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X. A. 8S8chuman, 4 8outh June 22, 1973

D. B. Wingertsr, 4 South PLAINTIFF’S
h=e EXHIBIT
See Below GF-884

OSHA REQUIREMENTS, J-M PRODUCT COMPLIANCE
YOURS T0 H, L. ROCXER, JUNE 14

I have a copy of ycur subject lettar. I have reviewed this with
E. L. Rucker, and it i» our opinion that much of the tasting
suggestsd in your lettar would be unnecessary.

You have requestad that five (5) basic product requirements under
your respcensibility be "tested for comrliance to CSHA requirements
when they are normally used {in my custoxer's plants”.

When this was reviawed last year regarding the need for labeling, a
Carporate policy was established for the criteria. This is covered
in W. B. Reitze's lettar to me dated July 12, 1972, which states in
Fart that any product “capable of producing Asbestos Piber lavels in
excess of publizhed limits (OSHA) whan they are cut, sawsd, drillsq,
fitted, ground, machined, or otherwise handled in normal usace by ocur

customers” .

There is no question in our minds that any fabrications of Asbastos
Paper, Roll Board, Millboard, apd probably Aszbestos Felt will result
in levels far above CSHA requiroments. This certainly would cover
cutting, sawing, band sawing, slitting, drilling, and probable die
cutting and punching of gaskets.

It i3 oy suggsation you further roview your rogquest to H. L. Rucksx
to aininizs Rasearch testing where it is odbvious ws pust warn our
customers to take precaution to meet OSHA roquirements during pro-
cessirg of the above dentioned products, Research testing should bs
foregors.

¥, H. Bartlett, 4 South

H. L. Rucker, R & D )

X. M. Ponner, 4 torth R
¥, B, Reitrze, 1l Bouth
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June 16, 1982

Edward Tananhaus, Esquire
140 West 51lst Street
New York, New York 10020

RE: GAF
Dear Ed:
With regard to asbestos paper, you have taken the position that
it was not hazardous and thus, the settlements offered by GAF
were much less. However, I thought you would be interested in
this June 22, 1973 memo of Johns~-Manville indicating asbestos
paper will result in levels far above OSHA reguirements. I

would appreciate your re-evaluating your position as we believe
GAF asbestos paper is likewise hazardous and should justify the

normal settlement.

Sincerely,

Terry E. Richardson, Jr., P. A.
TER/dsc

Enclosure



