substitution or
Pty = aliainacion of ceeded products.
..":.’ Iy
9 0k Asbestos 1e s targset product slong with silica, lead, ste.
WISl 1 . Syecific standards and guidelines have been set up for any
S . employer vhosa amployaee may coms in contact vith asbescos
TN . fiber duse.
N :

. No longar can an saployer be lenient in alloving any unsafs
sct to continue. Safecy goggles must bo used vhen necessary.
Hazd hats are required. No longer can an saployer tolsrate
clutterad floors, dlocked aislas, unsafe scaffold, extramse

soise, poor light, bad ventilation, of dusty locatiocums. This
; {e vhat OSHA is sll sdout.

P

Article 1910 - Title 29 - Chepcar XVII specifically {»

. directed to the ssdestos hazard. This regulation does not
25shibit use or msnufacture of products with asbestos. It

wearely deals . ith limits to vhich tha workman aay be axposad,

" based oo limited knowledge, and scill vork {3 & "safe area.,,

Most Lllness or death attriducad to asdescos {s wvith perions
vorkiang in the industry for 13 or msore years. Very l{ttle,
if any, data {3 avetilable of the fider concentration ia those
daye. Ve do know that thare vss little amphasis sade (n tha
ecoustruction induscry to contrsl the fibars generated, follow
votk practices to reduce any duse, or to install work
practices to reduce exposure. We do know that products usad

in the 40's end 350's contained much highar asbestos content
thaa products today.

T#
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Today cements are asbastos free; fider glass is used in lieu

of Asbesto-Cell and Woolfalt, 85% Mag, Superex, Untbescos

(all high asdbestos contonc) replaced by Calciua Silicace -
vhich now has less than 72 fider. Work practices today use
mecal jackets in place of chicken vire, ceaent, and msstic.
Asbescos-bearing insulacions today are less than 30% of cotal
iasulacion used, and this 307 has less than one-half the
asbestos content of material 15 to 20 years age. So, with ne
regulaticn, the workzsan's expesure is 752 - 802 less than 20 : -
years ago. In addicion, the Construction Induscry has developed
sote sophisticated eavironmentally controlled shops versus
pravicus fleld sawing and ocher hand methods of fabricaciom.

It is i{aportant that everyone interprecs the regulations
correctly. This is hard to do. The regulacions vere basically
Jritten arocund s manufacturing operatios, and adapted to the

_ Construction Industry. -Interpretation sust de based on a

“reasonadle approsch” where it {s aabiguous.

The Standard deals with:

l. Permissidle concentration of exposure to asbescos fiber.
Tears ago the limit vas 12 fiders per cubic cencimecer; AY)
racantly the self-{aposed limit in sanufacturing wvas six,
The present regulation has a TWA (Time Weighted Avarage)
of five, and a peak concentratiom of ten.. Within twa
years the TWA vill be tve. HNumerous objections to this

bave been zads both pro and cam - but this is nov the
law.

A}
‘J1-4~4

a. Time Weighted Average - (TWA) - Based on am sighe-hour
period. Concentration over five fibers/ec, buc noe
exceeding cen vould be permictted up to 135 ainuces in
am hour, but nat for mare tham five hours in an
eight-hour day. 1If a asan vorks in an ataosphere of
four fiders for 10 eminuces tot: ' {interamictantly in
an eight-hour day, his limic exposure is well below
the IVL of tve in most every casu.

2. Momitoring is required to determine {f there are any vork
scations above, within, or below the value permitted, tan,
five, or tvo.

a. Where stations are found to generate over five fiders
on a TWA, corracting sction must de Caken at once.
Enginesring or vork practice changes are required.
Respirators are but ~ Cemporary seasure.
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-t b. Once a vork station or location is monitored, siamilar
[*’_” :.i i vork scations within the same area need not bde monitored.
e ¢. Industrial plants now have exrensive aonitoring pro-
'-iiﬁisb . ) cedures set up in various places for toxic fuses, and
LA e : other products that msay bde injurious to health. This
AT does involve the contractor {a & new procedure.
e
’;u‘ga- d. Since conitoring is required for asbestos, resaving
A ) b asbestos from 2oday's products will not stop this
e 77 4880 ragquireaent. Aany "tear out’, ctevisiom, etc. of
L. A exisging plancs' equipaenc vill iavelve asbestos.
Whstacd But, the TWA festure vould no doubt keep any exposure
‘)\‘ to s aiaimum,
Pty on?
3?;§2§Z s. 1t ia only & macter of time bafore other products
Pl e ot vwill require monitoring, such as efneral vool, lead,
P glass f{ibers, plastic foams, ste. Any program started
gy : : now will bs adaptsble to future program.
/ rriff © 3., Medical Ixams. TFor the concractor, this is an added
: __j axpeanse and problam. Most large induscrial firms, such
igg <4 as Johns-Manville, already have medical exams, ecc. set
.'"'fc o up i their empioysent agreesenty.
" 573
‘é]ﬂ{?fﬁf The standards 'are not clear as to vhat {s seant by "compre-
=G T "heasive medical exas,” which also states the ainizua require-
:;ﬁa" y cents of X-ray, personsl history, and pulmonary tast only.
P .fgs . We will scas day find out if “comprehensive" amsans blood,
2 E‘_ urine, hearing, and other tests.
il L . ’ .
R There has be.n very liccle aonitoring performed i{a the Construe~
2 a5y ticn Induscry. Efforts made to monitor vork functions (a the
sianeds Iasulation Indusery have beem basically rustTicted to medical
e - organizations for research purposes..
e ‘
{é,ﬁg%;? Lisiced monitoring done by t{ndustry and contractors has demon-
Sl scrated the dust axposure on_the {ob is v °ll below the five
{[iinT fiber liaic on a TWA basis, even under t.ae sost severs conditions.
"'?-‘-"‘-‘s-"’ Thers are soaa problem aress, such as i{n closed or non-vencilaced
oA X

arsas and fabricacion shops. Lach contractor and owner sust
evaluate thase conditions.

Eliminatioa of asbestos<bearing insulation macerials won't
sliminate the monttoring aspect or requirament of the customer
because there could vall ba asbescos f{rom other sourcss.
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Carcain operations are dusty =~ but on s TWA ~ they do not
create dust condizione over the five fiber liamict. Some of
these ere hand saving, opening carzons, removing irnsulacion,
mixing dry cement, clean-up vork. WVork practicas can be
devaloped to even lessen the expasure ia thase fow oparations
considered a prodles arcaa.

Etliminazion of brooms and compressed sir on cle.n-up verk is
oce example. Use an industrial vacuum sveeper for all clean-
ups. Use plastic bags for refusa.

How _about smoking? Almost every amedical authoricy has zatid
that the connection betwveen cancer and ssbestos could de reduced
or sliminacted by the mmployee if he quic smoking, No ona {3
reslly sure of the connection betveen cancer, tobecco, and

asbestos-but the Bealth prodlem is graatly raduced with the
absencs of tobacece.

The Standatds refer to “locked {a" fibers {an some products.
Johng-Manville has listed chase products, and attached you
vill fiad hov ve officially categorizs them. Rowvever, Lf the
product {8 cuc, altered, ete., the "locked in" feacture is losc.

You afght think thet with the intrcduction of Tharmo-12 your
effort to sell asbestos-bearing macterisls is not as urgeac.

This is not true. Llook at the list of ssbestos-bearing materials
ve sall thac ace needed in the industry today. We sust convince

ouf customers thaey can use thea safely with simple and practical
vork rulee.

You can't 40 the job alone. You need the fullest supporc of
your contrs :tor, fabricator, or distriduror. You ausc first
couvinceg hia of his role ian this, and thet he can operate a
"safe and healthy” shop or job using asbestos-bearing catarials.
Thea you and your contractor or fabricator must ®nvince the
ultimate cuscomer that chere is no OSHA prodlem vith you on

job or them using our msterisl.

1 cannot over emphesise ths {aportance f your contractor and
discributor in helpiag you seall asdesc.a-besring materials.

You sust Dea able to consult with the contractor an his vare-

house and job procedures. Show him vhere hs can actually save
eoney by perforaing simple housekesping proceduras.
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Convines your contractor co use OSHA as a selling tool for his
firm. If your contractor has & reputacion for conforming to

a state and/or Federal regulagion, net only OSHA, but athars

such as insuranca, discriminacion, vage and price conctrol, juris-
diction of work, etec., ha can use this knoviedge 0 improve his
{nage vith the custozer. 1t aay evenm overcoae a price differential.
You aust convines vour contractor of this approacli, and his ras-
ponsibilicy to help you sell the uleicate consumer on the questionm:
"Can asbestos be used safely?”

Attached you will find s copy of the condensed version of N. I. C. A.
interprecation of che asbescos regulacions. Particular care should
be given to the fact that certais procedures are needed snlv vhen
limits are exceeded.

Jome carealess talk has sany laywem thinking some procedures oust
_ be done-at sll times regardless of conditions found, Socmetinas
our competitors help fuel these fires.

Also attached are three suggested lecters to sand to custumers.
There is no pride of authorship; change them to fit your situacion
1£ they will help you sell,

Your contractors receive much data from M. I. C. A. on the OSHA
problem, Bill Reitze puts out OSHA letters on genaral inforzaciom,
apd there are sany other sources of iaformatiocn. We have sent you
Ingylaction Hvetene Prugress Reports from Mt. Siamai. Even this pub~
lication points out that asbascos and sacking are not compatible.
Yamiliariza yourself vich thess facts, and call on the right people
to get you: pitch scross. This is your job to find a vay to do,
Jusc ss ypu find a vay to secure an order -

"Asbastos-bearing pr;:due:s can be used safely with simple vork

practices, and these vork practices are no mors then should normally
be done to create a safe and healthy placa to vork using any product.”
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sSuce ONS _FOR _CCM N Al it

l. Select a compatent Safety Officar responsible for .daminiscration

an izplementacicn of ctha firm's Health and Safety rules as they
apply ta tha opaeration.

2. DIstablish s Corporata Safecy Policy dirsctive. (Sea attached)
3. Maincain smd up-date basic safs vork rules for sach trade.
‘.

Arrmmge psriodic vork tuls and safecy meetings vith supervisery
force. (Foramen, etc.)

S. Publish safe rules ia all vork placas, including procedures
for acei{dant teporting, aedical locatica, ambulanca ser-tics, ste.
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OCCUPATIONAL SA ; M ¥ _ACT 1970

_EUFLOYERS ARE RESUIRED 30:

1.

2.

3.

4.

3.

7.

10.

11.

Provide safs vork envitonoenc, f{ree from hazards vhich may
cause illness, injury, or death to thair esployees. Adopt
company-written safety policy.

Poiat out pocential hazsrds and protsct thair esployees froms
{ajury.

Creply with Safery snd Health scandards - emergency medical
care for each job sice - amargency transportsticm with ambulsnce

"services or rascus squads, and {f these ars not resdily avatilsdle,

then s parson vith s standsrd first aid ceccificats fros the
Amsrican Red Cross must bs prasent on the ‘ob site. Firse
aid kit approved by a physicias shall be provided and phone
aumbers of eassrgency facilicies must be posted.

Parmit inspectors to enter wvorkplace vithout delay at sll
ressocuable tiaes.

‘Conduct personal periodie (nspections for safety and health

atandaczds cospliance.

Bousekseping: Ia genaral, the regulacions require that job
adtes be kept clear of tripping hazarda and sll combuacible
ascerials ba cemoved on regular schedulas.

Poet notices to keep employees informed of thl; cights and
duties, including provisions of applicable standarda.

Msincain records, logs, ete. of all vocrk-velated {njuries,
illnessas, desths, and exposure of esploy~es to toxic cheaicals
asd haraful physical agencs.

Provide physical examinacions of employees to deteraine {f

axposure to toxic substances or haraful physt:al sgents has
enceeded parmiasibla liaics.

Post copiles of citations of violatios st of near esch place
a violation has occurred.

Provide ezployses with protective equipment, hard-hats for
falling objects, lifelines whare danger of falling exists,
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OCCUPATIONAL SAF ND HMTALTR A 1970

respiratory equpaant in dangerous ataospheres, safety goggles
i1f thare i3 exposurs to flying objects or anything injurious
to the eyes. The employer is responsible co sese that effece
tive proctective equipaent is used dy hia smployees, where this
vould eliminate the possibilicy of injuries.

12. Tire proteccion and prevencion: All constructiom areas sust
be protected from firs, and it {s not sufficient to have a
fire axcinguisher in the trailer. TFire hosa may be used {f
thare {3 23 PSI vith one-half nozsle availadle, and noc sore
thas 100 feet of hoss. One fire extinguisher rated 2A for
each 3,000 square faet of snclosed building ares and a sinisue
of one extinguisher per floor, and {a a multi-scory, one extinguisher
sust de located adjacent to the scairvay. Fifty-five gellom

open drum of vater with tvo fire ps.ls may be substituted for
ons 2A.

-t




1.
1.

3.

By
s.

6.
7.

10,

11.

12.

QCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTR ACT 1970

R_LE REPR ATIVES RA :

A place of aaployaant free from healch hazards.
Rsquest an {nspsction if a suspected viclatioa exisca.

Resain anonymous, and to seek legal rscourse if recailia-

" tioa occurs.

Accoapany as inspector during his vistc.

Receive notification from the inspector as to vhether or nat
4 violation exiscs.

B3e sppraised of all existing hazards.

7ile urictan objections to snd request a hearing om proposed
standards. :

Protest the length of time givem to correct a violatiea.

Supply the fecratary of Labor vith {nformation used to

develop a Aev standard.

Individually, or chrough his legsl rapresencacive, bring lagsl
sstiocn sgainst the Sacretary of Labor for failing to taks action
on viclations reasulting ias injury, illness, or death.

Obsecve muoun'; of toxic substances ind have accsas to records
of such monitoring.

3¢ reprasented on tha Nacional Advisory Commission on State
Vorimen'a Compensation Lsvs and tha Standards Advisory Comaittees.
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CUPATIONAL S HEZA ACT OF 1970

N SPECTOR MAY:

l. Appear unannounced at any rassonable tims at the job site.

2. He sust present proper credeat{als to owner, operator, oF
ageat {n charge.

3. Gain entrance to project by presenting credentcisls to any
asployee,. if ainimua delay fails to produce the agent in
charge.

" 4. Request an smployes or authorized represantative to accompany
his during tha tnspectioca. :

S. 1o the absence of an accoapanying ewployes or reprasentstive,
asy question a reasonadle number of employees.

6. Check tha place of employmsent and all pertineac condicions,
strustures, machines, sppsrscus, davicas, equipsenc, and
satarials. :

7. Raviev any records required under tha Act.

8. Take pbotoyraphs, saaples, snd employ other investigative
techaiques. .

- 9. There will be no advance noctice of am {nspection. Subscancial
fines, and, in scas cases, jsil sentsncas are provided for
iatarfering wvith an inspeceor.
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IP4EN
1. Pusps

nl a. Cassella 7T-13030/1, less sampling haasd, wich T-16124 battery

; J charger.
; ‘ Willsom Products Divistien
Ay A zs3, 1Ine.
B~ fal P. O, Bex 622
5:\:‘; nud'!.n;. Pannsylvania 19603
Y 'v;('{-: -\ R - ‘ - .

eI b, MSA Model G dusc sawpling pum;, vith 438039 dactary charger
AT asseably.
-

(NIOSH is standardizacion on this - bad daiivery)

»e Mine Safety Appliances Company

Y 201 North Braddack Avenus

B! . Pitesburgh, Pennsylvania 135208

& (or local sales offices)

. & Bendix 1900-10 Micromair Sampler, coaplece vt:h battery and
charger.
},“‘ . Hote: Also spec'fy pump to be used for ssdestes fiber dust saspling.
T
"7-)” All zanudscturers vill supply eauaceung ho“ vith aocunting
& 4 elips 1f requested.
AR .

o -

3 ol

}Wﬁ;‘i 2. Monitors .

Uit . .
::_,:ﬁs'.’ Mellipose MANP 037 AQ Aerosol field monftor, with AA vhite
LA plaia filcers.

Do 58

S Mill{pase Corporacion

LAde-tH Sedford, Massachusects 012730

LAY

',"'.”53"»-

Ak,

e hyd®

PRt v

e

o
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riris ‘CAPAlLl OF PERFORMING MONTITORING OF
ASRESTOS " c

1. Nattonal Noise Contresl Service Carporatienm
Long Grove, Illinols 60049

2. Stevens and MeCoy
928 Pannsylvania Avenue
P. O. Box 236
Vyomiseing, Pennsylvanis 19610

3. Ceorge B. Clayton and Associates
7527 Souchfisld Noad
- Southfleld, Michigaa 43076

4. Industrisl Hygiene Eaginsering Services
Johne-Manville Covporation
Denver, Colorado 30217

S. Trapelo-tVese
2030 Rright Averue
fichaond, California 94804

Thase firms are capable of doing oca-tha-job-sice monitoring, as
vell as avsluscin; che speciameus of samples. Ic vould ba necessary
for saeh individurl to contact the firm to fiad out if they vould

bandle just the evalusciom part if ths coatractor doas his ovn on-
the=job sampling.
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IYPICAL CETTER
.

Dear Customer:

Our Industrial Produces Division has requasted me to contact
you {a conjunction with the healch aspscts of our Johns-
Manville Tharacbestes Insulacion.

Tharscbestos Insulaction currantly coatains only 7% chrysocils
asbestos fiber. This {s in contrast ¢o the same insulactioen
vhich herstofore contained up to 15%. The ashes2os contemt
of our other imsulations has also beem reduced.

Although asbestos is s kaowm toxie aacerial, many other sube
stancas to vhich construction workers are exposed are also
taxiec. I have raference to velding fuses, silica, scae types
of paints, gasoline, ete. Asbascos, like any other matarial
cas ba handled and used safely. Tha logical approach is to
recoguize and underscand che patential hasards and take the
necassary precsutions to aveid injury.

The prasent asbestos dust threshold limie valua, as prescribed
by the Federal Gecupational Safety and Health Acg, is based

o8 an eight-hour time veighted average airborne concen-

cration . f fibar to vhich employeas sre exposed. The eight-
hour averige exposure shall not exceed five fiders per ailli-
liter greater tham fiva microms ia leagth, as determined by

the mambrana filter sechod of aonitoring, Coacentrations sbove
five fibers/ML, but not to exceed ten fiders/ML aasy be parsitted

up to a cotal of 13 eiaucas {a an hour for up te five hours {(a
aa eight-hour day.

Based oa the fact chat thers is only I asbastos fider in
Therwmnbastos, this threshold lisit vulue should not be dEff{-
cult to catncain. Severel basiec practices ars iaporcante,

such as good housekeeping to the extent of keeping floors,
scaffolds, and surfaces clean; cless spillage; and use ressonable
care vhen handling satsrial ts avoid dreekage and unnecessary
genaragion of duse. 1f mechasical cutting or sachining is

tequired for fabricating matarial, dust collectica equipaent
should de inscalled.
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TYPICAL LETTER
.

Zxcept in extremely unususl circumstances vhere the threshold
lia{c value cananot be maincained, the vearing of respiracory
aquip=ant vould not be required.

Johas-Manville, liks other manufecturers of tharmal {nsylacion
catarisls, i3 presencly developing an insulating macterial
vith no asbastos f{idar. Jefors ve market such a producc, ve
oust be assured that the sudstituce aatsrials do not prasent
8 potantial health hezard zovs serious thaa our 72 asbescos
fiber-containing Tharaobaestos.

Recently (n s pressntation to the Nationsl Insulation Contrace
tors Associecion, I cecocmended that defore substituts amataerials
are used, they sust be thoroughly asalyzed and extensive toxi-
cological evaluacions zade. Unl~sa this (s done, ths unanti-
cipated health prodleas crested could bde cricical. '

If you have any questions concerniang tha use of our insula-
tion products related to health problems, or if I can de of
furcher assistancs, plaass call se and ve caan discuss the
astter further.

1 am enclosing & dooklet vhich ve developad through the Nacional
Insulation Manufaccturers Associscion regarding "Recommended
Health Safety Practicas for Handling and Applying Thermal
Iassulacion Products Concaining Asbastos.”

Very truly jours, *
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Dear Custoamer:

Your company's recent decision to eliminate the use of ashestos-
bearing insulation in your plancs is understandable, espesially
with the racant adverse publicity connectad with ashascos.

We naturally share your concera for the haslth and safecy of your

employies, but elizinacion of asbastos will net by itself solve
all of your problems. ’

Based on the best information we can obtain, OSKA regulations nuw
pertainiag to asbastos vill soom include other matarials, such as
lead, silicace, ninaral fiders, ete. This seans that sonitoring
and asployee physicals will have to be perforsed vhere such products
ate used. In our exparience with other plants, such as yours, ve
fiad you alrsady have asonitoring programs, safety programs, and

wmployes haalth axaminations, and ne nev expense should occur
bacause of OSHA regulacions.

Thers 1s no doudt that asbes s fider s difficult to replace and

still obtain & product that has the stability, cemparature limir,
physisal avtridbut. s, ete. needed in {nsulation.

A substitute product
will nean a.’r;-t -ing or loweriag yosr standacds.

Promineat sedical suchorities have found that asbascos health probleas
are slmost alvays assaciaced vith people vho smoka cigaractes.
Rliminacing smoking will eliminaca asbascos hesalth prodless.

Your plasts are already following good housekeeping practices and
veork procedures (using respirators, ventilation squipmant, dusc
ecollectors) in other phases of your operatiom, and these are i{ncor-
povated ia your insulatiocn maintenance vork. These practices insure
dust counts, axcept under extrsse conditioans, to be well undar
OSRA limics.

Prasent day insulation, such as Johns-Manville Thermobestos, contains
l1ess than 7% asbastos fibar, and installacioa cas be asde vell within
OSRA dust liaits.
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Eliainating asbestos-baaring products today will not relieve you
of your OSHA respensibilicy, avem though your presant policy does
invelve conitoring or physical examinacicas. TFor years, you have
baen using produccs vith from 142 to 90T asbescos fiber. DOuring
. rssodeling, turnaround, ege., you wvill have this exposure, and have

to coaply wich OSHA.

The Insulation Industry is endesvering to produce an asbescos-fras
product. 1Ian limiced supply, some are already oa the markec. Coaplete ~ ~
conversion vill no¢ de conpleted uncil lace 1973. In ~he meentinze,
there is really no sore need to eliminata asbestos-bearing macerial
" thas there {8 to eliainate sutomobiles, cigarectas, liquer, ate.
because of health probleas.

Ve wnuld hope you sgree vith these irrefutable facts and permit high
quality insulation vith & sssll percantage of asbestes fibers to be
supplied to your plent uneil such time as the Industry can adequatsly
aset tl..!l.“l vwith an asbescos-fres ;.oduet.

The lasulation Industry needs your understanding and cooperatica
during this cmversion period.

Yours very truly,
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Dear Custoaer:

=FREE. INS

As an isporcant segaeat of Amsricas Induszry, you are vell avare
of the iapact of OSHA on the overall {adustrial snd contracting
groups. Our overall problems with ssbastos have been blown out of
properticu. Your decision co eliminsca asbestas-bearing products
is disappointing, and interferes vith an orderly transitica (n the

industry to seet coaplianco of OSHA res:lations for all produces,
including silica, lead, etec., ete.

First of all, {f our experienca cam be considered typical, ve

find & plant such as yours will havo no station or locations vhers

the ssbescos fidber count exceeds 2.0 fiders, resulting from insulation
matarials, vhich is vell below the five fiber IVL. 1In all probabilicy,
your plant averags is probably under 1.0 is cthe spplication, tearing
off, or in your fab shop. "Dovnwind,” "upwind," os at tha poing

of application makes lictle diffarence using a produet such as
Thermobestos vith lass thaa 71 asbestos fiber comntent.

. Seeondly, since 'ouw have thousands of dollars of Thermobaestoas
saterial already in place, say tear-off or revamp job vill have
te comply with O3RA. As I poincted out previcusly, our experisnco
and dust count studies reveal you should have no prodles complying
with OSRA. [liminating tho use of Therscbescus today vill not
solve this problea.

Thirdly, wve do have tha first scage of our pilot manufaccuring unit
4ia production saking Thermo-12 at Manvillas, .ev Jarsey. We are
tast sarketing it in the Easterm market until ve are sure it is

of the quality and uniformity that custowers normally expect of

& Johas-Maavilla product. Ya could net ship encugh to the Soucthwese
te deo aayone any good. Wa vill have sufficisat production availabdle
for the Southwese by the Second Quarcter of 1973. This is our first
sajor production goal - furnishing the Southwest.
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Ve do appreclate your dusinass, and ve navd to keep Lt in che future.
We have taken longer to resolve the aabestos problewm, endesvoring

to come up vith s hetter, sore efffcient product. We think ve

have, snd ve can only ask you to give us a little oore time to
complete the production facilities needed to make Therwo-il.

Yours very truly,




QO

10.

12.
13.
14.
15.

Re-emphasis of Certain Aspécts of The Wage & Hour Laws

In Light of The OSHA Act.

Respirators

Safety Glasses & Shoes

Back-up Warning Signals For Vehicles
Posting of Law In Tool Boxes

OSHA Foirms Attached To Work Orders

Record ngping

Accounting Charge Numbers

Accounting of Expendable Supplies

B N'A Occupational Safety & Health Reporter
New Style First Aid Kits

Selection of a Consulting Physician and Safety Equipment

Consul tant.

The first item listed, a program of memorandums was part of our

educational effort to acquaint Thorpe personnel with various

parts of the law effecting their normal duties. These were numbered

as transmittals and issued on a time basis, particularly those

affecting field superintendents or on an as needed basis. We have

furnished you with copies of all of these transmittals if you have

not previously received them. In addition, you will find there is



an index showing the employee and office and the transmittals

each has received. These are shown as Exhibit I.

On June'23. 1972 we held our annual Supervisors Meeting at the
Hotel Sonesta in Houston. This is ordinarily a meeting confined
to field and office supervisory personnel. However, this year

the me-ting was expanded to include certain other employees,
particularly warehouse personnel who are daily involved with re-
quirements of the OSHA Act. The main thrust of the meeting this
year was concerning the OSHA Act and a substantial portion of the
program was handled by our workmen's compensation carrier, Liberty
Mutual Insurance Company. A copy of the announcement of this

meeting and the agenda is included as Exhibit II.

We conducted a review of our warehouse facilities in Houston
accompanied by Liberty Mutual industrial hygiene experts and their
loss prevention personnel to determine potential violations of the
OSHA Act. Subsequent to this, OSHA Transmittal #23 from our

program of memorahdums was sent out to all Warehouse Supervisors
asking them to check specific portions of our warechouses for detailed
compliance with the Act. As an outgrowth of these inspections, we
have prepared certain engineering drawings for new steel stairways

and platforms and will shortly be installing these along with modi-
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fications to handrails and other items. As is usual on many
electrical circuit breaker boxes, some of ours were taped to
avoid being turned off at the end of the day and taping of these
circuit breakers was noted as a violation of the law since it
prohibits the circuit breakers from performing their normal
function. Gasoline pump areas were equipped with danger signs,
and numerous other improvements or changes have already been
accomplished. These changes and potential violations were dis-
cussed in detail in the Minutes ¢f the Fifteenth Meeting of The

Operaling Committee, dated March 28, 1972.

With the increased emphasis on safety and the requirements of
the OSHA Law, Thorpe's Houston Manager of Construction attended

a Wage & Hour Law Seminar sponsored by the A.G.C. & Départment of
Labor and issued a memorandum to field superintendents on July
18, 1972, which is self-explanatory. A copy of this memorandum

is attached as Exhibit III.

An investigation was made of the type dust and material particles
our employees would likely be subjected to inhaling and a new type
respirator was purchased for these environments. Details of this

respirator, Safeline 5441, are given on data sheets attached as

Exhibit IV.



We instituted as Thorpe‘Company policy, the wearing of safety-
toed shoes and safety glasses effective April 28, 1972. This
was outlined in OSHA Transmittal #4 and also #5 in our program
of memorandums. Further, we made arrangements with a safety
shoe distributor here in Houston to visit our jobs and provide
a convenient means for employees to purchase safety shoes. We
set-up a continuing program with Texas State QOptical Company to
provide permanent Thorpe field employees with safety glasses at
company expense. Exhibit V is an example of the authorization

form given to employees by Thorpe superintendents.

One of the‘hazards in construction is vehicles backing over employees
accidentally on jobsites. We have tested a back-up device on one

of our large contract department trucks, and this appears to be a
satisfactory mechanical means of providing a warning when the fruck
is backing. We have decided that vehicles such as our large jobsite
forklifts would not require this since visibility is almost complete
from the forklifts while Lacking, and where a continual backing
situation persists during the day, this could be a considerable
employee irritant. In the very near future, all of our contract

delivery trucks will be equipped with these back-up warning devices.



One of the requirements of the OSHA Act is posfing of the most
pertinent facts of the law regarding inspections and violations.

We have had this wording prepared on permanent type posters and
attached them to the inside 1id of all Thorpe tool boxes. Since

many of our jobs are small and do not have permanent type bulletin
boards, we felt this would be the most satisfactory means of complying
with the law. Normally during fair weather, the tool box 1ids remain
open during the day and all ewployees should have ample opportunity

to become aware of the features of the law.

As discussed, OSHA Form 100 is attached to the Work Order on sig-
nificant jobs with the customer's name, the job location, etc.,
filled in for the supérintendent. A sample from a recent work order
is attached as Exhibit VI. On smaller jobs, all superintendents have
earlier been given a folder in which to keep their OSHA transmittals
~and in the back is a pocket with a supply of OSHA Forms they can

fill in as required.

Record keeping as required by the law is outlined in Transmittal

#1, #2, and #3 in our program of memorandums.

We anticipate significant expenditures in the future to comply with

the law and have zsked our Accounting Department to assign charge



numbers for certain categories of anticipated expenditures.
These are as outlined on an interoffice memo, a copy of which

is attached and enclosed as Exhibit VII.

In the past, we have charged tool repairs and expendable items

used in our contract operations to what we refer to as a 250

account. With the advent of the OSHA Law, we can anticipate

personnel safety equipment and other expendable costs increasing

rather dramatically. Accordingly, we have set up a new account

for these items and now call this a 251 account. Al1l items purchased

for this purpose are as listed on the attached 1ist shown as -

Exhibit VIII.

Mentioned earlier was the difficulty encountered by ‘small and medium
companies in keeping abreast of the law. To assist us in this end

we have subscribed to the B N A Occupational Safety & Health Reporter.
This will be available and exhibited to you during your current

meetings.

One of the requirements of the law is that firstaid kits be equipped
with individually packaged supplies, that once opened are not re-used.
Accordingly, we have investigated this requirement and have now

standardized on the Medical Supply Company kit which will also be

-10 -
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available for your inspection during these meetings. This firstaid

kit has received the approval of our Consulting Physician.

In investigating many of these new products and complying with the
health requirements of the izw, we have found thus far, that the
services of a physician and a good personnel safety equipment company
is essential. We anticipate continuing the use of these expert

services.

Additional Work To Be Done To Fully Implement The Terms of The

OSHA Act Ianhorpe Operations.

Much remains yet to be done to place our company in full compliance
with the OSHA3 Act.' With regard to field operations, both our
refractory and insulators will continue to be exposed to asbéstos
dust in the years to come on mainterance work. To this end, we will
necessarily have to develop a testing program for measuring dust
concentrations and a procedure for complying with the new regulations
regarding medical examinations. Since this will be effective in
January, 1973, this program will be developed in December of this
year. Further, the National Institute of Occupational Safety &
Health (NIQOSH) will be continually formulating new standards. One

of these looming significantly on the horizon is the heat exposure

3
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standards. This could have a significant effect on our operations

and is being studied by us.

Preliminary plans have been made for a supervisors meeting for the
Thorpe Insu]ét1034Company personnel in Corpus Christi. This upcoring
supervisors meeting, which we anticipate holding in the early part

of the first quarter of 1973, will follow a similar format to that
held in Houston in June of this year.

Attached as Exhibit IX is a copy of a recent pub[i;ation of the
Research Institute Service to which we subscribe. .It outlines the
25 most common violations of the OSHA Act drawing citations. Almost -
without exception, these have been covered in our program of memo-
randums and was part of the zim of thatiprogram.. 1973 will te see

a significant effort on our part to review and keep uppermost in

our superintendent's mind the necd to comply with the law and zvoid

violating these portions of the Act.

As always, we will necessarily keep a close eye on the cost of

- complying with the new law, and may find it necessary in the future

to charge a fee such as a percent of labor or some other charge to
account for increasing costs on work performed for customers, pertic-

ularly on cost plus work.

¢

-12 -
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Since it has always been Thorpe's policy to work safely, many

of the features of thz new law merely constitutes “fine tuning"
of our safety program. Other facets of the law signify a
sign{ficant change in past practices. To this end, we plan to
re-write our Stardard company safety rules and distribute them
to our field forces. We also anticipate the need to develop
some sort of continuing education program for our field personnel
to enable them to work not only safely but in compliance with

the law.

<13 -
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Major Areas of Impact

Physical Facilities
Jobsite Practices
" Field Labor Productivity
Contract Profitability & Estimating Procedures

" Type of Work & Materials Used

As you are aware, OSHA announced two programs at the outset, a
target industries program and a target health hazards program.

The target industries program was to concern itself with the fivé
top injury prone indﬁstries; longshoring, roofing and sheetmetal,
meat and wood products, lumber and wood products, and misce]]anéous
transportation equipment. We, of course, perform sheetmetal work
although probably not in the sense that OSHA was zeroing in Qn.

Their target health hazards program‘included lead, carbon monoxide,

- silica, asbestos and cotton dust. We, of course, are very much

involved in the asbestos problem as has previously been outlined
to you Mr. M. P. Proctor in his compliance procgdures for Thorpe
Products Company. In addition, certain of our operations put us.
in direct Fontact with the silica health hazard. In the very near
future, we will be developing a detailed program to combat these
latter two hazards in our field operations on a broad scale. We
also anticipate the construction industry will become one of OSHA'S

prime targets in the very near future.
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The potential impact of the law is so great, it is difficult

or nearly impossible to instantaneously implement all aspects
of the law. .Accordingly, our approach has been to make a
beginning on a broad basis, correct immediate and obvious
violations of the Act, undertake an educational program for our

employees, and develop a plan for the longrange.

Mentioned above were five areas of our activities where we
anticipate significant change or effects due to the new Law.
Physical facilities are the most obvious and the most easily
inspected, and certain efforts and expenditures have been and

will be undertaken to bring our warehouses and offices into
compliance with the Law. As time progresses, aﬁd the Act becomes
fully implemented in the construction industry, certain practices
that have prevailed in the past on construction jobs will no longer
be permitted, as indeed some of our past practicéS'have already
been changed or prohibited. Hand-in-hand with this implementation
‘of the Law, will be a potential affect on field labor productivity.
In some instances, productivity may actually increase due to im-
proved working conditions. However, the effort and expense required
to bring about this condition may adversely affect contract profit-
ability. To account for this eventuality, we will need to maintain

a close watch over contract costs and possibly modify our estimating
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Procedures to account for this impact. You are certainly aware

of the asbestos problem, and thus the materials we use in our work
will be affected, and we may even need to reconsider the types of
work we are now engaged in. On the brighter side of this picture,
we feel compénies such as Thorpe that are intending fully to comply
Qith the law and are cognizant of its requirements,.wi11 have their

services in greater demand in the coming years.

Overall Plan For Implementation Of The Law In Thorpe Contract
Operations.

Our plan to implement compliance can be simply stated: Comply

with the Law in all aspects. However, as mentioned previously, the
scope of the law is so broad and its effects so far reaching, that
i; is, virtually impossible for a company of our size to effect

overnight total compliance. Accordingly, we have pursued a rather

informal plan thus far which has consisted of taking the immediate

‘necessary steps to bring about compliance in our operations, partic-

ularly in areas that have been well publicized and are the more
obvious items. For the longer range, we are beginning to develop
specific policies in certain areas such as environmental testing,
personnel traiﬁing, and facilities modifications. Also required
will be reminders of the importance of certain items which need to
be followed-on a day-to-day basis, and tend to be forgotten with

the passage of time. As we continue to approach complete compliance



III.

with the existing law, we will also need to implement the new
standards as promulgated by the Federal Government and State

Agencies.

One of the mést publicized problems with the new law has been

the difficulty of small companies, and companies the size of

Thorpe to familiarize themselves with the many facets of the law

and bring about compliance. We feel this is a very real problem

and have exerted'considerable effort toward this end. Where the

real problem exists in our organization to a greater degree is in

our branch office locations and subsidiary company locations. To
combat this problem, we will endeavor to keep the supervisory
personnel in those locations zbreast of new developments and policies

as they are available.

Actions Taken To Date To Bring About Compliance With The Law

This section of our report will consist of a listing of most of
the more significant things done thus far, with a following elaboration

on certain items and examples.

1. Program of Memorandums
2. Supervisors Meeting

3. Review of physical facilities
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Re-emphasis of Certain Aspects of The Wage & Hour Laws

In Light of The QOSHA Act.

Respirators

Safety Glasses & Shoes

Back-up ﬁarning Signals For Vehicles
Posting of Law In Tool Boxes

OSHA Forms Attached To Work Orders

Record ngping

Accounting Charge Numbers

Accounting of Expendable Supplies

BNA Occupational Safety & Health Reporter
New Style First Aid Kits

Selection of a Consulting Physician and Safety Equipment
Consul tant.

The first item listed, a program of memorandums was part of our

educational effort to acquaint Thorpe personnel with varibus

parts of the law effecting their normal duties. These were numbered

as transmitt;ls and issued on a time basis, particularly those

affecting field superintendents or on an as needed basis. We have

furnished you with copies of all of these transmittals if you have

not previously received them. In addition, you will find there is



an index showing the employee and office and the transmittals

each has received. These are shown as Exhibit I.

On June 23, 1972 we held our annual Supervisors Meeting at the
Hotel Sonesta in Houston. This is ordinarily a meeting confined
to field and office supervisory personnel. However, this year

the mecting was expanded to include certain other employees,
particularly warehouse personnel who are daily involved with re-
quirements of the OSHA Act. The main thrust of the meeting this
year was concerning the OSHA Act and a substantial portion of the
program was handled by our workmen's compensation carrier, Liberty
Mutual Insurance Company. A copy of the announcement of this

meeting and the agenda is included as Exhibit II.

We conducted a review of our warehouse facilities in Houston
accompanied by Liberty Mutual industrial -hygiene experts and their
loss prevention personnel to detennine pdtential violations of the
OSHA Act. Subsequent to this, OSHA Transmittal #23 from our
program-of memorandums was sent out to a]l;warehousé Supervisors
asking them to check specific portions of our warehouses for detailed
compliance with the Act.. As an outgrowth of these inspections, we
have prepared certain engineering drawings for new steel stairways

and platforﬁs and will shortly be installing these along with modi-



fications to handrails and other items. As is usual on many
electrical circuit breaker boxes, some of ours were taped to
avoid being turned off at the end of the day and taping of these
circuit breakers was noted as a violation of the law since it
prohibits thé circuit breakers from performing their normmal
function. Gasoline pump areas were equipped with danger signs,
and numerous other improvements or changes have already been
accomplished. These changes and potential violations were dis-
cussed in detail in the Minutes of the Fifteenth Meeting of The

Operating Committee, dated March 28, 1972.

With the increased emphasis on safety and the requirements of
the OSHA Law, Thorpe's Houston Manager of Construction attended

a Wage & Hour Law Seminar sponsored by the A.G.C. & Départment of
Labor and issued a memorandum to field superintendents on July
18, 1972, which is self-explanatory. A copy of this memorandum

is attached as Exhibit III.

An investigation was made'of the type dust and material particles
our employees would likely be subjected to inhaling and a new type
respirator was purchased for these environments. Details of this
respirator, Séfeline 5441, are given on data sheets attached as

Exhibit IV.



We instituted as Thorpe Company policy, the wearing of safety-
toed shoes and safety glasses effective April 28, 1972. This
was outlined in OSHA Transmittal #4 and also #5 in our program
of memorandums. Further, we made arrangements with a safety
shoe distributor here in Houston to visit our jobs and provide
a convenient means for employees to purchase safety shoes. Né
set-up a continuing program with Texas State Optical Company to
provide permanent Thorpe field employees with safety glasses at
company expense. Exhibit V is an example of the authorization

form given to employees by Thorpe superintendents.

One of the Aazards in construction is vehicles backing over employees
accidentally on jobsites, We have tested a back-up device on one

of our large contract depaftment trucks, and this appears to’be a

- satisfactory mechanical means of providing a warning when the truck
is backing. We have decided that vehicles such as our large jobsite
forklifts would not require this since visibility is almost complete
from the forklifts while Lacking, and where a continual backing
situation persists during the day, this could be a considerable
employee irritant. In the very near future, all of our contract

delivery trucks will be equipped with these back-up warning devices.



One of the requirements of the OSHA Act i§ posting of the most
pertinent facts of the law regarding inspections and violations.

We have had this wording prepared on permanent type posters and
aftached them to the inside 1id of all Thorpe tool boxes. Since

many of our jobs are small and do not have permanent type bulletin
boards, we felt this would be the most satisfactory means of complying
with the law. Normally during fair weather, the toal box 1ids remain
open during the day and all employees should have ample opﬁortunity

to become aware of the features of the law.

As discussed, OSHA Form 100 is attached to the Work Order on sig-
nificant jobs with the customer's name, the job location, etc.,
filled in for the superintendentr A sample from a recent work order
‘i{s attached as Exhibit VI. On smaller jobs, all superintendents have
earljer been given a folder in which to keep their OSHA transmittals
and in the back is a pocket with a supply of OSHA Forms they can

fill in as required.

Record keeping as required by the law is outlined in Transmittal

#1, #2, and #3 in our program of memorandums.

We anticipate significant expenditures in the future to comply with

the law and have zsked our Accounting Department to assign charge



numbers for certain categories of anticipated expenditures.
These are as outiined on an interoffice memo, a copy of which

is attached and enclosed as Exhibit VII.

In the past, we have charged tool repairs and expendable items

used in our contract operations to what we refer to as a 250

account. With the advent of the OSHA Law, we can anticipate
personnel safety equipment and other expendable costs increasing
rather dramatically. Accordingly, we have set up a new account

for these items and now call this a 251 account. Al1l items purchased
for this purpose are as listed on the attached list shown as

Exhibit VIII.

Hentioned earlier was the difficulty encountered by ‘smali and medium
companies in keeping abreast of the law. To assist us in this end

we have subscribed to the B N A Occupational Safety & Health Reporter.
This will be avai]able and exhibited to you during your current

meetings.
One of the requirements of the law is that firstaid kits be equipped
with individually packaged supplies, that once opened are not re-used.

Accordingly, we have investigated this requirement and have now

standardized on the Medical Supply Company kit which will also be
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available for your inspection during these meetings. This firstaid

kit has received the approval of our Consulting Physician.

In investigating many of these new products and complying with the
health requirements of the izw, we have found thus far, that the
services of a physician and a good personnel safety equipment company
is essential. We anticipate continuing the use of these expert

services.

Additional Work To Be Done To Fully Implement The Terms of The

OSHA Act In'Thorpe Operations.

Much remains yet to be done to place our company in full compliance
with the OSH3 Act. With regard to field operations, both our
refractory and insulators will continue to be exposed to asbestos
dust in the years tovcome on maintenance wofk. To this end, we will
necessarily have to develop a testing program for measuring dust
concentrations and a procedure fof complying with the new regulations
regarding medical examinations. Since this will be effective in
January, 1973, this program will be developed in December of this
year. Further, the National Institute of Occupational Safety &
Health (NIOSH) will be continually formulating new standards. One

of these looming significantly on the horizon is the heat exposure

-1 -



standards. This could have a significant effect on our operations

and is being studied by us.

Preliminary plans have been made for a supervisors meeting for the
Thorpe Insulation Company personnel in Corpus Christi. This upcoming
supervisors meeting, which we anticipate holding in the early part
of the first quarter of 1973, will follow a similar format to that

held in Houston in June of this year.

Attached as Exhibit IX is a copy of a recent publication of the
Research Institute Service to which we subscribe. It outlines the
25 most common violations of the OSHA Act drawing citations. Almost
without exception, these have been covered in our program of memo-
randums and was part of the zim of thatiprogram. 1973 will te see
a significant effort on our part fo review and keep uppermost in
our superintendent's mind the necd to comply with the law and avoid

violating these portions of the Act.

As always, we will necessarily keep a close eye on the cost of
complying Qith the new law, and may find it necessary in the future
to charge a fee such as a percent of labor or some other charge to
account for increasing costs on work performed for customers, pertic-

ularly on cost plus work.

-12 -



Since it has always been Thorpe's policy to work safely, many

of the features of the new law merely constitutes “fine tuning"
-of our safety program. Other facets of the law signify a
signff{cant change in past practices. To this end, we plan to
re-write our stardard company safety rules and distribute them
to our field forces. We also anticipate the need to develop
some sort of continuing education program for our field personnel
to enable them to work not only safely but in compliance with

the law.
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Mr, Mel Proctor

Thorpe Products Company
. P.O. Box 33399

Houston, TX 77033

Dear Mr. Proctor:
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On December 27, 1972, six of the eight samples forwarded to us for
analysis were evaluated for possible asbestos fiber content.

As indicated to you by Mr. Denny Christensen, Chief Industrial Hygienist,
Sample #7 could not be analyzed because the filter and support pad = _
had been reversed for sampling and Sample #8 was too hoavily loaded,

possibly due to the lengthy sampling tun

a4

W

Samples #1 - #6 were analyzed by Phase Contrast Microscopy using 430X
magnification as prescrided by the Oecupauml Safety and Health

AMmainigstration Standards.

J - The results of the samples analyzed are as follows:
Station ' :
_No. location & Ccements Hazard
1 Mechanic - Thermo Fittings -  Asbestos

Preston Holloway

Cutting mm for utﬁm'.
é~hour sample - 12-11-72

. a Assistant Shipping Clerk - Asbestos
. . - Gozdon Frazier

Shipping and receiving.

é-hour u-plo - 12-1%-72

v . 3 Truck Driver - Ellis Burton Asbestos

Pick up and delivery. Unloading
#3352 cement car. ) "
! 6=hour sasple - 12-19-72

(P/cc) (P/ce)
Result TLV

0.6 5.0
0.4 S.0
0.5 $.0 -

JU i SN BARVILLE ENVIACNMENTAL CORTAGL SYSTCMS OIVISION ¢ GRECHWOGS PLAZA. OENVER COLORADO #0117 o (101) 770.10%0

-~



. - . - .. . '
‘d{: -‘.&.“ '.. '.-%‘ b‘#‘. 0# .‘=:\.'~=‘i‘§ﬂﬂ-b‘("‘\,‘,-.‘.ﬂ‘" “ho "- "‘\6 .0 \\o_\.“ L.

e g ., . . . . R __";
(' " Mr. Mal Proctor

January 23, 1973

Page 2

station . S - (P/cc) (P/cc)
No. " Locdtion & Covments - Hazard Result ' TLV

4 Shipping Clerk - Anthony Joseoh Asbestos 0.3 5.0

'-'?."-:":'-'-i;"'-'"--' T T S e 4 Salpping and ‘receiving.- Unloqdim- SR "'.."':.:'."f\j-.""."."--"..“ AR
ST T e T T ehermobestos car. : . - LT e :
Sh-hour sample - 12-18-72

S. Warehouse Superintendent - Asbestos 0.1 5.0
Pl er '

sShipping and receiving.
6~hour sample - 12-17-72

f
L ]

. 6 Shop Machine Operator - Asbestos 0.1 s.0
- Bi1) Woods

d . Cutting polyurethane. .
i . 6=hour sample - 12-13-72

-

.-- ..-...‘: "'-{:7.' " ‘ . y ". ‘ o:'s.- Y .. - ‘ ' .. : : ' .... o ...‘ -‘.‘ ... ; b’- < '. .'-.. . ., .
Du = . “'18 you should have: lny qusuonl tnq;:d!.nq the s\;:voy ruuits. plels. do
] not hesitate to contact Mr. cn:uwuu. (nyn: 623-2900. or uysalf, (303’)
770-1000. . .t
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EXHIBIT “L”



v ' iAUHEE (SMPANY INSURERS
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3 be. 7V &
ooy .

Amerean Mewriee Dvnige : wess . avm aerea!
. Ammencan Motanst UNSe | 171438 ZW-438 192
 Amepean Mewne | 1use | iy 2438 102
Amarcan Mewne | W8T | wue?
AMEnNcan MR L8 L 1180
| amencan Motanet Couvse | uves
| Amancan Motenet SR NIRAT )
Amencan Meterist CUeY | e
'St Pet Fres Marme [ 1es | wnies
'SLPeufreamemne | 11193 | 1N/83
St Peu Fre & Marre , ey | 11ies
| St Pay Fre & Marne ke NS
| 3% PauFred Mune | wves ;. 1nne8
‘% Paufred Mute i wnee | ne?
L PeuiFired Marine i WMeT | e
N Peul Fred Mo 1/68 | 111/89
| S\ Puui Fre & Manne 11/69 | 1N
' SL Poui Fre & Mune mm | nm
RN Poui Fre & Marine Wm | v
. Pud narenee Co wmm | nre
R Pud nasense Co | hm | wnm
Feserw e Co-Ctd mmre |
Federy ins Co-Cld mmg !
 Fegory s Co-Chutd urrs | e
Vigiare Ine Co-Chutd wnre |
vigiang (ng Co-Chuth wmre |\ \nm
| Vigtart ine C-Chulld wnmm | N (™
 Vigiart 'ing Co-Cudd wnm | \nrv ("™
vigiars ing Co-Chulld mm | \nmm (m
Vighamt ne Co-Owih wnmm | \nm Yy
' vigiant Ine Co-Cht® wnm | (g )
Yigient ine Co-Chtd wnm | \ne (19
| viglant ine Co-Cnatd mm | snm
| Vighars ine Co-Cud NS | ¥
 Home inesrance Co MM | 4D
, Mome inarence Co anne | e
NG Unen Fre re Ca 4180 | I/ | QLA 1TTIN
' Natt Unen Fre N0 G TR | R | UA TR
'Nart Unien Fre ine G0 NAR- | TNAS | GLA 0083
' Naft Unien Fre ins Co MRS | 104 | QLA SN
) Nart Uruan Pre iru Co Mise | M8 | AA 1EN
| Namt Uven Pre ire Co N | MAS | UAEN
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J T THORPE COMPANY INSURERS

"mssﬂ .

i loourer i From | _To

| American Fidetty Casusity e 1/1/62 | 1/1/68

| Harber insurance Co | niee | vaves | 100667
| Harbar Ineursnce Co i Wuer | 70 102848
- Migsion Ins Co | W70, U3 M70290
| Uniguard Ine Group | owurs Lownns 10434
| American Home AssurenceC €/8/74 « &/5/78 | CE 34808 88
|American Mome AsaursnceC  1/1/78 ‘ 8/8/7% 3E i517¢72
|Amercan Home AsaranceC &/%/78 | 1/1/78 8E 3817872
|Firat State Ine Co R FATr 4 AR VAT | 924342
Employers NetlinsCarp | 111778 | 41779 20013
imterastate Fre & Casuelty Co| 1/1/78 | 41779 | 15800 73890|
Hoitand American ins Co mas | 49 H 88801
‘Frat State Ine Co 11178 | 479 928083
|Unted StatesFroineCo | 111779 | 41/80 | 5320066411
| Lexington ine. Co. | 4179 | w180 | 5813925
Fra SmteinmranceCo | 41160 ! mis | 944918
Pine Top ine Co &41/80 1M MLP 10-20-79
| Aeputilic ine Co sy L 7182 COU 8800
Qld Repubtic ine Co miey | 711823 OZX 11231
Republic ins Co 7182 | 711/83 | COuV 10331
Twin Cty Fre Ins Co 83 | 71183 TX$100886
Contar Ine Co . 782 | 1188 CML 10 0808
' Repubiic Ine Co 71088 | 1184 COU 13847
centar ins Co 711088 1 7/1/84 Sinder %6413
Gilbraiter Casuaity Co Mms | 1se GMX 09848
'weutern EmploywrsineCo | 7/1/83 | N84 Binder #8422
. Republic ins Co 71184 | 711188 COU 15433
 Highiande ine Co 784 | 088 SR No.51117
iww EmployersineCo | 7/1/44 | 71188 |EX 10-0784-15007
| Landmerk ing Co 88 | /8% FE 4002038
Forum ine Co T84 | 711788 Fr-300800
Twin City Fre Ine Co 21/84 | 71188 TS 103N
firm Staee ine Co 71188 | TIH88 YL 000388
Empioyers Casuaity Co 7M/88 | 787 EXL A 0877
Stonewwl! Ing Companies miae | mar 6800 3777|
Employers Cesualty Co 78T | TSR EXL B saa77
‘ Stonewwil ing Co /87 1 71/88 | 5800 4786
; Columbia Casuaity (CNA) NI | AriliaS | UMB 180 3303
i Nat'tUnion Fre ine Co P 8/88 | 41990

NA

l1,ooo x8 Prim
;amu Prim
|1000u Prim
3.000 x3 Pnm
2,000 x9 3.000
3,000 xe Prim

{ 5,000 xs Prim
is.ooo xs $.000

, 200 x# 300
1.000 s 530
4,000 xs 1,000
$,000 xg §.000
6,000 xs §.000
§,000 xs 10,000
10,000 x» Prim
10,000x910,000
10,000 x» Prim
10.000x810.000
10,000 xs Prim
10.000xs10,000
20.000x820.000
10.000 xs Prim
25.000%910,000
10 pert of 18x238
Spwt of 13838
10,000 x» Prim
10.000x910.000
8.000 xp 20,000
3 purt ot Txn®

i 3 part of 5xa2$
5,000 xe 30,000
3,000 xs Prim
S00/0¢C
§.000 x9 Srim
$00/oce

$.000 xu Prm
$.000 xp Prim
$.000 xp Pnm

Policy No.  Persen' Ace Ocer Aggreggte '
410078 '1.000 xs Prim t1.CO0xs Pnm !

11,000 x8 Prim
2.000 xs Prim
3.000 xs Prim
13.000 x8 Pnm
2.000 xa 3.000
!3.000 xs Prim

- 6,000 ag Prim
|'s,000 xs 8,000
200 x9 300 ‘
1.600 xe Suu !
14,000 x8 1.000
,5.000 xu 5.000 |
5,000 xs 6,000
3,000 x» 10,000 |
10,000 x Prim -l
10,000x818,000 -
'10.000 x8 Prim
10,000x910.000
110,000 x Prim |
110,000x810,000 |
{20.000x820.000
110,000 xs Prim
26.000x910,000 |
110 part ot 18x836;
Spertof 152838
10,000 x@ Prim '
10,000x810,000 |
$.000 xs 20,000 °
2 pant of Ixa2b ‘
Jpertof Hags
5,000 xs 30,000 |
5,000 xs Prim i
$0Q/ag

§,000 xs Prim |
'S00/ag i
'§ 000 xs Prim
8,000 xs Prm .
;5,000 xs Aim  *

The above Insurance Policy list represents the face amounts of tha policies aazd doas
20t purpert to represent vhethar coversgs is applicable or.available to satilafy tha
claims asssrced by any party against the dafendane.
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J T THORPE COMPANY INSURERS

"EXCESS"
loourer . From | _Teo . Policy No. ' Persgn' Ace Ocgy Aggregete |
iAmc\'cmF"dmwadtym 111062 | 1/1/6% 410078 1.000xs Prim (1 COOxaPrm |
| Herber Insurence Co 171/64 , 8/23/68 ] 100887/ 1,000x8 Prim 11,000 xs Prim
| Hardar inerence Co j Ye? 170 102848 :2000xe Arim 12,000 xe Prim
Migsion ins Co | W70, WYl M70290 |3.000xs Prim  3.0CCxe Pnm |
| Umguard ine Group I wurs | owus 10434 3.000xs Prm  '3.000xs Pnem |
|American Home AssranceC €/6/74 1+ €/5/78 |  CE 34508 88 2,000 x9 3.000 | 2.000 x3 3,000 |
American Home AssrwnceC 1178 | G575 | BE 3817672 3000 Prim  13.000xsPrm |
| Amencan Home Aseurence C &/3%78 | 1178 BE 38517672 i5,000xs Pnm 5,000z Prm !
| Firm State Ins Co T s 924242 18,000 xs 5.000 15,000 28 £.000
| Employers Nett ine Corp 1178 | 41179 20013 1200 x9 300 200 xs 300 \
inerstate Fre & CasusityCo| 1/1/78 | 41779 | 155LC0 7280 1,000 e 530 1000 xe U !
Hoitand American ins Co 1178 | 4179 H 86801 4,000 x3 1,000 |4.000 x¢ 1,000
‘Firet State Ine Co 17178 | 479 926083} 5,000 x¢ 8,000  5.000 xs 5,000 |
lUmted SiateeFraineCo | 1/1/79 | 41/80 | 5320066411 $,000 xo §.000 {5,000 xa 5,000
‘Lexington ine. Co. 479 1 480 5813925 $,000 x» 10,000 15,000 xs 10,000 |
Fra SwtainaswnceCo | w1/80 | 711 344916 10,000 @ Prim 110,000 co Prim _
'Pine Tep ine Co TV IR AT MLP 10-20-79 10,000x810,000 | 10,000x910,000 -
| Aepublic ins Co N | ieg COU 6800 10,000 xs Prim  '10,000 x» Prim .
|0t Reputiic ing Co M8 | 7183 0ZX 11231 10,000x810.000 | 10,000x610,000
! Repubiic ine Co M82 | 711183 | CDV 10331 10.000 x» Prim | 10,000 x8 Prim
| Twin Cty Fre Ins Co 70182 | 71183 TXS100886 10,000x810,000 | 10,000x810,000 |
| Contanr Ine Co ' musz | e CML 10 0808 20,000x8:20, 000 |20.000x830.000
' =epublc Ine Co M83 | 711084 COU 13847 10,000 xs Prim ;13,000 xs Prim
ntmr ing Co 7183 | 71184 Sinder ¥6413 25.000%910,000 |26.000x810,000 |
Giltraiter Casuaity Co mns ! nse GMX 03848 10 part of 15338 10 part of 15x836]
'weutern EmployersinaCo | 7/1/83 | 71/84 Binder #8433 Spartof 15x336 |8 parsof 151938 '
. Republic ins Co AV TRERTAY ] CDU 18633 10,000 xs Prim {10,000 xs Prim |
| Highlande ine Ca e | M SR No.§1117 10.000x910.000 | 10,000x810.000 |
lwwn EmploywraineCo | 71/84 | 711/88 [EX 10070418007 3.000 x9 20,000 |8.000 xe 20,000 '
 Landmerk Ins Co 4 | MR8 F§ 4002038 dpartot eS| 2pantof WS |
Forum ine Co miss | T8 FF-300800 3partot el  |Ipertof 8xa28
Twin City Fre Ins Co 7084 | 1488 TS 103N 5,000 xe 30,000 | 5,000 xs 30,000 |
‘Firm Stee ine Co Mie | Me UL 000388 5,000xs Prim | 5.000 xe Prim i
Employers Casvalty Co M8 | R8T EXL A 302N77INA S00/0ce $0C/ag '
Stonewsll Ing Companies | 711/86 | 711787 5800 3777| 8.000xs Prim  '5.000xs Prim |
Employers Casualty Co TM8T | 711188 EXL B 882877(NA 800/0ce '500/ag |
' Stonewwll ing Co MI8Y | TNIeE | $800 4708 3.000xe Pnm 5000 xe Prim
;Columbia Casusity (CNA) | 771768 | 811888 |  UMB 180 3203 $000s9 Arim  |5,000xs Phm .
| Nat1Union Fre ine Co P 818/88 ! 8/15/90 $000xs Prm S000xeFnm

The above Iasurance Policy list represents the face amounts of tha policies and does
30t purport to repressnt whethar coverage is applicadle or..available to satisfy the
claims asserted dy sny pazty against ths defendasnt.
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J T THORPE COMPANY INSURERS

"EXCESS'"

‘ _loourer i From | To

| American Fidelty Casusity I 1/1/62 | 1/1/65

| Harbor insurance Co 11164 | 82366 | 100667
| Hardar Inerence Co ; 1eT | 170 102048
- Miggion lne Co IR VAV PR FAR N & M70290
| Uniguard ine Group I 9198 | wurs 10434
|American Home AssranceC  €/6/74 1 &/5/78 | CEB 34508 38
{American Home Assurence ¢ 1/1/78 l §/S7S | BE 3517672
|Amercan Home AsswrenceC &/3/78 | 1/1/78 8E 3817672
| Firmt Staze Ine Co K VVes ARERVITYTY 924242
Employers NatlinsCorp | 11778 | «1/79 20013
Interstate Fire & Casualty Co) 1/9/78 | 41779 | 18800 7269
Helland Amenican ins Co 17178 | 4U79 . H 86801
Fret State Ine Co 11178 : 4719 928063
|UntedStates FrsinaCo | 1179 | 41/80 | 5320088411
' Lexington ing. Ca. | 4179 | «41/80 | 5813925
Fre S inawarceCo | 41/80 | 711/81 | 944818
Pine Top ine Co 0 7 MLP 10-20-79
| Alepublic ins Co 181 | TMisa COU #500
Old Repubiic ine Co 78 | M1/82 OZX 11231
Republic irs Co 71183 | 711/83 | CDU 10331
Twin City Fre ins Co e | el TXS100386
Contanr Ine Co L Mus2 | Tiss CML 10 0808
'Republic ine Co | M/88 | 184 COU 13847
Centar Ine Co 711/88 | 711/84 - Binder #9413
Giltraiter Casunity Co 7788 | 1188 GMX 03848
'weutern Employwrs insCo | 7/1/83 | 7M/84 Binder #8433
. Republic ins Co mMiee ! 188 COU 16433
| ighiande Ins Co /84 | 088 SA No.5t117
| wewarn EmployersinsCo | 711784 | 711788 [EX 10-070418007
' Landmark ins Co Mise | MIE F§ 4002036
Forurn ine Co M4 | Mi8% FE-300800
Twin Ctty Fre ins Co 7MI88 | /8% TXS 103714
Sirm Statd ins Co M08 | 71188 UL 000388
Employers Casualty Co ™mise | M87 D0 A N7
Stonewst! ing Companies mies | mMiIer $800 3777|
Employers Casualty Co 7M/87 | N/s8 EXL 8 533077
' Stonswail ing Co 71187 | 768 | 5600 4708
; Columbia Casuaity (CNA} 1088 | 1889 UMB 180 3203
| Natt Union Fre ine Co V18/88 | 41590

NA

1.000 x8 Prim
;2.000:' Arim
|1000n Prim
3.000 xs Prim
2.000 x9 3.000
3,000 xs Prim

1 5,000 xs Prim
is.ooa xs 3.020

| 200 x3 300
1,000 ae 530
4,000 xs 1,000
8,000 xs §.000
8,000 x¢ 6,000
§,000 xs 10,000
10,000 x» Prim
10,000x819,000
10,000 x» Prim
10,000x910.000
10.000 x» Prim
10.000x910,000
20,000%920,000
10.000 x9 Prim
25.000%910,000

Spartaof 139338
10,000 x9 Prim
10.000x%910.000
§.000 xs 20,000
3 part ot Ixal®
3 part ot 52029
5,000 xo 30,000
4,000 x3 Prim
500/0¢cc
§.000 xs Frim
800/0ce
3,000 3 Pnin
5,000 9 Prim
$.000 x3 Pnm

10 part of 18x338 |

Policy No. ' Persgn' Acc Ocer | Aggregete
410078 '1.000 xa Prim 1C00xs PmM |

11,000 x3 Prim
2.000 xe Frim
3.000xe Arm !
'3.000 x8 Prm |
-2.000 x8 3,000
!3.000 xg Prim
15,000 18 Pim |
;s.ooo xs §.000
200 xs 300

1.600 xe Suu
|4.000 xe 1.000

i S.000 x» $.000
5,000 xa 6,000 .
$.000 xs 10.000 |
10,000 x» Prim ‘
10.000x810,000 .
‘mooo:amn !
10,000x810,000
110,000 x8 Prim |
110,000x810.000 |
|20.000x820.000
110,000 xs Prim
26.000x810.000 ;
10 part of 15x836)
Spmtof 15x38 |
10,000 x® Prim !
10,000x810,000 |
§.000 xe 20,000 :
2 part of Sxa28 l
Ipert of 5xa28
5,000 xs 30.000 |
§.000 xs Prim S
500/ag :
5,000 xs Prim |
'500/8g |
'8 000 xa Prim
8,000xs Prm .
18,000 x8 Pnm  *

The sbove Iasurance Policy list represents the face amounts of the policies and does
30t purport to reprasent vhsther coverage is applicable or..available to satiefy the
claims asserted dy sny pazty against the defendant.
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J'T THORPE COMPANY INSURERS

"EXCESS"
inoyrer | From | To Policy No. ' Person ‘L‘E_‘?ﬂ_.f__*ams_‘
American Fidelity Casualty Ile  1/1/62 | 1/1/6% 410078 1000xs Prim (¢ COOxsPrm |
Wartor Inmrance Co 11/84 | 823/86 | 100667 1,000x8 Frim 11,00 xs Phm
| Herbar Inerance Co | 16T | 170 102048 12.000x8 Arim 12,000 xe Pnm
Migsion Ins Co [ 11770 |, 1173 M70290 |3.000x8 Arim 3,000 xe Prim ‘
| Umiguard ins Group I wurs | s 10434 30003 Prm  '3.000x8 Prm |
| American Home Assuwrance ¢  €/6/74 + 6/8/7% | CE 34508 85 '2.000 x8 3.000 2.000 xs 3,000
American Home AsarwnceC 1176 | W/STS | O 3517672 |1000mPrim 13000k Prm
lAmmm Mome Aspurance C  &/%/7% | 17178 BE 3517672 15,000 xg Pnm 5,000 xp Prim
|Frat State ins Co R V2T y o ARER VIV 924242 is.ooa xs 5,000 5,000 x8 8,000
'Employers NattinsCorp | 1/1/78 } 41179 20013 '200x 300|200 xs 300 ‘
Imerstate Fire & Caguaity Col 1/9/78 | «41/79 | 158.L0 7369 1.000 a9 530 1.000 x8 SuU
Helland American ins Co 178 | 479 H 86801 4,000 xs 1,000 |4,000 x8 1.000
First Suteine Co 11/78 | 4179 926063 5,000 x9 5,000 5,000 x» §.000 |
luntedSiateaFraineCo | 11779 | 41/80 | 5320086411 5,000 xs 6,000 5,000 xa §.000 |
'Lexington Ine. Co. | ¥179 | 41/80 §813925 §,000 xe 10,000 {3,000 xs 10.0C0 |
FraSmtelnersnceCo | 4180 | 711781 344918 10,000 58 Prim (10,000 ca Prim |
'Pine Top ine Co | anigo | mie | MP 102079 10,000x910,000 |10,000x810,000
|Reputiic ins Co 11081 | 711082 CDU 8500 10,000 x8 Prim 10,000 x8 Prim |
low Republic Ine Co 78 | /82 oZX 1123 10,000x¢10,000 | 10,000x810.000
| Repubiic Ins Co 82 | TI83 | €OV 10321 10.000 xs Prim | 10,000 x® Prim |
. Twin City Firs Ins Co 71082 | 71183 TXS100886 10,000x910,000 | 10,000x810.000 |
|Contans ine Co , 782 | TIes CML 10 0808 20,000x920.000 |20.000x820.000
' epubic Ine Co | 71188 | 71/84 CDU 13947 10,000 xs Prim ;10,000 xs Prim |
.entur Ing Co 711188 | 714784 Binder ¥8412 25.000x%810,000 {26,000x810,000 |
Gilbreiter Casuaity Co M43 | T84 GMX 03648 10 part of 18x335 ! 10 part of 15xa36;
'Weutern EmployersineCo | 7/1/83 | 711/84 Binder #6422 Spwtof 13x838 |5 partof 15xe38
: Republic ins Co 71784 | 711/88 COU 16433 10,000 xs Prim  |10,000 xo Prim '
| Hightands Ine Co L wia | wvues SR No.51117 10.000x910.000 | 10.00Cxs 10,000 |
| Wetarn EmployersinsCo | 7/1/84 | 7/1/88 |EX 10-0784-18007 5,000 xs 20,000 | 5.000 xs 20,000 '
i Landmerk ing Co 71/84 | 7188 F& 4002036 dputol 5xe28 | 2pertof Sxazd {
Forum ins Co 71184 | M488 FF-300800 ‘3partot Gxa2S  |3pent of a25
Twin City Fre Ina Co 71984 | 11/8% TXS 103714 5.000 %o 30,000 5,000 xs 30,000 |
Firm Staté ins Co 71188 | 71188 UL 000388 8,000 x» Prim £.000 xs Prim |
Employers Casvalty Co 7108 | 78T EXL A 82077 So0/ecc $00/ag
Stonewsll ine Companies | 7/1/86 | 711787 6800 3777| §,000 xs Prim $.000 x» Prim
Emeioyers Casualty Co TIIST | U1ie8 EXL B 382077 800/0ce '500/89 i
* Stonewil ing Co 8T | UNIe8 | $600 4706 3.000xs Pnm S 000 xs Prim
; Columbea Casuaity (CNA) 7768 | 41889 |  UMB 180 3203 5000xs Prim  [8,000xsPrm
i Nat'| Union Frre ine Co ! 8118/88 | &/15/80 $000xs Prm  ;5000xs Pnm

The above Insurance Policy list represents the face amounts of tha policies and does
20¢ purport to represent vhether coversges is applicable or.available to satisfy the
claims asssrced by any party against ths defandant.
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THORPE CORPORATION

P. O. Box 330403
Houston, Texas 77233
Telephone (713) 644-1247 Fax (713) 6496240
FROM: R A Nowland DATE: July 20 1998
TO: Latisa SUBJECT: Officers & Directors

My records reflect the following officers for Thorpe Corporation, subsidiaries and affiliates.

Thorpe Corporation
G W Scott President & Chief Executive Officer Director
R A Nowland Executive Vice President, Chief Financial Officer & Treasurer Director
M A Hounsel Vice President of Product Engineering & Development Director
IM Wilson Director
J E Leavesley Director
Thorpe Products Company
G W Scott Chairman, CEQ & President Director
R ANowland Treasurer
J M Wilson Secretary Director
G W Musick  Assistant Secretary Director
M A Hounsel Director
J T Thorpe Company
G W Scott Chairman, President & Chief Executive Officer Director
R ANowland Vice President & Secretary Director
J C Schultz Vice President Director
R H Buck Vice President Director.
Vacant Treasurer

Leacon - Sunbelt, Inc.

JE Leavesiey Chairman, COO & President Director

JM Wilson Secretary Director

R A Nowland Director
Thorpe Insulation Services Company .

G W Scott Chairman, CEO & President Director

Dan Hausam  Vice President & Secretary Director

R H Buck Director
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!JU' Johns-Manville i L
Sales Corporation _
Ken-Caryl Ranch
Denver, Colorado 80217
(303) 979-1000

July 26, 1977

Gentlemen:

Subject: TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL ACT
JOHNS-MANVILLE ASBESTOS FIBER

Proposed rules under the new Toxic Substances Control Act
will require all manufacturers and processors of a chemical
substance after January 1, 1977 to report such substance to
the EPA.

For your information, asbestos is one of the minerals listed
in Appendix A of the Candidate List and published in the
Federal Register, Volume 42, No. 70 of Tuesday, April 12, 1977.
Paragraph 710.5 of the General Provisions and Inventory
Reporting Requirements of the Toxic Substances Control Act

as published in the Federal Register, Volume 42, No. 46 of
Wednesday, March 9, 1977 states in sub-paragraph (a) (5)

“Any mineral specifically designated in Appendix A of the
Candidate List need not be reported as it will automatically
be included in the inventory". -

You may also require the following information on asbestos
for your records.

ASBESTOS FIBER - CHRYSOTILE

CAS (Chemical Abstract Services) Registry number - 1332-21-4.
EPA Code Designation - Al52-4672.

If we can be of further assistance, please do not hesitate
to contact us.

V%ry truly yours,
/ .

“(f 2 1.\/. - :" .\)_Q'_-n.;’
by

James F. Reis
Market Manager
Asbestos Fiber

JFR:mh
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.'JU' Johns-Manville

Sales Corporation

Ken-Caryl Ranch

Denver, Colorado 80217
(303) 979-1000 .

April 28, 1978

Dear Sirs:

In case you did not read Johns-Manville's press release
regarding Mr. Califano's recent press conference and
subsequent media reports regarding past conditions under
which workers were exposed to asbestos, a copy is enclosed
for your reference.

Yours very truly,

<;;;fr/’%ﬁ"S-‘C:—-———__

J. E. Connor . :r‘\‘n"

National Sales Manager AR

Asbestos Fiber T &&
p

G\
S,
V4
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Y - Johns-MaanIe
News

C..-n,:l
Tanns . Manvdie Corparation Nea' T Amacina

APRIL 28, 1978 BT o 80217 A a49.3153 iotanct
STATEMENT OF .
JOHN A. McKINNEY
PRESIDENT AND CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
JOHNS-MANVILLE CORPORATION

This statement is made in response to media reports on a press
conference held4Wednesday (April 26) by Secretary Joseph A.
Califano of the Department of Health, Educatior, and Welfare and
refers to his printed statement which was distributed at the

time of the conference.

Past conditions in which workers were exposed to asbestos bear
no relationship whatsoever to regulated conditizns under which

we work today.

We believe Secretary Califano's statement represented an objective
analysis of asbestos-related health problems. I¢ is regrettable

that media reports we have seen failed to reflect the real

- substance of his approach.

At no time did he refer to asbestos-related health problems except
in the context of persons "heavily exposed to asbestos before the
government began to regulate,” or those “exposed in the past,
especially those from the war years,” or “past workers." These
three important qualifiers are repeated throughout the text of

his presentation, yet they are alimost studiously absent in the

edia reports.

The numerical projections contained in the Secretary's statement

are extremes that are clearly based on past corditions virtually



-,

-

ﬂm/’ ’V:L";}.-’-.' 4 ;’{“’j (A .%?é,g/. : c.

7 2

nonexistent at present. As a matter of fact, he said that "as
a result of recent government regulation, current workers,
without previous exposure, can be expected to face smaller risks

. than those exposed in the past." Unfortunately, the media did

not clearly point out that contrast between the hazards of past

exposure and the present regulated occupational environment.’

In addition, we do not believe the role of cigarette smoking was

emphasized sufficiently in the reporté we've seen.

Secretary Califano said that "a person who smokes and has been
exposed to asbestos faces a greater risk of developing asbestosis
and of dying from a respiratory ailment than an asbestos-exposed

individual who does not smoke."

As far as lung cancer is concerned, Dr. Paul Kotin, our Senior
Vice President of Health, Safety and Environment, advises me that

"clinical evidence shows that lung cancer in asbestos workers is

virtually limited to those who smoke cigarettes, and that. for all
practical purposes, lung cancer as an asbestos-related disease

would not be a problem were it not for cigarette smoking.

The overwhelming evidence shows that asbestos workers who smoke
face a greatly increased risk of developing lung cancer as well as
an increased risk of asbestosis. This is the reason we have

moved to eliminate smoking in all of our asbestos-using operations.

Even though the wofk environments in our plants fully comply with
safe levels mandated by government regulations, nonetheless we

are eliminating smoking because we believe we can further reduce our
employees' risk of contracting lung cancer to that which can be

expected in the general non-smoking population.

Dr. Kotin, who is a leading authority on cancer, has emphasized



.‘"V ra ! -
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repeatedly that non—smokihg asbestos workers are at minimal
risk to the development of lung cancer when compared with

the non-smoking general public. .

.Secretary Califano unfortunately combines smokers and non-
smokers in his projection of a "20-25 percent” attack rate
for lung cancer in workers exposed to ésbestos. Actually,
only a very small percentage of non-smoking asbestos workers

have developed lung cancer.

Again referring to the past and present, reference in the
‘Secretary's statement to asbestos as a "dangerous and
insidious" material clearly relates to past exposures. Indeed,
as Drs. Selikoff and Hammond point out in their medical paper,
which was distributed with the Secretary's statement, “In
(~terms of public health, the overwhelming problem is the
andoing, ameliorating or modifying of both current and
anticipated results of past mistakes.” (Emphasis added.)

M
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!Jm Johns-Manville

Sales Corporation éu[/é.ﬁ/;u .
o 3 . . 7 7 /:é'ﬁé/' .
genvc::.rgolondoaozn /}/}, ZZ»{,’ZQ, 4./2-,//

(303) 979-1000

November 21, 1978 .

Gentlemen:

Most of you are aware of the recent allegations that
Johns-Manville and others in the asbestos industry delib-
erately withheld information about the dangers of asbestos
and asbestos insulations. These unsupported allegations
have received widespread publicity in newspapers and
national television.

We have attached a copy of Johns-Manville's response to
these charges. These comments were a part of the testimony
by Francis H. May, Jr., executive Vice President of Johns-
Manville before a House of Representatives Subcommittee

hearing.

We hope you will read these comments and share them with
others in your company.

Very truly yours,

= o 29

James F. Reis
Market Manager
Asbestos Fiber Division

JFR:mh
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2)

3)

4)

5)

J. T. THORPE COMPANY'S
CORPORATE WITNESSES
{LIVE OR BY DESIGNATED DEPOSITION)

Moelvin Proctor
6833 Kirbyviille Strest
Houston, Texas 77033

Tom Hopkins
6833 Kirbyville Street
Houston, Texas 77033

Richard Nowiland
6833 Kirbyville Street
Houston, Texas 77033

Frank Sheidon
6833 Kirbyvilie Street
Houston, Texas 77033

Gary Musick
P. O. Box 560542
Dallas, Taxas 75356

J. T. Thorpe Comany reserves its right to call any witness listed by any other party.




EXPERT WITNESS DESIGNATION

Dr. Herbert Abrahms
University of Arizona College of Medicine
Tuson, Arizona

Dr. Abrahms preceded Dr. West as the head of the California Bureau of Adult Health. Dr. Abrahms
will testify with respect to the qualifications of Dr. West.

Turley vs. Owens-Corning Fibergtas, Circuit Court of Kanawha County, West Virginia, No. ClV 84-C-
3321, March 23, 1989 (Videotape Deposition}

Or. Elvin Adams

General Conference of SDA's
6840 Eastern Avenue, N.W,
Washington, D.C. 20012

Dr. Adams may testify on asbestos-related diseases’ effects, and in particular on smoking's effects.
Dr. Oscar Auerbach
158 Long Hill Drive
Short Hills, NJ 07078

Dr. Auerbach may testify about the Plaintitfs’ medical condition and about asbestos-related diseases.
Howard E. Ayer, CIH, CSP

2812 Linwood Avenue
Cincinnati, OH 45208-2810

Mr. Ayer is a Professor of Environmental Health at the University of Cincinnati and a Certified
Industrial Hygienist.

Dr. Stephen M. Ayres

St. Louis University School of Medicine
1325 South Grand Avenue

St. Louis, MO 63104

Dr. Ayres is a pulmonary specialist. Dr. Ayres may testify as to all matters pertaining to the history
of scientific knowledge, research and study concerning exposure to asbestos and its effects on the
human body:; as to all state of the art issues; as to his expert opinions as to safe levels of asbestos
exposure and the basis for such opinions; as to exposure to asbestos in regards to deveiopment of
respiratory diseases, including but not limited to asbestosis, lung cancer, and mesothelioma; as to
the effects of exposure to the chrysotile fiber and other asbestos fibers.

Dr. Daniel E. Banks

Section of Pulmonary and Critical Care Medicine
Department of Medicine

West Virginia University School of Medicine
Morgantown, West Virginia 26506

Dr. Banks is a pulmonary specialist. Dr. Banks may also testify with respect to his training and
experience with the National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH). He may also
testify about other pulmonary diseases, the effect of smoking on pulmonary disease as well as
general knowledge about asbestos related disease, including cancer, in the United States.

WITNESS LIST FPASE 2



David Bayliss

RD 689, Room 3812-C
United States EPA

4Q1 "M" Street, SW
Washington, D.C. 20460

Mr. Bayliss may testify regarding government testing of worksite and environmental chemicals and
substances. .

Dr. Bertrand Bennison
455 Nauset Road
Eastham, MA 02642

Dr. Bennison may testify regarding the protocol, methodology and analysis of cancer research; the
process of editing and peer review of manuscripts and scientific articles; and medical knowledge
regarding asbestos.

Dr. Bennison is qualified to testify as an expert by virtue of his education, background, and
expenence in the field of medicine and cancer research. He holds the following degrees: S.B., M.D.
and M.P.H. His experience includes 8 years with the United States Public Health Service with major
assignments at the National Institute of Health and the National Cancer Institute.

Dr. Bennison may testify about the accepted scientific standards and methods for conducting cancer
research, including protocols and use of animals in cancer experimentation and custom and practice
regarding editing and publication of scientific articles. He is expected to testify that asbestos dust
inhalation studies undertaken by Saranac Laboratory were not designed or conducted in a manner
which would allow conclusions to be drawn from the incidence of tumors. He is expected to testify
that the finding of tumors in mice resulting from this study was incidental and scientifically
inadequate for purposes of analyzing or assessing the carcinogenicity of asbestos; that its omission
from the published study was justified on scientific grounds; and that its omission did not alter the
development or progress of scientific inquiry regarding asbestos and cancer. He is also expected
to testify about medical knowledge regarding the health effects of asbestos.

The facts known to this expert that relate to, or form the basis of, his opinions or mental
impressions include those facts contained in documents relating to the inhalation dust studies
performed at Saranac Labaratory, including correspondence, memoranda, transcripts, drafts, and
published reports and related material, as well as facts obtained about cancer research during the
course of his education and professional activities, and facts contained in testimony of individuals
once affiliated with Saranac Laboratory. Such facts may also include additional facts ultimately
obtained from a review of the medical literature and a review of testimony of fact and expert
witnesses in this litigation.

Fred Blood

Si?

9171 Hwy 360 North, Suite 210
Austin, Texas 78759
{512) 338-5379

Dr. Brian Bradiey
The Lung Center
4003 Woodlawn
Pasadena, TX 77504

WITNESS LIST

Dr. Bradley is a medical doctor. He may testify about the medical condition ot the Plaintiffs and
about asbestos-related diseases.
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Dr. Lou Burgher

145 North Tower Doctors Building
4242 Farnam Street

Omabha, Nebraska 68133

(402) 559-2900

Dr. Lou Burgher is a pulmonologist who is currently president of Bishop Clarkson Memorial Hospital,
Omaha, Nebraska. He wiil testify as to requirements medically for diagnosis of asbestos related
disease. He will testify about progression, dose response, meaning of pleural change, cancer
etiology, cancer risk, requirements to attribute a cancer in part to asbestos exposure and related
medical and scientific matters related to asbestos. He will testify that there is a lack of etiologic
evidence and epidemiologic support to connect malignancies other than lung cancer and
mesothelioma to asbestos. He will also testify about various scientific studies pertaining to cancer
risk and incidences related to jobs, work place, and asbestos and other materials and substances.

He will testify on general medicine, the medicine of asbestos related disease, state of art, and
historical matters relating to asbestos and asbestos medicine, including, but not limited to,
asbestosis, pleural changes and their significance, as well as issues of progression, cancer, the
development of medical knowledge generaily, epidemiology, dose response, latency, threshoids, and
related exposure issues.

Dr. David M. Burns
University of California
San Diego Medical Center
San Diego, California

Dr. Burns is a pulmonary specialist. Dr. Burns may also testify with respect to all aspects of
asbestos related disease, the effect of smoking on pulmonary disease and cancer related issues as
well as general knowledge about asbestos related disease in the United States. .

Dr. Rupert Burtan

Triden Services, Ltd.

Occupational and Environmental Medicine
1660 S. Albion Street, Suite 700
Denver, Colorado 80222

Dr. Burtan is an occupational health physician who may testify about the training of occupational
heaith physicians at Columbia University School of Public Health and knowledge available to
occupational health physicians when he first started practicing occupational medicine during the mid-
1850's and subsequently.

Dr. Sam H. Cade, Jr.

Radiology Department

Baylor University Medical Center
3500 Gaston Avenue

Dallas, TX 75242

Dr. Cade is a B reader and may testify regarding the radiographs of the Plaintiff and/or Plaintiff's
decedent.

Dr. Philip Cagle
6565 Fannin, MS 205
Houston, TX 77030

Dr. Cagle may testify concerning the relationship of asbestos and smoking to the development of
cancer. Dr. Cagle may also testify concerning the incidence of lung cancer among individuals -~ .tn

asbestosis or exposure to asbestos-containing insulation products. Dr. Cagle may also -=s:.fy
regarding general pathology and the pathology of the Plaintiff and/or Plaintiff's decedgnt.

WITNESS LIST



Dr. Andrew Churg

The University of British Columbia
2211 Wesbrook Mail

Vancouver, B. C. Canada V6T1W5
{604) 228-711111

Or. Churg may testify regarding general pathology and the pathology of Plaintiff and/or Plaintitt's
decedent. He may also testify on the effect of smoking on pulmonary disease and cancer related
issues as well as knowledge about asbestos disease in the United States.

Dr. Joseph Cimino
New ark Medical College
50 Wiilard Avenue
North Tarryton, NY 105691

Dr. Cimino is presently the Professor and Chairman ot the Department of Community and Preventive
Medicine, New York Medical College, Vaihalla, New York. Dr. Cimino may be expected to testify
generally about research in the area of pulmonary pathology and about the process by which medical
knowledge evoived. He may also be expected to testify regarding the state of medical knowledge
tfrom the early part of the century to the middle 1960's as it regards pathological changes due to
exposure to asbestos. This Defendant believes that Dr. Cimino is of the opinion that prior to the
1960's the state of the medical art was that exposure to large amounts of asbestos over an
extended period of time could cause asbestosis; however, there was an accepted, safe level of
exposure below which there was no risk of harm; that this level was accepted by the medical and
scientific community; and that there was no acceptance of a link between asbestosis and
mesothelioma or any form of cancer until the 1960's. The opinions of Dr. Cimino are based upon
his training in medicine, his extensive professional qualifications, his research in pulmonary pathology
and his review of the relevant medical literature.

Thomas V. Colby, M.D.

Department of Laboratory Medicine and Pathology
Mayo Clinic

200 1st Street S.W.

Rochester, Minnesota 55305

Dr. Colby may testify regarding general and asbestos related pulmonary pathology and epidemiology
relevant thereto. Cancer issues, e.g., cancer risk, carcinogencity of worksite and environmental
chemicals and substances, epidemiology. Medical testimony as to medical condition of specific
Plaintifts as identified during ongoing discovery.

Patrick M. Conoley, M.D,
Kelsey-Seybold Clinic, P.A.
6624 Fannin, Suite 1800
Houston, Texas 77030

Dr. Conoley is a B reader and may testify regarding the radiographs of the plaintiffs and/or plaintiffs’
decedent.

Clark Cooper, M.D.

Borel vs. Fibreboard Paper Products, Inc., United States District Court, Eastern District of Texas,
Beaumont Division, Civil Action No. 6449 (Trial Testimony September 23, 1971)

Dr. Bobby F. Craft

Industrial Health, Inc.

640 East Wilmington Avenue
Sailt Lake City, Utah 84106

WITNESS LIST PAGE S



Dr. Cratt may testity that the medical community became aware that insulators with prolonged
intense exposure might be at risk for asbestos-related diseases in the late 1960's or early 1970's.

Dr. John E. Craighead
Department of Pathology
University of Vermont
College of Medicine
Burlington, VT 05405

Dr. Craighead may testify about the Ptaintiffs' medical condition and about asbestos-related
diseases.

Dr. James Crapo

Duke University Medical Center
Bill Building, Room 350
Durham, NC 27705

(919) 684-6266

Dr. Crapo is board certified pulmonologist who will testify as to the requirements for diagnosis of
asbestos related disease, progression, meaning of pleural change, correct reading of x-rays, dose
response, cancer etiology relating to asbestos exposure, the effect and meaning of smoking in
relation to cancer and asbestos. He will testify as to what is necessary in order for asbestos to play
a role in cancer causation as to lung cancer and mesothelioma and to the lack of etiological and
epidemiologic connection between asbestos and other cancers.

He wili also testify about inhalation of asbestos studies and other asbestos exposure studies he has
observed and participated in conducting, their meaning, progression aspects of them cellular
responses and related matters. He will testify about cancer risks, etiology, dose response principals,
the effects of cigarette smoking in humans. He will testify about various studies relating to cancer
risk from asbestos and other substances, and etiology pertaining to lung and other types of
malignancies including studies from refineries, shipyards, steel mills, and other places.

Dr. Crapo will testify as to general medical principals pertaining to asbestos exposure and asbestos
related disease.

Floyd "Red” Cryer
6833 Kirbyville Street
P. O. Box 330403
Houston, Texas 77233

Dr. J. M. G. Davis

Institute ot Occupational Medicine
Roseburgh, P.

Edinburgh, U.K. EH 895U
31-667-5131

J.M.G. Davis, Ph.D., of the institute of Occupational Medicine, Edinburgh, UK, worked with the
British Asbestosis Research Council for more that 10 years while he was associated with Cambridge
University. He will testify, it called, on the state of the medical and scientific art of asbestos diseases
through history, and the development of knowledge of asbestos related matters. He will testity from
experience on the risks, including asbestosis, lung cancer and mesothelioma, associated with the
various asbestiform minerals, as perceived by members of the medical and scientific community, and
persons involved with the industry, through time. He will also testify regarding research and
experimentation he has done on asbestos and its effects. He will testify about his and others animal
experiments with asbestos exposure, cellular responses to exposure, progression, dose response,
fiber cellular interaction, cancer risk and causation and related matters. He may also respond to
matters raised within his field of expertise by plaintiffs in the presentation of their case in chief.
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J. N. P. Davies, M.D.

277 Row

Sulkirk, NY 12207

{409) 835-5200 (Stevens & Baido)

J.N.P. Davies, M.D., is a pathologist and has practiced medicine for over 45 years. In his
pathological work he has studied asbestos-related disease and malignancy as it relates to asbestos.
He has authored papers pertaining to the epidemiology of mesothelioma and has studied
epidemiology. As part of Dr. Davies' experience, he has been involved in asbestos studies in South
Africa, the United Kingdom and the United States. Dr. Davies has studied with, worked with and
talked with a number of individuals who have historically written about and studied asbestos,
including but not limited to Dr. Meriwether, Doll, Hueper, and Wagner. He is familiar with their
thoughts, work and experiences.

Dr. Davies may tatk about cancer epidemiology ant what is involved in making determinations as to
carcinogenesis as it relates to asbestos and other substances. He may testify concerning the
epidemiology of the amosite variety of asbestos, and he may testify it is inappropriate to consider
asbestos simply as asbestos.

Dr. Davies may also testify about the threshold limit values and give an explanation of what
threshold limit values are and usage of them as they relate to industrial hygiene and exposure of
individuals to asbestos and other substances.

Dr. Davies may testify about scientific and medical literature as it relates to amosite asbestos,
epidemiology of cancer, amosite asbestos and cancer, and occupational medicine principles as they
relate to asbestos.

Dr. George L. Deiclos
6550 Fannin, #2403
Smith Tower

Houston, TX 77030

Dr. Delclos is a medical doctor. He may testify about the medical condition of the Plaintiffs and
about asbestos related diseases.

Dr. Harry Demopouios Dr. Edward A. Gaensler
Pathologist Boston University Medical Center
550 First Avenue 80 East Concord Street

New York, NY Boston, Massachusetts 02118

Dr. Demopoulos and Dr. Gaensler, if called to testify, are expected to provide testimony in the
following areas:

a. Anatomy and tunction of the respiratory and circulatory system;
b. The nature of asbestos;
c. The symptomatology, disease process and diagnosis of asbestos and cancer associated with

the respiratory system, peritoneum and peritoneal cavity;

d. The nature and extent of medical and scientific knowledge regarding any association of
obstructive pulmonary disease with asbestos fiber exposure;

e. The effect of exposure to substances other than asbestos on the development and

manifestation of obstructive and restrictive conditions and diseases of the respiratory
system;
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f. Methods of diagnosis of various diseases particularly means of establishing the differential
diagnosis of alieged asbestos-related diseases with other non-asbestos-related diseases;

g. Incidence of lung cancer among individuals with asbestosis, compared with non-asbestotic
asbestos workers and with the general population;

h. Cigarette smoking and its effect on the lung;

i The relationship of cigarette smoking to cancer of the lung and cancers of other sites with
reference to epidemiological studies and physiologic effect;

j. Difference between impairment and disability;
k. Effect of asbestosis on disability and life expectancy;

1 The tack of a relationship between presence of pleural pilaques and a later development of
any form of cancer; and

m. The history of evolution and knowledge of asbestos-related diseases.

It is also expected that Drs. Demopoulos and Gaensler may testify that the medical community
became aware that insulators with profonged intense exposure might be at risk for asbestos related
diseases in the late 1960's or early 1970's. Drs. Demopoulos and Gaensler will not testify
concerning the diagnosis or physical condition of these particular Plaintiffs.

Dr. Ernest M. Dixon
6305 Evermay Drive
McLean, Virginia 22101

Dr. Dixon is a fellow in the Occupational Heaith, Kettering Laboratory, University of Cincinnati,
Cincinnati, Ohio, 1954-1957; intern and resident in internal medicine and pathology, University of
Virginia Hospital, Charlottesviile, Virginia, 1947-1949; M.D., University of Virginia, Charlottesville,
Virginia, 1947. Dr. Dixon may testify regarding the state of the art as this subject may relate to this
Defendant. Dr. Dixon may aiso testify regarding historical review and state of the art of pulmonary
medicine and asbestos related conditions; general and asbestos related pulmonary medicine and
epidemiology relevant thereto.

Dr. Scott G. Donaldson

North Texas Pulmonary Associates
375 Municipal Drive, Suite 140
Richardson, Texas 75080

{214) 680-0666

Dr. Donaldson is a medical doctor. He may testify regarding the medical condition of the plaintiffs
and about asbestos-related diseases.

John Douli

University of Kansas Medical Center

Department of Pharmacology, Toxicology and Therapeutics
39th and Rainbow Blvd.

Kansas City, KS 66103

Dr. Doull may testify regarding the protocol, methodology and analysis of scientific studies including
cancer experimentation, custom and practice regarding peer review, and the editing and publishing
of scientific work.

Dr. Doull is qualified to testify as an expert by virtue of his education, background and experience
in the field of medicine, pharmacology and toxicology. He holds the following degrees: B.S., Ph.D.,
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and M.D. His experience includes 21 years at the University of Chicago Medical School and 24
years at the University of Kansas Medicai Center.

Dr. Doull is expected to testify about the accepted scientific standards and methods for conducting
scientific research, including protocois and use of animais in cancer experimentation and custom and
practice regarding editing and publication of scientific articles. He is also expected to testify about
the standards, customs, and practices concerning the manner of conducting

scientific studies and surveys and reporting or publishing the results of those studies.

The facts known to this expert that relate to, or form the basis of, his opinions or mental
impressions include those facts contained in documents relating to the inhalation dust studies
performed at Saranac Laboratory, including correspondence, memoranda, transcripts, drafts and
published reports and related material, documents pertaining to asbestos dust surveys conducted
by Defendants, as well as facts obtained about scientitic research during the course of his education
and professional activities, and may include additional facts ultimately obtained from a review of the
medical literature and a review of the testimony of fact and expert witnesses in this litigation.

Heinz B. Eisenstatdt, M.D.

Wimberly vs. Fibreboard Corporation, United States District Court, Eastern District of Texas,
Beaumont Division, Civil Action No. 74-224-CA, (Deposition January 16, 1975)

Page 7:11 to 14:19
Page 14:23 to 14:23
Page 16:20 to 18:25
Page 19:3 to 20:4
Page 49:7 to 50:23
Page 51:23 - to 52:22
Page 54:13 to 56:5
Page 60:3 to 62:5
Page 85:21 to 86:20
Page 124.7 to 126:17
Page 134:17 to 135:7
Page 138:9 to 139:21
Page 141:12 to 142:25
Irby Eldridge

Route 1, Box 159
Midland City, AL

Mr. Eldridge is an insulator who will testify about warnings on Defendants’ insulation products that
contained asbestos. Mr. Eidridge will give factual testimony as well as express opinions within his
field ot knowledge.

Dr. William Emory
Ochsner Clinic

1514 Jefferson Highway
New Orleans, LA 70121
(504) 838-4055

Dr. Emory is a medical doctor. He may testify regarding the medical condition of the plaintiffs and
about asbestos-related diseases.

2l
-
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Dr. William Lee Eschenbacher

The Methodist Hospital

Pulmonary Function Laboratory, F988
6565 Fannin

Houston, Texas 77030
{713)790-2070

A pulmonary specialist who will testify with iespect to all aspects of asbestos related disease,
epidemiology. fear of cancer as well as asbestos related diseases in the United States.

Maelvin W. First

Harvard School of Public Health
655 Huntington Avenue
Boston, MA 02115

Dr. First may testity on matters relating to industrial hygiene, including the methodology of
conducting industrial hygiene surveys and reporting and publishing resuits of industrial hygiene
surveys.

Dr. First is qualified to testify as an expert on the basis of his education, training, and experience in
the fields of industrial hygiene and engineering. His academic qualifications include the degrees of
Bachelor of Science in Biology and Public Health, Master of Science in Sanitary Engineering, and a
Doctor of Science in Industrial Hygiene Engineering. Dr. First is a Certified Industrial Hygienist and
a Registered Professional Engineer. He is currently Professor Emeritus at the Harvard School of
Public Health.

Or. First may testify about the standards, customs, and practices in the field of industrial hygiene
concerning the manner and method of conducting industrial hygiene surveys and reporting or
publishing the results of those surveys during all time periods relevant to this litigation.

Dr. Gregory Foster

North Texas Pulmonary Associates
375 Municipal Drive, Suite 140
Richardson, TX 75080

Dr. Foster is a medical doctor. He may testify about the medical condition of the Plaintiff and about
asbestos-related diseases.

Dr. Joe G. N. Garcia
Department of Medicine
Wilshard Memorial Hospital
Indianapolis, Indiana 46202

Dr. Garcia is a medical doctor. He may testify about the medical condition of the Plaintiffs and about
asbestos-related diseases.

Dr. Miiton Gray
521 Crestbend
Houston, TX

Dr. Gray is a medical doctor and a board certified specialist in internal medicine. His testimony may
discuss the structure and function of the respiratory system, the effects of cigarette smoking and
the diseases of the lungs, including asbestos-related diseases.

Dr. Donald Greenberg

One Baylor Plaza

Baylor College of Medicine
Houston, TX 77030
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Dr. Greenberg may testify about asbestos-reiated diseases and the effect of other substances, such
as cigarette smoke, upon the respiratory system.

William Gray

Chance vs. Armstrong World Industries, et al, Circuit Court, Lawrenceville, lllinois, Deposition
testimony January 23, 13990

Robert Grim
6102 Alexa Lane
Sylvania, OH 43560

Mr. Grim may testify about records showing sales of asbestos-containing products.

Andrew T. Haas
1300 Connecticut Avenue
N.W., Washington, D.C.

Mr. Haas is the General President of the Asbestos Workers Internationai Union. Mr. Haas may testify
about the structure of the union’s knowledge of the potential hazards of asbestos fibers, and the
dissemination of information about potential health probiems from the union to its members.

Dr. Kathryn A. Hale

Assistant Professor of Medicine
Baylor College of Medicine
6516 Bernter

Houston, TX 77030

Dr. Hale is a specialist in the area of respiratory diseases. Dr. Hale may testify as to all matters
pertaining to her examination of the Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs’ medical records; any communications
with the Piaintiffs or Plaintiffs’ family; review of x-rays of the Plaintiffs; the diagnostic criteria used
to diagnose asbestosis; her opinion as to whether Plaintiffs suffer from asbestos related disease and
the basis of such opinion; the Plaintitfs’ current medical condition and her prognosis in regard to the
Plaintiffs' medical condition.

Dr. Peter Hamill
Whitehall Cove
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Dr. Hamill is an epidemiologist physician who practices occupational and environmental medicine.
Dr. Hamiill has had extensive occupational pulmonary experience and training in the field of
occupational medicina. Dr. Hamill may testify from his experience as a U. S. Public Health Service
Occupational Health Physician with respect to what was known with respect to asbestos and health
in the field. He may also testify with respect to the state of the art insofar as it may relate to Thorpe
Products Company.

Dr. Jamas W. Hammond
1010 Town Place
Houston, Texas

Dr. Hammond was the industrial hygienist at Exxon Corporation and is expected to testify with
regard to the knowledge and practice of the chemical and refinery industry in general with regard
to asbestos in its refineries.

Russeli Allen v. American Petrofina, Inc., No. B-126,986, Jefferson County, Texas, District Court,
60th Judicial District, deposition testimony (4 volumes - entire transcript}
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George C. Hamrick
16948 Marcus Street
Channelview, Texas

Dr. R. Brent Harrison

The University of Mississippi Medical Center
Department of Radiology

2500 North State Street

Jackson, MS 39216

(601) 984-2515

Dr. Harrison is a B reader and may testify regarding the radiographs of the plaintiffs and/or plaintitfs
decedent.

Dr. Pater Heidbrink

Southwest Pulmonary Associates

St. Paul Protessional Building #2

5959 Harry Hines Boulevard, Suite 711
Dallas, TX 75235

Dr. Heidbrink is a specialist in the area of respiratory diseases. Dr. Heidbrink may testify as to all
matters pertaining to his examination of the Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs’ medical records; any
communications with the Plaintiffs or Plaintiffs’ family; review of x-rays- of the Plaintiffs; the
diagnostic criteria used to diagnose asbestosis; his opinion as to whether Plaintitfs suffer from
asbestos related diseases and the basis for such opinion; the Plaintiffs' current medical condition and
his prognosis in regard to the Plaintiffs' medical condition.

Dr. Michael D. Henderson
330 Rittiman Road
San Antonio, TX 78209

Dr. Henderson may testify concerning the relationship of asbestos and smoking to the development
of cancer. Dr. Henderson may also testify concerning the incidence of lung cancer among individuals
with asbestosis or exposure to asbestos containing insulation products. Dr. Henderson may also
testify regarding general pathology and the pathology of the Plaintiff and/or Plaintiff's decedent.

Dr. John Higginson

212 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W,
Suite 220

Washington, D.C. 20007

Dr. Higginson may testify regarding the protocol, methodology, and analysis of cancer
experimentation; custom and practice regarding peer review and the edmng of scientific work; and
medical knowledge regarding asbestos.

Dr. Higginson is qualified to testify as an expert on the basis of his education, training and
experience in the fields of pathology, oncology, and cancer research. He holds the following
degrees: B.A.,M.B.,B.CH.,B.A.0.,F.R.C.P., and M.D. His experience includes 15 years as director
of the International Agency for Research on Cancer (I.A.R.C.). He is presently Senior Fellow at the
Institute for Heaith Policy Analysis at Georgetown University Medical Center and Professor of
Community and Family Medicine and Pathology at Georgetown University Medical School.

Dr. Higginson is expected to testify about the accepted scientific standards and methods for
conducting cancer research, including protocols and use of animals in cancer experimentation and
custom and practice regarding editing and publication of scientific articles. He is expected to testify
that asbestos dust inhalation studies undertaken by Saranac Laboratory were not designed or
conducted in a manner that would allow conclusions to be drawn from the incidence of tumors. He
is expected to testify that the finding of tumors in mice resuiting from this study was incidental and
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scientifically inadequate for purposes of analvzing or assessing the carcinogenicity of asbestos; that
its omission from the published study was justified on scientific grounds; and that its omission did
not alter the development or progress of scientific inquiry regarding asbestos and cancer. He is also
expected to testify about medical knowledge regarding the health effects of asbestos.

The facts known to this expert that relate to, or form the basis of, his opinions or mental
impressions include those facts contained in documents relating to the inhalation dust studies
performed at Saranac Laboratory, including correspondence, memoranda, transcripts, drafts and
published reports and related material, as well as facts obtained about cancer research during the
course of his education and professional activities, and facts contained in testimony of individuals
once affiliated with Saranac Laboratory. Such facts may also include additional facts ultimately
abtained from a review of the medical literature and a review of testimony of fact and expert
witnesses in this litigation.

Dr. Roger Hill
An economist that may be called upon to testify with respect to economic damages of plaintiff(s).

Dr. Elliott Hinkes
301 North Prairie Avenue, Suite 311
Inglewood, California 90301

Dr. Hinkes is a board certified oncologist and hematologist. Or. Hinkes may testify concerning the
relationship of asbestos and smoking to the development of cancer. Dr. Hinkes will also testify
concerning the incidence of lung cancer among individuals with asbestosis or exposure to asbestos-
containing insulation products.

Horton Corwin Hinshaw, Sr.
Retired Emeritus Professor of Medicine
University of California

School of Medicine

P. 0. Box 546

Belvedere, CA 94920

Dr. Hinshaw may testify about the state of the scientific and medical knowledge concerning
asbestos. Included in his testimony will be discussion of the respiratory system, asbestos-related
diseases, and the effect of other substances on the respiratory system.

Dr. Hughson

University of California
San Diego Medical Center
San Diego, California

Dr. Hughson is a puimonary specialist. Dr. Hughson may also testify with respect to ail aspects of
asbestos related disease, the effect of smoking on pulmonary disease and cancer related issues as
well as general knowledge about asbestos related disease in the United States.

Gary M. Hutter

Triodyne Environmental Engineering
53950 West Touhy Avenue

Niles, IL 60648

Edwin C. Hyatt
535 Rover Boulevard
Los Alamos, NM 87544
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Mr. Hyatt is expected to testify on matters relating to industrial hygiene, including the methodology
of conducting industrial hygiene surveys. and the customs and practices of reporting and publishing
the results of those surveys and related matters.

Mr. Hyatt is qualified to testify as an expert on the basis of his education, training and experience
in the field of industrial hygiene. His qualitications include the degree of Bachelor of Science in
Chemistry, graduate courses at Kansas University and the Harvard School of Public Health, and
extensive experience as a practicing industrial hygienist and consuitant. He is a Certified Industrial
Hygienist.

Mr. Hyatt is expected to testify about the standards, customs, and practices in the field of industrial
hygiene concerning the manner and method of conducting industrial hygiene surveys and reporting
or publishing the results of those surveys during all time periods relevant to this litigation.

Dr. Daniel Jenkins

Bell vs. Fibreboard Corporation, United States District Court, Eastern District of Texas, Beaumont
Division, Civil No. B-74-50-CA {(Deposition May 24, 1975)

Page 24:24 to 33:3
Page 196:1 to 198:25
Page 220:1 to 226:1
Page 228:10 to 234:25
Page 235:14 to 237:1
Page 241:16 to 242:25
Page 243:4 t0 244:1
Page 244:16 to 245:25
Page 246:19 t0 247:23
Page 251:25 -to ) 254:25
Page 255:20 to 256:13
Page 257:4 to 258:15
Page 259:2 to 259:23
Page 262:24 to 263:20
Page 267:11 to 269:6
Page 273:4 to 274:25
Page 283:9 to 285:13
Page 319:5 to 320:13
Page 340:22 to 342:14
Page 353:14 to 3574
Page 363:17 to 364:2
Page 364:14 to 365:8

Dr. Robert N. Jones

Tutane University School of Medicine
Pulmonary Diseases Section

1700 Perdido Street

New Orleans, LA 70112

Dr. Jones is a medical doctor. He may testify regarding the medical condition of the plaintiffs and
about asbestos-related diseases.

E. A. Kyburz

Dunn vs. Johns-Manville, United States District Court, Southern District of Texas, Houston Division,
Civit Action No. 73-H-1072 (Deposition Testimony February 6, 1976}

Page 13:15 to 14:10
Page 15:18 to 15:22
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Page 17:4 to 18:25
Page 69:22 to 70:11

Dr. Joffrey S. Lee

Building 512

University of Utah

Salt Lake City, Utah 84112

Dr. Lee may testify that the medical community became aware that insulators with prolonged intense
exposure might be at risk for asbestos-related diseases in the late 1960's or early 1970's.

James E. Lockey, M.D., M.S.

Institute of Environmental Health
University of Cincinnati Medical Center
Clinical Studies Division

5251 Medical Science Building, M.L. 182
231 Bethesda Avenue

Cincinnati, OH 45267-0182

Dr. Lockey may testify about the state of the scientific and medical knowledge concerning asbestos.
Inciuded in his testimony will be discussion of the respiratory system, asbestos-related diseases, and
the effect of other substances on the respiratory system.

Dr. Paut MacAvoy
3333 Eimwood Avenue
Rochester, New York 14610

Dr. MacAvoy is the Dean of the University of Rochester School of Business. Dr. MacAvoy may
testify regarding his research into the economic viability of asbestos defendants and ti.ir insurers
in the aggregate and their ability to pay punitive damages versus compensatory damages.

Robert C. Magor, Ph.D., C.LH. - Industrial Hygiena
6712 Bulkley Road
Lorton, Virginia 22079

Dr. Magor obtained his B.S., Chemistry, Lafayette College; Masters of Public Heaith, University of
Michigan; M.S. in Industrial Health and Ph.D. in Industrial Health, University of Michigan. Dr. Magor
is expected to testify concerning exposure modeling and industrial hygiene analysis, as well as state
of the art as it may apply to the Defendant.

Charles S. Matney
4403 Cedar Bayou
Baytown, Texas 77521

Dr. Forde A. Mclver

Pathology Associates, P.A.

135 Rutledge Avenue
Charleston, South Carolina 29401

Dr. Mclver may testify on state-of-the-art and the Saranac papers, to the effect that the Defendants
could not have known end users were at risk until approximately the late 1960's or early 1970's.

Dr. Joseph M. Miller
Box 365
New Hampton, New Hampshire

Dr. Miller may testify on state of the art and the Saranac papers, to the effect that the Defendants
could not have known end users were at risk until approximately the late 1960's or early 1370's.

W
m
n

WITNESS LIST PAf



Frank Paul Mooney

R.L.Mooney, Sr. vs. Fibreboard Corporation, United States District Court, Eastern District of Texas,
Beaumont Division (Trial Testimony January 14, 15, 1980)

Page 117:4 t0 117:8
Page 134:11 to 134:15
Page 135:24 to 136:10
Page 146:11 to 147:2

J. Stephen Moore

Medical College of Wisconsin
Department of Preventive Medicine
8701 Watertown Plank Road
Milwaukee, Wi 53226

Dr. Moore is expected to testify on matters relating to industrial hygiene and occupational medicine.

Dr. Moore is qualitied to testify as an expert on the basis of his education, training, and experience
in the fields of industrial hygiene and occupational medicine. He holds the foliowing degrees:
Bachelor of Science in Physics, Master of Public Heaith in Occupational Medicine, and Medical
Doctor. He is a Certified Industrial Hygienist and certified in the field of occupational medicine by
the American Board of Preventive Medicine. He is currently an Assistant Professor in the
Department of Preventive Medicine at the Medical College of Wisconsin.

Dr. Moore is expected to testify about the standards, customs, and practices in the field of industrial
hygiene concerning the manner and method of conducting industrial hygiene surveys and reporting
or publishing the results of those surveys during all time periods relevant to this litigation, including
the periods during which Defendants conducted surveys relating to asbestos and reported or
published the results of its surveys. He is expected to testify that the conduct of the various
employees of Defendants in performing those surveys and in reporting and publishing their resuits
conformed to the generally accepted standards, customs, and practices in the field of industrial
hygiene. He is also expected to testify concerning certain clinical observations, physical
examinations, and X-ray examinations made during the course of the surveys regarding asbestos
dust.

The facts known to this expert that relate to, or form the basis of, his opinions or mental
impressions include those facts contained in documents pertaining to asbestos dust surveys
conducted by Defendants, including reports, published articles, correspondence and memoranda,
facts obtained from a review or knowiledge of government or industry standards relating to proper
methodology for capturing and analyzing air samples, and facts obtained from textbooks and
handbooks regarding industrial hygiene practice and similar material and may include additional facts
ultimately obtained from a review of the medical literature and a review of the testimony of fact and
expert witnesses in this litigation. Additional facts known to this expert were obtained through
education, training and experience as an industrial hygienist and as a medical doctor in the fieild of
occupational medicine.

Dr. Robert Morgan
520 Third Street, Suite 208
Qakland, California

Dr. Morgan may testify regarding cancer issues, e.g., cancer risk, carcinogenicity of worksite and
environmental chemicals and substances, epidemiology.

e
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Dr. William K. C. Morgan
University Hospital

University of Western Ontario

P. O. Box 5339, Postal Station A

London,

Ontario N6A 5 AS

Dr. Morgan is a professor of medicine and director of chest diseases services at the University of
Western Ontario. He was educated in England and Scotland, and among other appointments is a
member of the Advisory Board for Occupational Health & Safety Resource Center at the University
of Western Ontario. He has knowledge of the pathology, diagnosis, testing and causation of
pulmonary and related disease, including mesothelioma, lung cancer and asbestosis. He will testify
about the state-of-the-medical-art as it relates to knowledge of heaith hazards associated with
exposure to asbestos dust, based on his review of asbestos-related literature and his own
experience. He may testify about the Plaintifts’ medical condition.

Dr. David Muir

Occupational Health Program
McMaster University

1200 Main Street West
Hamilton, Ontario L8N 325

Canada

Dr. Muir is an occupational heaith specialist with extensive occupational pulmonary training and
expertise. Dr. Muir may also testify with respect to the history of occupational medicine during this
same period and the state of the art at various times insofar as it may relate to J. T. Thorpe
Company.

Dr. Robert Murray

S. Hill, Church Road

Newton Green

Sudbury, Suffolk, U.X. CO10-0QP
787-312-820

Dr. Murray is an occupational medicine specialist, having practiced occupational medicine since the
1940's. He served in World War Il with the allied forces and will testify how those forces played
a part in occupational medicine concepts as well as the utility of asbestos in the war effort and
otherwise,

Dr. Murray worked with the Inspector or Factories Office in the United Kingdom in the 1940Q's and
early 1950's and he was involved with Dr. Meriwether and will testify about that involvement and
the thoughts of Dr. Meriwether. He will testity that in the 1340's when Dr. Meriwether was writing
about asbestos-related matters, that Dr. Meriwether thought the problem of asbestosis was under
control and consequently any problem with malignancy would no longer exist, if it ever did.

He will testify about his work as a member of the Inspector of Factories Office, the various
responsibilities they had, and their change for the industrial health of the nation. He will testify that
the 1933 British regulations did not apply to laggers {installers of asbestos products) and there were
no regulations in the United Kingdom applying to that until 1968 or thereabouts. He will testify that
he worked with Dr. Meriwether, but it did not include instaliers of preformed asbestos-containing
products. It was thought that any cancer risk which had existed was under control due to the
asbestos reguiations and reductions in exposures that were consequently thought to occur. The first
British regulations which applied to laggers (instailers) were in the late 1960's. Dr. Murray believes
amosite asbestos is a unique fiber and it was not recognized as a probiem in relation to malignancy
in humans through the early 1970's. He will also testify it was a general thought that before
asbestos could be considered involved in a malignancy at all, there must be pre-existing significant
asbestosis. If Dr. Murray had thought that installers of asbestos-containing products were at
significant risk to get asbestos-related disease, he would have attempted to do something about that
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during the time he worked for the Inspector of Factories Office and later during the time he was
Chiet Medical Doctor for the Trades Union Counsel in the United Kingdom.

in the 1350's Dr. Murray became Chief Medical Doctor and Advisor to the Trades Union Counsel
in the United Kingdom and had the responsibility for coordinating with industry unions and the
government in relation to health matters pertaining to various unions and paying attention to the
health of all the workers. During that time frame, he did not recognize that installers and those
allegedly exposed to asbestos-containing products were at undue risk to get asbestos-related

- disease. If he had thought there was a significant hea}th problem to installers of preformed asbestos
products and anyone who might have gotten sidestream exposure from such operations in the fifties
and sixties, he would have attempted to cause changes to be made in such work place exposures
and he did not recognize such a need during that time. He will also testify that there was no
requirement for a warning on asbestos-containing products in the United Kingdom until the eariy
1970's. Dr. Murray will testify that asbestos cannot be considered as simply asbestos, but that the
circumstances of exposure and the type of fiber must be taken into consideration. He does not
believe that amosite asbestos was believed to be a cause of malignancy in humans until after 1972.
Dr. Murray will testify about Principles of Industrial Hygiene and Occupational Medicine and how
they have applied historically in relation to asbestos. He will testify about scientific literature that
relates to amosite asbestos and the field of occupational medicine.

Mr. Richard Nowland
Thorpe Products Company
P. 0. Box 330403
Houston, TX 77233

Mr. Nowland may testify concerning the distribution of J. T. Thorpe Company's products, the status
of J. T. Thorpe Company as a distributor, the various locations and customers of J. T. Thorpe
Company and the history, etc. of J. T. Thorpe Company.

Mr. Jerry Neison
P.O. Box 1328
Winnie, TX 77665

Mr. Nelson may testify concerning the distribution of J. T. Thorpe Company's products, the status
of J. T. Thorpe Company as a distributor, the various locations and customers of J. T. Thorpe
Company and the history, etc. of J. T. Thorpe Company.

Dr. Robert O’'Neal
Rt. 1 Box 168
Parkinston, Mississippi 39573

Dr. O'Neal may testify regarding general pathology and the pathology of the Plaintitf and/or
Plaintitt's decedent.

David L. Page, M.D.

Vanderbilt University Medical School
1211 22nd Avenue South

Room C-3311

Medical Center North

Nashville, Tennessee 37232

Dr. Page may testify regarding general and asbestos related pulmonary pathology and epidemiology
relevant thereto; cancer issues, e.g., cancer risk, carcinogenicity of worksite and environmental
chemicals and substances. epidemiology; medical testimony as to medical condition of specific
Plaintitts as identified during ongoing discovery.
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David Richard Page

R.L.Mooney, Sr. vs. Fibreboard Corporation, United States District Court, Eastern District of Texas,
Beaumont Division (Trial Testimony January 14, 15, 1980}

Page 49:15 to 50:7

Page 53:18 to 53:19
Page 55:9 to 55:10
Page 58:13 to 58:25

John A. Pendergrass, C.I.H., C.S.P., P.E.
100 North Washington Street, Suite 308
Falls Church, Virginia 22046

Mr. Pendergrass obtained his M.P.H., Industrial Hygiene, University of Michigan, 1954-1955 and a
B.S., Biology/ Chemistry, University of Alabama, 1946-1948. Mr. Pendergrass may testify
concerning state of the art as it applies to J. T. Thorpe Company.

Jack E. Peterson, P.E.
Peterson Associates
2830 Via Viejas QOeste
Alpine, CA 91301
(619) 445-9668
(619).445-6257 - Fax

Mr. Peterson is a Certified Industrial Hygienist.

A. Mitchell Polinsky

Stanford University

Protessor of Law and Economics
Crown Quadrangle

Stanford, CA 94306-8610

Dr. Polinsky is an expert who may testify about the inappropriateness of punitive damages in this
and similar cases based upon research he and others have conducted.

David S. Prince, M.D. - Pulmonary Medicine
1025 Walnut Street

804 College Building

Philadelphia, Pennsyivania 13107

Dr. Prince obtained his B.A., Biological Sciences, University of Mary|and; M.D., University of
Maryland School of Medicine, 1979. Dr. Prince is expected to testify concerning the medical
aspects of asbestos exposure.

Mr. Melvin P. Proctor
Thorpe Products Company
P. O. Box 330403
Houston, Texas 77233

Mr. Proctor may testify concerning the distribution of J. T. Thorpe Company's products, the status
of J. T. Thorpe Company as a distributor/retailer, the various locations and customers of J. T.
Thorpe Company and the history, etc. of J. T. Thorpe Company. Additionally, Mr. Proctor may
testify regarding the state of the art and/or knowledge as same relates to J. T. Thorpe Company.
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Sheldon H. Rabinovitz, Ph.D., C.I.H.
966 Hungertford Drive, Suite 20
Rockville, MD 20852

Dr. Rabinovitz obtained his B.S., Chemistry, Wayne State University, Detroit, Ml 1966; M.S.,
Occupational and Environmental Health, College of Medicine, Wayne State University, Detroit, MI,
19639, Major: Industrial Hygiene; Ph.D., Physiology, College of Medicine, Wayne State University,
Detroit, MI, 1972, Major: Toxicology; previous manager of Industrial Hygiene and Safety for the
United States Environmental Protection Agency involved in all EPA employee industrial health and
safety programs. Dr. Rabinovitz may testify on state of the art as it may apply to J. T. Thorpe
Company.

Professor Raleigh Rahls

Professor Rahlis is an economist and he may be called upon to testify with respect to economic
damages of plaintiff(s). If Professor Rahls is unavailable, J. T. Thorpe Company will substitute
another economist who will evaluate compensatory damages in various manners,

William Nicholas Rom, M.D., M.P.H.

Feflowship Training: Mount Sinai School of Medicine, New York, New York, 1975-1977, Puimonary
Disease and Environmental Medicine; Resident Training: University of California, Davis- Sacramento
Medical Center, Sacramento, California, Internal Medicine, 1973-1975; Advanced Degrees: M.P.H.,
Harvard School of Public Health, Boston, Massachusetts, Environmental and Occupational Heaith,
1972-1973; Board certification: {1) Occupational Medicine, American Board of Preventive Medicine,
1977, {2) Puimonary Diseases, American Board of internal Medicine, 1976, {3) American Board of
Internal Medicine, 13975, (4) National Board of Medical Examiners, 1972. Dr. Rom is expected to
testify concerning the medical aspects of asbestos exposure and other areas relevant to this
litigation within the expertise of Dr. Rom.

Dr. Robert Ross
17030 Nanes Drive, Suite 214
Houston, Texas 77090

Dr. Ross is a specialist in the area of respiratory diseases. Dr. Ross may testify as to all matters
pertaining to his examination of the Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs’ medical records; any communications
with the Plaintiffs or Plaintiffs’ family; review of x-rays of the Plaintiffs; the diagnostic criteria used
to diagnose asbestosis; his opinion as to whether Plaintiffs suffer from asbestos related disease and
the basis of such opinion; the Plaintiffs’ current medical condition and his prognosis in regard to the
Plaintiffs' medical condition.

Nicholas Sargent, M.D.
1200 N. State Street
Los Angeles, California 90033
Dr. Sargent may testify regarding general puimonary radiology and/or ILO interpretation of x-rays.

Dr. Irving Selikoff

Dr. Selikoff has testified on numerous occasions about the history of medical research about
asbestos and about insulators in the United States and Great Britain.

Tomplait vs. Combustion Engineering, United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas,
Beaumont Division, Civil No. 5402, March 4, 1968.

Page 2:6 to 6:17
Page 10:3 10 11:24
Page 12:24 to 15:24
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Page 17:31 to 22:19

Page 23:14 to 25:8
Page 28:3 to 28:7
Page 37:6 to 39:10

Rogers vs. Johns-Manvilie, Cir_cuit Court of Missouri No. 720,071, February 13, 1971

Page 63:22 to 64:20
 Page 66:7 to 68:18
Page 68:24 to 69:4
Page 69:13 to 72:1
Page 90:4 to 90:25
Page 91:17 to 94:1
Page 94:17 to 94:22
Page 96:1 to 97:13

Dr. James Robert Shephard, lil

University of Texas Heaith Center at Tyler
Department of Radiology

P. 0. Box 2003

Tyter, TX 75710

Dr. Shepherd is a B reader and may testify regarding the radiographs of the Plaintitf and/or Plaintiffs'
decedent.

Joseph Ralph Shrode

Porter vs. Fibreboard, United States District Court, Eastern District of Texas, Beaumont Division,
{Deposition August 19, 1970)

Page 7:16 to 8:15
Page 8:19 to 8:23
Page 121:11 to 121:16
Page 121:21 to 122:15
Page 126:23 10 128:3
Page 129:24 to 130:14

Borel vs. Fibreboard Paper Products, Inc., United States District Court, Eastern District of Texas,
Beaumont Division, Civil Action No. 6449 (Trial Testimony September 27, 1971)

Page 858:9 to 859:17
Page 865:13 to 872:13
Page 882:5 to 882:9

Tomplait vs. Combustion Engineering
Page 98:5-12

Dr. Allan Shulkin

Medical City Dallas Hospital
7777 Forest Lane, Suite 202
Dallas, TX 75230

Dr. James G. Smith, Jr.

Highland Clinic

1455 E. Bert kouns, Industrial Loop
Shreveport, LA 71135-1455
{318)798-4500
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A pulmanary specialist who will testify with respect to ail aspects of asbestos related diseases,
epidemiology, fear of cancer as well as asbestos related diseases in the United States.

Dr. Kenneth Smith
Chief Medical Director
Canadian Johns-Manville/Johns-Manville

Or. Wilbur A. Spaul

Spaul Environmental, Inc.
11279 Knights Griffin Road
Thonotosassa, Florida 33592
(813) 870-4895

Wilbur Spaul, Ph.D., of 2001 Pan Am Circle, Suite 100, Tampa, Florida, is an Industrial Hygienist
who has worked in industrial hygiene for several decades. Dr. Wilbur Spaul worked as an industrial
hygienist in the U.S. Navy and was trained and assigned to deal with asbestos-related matters, the
study of asbestos in the shipyards of the U.S. Navy in California and other places, the study of
exposure and what industrial hygiene measures were necessary. If offered, he will testify about
exposure levels found by him and what was recognized by him from his study of exposure reports,
tests, and findings. Dr. Spaul has done studies of asbestos exposure levels on various jobs,
including work at the shipyards, buildings and other places of potential expasure.

Dr. Spaul is familiar with principles of fiber drift, fiber fall, and how asbestos settles out of the air
and fails to remain airborne. He will give testimony about the speed with which asbestos fiber settle
out and get away from the breathing zones of individuals. He will testify about general principles
of industrial hygiene as they relate to asbestos, the Industrial Hygiene Foundation, and the various
recognized permissible levels of exposure to asbestos over time.

Dr. Spaul will testify as to what exposures have been demonstrated from usages of various types
of asbestos products, including Unibestos, both through the direct use or manipulation of asbestos
at different points away from the immediate product. He will testify as to how quickly exposure
levels fall from the immediate source of dust. Dr. Spaul has visited and studied various places where
insulation products were used and manipulated and removed, including shipyards, refineries, schools
and other work processes. He will testify as to the purpose of threshold limit values, their meaning,
how they should be interpreted and applied. He will also testify about the work of the industrial
Hygiene Foundation and how its rules and requirements are applied to industrial health. He will also
testify about respirators, their usage and general effectiveness.

Dr. Jessie Steinfield

Dr. Steinfield will testify concerning government warnings, smoking, and some areas of state-of-the-
art.

Roy Steinforth

Jakie R. Starnes, et ux vs. Combustion Engineering, Inc., et al, No. 2-75-122, USDC, Eastern District
of Tennessee, Northeastern Division (Deposition taken May 10, 1976)

Page 4, Lines 1-22

Page 5, Lines 1-22

Page 6, Lines 1-5, 10-22

Page 7, Lines 1-5, 10-22

Page 10, Lines 8-22

Page 13, Lines 15-22 o
Page 17, Lines 8-22

Page 18, Lines 1-22

Page 19, Lines 1-22

Page 41, Lines 21-22
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Page 42, Lines 1-8
Page 43, Lines 2-22
Page 44, Lines 1-3
Page 45, Lines 2-9
Page 48, Lines 9-22
Page 49, Lines 1-22
Page 50, Lines 1-2
Page 53, Line 22
Page 54, Lines 8, 11-22
Page 55, Lines 1-22
Page 56, Lines 16-22
Page 62, Lines 4-16
Page 66, Liens 1-22
Page 73, Liens 15-22
Page 74, Lines 1-19

Ernest Stavener, Jr.
Ernest Stevener, Jr. vs. Fibreboard Corporation, et al, In the 129th Judicial District Court of Harris

County, Texas, Cause No. 89-54231
(Deposition taken December 9, 1993)

Dr. Paul Stevens
Professor of Medicine
Baylor College of Medicine
6516 Bernter

Houston, TX 77030

Dr. Stevens is a specialist in the area of respiratory diseases. Dr. Stevens may testi*v as to all
matters pertaining to his examination of the Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs’ medical records; any
communications with the Plaintiffs or Plaintiffs’ family; review of x-rays of the Plaintiffs; the
diagnostic criteria used to diagnose asbestosis; his opinion as to whether Plaintiffs suffer from
asbestos related disease and the basis of such opinion; the Plaintiffs’ current medical condition and
his prognosis in regard to the Plaintiffs’ medical condition.

Dr. Gail Stockman

701 E. Marshall, Suite 502
Longview, Texas 75601
(903) 753-0787

A pulmonary specialist who will testify with respect to all aspects of asbestos related diseases,
epidemiology, fear of cancer as well as asbestos related diseases in the United States.

Johnnie M. Stoma
5523 Mary Frances
Houston, TX

Mr. Stoma will testify about the knowledge of insulators about the potential hazards of asbestos and
the warnings given by manufacturers.

Dr. Richard Sutch
1601 Arch Street
Berkeley, California 94709

Dr. Sutch is an economic historian. Dr. Sutch will testify about the circumstances and conditions

that existed during the war-time economics in the United States. Dr. Sutch will testify about the
control exercised by the United States government as part of the war-time economy over war

WITNESS LIST PAGE 23



materials including asbestos containing insulation products and what effect that had cn companies
such as Defendants.

Charles Lawrence Swezey, Esq.
272 Fulton Street
Palo Alto, California 34301

Larry Swezey is a retired Commissioner of the State of California Workers' Compensation Appeals
Board and former judge of the industrial Accident Commission. Mr. Sweezey will testify about the
state of knowledge in the workers' compensation community about asbestos and health.

William David Travis, M.D.
5225 Pooks Hill Rd., Apt. 812 South
Bethesdea, MD 20814

Dr. Travis obtained his M.D., 1981, University of Fiorida College of Medicine, Gainesville; B.S.,
1977, Biology, Haverford College, Haverford, Pennsylvania. Dr. Travis is a medical doctor and
pathologist and may testify regarding the medical and pathological aspects of asbestos exposure as
it relates to this litigation. :

Dr. J. C. Wagner

MRC External Staff

Team Qccupational Lung Disease
Llandough Hospital

Penarth, Glamorgan

CF6-1XW

UK

Dr. Wagner will give factual testimony concerning his knowledge of relevant facts as well as express
opinions within his field of knowledge.

Dr. Hans Waill

Tulane University
School of Medicine
1700 Perdid Street
Second Floor

New Orleans, LA 70112

Dr. Weill is a pulmonary disease specialist. Dr. Weill may testify to all matters pertaining to scientific
knowledge, research and study in regards to exposure to asbestos and its effects on the human
body: as to the latency periods of asbestos related diseases; as to the various types of asbestos
fibers and their effects on the human body; as to the effects of exposure to the chrysotile fiber in
regard to asbestos refated diseases; scientific criteria used to diagnose respiratory diseases, including
but not limited to asbestos, lung cancer, mesothelioma; as to all matters pertaining to the Plaintiffs’
medical condition; as to all state of the art issues.

Dr. Elizabeth Waeisburger
5309 McKinley Street
Bethesda, MD 20814

Dr. Weisburger is expected to testify regarding the protocol, methodology and analysis of cancer
research and the protocol and practice regarding the process of editing and peer review of scientfic
research manuscripts.

Dr. Weisburger is qualified to testify as an expert on the basis of her education, training and
experience in the field of cancer research. She holds Bachelor of Science and Ph.D. degrees in
Organic Chemistry. Her experience includes more than 30 years as a Research Scientist and
Assistant Director at the National Cancer Institute.
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Dr. Weisburger is expected to testify about the accepted scientific standards and methods for
conducting cancer research, inciuding protocols and use of animals in cancer experimentation and
custom and practice regarding editing and publication of scientific articles. Sheis expected to testify
that asbestos dust inhalation studies undertaken by Saranac Laboratory were not designed or
conducted in a manner that would allow conclusions to be drawn from the incidence of tumors. She
is expected to testify that the finding of tumors in mice resulting from this study was incidental and
scientifically inadequate for purposes of analyzing or assessing the carcinogenicity of asbestos; that
its omission from the published study was justified on scientific grounds; and that its omission did
not alter the development or progress of scientific inquiry regarding asbestos and cancer. She s also
expected to testify about medical knowledge regarding the heaith effects of asbestos.

The facts known to this expert that relate to, or form the basis of, her opinions or mentai
impressions include those facts contained in documents relating to the inhalation dust studies
performed at Saranac Laboratory, including correspondence, memoranda, transcripts, drafts and
published reports, and related material, as well as facts obtained about cancer research during the
course of her education and professional activities, and facts contained in testimony of individuals
once affiliated with Saranac Laboratory. Such facts may also include additional facts ultimately
obtained from a review of the medical literature and a review of testimony of fact and expert
witnesses in this litigation.

Noel Weiss, M.D.

University of Washington )
Health Science Building, Room 263D
Seattle, Washington 98915

Dr. Weiss is an epidemiologist and biostatistician with an emphasis on the study of cancer. Dr.
Weiss, if called in this case, is expected to testify generalily as to the state of medical art at various
relevant points in time, and specifically as to plaintift's physical condition, the relationship between
asbestos exposure and any increased risk of cancer, and the lack of medical causation in this case.

David Waest
David West is a former safety engineer for the State of California.

In Re: Related Asbestos Cases, United States District Court, Northern District of California, No. C-
79-3588-RFP (Videotape Deposition, October 5, 1984)

Page 13:6 to 60:1

J. T. Thorpe Company anticipates summarizing or using portions of the following testimony as may
be necessary depending upon the evidence presented by the Plaintiffs. In each case, the substantive
portions to be relied upon have been designated. J. T. Thorpe Company reserves the right to use
whatever additional testimony or summary may be needed to put that testimony in context.

Dr. Irma West
Dr. West was the head of the Bureau of Adult Heaith for the State of California for many years and

will testify via videotape about the state of the art knowledge in the occupational heaith community
from time to time and the medical priorities at those times.

Page 14.6 to 33:5
Page 33:17 to 39:5
Page 40:5 to 42:22
Page 43:10 to 44:6
Page 44:14 : to 46:19
Page 46:24 to 474
Page 47:7 to 49:19
Page 49:21 to 53:24
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Page 54:1
Page 56:25
Page 57:23
Page 64:6
Page 69:8
Page 69:20
Page 73:7
Page 74:25
Page 76:16
Page 76:25
Page 77:21
Page 78:14
Page 80:5
Page 82:2
Page 83:18
Page 84:6
Page 84:11
Page 86:22
Page 108:25
Page 109:9
Page 111:23
Page 124:6
Page 125:24
Page 128:6
Page 129:25
Page 135:14
Page 137:15
Page 137:23
Page 140:11
Page 140:25
Page 141:22
Page 153:14
Page 156:4
Page 168:4
Page 169:20
Page 171:8
Page 174:1
Page 175:16
Page 178:25
Page 179:2
Page 179:24

Dr. Lennard Wharton
Chemical Engineer & Physical Chemist
Packer Engineering
North Washington at East-West Tollway
Naperville, IL 60566

Dr. Thomas Wheeler
2919 Eagle Creek
Kingwood, TX 77345

to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to

to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to
to

55:24
57:16
63:18
68:10
69:16
72:4
74:15
76:8
76:23
77:15
78:12
79:20
81:9
82:6
83:25
84:9
85:4
86:23
109:6
111:18
116:20
125:2
128:2
129:15
130:22
135:21
137:20
138:19
140:22
14111
151:22
154:3
156:11
169:8
170:3
171:24
175:14
178:22
178:25
179:15
185:11

Dr. Wheeler is a pathologist who may testify about asbestos related diseases, causes of cancer, and
the effect of other substances, such as cigarette smoke, on the Plaintiffs.

Qranga Willrich

526 Vionett

Texas City, Texas

WITNESS LIST

PAGE 26



Dr. R. Keith Wilson
Chiet of the Pulmonary Section
Methodist Hospital
6535 Fannin, Suite F-966

. Fondren Brown Building
Houston, TX 77030

Dr. Wilson is a specialist in the area of respiratory diseases. Dr. Wilson may testify as to all matters
pertaining to his examination of the Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs' medical records; any communications
with the Plaintiffs or Plaintiffs’ family; review of x-rays of the Plaintiffs; the diagnostic criteria used
to diagnose asbestosis; his opinion as to whether Plaintiffs suffer from asbestos related disease and
the basis for such opinion; the Plaintiffs’ current medical condition and his prognosis in regard to the
Plaintiffs' medical condition.

Noble Wise

Meiancon vs. Pittsburgh Corning Corporation, United States District Court, Eastern District of Texas,
Civil No. B-79-478-CA, (Trial Testimony February 2, 24, 25, 26, 1982)

Page 174:12 to 176:5
Page 183:17 to 184:2
Page 188:13 to 188:25
Page 197:2 to 197:10

Philip Witorsch
The George Washington University Medical Center

Dr. Witorsch is expected to testify on matters relating to occupational medicine ana pulmdnary
medicine, including the methodology of reporting and publishing results of studies.

Dr. Witorsch is qualified to testify as an expert on the basis of his education, training and experience
in the fields of pulmonary medicine, internal medicine, and occupational medicine. He holds the
following degrees: Bachelor of Arts from New York University (1958) and Medical Doctor from New
York University School of Medicine (1962). He is a Diplomate in both Internal Medicine and
Pulmonary Diseases. His professional memberships include: American College of Chest Physicians,
American Coliege of Occupational Medicine, and American Thoracic Society. Dr. Witorsch is
currently Director, Section of Environmental Medicine and Toxicology, Division of Pulmonary
Diseases and Allergy, Department of Medicine, The George Washington University Medical Center
and Clinical Professor of Medicine at The George Washington School of Medicine and Health
Sciences.

Dr. Witorsch is expected to testify about the standards, customs, and practices concerning the
manner and method of conducting scientific studies and reporting or publishing the results of those
studies. He is expected to testify that the conduct of Defendants in performing certain surveys and
in reporting and publishing their results conformed to generally accepted standards, customs and
practices.

The facts known to this expert that relate to, or form the basis of, his opinions or mental
impressions include those facts contained in documents pertaining to asbestos dust surveys
conducted by Defendants, including reports, published articles, correspondence and memoranda, and
may include additional facts ultimately obtained from a review of the medical literature and a review
of the testimony of fact and expert witnesses in this litigation. Additional facts known to this expert
were obtained through education, training and experience as a medical doctor in the fields of
occupational and pulmonary medicine.
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Dr. Stanislau Burzynski

Dr. Burzynski is expected to testify concerning the medical aspects of mesothelioma and the
potential and probabilities for curing this disease through treatments and the programs necessary
for that purpose.

Dr. William Eschenbacker
6565 Fannin

Houston, Texas 77030
{713) 793-1750

J. T. Thorpe Company, designate as potential witnesses each fact and expert witness identified by
other Defendants in this action. In addition, J. T. Thorpe Company, reserve the right to call any witness
identified by the Plaintiffs.

Any and all experts listed by any and all Defendants, which lists are incorporated herein by reference.

Any and all physicians who have seen, examined, treated and/or autopsied the Plaintiffs or Plaintiffs’
pathology, chest x-rays and/or PFTs.

Any and all witnesses named by any other party.

Any and all rebuttal witnesses.

Defendant, J. T. Thorpe Company, reserve their right to call the above-named persons and/or entities
as expert witnesses and/or fact witnesses. Defendant, J. T. Thorpe Company, reserve the right to present
the testimony of any of their witnesses either by way of deposition or in person at trial.

Defendant. J. T. Thorpe Company, incorporate by reference the witness lists filed by all other

Defendants in this case and reserves the right to call any witnesses listed on those lists as expert witnesses
and/or fact witnesses.
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OTHER WITNESSES WHO MAY BE CALLED LIVE
OR BY DEPOSITION

STATE-OF-THE-ART

(A)
(B)
(C)
(D)
(E)
(F)
(G)

(H)

Forde A. Mclver, M.D.
Keith Morgan, M.D.
James D. Snell, M.D.
Robert M. Brown
Edward D. Helton
Peter Harries, M.D.
Allen Feingold, M.D.

Robert Murray, M.D.

MEDICAL ISSUES:

{A)
(B)
{C
{o)]
(E)
(F)
(G)
(H)
h
{J)
(K)
(L
{M)
{N)
{0)
{P)

Q)

WITNESS LIST

William Cole, M.D.
Bashir Chaudhary, M.D.
Stuart Brooks, M D.
Richard A. Eimer, M.D.
Wintford H. Pool, M.D.
Ron Crystal, M.D.
Anthony Costrini, M.D.
Victor Roggli, M.D.
Jerry Wiott, M.D.
David Stacy, M.D.

Ed Block, M.D.

O. C. Harris, M.D.
Philip R. Saleeby, M.D.
John Crissman, M.D.
Azorides Morales, M.D.
Lee Reichman, M.D.

Robert DiBenedetto, M.D.



(R)
{S)
m
{U)
V)
(W)
(X}
(Y}
(2}
(Aa)
(Bb)
{Cc)
{Dd)
{Ee)
(Ff)
(Gg)
(Hh}
{1i)
(Ji
(Kk)
(Ln
(Mm)
(Nn)
(Oo)
(Pp)
(Qa)
{Rr)
(Ss)

(Tt

WITNESS LIST

Stephen Morris, M.D.
James Miller, M.D.
William Weiss, M.D.

G. Michael Dutfell, M.D.

Gilbert D. Grossman, M.D.

James Wellman, M.D.

Marvin Kuschner, M.D.

George Schoonover, M.D.

D. H. Manning, M.D.
Bernard Gee, M.D.
Russell Sherwin, M.D.
Jerome Kleinermap, M.D.
Nasha Burki, M.D.
David J. Frolich, M.D.
David A. Edelman, M.D.
Keith Chandler, M D.
Allan L. Goldman, M.D.
Fred Pooley, Ph.D.
Kevin Browne, M.D.
Allen Feingold, M D.

W. E. Smith, M.D.

George Schoonover, M D.

C. M. Johnson, M.D.
Jerry Abraham, M.D.
William Guest, M.D.
Paul Wheeler, M.D.
Edward Gaensler, M.D.
Donald Greenburg, M.D.

Allen Gibbs, M.D.
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(Uu) Nathaniel Rodman, M.D.

(Vv) Jay Leonard Litchenfeld, M.D.
{(Ww) Russell P. Sherwin, M.D.

{Xx}  Staniey Pier

(Yy) Robert N. Sawyer, M.D.

(Z2) R.J. Lee, M.D.

(Aaa) Michael Larsen, CIH

(Bbb) Gordon M. Bragg, Ph.D.

{Ccc) Joe Muillis
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Joe Adam and/or other representatives of United Association of Pipefitters

Washington, D.C.

Russell Allen, Jr.
Bridge City, Texas

Albert S. Andress
3370 Beard
Beaumong, Texas 77704

James Arrington
1407 Avenue B.
Nederiand, Texas 77627

Pedro Arriola
2440 Avenue B.
Port Arthur, Texas

Charles Barksdale
5666 Longwood
Beaumont, Texas

Herbert Brannen
3415 - 31 Street
Port Arthur, Texas

Sam Borcato, Jr.
Rt. 1, Box 252
Warren, Texas

James Brown
5645 North Main, #5
Vidor, Texas 77662

Claude Cimino
3801 -35™ Street
Port Arthur, Texas

Milton Crochet
5269 Landry Drive
Port Arthur, Texas

John Courvilie
3921 Lexington
Groves, Texas

Rudolph A. Faigout, Sr.
5395 Gayle Drive
Beaumont, Texas 77708

Cecil Gladden
4908 Garfield
Groves, Texas 77659

Frank Guidry

416 - 17" Streed
Nederland, Texas 77627
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Royce Haight
295 Young Drive
Vidor, Texas

Travis Hemingway
380 lronwood Street
Vidor, Texas

Harold Hovyle
Deland, Florida

Retired industrial Hygienist from Dow Chemical

Joe Lapping, Director of Safety and Heaith Building Construction Trades Department

815 - 16™ Street N.W.
Washington, D.C.

Jerry Little
2218 First Street
Port Neches, Texas

Samuel E. McRoberts
Box 8194
Lumberton, Texas 77711

J.C. Miller
1808 Avenue H.
Nederiand, Texas

Frank Paul Mooney
5750 Tyler Street
Vidor, Texas 77662

Albert Olson
211 Bonwell
Lumberton, Texas

David Page
450 Blanton Road
Lumberton, Texas

Leon Red Perkins
7845 Highway 105
Beaumont, Texas

Allen Peterson
1838 Baxter Ridge
St. Louis, MO

John E. Scott
12990 Larch Land
Beaumont, Texas

Robert Simonton

440 Young
Bridge City, Texas
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Tommy Wright
O!d Sour Lake Road
Beaumont, Texas

Willie Eugene Broom
P.O. Box 264
Harper, Texas

Mike Blanchard
1430 Spindletop Road
Beaumont, Texas

or other designated representative and custodian of records of the International Brotherhood of Electrical
Workers, Local 479

Designated representative and custodian of records of the Internationai Brotherhood of Electrical Workers,
Nationai Organization, 1125 - 15™ Street N.W., Washington, D.C.

Margaret Seminario

Chairman of the AFL-CIO Staff Committee on Safety and Health
815 - 15™ Street N.W.

Washington

Custodian of records, Asbestos Archives and Insulation Industry hygiene Research Program, Mt. Sinai
Hospital, 19 E. 98™ Street, New York, NY

Joe Shrode, through his deposition testimony taken in Tomplait v. Combustion Engineering, et al., U.S. Dist.
Ct. for the E.D. of Texas; Porter v. Fibreboard Corp., et al., U.S. Dist. Ct. for the E.D. of Texas; and Mr.
Shrode's deposition and trial testimony from the Clarence Borel trial, U.S. Dist. Ct. for the E.D. of Texas.

Dr. Corwin Hinshaw, through his deposition testimony taken in Vaughn
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MEDICAL/HEALTH CARE PROVIDER AND
CUSTODIAN OF BUSINESS RECORDS
WITNESS LIST

In addition to the expert and fact witnesses heretofore identified, the Defendants additionally
designates the following experts and fact witnesses:

Custodian of Medical Records, Personnel Records, Employment Records, Safety Records and Industrial
Hygiene Records, Purchase Orders, Invoices, Shipping and Receiving Records and Engineering Records of
any and all work sites of Plaintiffs herein.

Custodian' of Medical Records of:

Dr. George L. Delclos
6550 Fannin, #2403
Smith Tower

Houston, Texas 77030

Dr. William Eschenbacker
6565 Fannin
Houston, Texas 77030

Dr. Robert Ross
17030 Nanes Drive, Suite 214
Houston, Texas 77090

Dr. Pau! Stevens
Protessor of Medicine
Baylor College of Medicine
6516 Bernter

Houston, Texas 77030

Dr. R. Keith Wilson

Chief of the Pulmonary Section
Methodist Hospital

6535 Fannin, Suite F-966
Fondren Brown Buiiding
Houston, Texas 77030

Dr. Kathryn Hale

Assistant Professor of Medicine
Baylor College of Medicine
6516 Bernter

Houston, TX 77030
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION
THORPE ENTITIES
Thorpe Corporation

A Texas corporation founded on 2-11-83 to act as a holding company for various Thorpe
Companies.

J. T. Thorpe Company
Originally established in 1943 as a branch of J. T. Thorpe, Inc. (California corporation).
On 12-12-53 J. T. Thorpe Company was incorporated as a Texas corporation and remains
to this date an acting and existing Texas corporation.

Thorpe Products Company (Division)
Began operation as an unincorporated division of J. T. Thorpe Company on 1-01-61 and
continued in such capacity until 1-01-86 at which time certain assets/liabilities were
transferred to Thorpe Products Company (1985 corporation).

Thorpe Products Company
Established as a Texas corporation on 4-26-85.

Thorpe Insulation Company
Established as a Texas corporation on 5-01-56 until it was dissolved on 12-31-60. During
such period of existence it was a wholly owned subsidiary of J. T. Thorpe Company.
Following corporate dissolution of Thorpe Insulation Company on 12-31-60, it continued
operation as a branch of J. T. Thorpe Company until 12-10-65. On 12-14-65 a new entity,
Thorpe Insulation Company, was incorporated and remained in existence until it was
dissolved on 6-09-89.

Cactus Construction Company

A Texas corporation which was established on 2-04-69 as a subsidiary of J. T. Thorpe
Company, but never conducted any operation and remains to this date an inactive corporation.
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MINUTES OF ANNUAL MEETING
OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
OFP J. T. THORPE COMPANY

Tbo.Annual Meeting of the Board of Directors of J. T.
Thorpe Company, a Texas corporation, was held at 6833 Kirby-
ville Street, Houston, Texas, on Nevember 18, 1970 immedi-
ately following the Annual Meeting of the Shareholders of .
J. T. Thorpe Company, pursuant to the provisions ;r the By-
laws of the Company. All newly elected Directors were in
attendance, namely: B

' o A. L. Erickson
Frank C. Shelden, Jr.
Horace W. Baker
M. P. Proctor
Thomas Hopkins, III
A waiver of notice signed by all the Directors was di-
rected to be attached to Ehcsc minutes by the Chairlap.

The Chairman announced that the first order of business
was the election of officers of the Company for the ensuing
year. Upon motion duly made and pcc6;:§d. the following reso-
1utiou was adopted unanimously:

‘.‘

RESOLVED, that the persons named below be and thcy
are heredby elected to the offices set opposite
their respective names to hold office until the
next Annual Meeting of the Board of Directors amd
until their suecossort are duly elected and

qualified: .

A. L. Erickson Chairman of the Board

Frank C. Sheldén, Jr. President

M. P. Proctor Vice President

Mary A. Severance Treasurer and Asst. Secretary.

Thomas Hopkins, III Secretary -



There was a discussion concerning Company automobiles, and
after discussion, the following resolution was duli adopted
unanimously: .

RESOLVED that this Company furnish to the officers and
sales personnel of the Company specified below a Com-
pany owned automobile and to pay 2ll expenses in con-
nection with the use thereof; to wit:

Dan Hausam
J. C. Riley
. M. P. Proctor
- " Keith Jaye
William Collins _
Jack Peiffer - L. -
Mary A. Severance -
Weldon Eklund
Gerald Nclson

W. A. Bay
J. E. Thurman

There was a discussion coﬁccéning "out-of-pocket® expenses
and the use of pcrtoﬁal automodiles oﬁ Co-pln:_busincss. After
discgagion, the tollovigg resolution was duly adopted |
unanimously: . . . -

RESOLVED that each of the officers and sales personnel
of the Company named in the preceding paragraph de
reimbursed monthly for their out-of-pocket :expendi-
tures incurred in the conduct of their duties with
the Company, and that each of such officers and sales
personnel be reimbursed for their autompbile expenses
when using their own personal automodbiles for dusi-

ness purposes.
There was & discussion concerning the amount, if any, that

should be paid under the Company's Bonus Plan. After discussion,
_the following resolution was duly adopted unanimously:

RESOLVED that Frank C. Shelden, Jr., in consulta-
tion with the Company's auditor, be and he 1is

hereby directed to compute as accurately as possi-
ble the expected profits of the Company for the
fiscal year ending December 31, 1970 for the purpose



of determining whether the expected profits are suffi-
cient to enable eligible employees to share in the
Company's Bonus Plan; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that if amounts are payable under said
Company's Bonus Plan for the year 1970 based upon said
expected profits, that Prank C. Shelden, Jr. be and he
is heredby authorized and directed to determine the
amount to be payable to the employees under the Bonus
Plan and to make any such payments.

Frank C. Shelden, Jr. discussed the payment of a Christmas
Bonus to Kkey. field personnel and suggest that $5,000.00 be allo-
cated to this purﬁoac. .

On motion duly nado; gseconded, and unaninousl&'pnzacd, the
following resolution was adopted: ‘

RESOLVED that a total amount of $5,000 be paid as
Christmas Bonuses to key field personnel; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that Frank C. Shelden, Jr. and Jack
Peiffer be and they are hereby authorized and di-
rected to determine the amount of individual bonuses
for the key field persorinel. .

- There was a discussion concerning a Christmas Bonus for
shop personnel. After discussion, the tollowihs resolution was
duly adopted unanimously: .

RESOLVED that cash bonuses equal in the aggregate

to 1% of the gross profits of the Thorpe Products

Company Division de paid in such amount to such key

shop personnel as may be determined by Frank C.

Shelden, Jr. and M. P. Proctor.

After a discussion of the Company's contribution to the
J. T. Thorpe Company Employees' Profit Sharing Trust Agreement,
_the following resolution was duly adopted unanimously:

RESOLVED that the Company contribute to its Profit

Sharing Plan for the fiscal year ended December 31,

1970, an amount equal to 15 per cent of Annual

Compensation as that term is defined in Section
2.01(h) of said Profit Sharing Trust Agreement;



<~

rovided, however, that in no event shall the amount
of such contribution be in excess of the amount
deductidle by the Company in computing its Federal
Income taxes for the year 1970; and provided further
that in no event will the amount contributed to the
Profit Sharing Plan reduce the net earnings after
taxes of the Company to an amount less than 10% of
the netiworth of the Company at January 1, 1970;
and be it )

FURTHER RESOLVED that the proper officers of the Com-
pany be and they are hereby authoriged and directed .
to disburse funds of the Company pursuant to the
terms of the foregoing resolution within the time
limitations of the Internal Revenue Code for corpo-
rations on the accrual method of account; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that Thomas Hopkins be and he is
hereby appointed to the Administrative Committee of
the Profit Sharing Plan to serve in place of T. D.
Smith, whose resignation therefrom is herebdy
accepted.

There was a discussion of the guide lines in making contri-

butions to tax exempt organizations. Consistent with last year's
action, it was the éonspnsus that one per cent of the net ;ncomiv
before taxes of the corporation should de contributed tov such
or;an;zations along ;;c lines of 36% to cducational organizations,
2% to health and welfare organizations, and 22% to civic and
gultural organizations.

Artor dilcussionzat the dividends policy of the Company for
the calendar year 1971, the following resolution was duly
adopted unanimously:

RESOLVED that cash dividends be paid to the share-
holders of the.Coapany as follows:

Per Share Record Date of
Amount of ~ Shareholders
Cash Entitled to
Dividends Dividends Payment Date
$ .75 March 31, 1971 April 30, 1971
.75 June 30, 1971 July 30, 1971
.75 Sept. 30, 1971 October 30, 1971

.15 Dec. 31, 1971 December 31, 1971



provided, however, that no cash dividend will be paid
to the shareholders of the Company at a particular
Payment Date specified above if, for the calendar
quarterly period immediately preceding the Payment
Date of the cash dividends, the Company had no net
profits after taxes for such quarterly period.

Concerning the purchase of 480 shares of the Company from
T. D. Smith, the following resolution was duly adopted
unanimously: )

RESOLVED that the acts of the officers of this Com-
pany in executing and consummating in part the trans-
actions contemplated in that certain Stock Purchase
Agreement dated May 15, 1970 by and between the Com-
pany and T. D. Smith, be and the same is hereby rati-
fied, confirmed and approved in all respects as the
acts of this Company..

Thcro was & discussion concerning the purchase of 40 shares
of Company stock froa Joseph Webd and a proposal of purchase of
his remaining shares in the Company from his heirs. After dis-
cussion, the following resolutions were duly adopted unanimously:

RESOLVED that the acts of the officers of the Com-

- pany in redeening 40 shares of stock of the Company

from Joseph Webd at a total consideration of -

$1,975.60 be and the same are hereby ratified, -

confirmed and approved in all respects as the acts

of this Company; and be it . '

FURTHER RESOLVED thit the acts of the officers of

the Company in offering to purchase shares of stock

of the Company from the heirs of Joseph Webd at their

net book value on December 31, 1970 be and the same

are hereby ratified, confirmed and approved in all

respects as the acts of this corporation.

There was a discussion of the financial needs of the Company,
particularly 1n'r¢1gtion to its borrowing needs. Consistent with
" last year's policy, it was the consensus that the corporation
should notify its parent corporation, J. T. THORPE, INC., of any
of its rinancigl.necds and arrange, if possible, for borrowings
from the parent corporation rather than from financial

institutions.



After discussion, the following resolution was duly adopted
unanimously: '

RESOLVED that all of the acts of the officers and of
the Company from the date of the last Annual Meeting
of the Board of Directors to the date of this Annual
Meeting be and the same are hereby ratified, confirmed
and approved in all respects as the acts of this
corporation. : .

Mr. Shelden informed the Board that the branch office of
the Company 1n Dallas opened on February 1, 1970, with W. Eklund
as the Branch Hndaéor. Mr. Proctor stated.the Dallai?!ranch
would incur a small operating loss in 1970, but should reflect
an operating profit in 1971.

There was a discussion concerning a change in the date of
the Annual Meeting of the Shareholders. After discussion, the
following resolution was duly adopted unanimously:

RESOLVED that the provisions of the Bylaws of the
. Company relating to the date of the Annual Meeting

of the Shareholders de and the same is heredy amended

to the effect that the Annual Meeting of the Share-
holders of the Coapany shall bde held on the second
Wednesday of April of each year, commencing with the.

year 1992, - *

127&
There was a discussion concerning stock option grants under

¥

the Company's Qualified Stock Option Plan. After discussion,
the following resolution was guly adopted unanimously:

RESOLVED that the grants of stock options to the
individuals specified bDelow be and the same are here-
by ratified, confirmed and approved in all respects
as the acts of -this Company; to wit:

Employee ' Number of Shares
Lee A. Kleeman . 300
Gerald J. Nelson 300
John Stepheny ) 200

and be it



FURTHER RESOLVED that the stock option price per share
shall be equal to the net book value per share of the
Company's stock at December 31, 1970, which this Board
determines to be the fair market value of a share of
stock of the Company.

There was & discussion concerning additional warehouse space
in Houston. After discussion, the following résalution was duly
adopted unanimously: '

RESOLVED that Frank C. Shelden, Jr. be and he is here-
by authorized and directed to retain architects and

A such other experts as he deems necessary or desireble
for the purpose of planning an addition to the present
warehouse facilities of the Company in Houston;-and
he is further directed to present such plans at.the
next Annual Meeting of the Directors, or at any
earlier Special Meeting of the Directors if feasibdle.

There was a discussion concerning "Asbestaosis™, a malady
involving sc;bring'or the lungs. After discussion, the follow-
ing resolution.was duly adopted unanimously:

RESOLVED that the proper officers of this Company
be and they are hereby authorized and directed to
" do all things necessary and proper to protect the
health of all personnel of the Company, including
& constant vigilance regarding their working con-
ditions and providing them with the best equipment
available; and de 1t . .

FURTHER RESOLVED that the proper officers be and
they are heredy suthorized and directed to-keep

all dust collection systems up to maximum effi-
ciency and to investigate the practices, procedures
and dust collection systems of other similarly situ-
ated companies to the end effect that this Company's
dust collection systems are the finest in the
industry.

There was & discussion concerning bank accounts of the Com-
.pany. After dilcuasion, the following resolution was duly
adopted unanimously: '
RESOLVED that the persons indicated below be and

they are hereby autharized to sign checks on
Company bank accounts as so indicated, to wit:
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OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

[ S .

M, P. PROCTOR : DATE MaY S5, 1971
JB SUBJECT  pDUST ELIMINATION
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Begining immediately ve eare sttpping up efforts to eliminate al]. sources of dust
in our shop and warehouse operetions.

In regard to warehouses, we are nowv using gasoling.operated vacuum cleaners for
floors rather than brooms. Brooms should not be used for swveeping. In tight areas
vhere the vacuum will not reach, you should use a hose connection off the vacuum
machine or off the dust collecting systea.

Particular attention should be paid to.handling and proceesing calciup silicate or
any other insulating material containing ‘ggbestog fibrey During fabrication every
effort should be made to collect all dust through the dust collection system.
Modifying pipesizes by cutting shall not be done in the future withoutr specific
prior approval. Approved face masks shall be worn vhile fabricating, boxing, or
nesting. ) . B :

Those responsible for the operatiom of the dust collection systems will make certain
that they are in top vorking condition at all times. Any problems you may have
finding parts or labor to repair systems, should be brought to the attention of the
vriter immediately.

THO! ODUCTS COMPANY
. P. PROCTOR
MPP/bg cc:file ,
nas Corv
ces P. C. Shelden oR
Jim Bruner
Weldon Ecklund

Jerry Nelson

id
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