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INTHE CIRCUIT COURT
THIRD JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
MADISON COUNTY, ILLINOIS

IN RE: ALL ASBLESTOS LITIGATION

DOMCO INC. FLOOR PRODUCTS (TEXAS)
F/RIA AZROCK INDUSTRIES, INC.,

/A UVALDE ROCK ASPHALT
COMPANY {(DOMCO), etal,,

)

FILED BY MAUNE RAICHLE HARTLEY 3

. FRENCH & MUDD, LLC, )
y  No.95 AS ALL LIT

PlaintifTs. y

}

Vs, )

)

)

DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS INC., F/K/A 3

}

}

)

)

)

}

Defendants.

RESPONSES OF DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS INC. TO
. PLAINTIFFS’
MANUFACTURER INTERROGATORIES

fﬁ
COMES NOW. Defendant Domeo. Products Texas Ine. {(ffk/a Azrock  Industries,
Ine.)hereinafter “Domeo”), by and through its attorneys, Beth Kamp Veath and Brown and James.
P.C.. and for its objections and answers to PlaintilT*s Manufacturer Interrogatories hereby stales:

THESE RESPONSES ARE SUPPLEMENTAL AND UPDATE RESPONSES TO ANY
AND/OR ALL PREVIOUSLY FILED DISCOVERY RESPONSES FVILED BY DOMCO
PRODUCTS TEXAS INC. AND DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, L.P. IN THE CIRCUTT

COURT, THIRD JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, MADISON COUNTY, ILLINOIS IN RESPONSE 1O
ANY AND ALL PLAINTIFFS’ REQUESTS FOR WRITTEN DISCOVERY INCLUDING
ANY AND ALL REOQULSTS BY VARIOUS PLAINTIFIS’ FIRMS
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not, and may not have been, within the personal koowledge or possession ar control of Domeo. it
employecs or its 4gents,

3. Domceo nwies that cerlain of i’laimi’ffs' discovery requests seek the production or
disclasure of communications prepated by or for Domeo’s lawyers, which communications {#) were
made by or © lepal counsel m anticipation of or in connection with litigation. or {b) retlect
coaﬂdwtmi and privileged communications between oF among counsel, representatives of Domeo
and/or non-testifying experts retained for purposes of assisting Domco or its counscl in litigation. For
purposes of responding to Plaintiffs’ discovery, therefore, Domeo will not produce: or disclose such
communications: in addition, Domeo wii.i not disclose or otherwise identify such communicalions in
response Lo written discovery or on any listing of documents or things withheld from production.

4. Domeo states that certain of Plaintifls’ discovery requests seek information aboul
products that have not been put-in issue by Plaintiffs” pleadings in (his action. As such. Plaintiffs’
discovery requests are an improper and unfair attempt by Plaintiffs to avoid their lundamental burden
of establishing product identification as a basis for initiating this suit against Domeo. Dotnco objects
to the discovery requests to the extent that they arc directed towards information and specifications
about products that are not related I any way o Plaindffy’ case. Domeo objects to Plaintfls’
discovery requests in their entirety on the grounds that rcquiz‘ing Domeo to provide the requested
information with respect to each and every asbestos- containing product that Domen allegedly
desipned. manufactured, distributed. supplied or sold, prior o requiring Plaintiffs o jdentily the
specitic Domeo products, tany, 1o which they allege Pluintiff was exposed. is highly prejudicial,

Plantifis should be required w specifically identify o which, if any. of Domeo’s pmd:.;«:ti%
Plaima il was allegedly exposed. Oaly then, and i, such products contained ashestos should Domes
Be obliged o r‘:::spmzd toy proper diswvas"}f Mareaver, Plaintitls sech discovery, which, it complicd
with tully, would reguire Domee provide respenses tidl are spuculative and o meur anreas: auble
time and expense in searching for documents reluting to products that the Plaintitts have fatled o
identifs. Mareaver, as explained beiow, such J;muw; o ouppessanahle becatse. vven 3]
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11. - Domeo objects to each and every discovery request to the extent that it 1s overly broad,
unduly burdensome. and seeks 10 impose obligations not required under the Hlinots Code of Civil

Procedure andor any applicable case management Order in this litigation,

INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

{dentity the person answering these interrogatories on behall of Defendant.
ANSWER:

Frank Dolan. Senior Consultant. ¢/o Domeo Products Tegas Inc., 1705 Oliver Street, Houston,
Texas 77007, Mr. Dolan was assisted by counsel for Defendant.

INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

[Tas the person answering these interrogatorics made reasonable inquiry of all available

!

sources of information such that Plaintiff may rely upon these answers as the truthful and complete
answers made on behalf of Defendant? List any and all such sources of information relied uporn.
including. but not limited 1o, identifving any and all records or documents reviewed and persons
providing information.

ANSWER:

Responses have been obtained from investigations by person believed to be reliable and
capable of ascettaining the lzets in said Responses. On the basis of these mvestigations, and duc w
e best nfermanon and belief. the matters st forth in these Responses are true and correct. Previous
discovery responses have been reviewed in addition to the lollowing documents: product catalogs
astaliation mannids, sdventisements. RECT manuals/brochures, Defendant’s tests on Buished Hoor
prodiscts done at the oifices of Defendant in Houston and San Antonio, Texas und puhlshed est

relating o floar covering products,
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INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

State the following concerning this Defendant:
A full and correct name;

b. The imm in which Defendunt presently conducts business {i.e.
corporation, partnership, proprietorship, ele.);

c. Tdentify any and all predecessors and related compauies as defined
above; :
d. Any and all other forms in which defendant has conducted business al

any time, and the date(s) when business was conducted in each form;

e. Any and all names by which Defendant has been known or has conducted
husiness, at any time, and the datc(s) during which Defendant has been
known by andior conducted business, under each such name;

. Defendant’s principal place of business;

¢ Defendaut’s present state of incorporation or state in which Defendant is
registered as a partnership, association, ete.. whichever is applicables it
Defendant has. at any time, been incorporated or registered in a different
state, identify which state and when;

h. Most recent date of incorporation or reincorporation, and any and all
prior date(s) of incorporation ur reincorporation;

i. Whether this Delendant is authorized to transact business in the State of
Hlinois and, il so. the date such authority was first issued and last rencwed:

] If this Defendant has an agent. representative or place of business in
Tinois, identity such agent, representative, or place of business: and,

K. [F this Detendant has anagent for service in the State of Hiinois. identify
the registered agent,

ANSWER:

Domeo Products Texas, 1.1, became Domeo Producrs Texas {re. on December 1, 20uR
Domeo Products Tesas. L.P. was formed on December 23, 1997 with Domco Ine Floor Pr oty
(Texasy as general parmer Domeo lae. [oor Prodaets (Texasy was kpown us Az ok Inds
from Mareh 27, 1981 o0 December 4, 1996, Azrock Industries, oo, was knowiiius Lovalde i,ifs:scﬁ»;
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Asphalt Company from its inception on June 13, 1912 to March 27. 1981, Domeo Ine. Floor
Products (Texas) changed its name to Tarkett Floor Products Tesas Incoon Ngvember 1, 2603 which
merged with Domco Products Texas Ine. on December 31, 2008, Domco Products Texas Inc. 1s a
Delaware corporation with its principal place of business at 1705 Oliver Sireet. Houston. TX 77007
Defendant does not have an agent for service of process in Hhnots,

INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

1[as Defendant been sucd under its correct [egal name? 1 not. state the correct Jegal nume of
Defendant and provide the information requested in No. 3 above concerning the defendant us
correctly named.

ANSWER:

See Response to Plaintitls’ Manufacturer Interrogatory No. 3.

INTERROGATORY NO. &:

* Tdentify any and all persons or entities which own, or at any time have owned, more than o ten
pereent (10%) interest in this Defendant, and for cach such person or entity identified. state the
date(sy during which said person or entity owned more than a ten percent (10%) interest in Defendant
and the specific type and amount of interest owned.

ANSWER:
Objection. Defendant objects o this interrogatory because the requested information s

beyond the scope of information relevant to Azrock [adustrics, n/kaf Dowmeo Products Pexas hne..
and i not relevant or reasonably cateulated o lead W the discovery of admissible cvidence.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6:

fdentify any amd all conpanics. husinesses, corporations, auder jaunt s eriures e hich e

Dyefendant overs, or at auv 1ime has ovened. mare than u ten pereent (10%) interest.
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Objection. Detendant objects to this interrogatory becausc the requested information is not
relevant orreasonably ealenlated to lead to the discovery of admissible cvidence. Subject in and
withiout wais ing these objections, Defendant responds as follows: See Response to Plamntifts”
ManeFacturer Iiterrogatory No. 3 for corporate history.

INTERROGATORY NO.7:

With respect to cach corporalion, company, business or jaint venture identiticd in response
Interrogatory No. 6 state:
4. ‘Lhe type of business, conducted by such related company!

. b. The past and present business relationship(s) between said related
company and Defendant;

¢ The nature of the products or serviecs which Delendant has sold wo, or
purchased from, said related company:

d. Whether or not said related company advertises or has advertised
praducts or services supplied by Defendant;

€. Whether or not said related company sells o has sold Delendant’s
products or services within the State of Hlinois and, if 50, the approximate
value of those sales from 1930 to date:

f. Whether or not suid related company pays taxes of any type to the State
of [llinois ur Lo any political subdivision thereof and. if so. the type of

taxcs paid:

Whether or not Delendant controls or has controlled. directly or

indirectly, in whole or in part, said related company’s advertising: and,
Ch The identity of any past or present officer or director of Defendant who.
at any time. served as an officer or dircctor of xaid relted company.
ANSWER:

Sce Response o Plantitls’ Manufacturer Interrogatory Noot.

INTERROGATORY NO. 8:
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State whether any of Defendants present or former ofticers or directors ever served (whether
before. during or after becoming Defendants officer or directary gs an officer or dircctor of any other

corapany. corporation or bsiness which manufactured. sold or distributed asbestos or asbestos-

contatning praducts and, if so. please:

. fdentity cach officer and divector of Defendant, who served ag such other
company’s officer or dircetor: and

b. Identily each company, corporation or business for which cach such
officer or director served, each position held by such officer or director
for such other company, corporation or business, and the time periods
each position was held. :

ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects o this tterrogatory as unduly burdensome, overly broad.
bevond the scope of information relevant to Asrock Industrics. Inc. a/k/a Domeo Products Texas Inc.
and is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to and
without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant responds as follows: Any such information is
unknown at this lime, investigation continucs. 1 his response will be supplemented it any such
applicable information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 9.

Has Defendant cver acquired - through purchase. reorganization. merger. or through any
ather means -- another company, corporation or business which manufactured, sold, processcd.
Jistributed or contracied 10 apply, asbestos andior asbestos-containing produocts?

ANSWER:

™o,

INTERROGATORY NO. 16:
It the answer to Tnterrogatory No. 9 i 7 Yes” with rospuect 10 cach such prodecessor,
W Suaie it fudl and correct mane!
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b. State its principal place of business:

C. State its State of incorporation;

d. State its date and manner of acquisition by Defendant;

C. Whether this predecessor way, at any time. authorized 1o transact
business in the State of HHinois: and

{. Identifv any and all documents referring to, referring . relating to
or reflecting the acquisition,

ANSWER:

Not applicable.

INTERROGATORY NO. 11:

Other than any transaction identified in response to Interrogatories Nos. 9-10, has this

Defendant ever been involved, in any capacity, including but not limited to, scller, transferor. prantor.

franchisor. licensor, buyer, transferee, grantec. franchisce or subject of the transaction. in any

transaction, or any kind, concerning any of the following:

The purchase/sale or transter of ownership of a company. corporation ov

a.
business which manufactured, sold. processed, distributed or contracted
to apply asbestos and/or asbestos-containing products; or

b The purchase/sale or transer of ownership of the assets or vights o
manufacture, sell. distribute or apply ashestos or asbestos-containing
products: and’or

c. The purchuse/sale or transier or labilities arising out of the manulaciure.
sale, processing, distribution or application of asbestos or asbestos-contaming
products. ’

ANSWER:

TN

INTERROGATORY NO, 12:
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I the answer 10 any sub-part of [nterrogatory No. 11 is “Yes." with respect to each such

ransacton:

a. {dentify all parties w the transaction;

h. Identify the subject matter of the transaction:

c. State the date of the transaction: and,

d. Tdentify any and all documents, referring to. relating to or reflecting the
transaction.

ANSWER:

Sce Response to Plaintiffs” Manufacturer lterrogatory No. 11. Not Applicable.

INTERROGATORY NO, 13:

“State the first and last dates on which any asbestos-containing product was manufactured by

a. Defendzmi;

b. Fach and cvery predecessor: and,
c. Pach and cvery related a:ampaz'm
ANSWER:

(1) . Not Applicable
{b3 1932 o October 1982

{) Not Applicable

INTERROGATORY NO, {4:

Siate the first and lust dates on which any ashestos-containing product was spociited, sola.

disuibated. applied and/or installed within the United States by

. Detendant;
b, Facl mnd every predecessor: and,
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¢.© Fachand cvery related company.
ANSWER:

See Response to Plaintilfs” Manutacturer Interrogatory No. 13, Uvalde Rock Asphalt
Company/Azrock Industries, Inc. did not specity, apply or install asbestos-containing products.

INTERROGATORY NO. 15:

State the last dute on which Defendant or any related company speciticd. sold. distributed.
apphied and/or installed any asbestos-containing product outside the United States and Jdc;ﬁxtii}“ by
brand or trade name the products so specified, sold. distributed, apphicd and/or instalied.

ANSWER:

All sales were performed at Azrock’s place of husiness in San Antonio. Texas and were made
to wholesale distributors. Azrock has no direct knowledge ol sales which its distributors may or may

not have made. Nor does Azrock have direct knowledge of the (irst and last dates regarding sales.
distribution, application or installation after products went to wholesale distributors.

INTERROGATORY NO. 16:

Iderify by full and complete trade name. any and all ashestos-comaiming products us detined

above, which this Defendant, any related compuny. or any predecessorts) has. at any time:

a. Designed;
b Manufactured;
C. Procvessed:

d. Suld:

e Distributed;
f. Apphicd:
4. Installed;
h. Patendaod;
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L Specified: or
1 Re-fabeled.
ANSWER:

Uvalde Rock Asphalt Company/Azrock Industrics. Ine. manufactured and disteibuted asphalt
foor tle, vinyl asbestos floor tile and moulded wall cove base, Fhey only distributed asphalt cuthack
adbestve. They did not apply, install, patent or specify these products. 1he products and tine perods
are as follows:

Asphalt products:
Azrock Asphalt Tile 1932-1980
Azrock Asphalt Industrial Tile 1933-1944
Azrock Asphalt Carpet Tile 1933-1944
Duraco Greaseproof Industrial Tile 1952-1957
Azphlex Thermoplastic Tile 1951-1952
Avphlex Vinylized 'lile 1952-1961

Ving | products:
Azrock Vinyl Asbestos Tile 1965-1977
Vina-Lux Reinforced Vinyl Tile 1952-1958
Vina-Lux Vinyl Asbestos Tile 1958-1964
Duraco Vinyl Industrial Tile 1958-1959
Azrock Vinyl Composition Tile 1978-1982

Muoulded Restlient Wall Cove Base:
Azrock Asphalt Cove Base 1933-1952
Vinu-Lux Flexible Cove Base 1932-1957

Asphalt Cutback Adhesive (disuibutad only):
Azrock Type 2 1933-1088

INTERROGATORY NO.1T:

With respect to cach ashestos-containing product lisied for each subpant of hferroumtory Mo,

16
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4. Identify the specific company (Duefendant. predecessor, related company }
which designed, manufactured. processed. specitied. sohl. distributed.
applicd. installed. patented or re-labeled such product:

b. State the vear in which Defendant, its related company or its predecessor
first designed, manufactured. processed, specified, sold. distributed,
applied, installed. patented or re-labeled such product; and,

c. State the yvear in which the Defendant, its related company or predecessor
last designed. manufactured. processed. specified. sold, distributed. applicd.
installed, patented or re-lubeled such product.

ANSWER:

" See Response to Plaintiffs” Manufacturer Interrogatory No. 16 for products manufactured and
sold by Uvalde Rock Asphalt Company/Azrock Tndustrics, Inc. Uvalde Rock Asphalt
Company/Azrock Industries, Inc. did not apply, install, patent or specity floor products. Azrock's
Asphalt Cutback Adhesive Type Z was marketed under the Azrock rade name but was not
manufactured by them. Sources of adhesive and dates purchased include:

Gulf States Asphalt Co., Inc. - 1969- 1988
601 Jefferson, Suite 335, Houston, TX 77002

W.W. Henry Company - 1976-1986
Foor of Whitehead Avenue, South River. New Jerscy (0882

W.W. Henry Company — 1975-1986
5608 Soto Street. Huntington Park. alifornia 90253

The Flintkote Company - 1933/34 10 1969
fast Rutherford, New Jersey

New Orleans, Louisiana

Vernon, California

INTERROGATORY NO. 18:

With respect w vach product listed in response to Interrogatary No. 16, state:

a. The type of ashestos contained in the moduct as it was first
manulactured;
h. The percentage of ashestos vontained in the product as it was st

manufictured:

¢. . Any mndification o the product which altered the percentagy of Typo

¥
ol asbestos in the product and the dotes of such pwdification:
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d. - The source of asbestos m cach product:

e The color, physical characteristies, and appearance ol wach product:

Iy Any and all other namces under which the product was ~old, ut any time:

g The number and date of each patent or patent application for each
product;

h. If the product continued to be produced after the deletion of asbestus.

all reasons why the asbestos was deletéd. the identity of the person(s)
who made the decision to delete the asbestos, und the date the product
was first produced without the asbestos;

i I the product is no Jonger produced. all reasons it was discontinued.
the identity of the person(s) who made the decision to discontinue the
product, the brand name of the replacement product, and the date the
replacement product {irst went into production; and

i The reasons why asbestos was used as an ingredient in each such product.
ANSWER:

(a-b) Defendant’s asphalt floor tile was a thoroughly blended composi tion of thermoplastic
binder of asphaltic or resinous type. asbestos and other {ibers and inert materials as fillers or
pigments. formed under pressure while hot and cnt to size. Fillers of calcium carbonute such a
limestone. oysier shell und coral. Asbestos Hbers of short fiber chrysotile. Periodic changes were
made in the composition of these products, however. dates are unknown. Percentage of asbestos in
these prodicts was between 0.1 percent and approximately 20 peceent.

© Delendant’s viny! asbestos tloor tile was a thoroughly blended composition of thermoplastic
binder. asbestos fibers, minera] fillers, and pigments. Binder of polyvinyl chloride resin or a
copalymer resin compound with suitable plasticizers and stabilizers. formed under pressure whilc hot
and cut o size. Fillers of calcium carbonate such ag limestone. oyster shell. coral and murble,
Asbestos fibers of short fiber chrysotile. Periodic changes were made in the composition of these
products, however. dates are unknown, Percentage of asbestos in these products was between 0.1 per
cent wnd approximaiely 20 per cent.

Mordded Wall Cove Buser. Compaosition generally similag to vinyt usbestos cle or aspholt tic

with respect 1o HS major conshtucnts.

Azrock Cutback Adhesive: [iguid asphatt, solvent, asbestos fibers. Periodic changes were

1 ! :
muade in the composition of these products, owever, dates are unknown, The percentage
composition of this product Is information proprictary to the maoufncturer of the product and
urthnown to Defendant.
Pape 508 77
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(¢ h-i} Objection. Defendant vbjects to these subparts on the grounds that they are overly
broad, unduly hurdensome and vague. Subject o and without walving the foregoing vbjeetions,
Defendant responds as follows: Azrock Thru Onyx was completely reformulated (o contain no
asbesios {ibers by January 1977, By October 4. 1982. the entire product Hne was completely
n,funnulami to ¢liminate the use of asbestos. based on a variety of factors including modified federal

Zecifications which allowed for pon-asbestos products, improved manufacturing processes, and
mmkumu congiderations. Senior management at Azrock. including Mr. Clark, were mvolved in

making the reformulation decision.

{d) Objection. Defendant objects on the grounds that subput is vague and unduly
burdenserme as to the varioty of products manufactured over 50 years. Subject to and without waiving
the foregoing ob sicetions. Defendant responds as follows: Sce Rcsp&mxe to Interrogatory No. 24,

(€} Azrock’s 127127 or 9739 tile products were of various colors und patierns.
(f) See Response to Plaintiffs’” Manufacturer Interrogatory No. 16.
{g)  Notapplicable.

(i) The addition of asbestos provided strength, consistency. dimensional stability. and
processibility to oor tile, which could not be achieved at the sume tevels at that time under then-
existing manufacturing equipiment controls.

To be in compliance with the U.S. Government Federal Spu:xf;catmm for asphalt floor tile,
the use of ashestos {iber was requited. The applicable federal specifications for asphalt floor tile has e
been:

1. §8-1-306, issued May 1, 1934

2. SS-T-306a. issued May 18. 1943

3. 88-1-306h, issucd July 14, 1952:

4, §S-1-312, Type | issued June 2. 1966;

3 §8-T-312a, Type 1issued Muay 30, 1972
SS-1-312h, Type Lissued October 10, 10'74

The U.S. Governmient Federal Specitications for vinyl asbestos tile required the use of
ashestos mb:z as an ingredient 1o comply with its sycuucaiwm until amended on November 1
1970, 10 change the product description from viny! ashestos ﬂun‘ tle o vimy | composition floor tle
allowing the product 1 be made with or without asbestos fibe

4.

The federal specifications for viny! ashestos Hoor ke have been,

i {12751 (GSA-FSS) Interim Foderal Specifivation issued March 18, 1952

2. L-1-00345 (COM-NBS) tnterim Yederal Specification issued August 28, 1939:
S.T-312. Tvpe IV issued June 2, 1960

4, SR-T-31 28 Type IV bsued May 30, 19722

Page 16 of 77

No. 93 ASALLLIT



3. §8-T-312b, Iype [V issued October 10, 1974
6 $S-T-312b, Interim Amendment-1 (YD) issued November 1 1979,

Only afler technological developments and computer control systems became available was {t
possible 1o reformulate this type of product. eliminating asbestos fibers. und still produce 2y eliable
and quality product.

INTERROGATORY NO. 19:

Identify any and all persons known by you to have any knowledge concerning the
manutacture, sale, distribution, possession, application, installation or use of the products listed 1n

response to Interrogatory No. 16
" ANSWER:

Obijection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory as overly broad, vague and unduly
burdensome. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant responds as
follows; Given the lengthy passage of time since October 4, 1982, the date Azrock Industries, Inc.
1ast manufactured ashestos-containing floor tiles. emplovees with the knowledge described in this
interrogatory are deceased or retired. Retired employees include Henry A. Carringtlon. Richard
Zaruba. Calvin Robertson, €. Wayne Crow. and Frank Dolan.

INTERROGATORY NO, 20:

Were any of the products, which were listed in response to Interrogatory No. 16 as having
heen specitied. sold, distributed, applied or installed by Defendant. its predecessor or related
company(ies), purchased from another company and re-lubeled for sale or distribution by Delendant,
© s predecessors or related companies? I so. identify those products. and w ith respect to each:

Ideniify the company from which Defendant. it predecessor ar refated

£

company purchased the product; and,

b Ideniity the company which manulactured the products and.

<. Stare the dateds) during which satd re-labelod product was sold,
l)(xt’ Uv‘»’) 0 dpp}]u&i,
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ANSWER:

See Response to Plaintiffs” Manufucturer Imterrogatory No. 17 for Azroek’s Asphalt Catbuck
Adhesive Type Z.

INTERROGATORY NO. 21:

{fas (his Defendant, al any time. applicd, contracted to apply, installed or engaged i the
business of applying or installing, asbestos~containing products? If so:
A State the date(s) on which or during 2 which Defendant applied,

contracted to apply, installed or eng ‘wed in the business of applying
or installing asbestos-containing pmduc ts;

b Tdentify any and all sites within the State of HHinots at which Defendant
applied, installed or contracted to apply or install asbestos-containing
products, and for gach such site:

(1 State whether the products you applied. installed or,
contracted to apply or install were included as paurt
of the project’s contract price or whether you
applied the products that were provided at the worksite;
(iiy  [dentify by manufacturer and trade name each and every
asbestos-containing product applied or installed:
ity  Stdte the date(s) during which said application or installation
ok place;
fivi Identify the employee(s) of Defendant who was (were) in
charge of the job;
{v} Identify the person or entity for which the products were
applicd or instatied; and
(i) idenity all documents relating to such contract, application
or installaton.
ANSWER:
Mo
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INTERROGATORY NO. 22:

Fas this Defendant. any predecessor or any related compony. ever engaged (n the business of
mining ushestos? 1 so:

a. Identify which company{ics) (whether Defendant, predecessor or related
company} engaged in said business;

“h State the date(s) during which each said company engaged in such
business:
. State cach and every location at which such mining was done;
d. Identify cach every officer, employee and/or agent of said company

who, at any time, was in charge of each mining operation: and,

e. Identify each and every entity, if any, to which said company sold
the asbestos which was mined.

ANSWER:

No.

INTERROGATORY NO. 23:

Has this Defendant, any predecessor or any related company ever purchased and resold raw

asbestos? 1 so. with respect 1o cach such purchase and resale:

i State the date(s) of the transaction;
h. fdentily any and all parties from which the raw asbestos was

purchased; und,
¢ fdenafy any and all parties o which the raow asbestos was sold.
ANSWEHR:

NG

INTERROGATORY MO 24:
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Identify each and every source from which Defendant, any predecessor oy relaied cormpany.
obtained raw ashestos and/or asbestos-contaimng material used by Delendant. any predecessor o
related x;:on'ipany, to manufacture or process any product listed in response (o Interrogatory \u 16,

ANSWER:

Objection. Deleadant objects 10 this Interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad and
the information sought is not reasonably caleulated to fead to the discovery ol udmissible evidence.
Subjcet to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant responds as fullows: Defendant
cannot identity the source of the chrysotile asbestos prior o 1942, Uvalde Rock Asphalt Company
and subsequently Azrock Industries, Inc. purchased only chryxotile asbestos fiber from the following
supphers {or the years noted: :

Asbestos Supplier Dates
Carcv Canadian Mines Lid.. East 1942 10 1955

Braughton Station, Quebee, Canada

Johns-Manville Sales Corp., 1950 to 1957
Manville, New Jersey

Huxley-Westfried Corp., 350 Fifth Ave.. 1955 10 1956
New York, New York 10020

{fuxley Development Corp. 1957 1o 1974
Time & Life Bldg., Rockefeller Center.
New York. New York 10020

Union Carbide Corp., February 1974 1o 1982
Mining and Metal Div.. P.O. Box 379,
Niagara Falls, New York 14302

INTERROGATORY NO, 25;

" With respect to each and every product listed in response to Interrogatory No. 16, provide 2
full and complete deseription of the package in which the product was sold. mcluding, but not jimsted
to. type of package. size. color and writings thercon.

ANSWER:
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Objection, Defendunt objects to this interrogatory as overly broad. vague and not likely to
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to und without waiving the forepoing
objections, Defendant responds as follows: Virtally everyone who could have deseribed the or iginal

changes in cartons 13 deccased. Upon information and belief the basic character of the carton in
which tile was packaged has been similar for the relevant times. Cartons have been corrugated (o
hold usually 45 square feet of one-eighth inch tile or approximately 30 square foet of three-sixteenth
inch tile, to fit the size of tile. In this gauge. normal weight was approxinutely 60 pounds. In thinser
gauges, the carton was smaller and weighed less. Duting certain periods of time, the government
rcquired wooden cartons tor export shipment, but very few of these were executed. The visual

appearance was normally craft-colored corrugate printed with Azrock insignia on the carton and
marked with the color number. size, gauge, carton weight, and run Jate. The specifics changed at
variou$ times over the years. Additional printing on the shipping cartons included: “Tmporiant:
When mstalling Azrock tile, use installation procedures and adhesives ay recommended in Azrock
Instatlation hastructions.”™ Individual copies ol the Azrock Manual of Installation were made
available 1o installers, dealers, architects and distributors. Copies were available from all Azrock
distributors or direct from Azrock. '

INTERROGATORY NO. 26:

Yor each subpart below, staie whether or not, to Defendant’s knowledge. any items as
described therein presently exist and. if so, identify any and all such existing items and stae the
present location of each:

a. Any product listed in response to Interrogatory No., 16, imcluding. but not
limited to, any sample, part or picce thereof®

b, Any package of the type in which any or all of the products fisted in
response to Interrogatory No. 16 were or would have been sold, including.
but not limited to. any partial package:

¢ Any catalogue, brochure, sales lterature or Jike item reforring to. relating
to or reflecting any or all of the products listed in response to Interrogatory
No. 10;

d. - Any picture, drawing, photograph or Hike representation of the tems deseribed
in subparts a.. b, andror e of this [nerrogatone

ANSWER:

a-b. Objection.” Defendant objects w this interrogaiory on the hasis giss;ai’ i requests
witormation about ftems that ave not relevant, not likely 1o lead to the discovery of adinissible
evidence and beyvond the scope of discovery. Subject o und without widving the turezoin
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objections, Defendant responds as (ullows: Detendant bas no knowledge of the existence of such
products or packaging.

¢~ Ohjection. Defendant objects o this interrogafory on the basis that iLrequests
information spanning a S0-year time period. and therefore is overly broad. unduly burdensome, and
not reasonably caleulated to fead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject 1o und without
waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant responds as follows: Defendant maintains possession of
a limited number of catalogs., installation manuals, and advertising materialy.

INTERROGATORY NO. 27:

Did Defendant. any related company or any predecessor ever stamp of otherwise place
(including affixing tags or labels) a company pame, initials. or any identilying logo on any ol the
products listed in response 1o Interrogatory No. 167

' ANSWER:

See Response to Plaintitls’ Manufacturer Interrogatory No. 23, Defendant did not stamp,
affix or glue 1ts name to any finished product made for installation.

INTERROGATORY NO. 28:

It your answer to Inteyrogatory Nou. 27 is “Yes,” identify cach and every such product upon
\which such name, initials or identifying logo appearcd and for cach such product identificd:

a. Describe each and cvery nane. initials or identitving logo appearing on said
produet, at any time. by stating the wording, lettering. symbols. size. color
and manner in which it was stamped, placed or affixed w said product:

b. Spate the date(s) during which cach such name. inftials. or identifyiog lopo
appearcd on said product; and

. ©, Ldentify any and al} documents referring to, reluating to or reflecting the
stamiping. placing or affixing of narmes, nitials v jogos to said product.

including. but not Jimited to, any pictures, photographs o fike reproseniations
of such names, initials or logos.

ANSWER:
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See Response to Plaintitls” Manufacturer Interrogatory No, 27.

INTERROGATORY NO. 29:

Was cach of the asbestos-containing products listed in response to Interrogatory No. 1o
generally expected to reach, or was each packaged to reach, the consumer of User, without substuntial
change in the condition in which it was sold?

ANSWER:

Yex,

INTERROGATORY NO. 30

I your answer to Interrogatory Nou. 29 is “No™ with respect to any productfs), explain in what
manner Defendant claims said product(s) ;.wre altered or substantially changed after sale or
distribution and before reaching the consumer or user.

-ANSWER:

See Response (o Plaintiffs’ Manufacturer Interrogatory No. 29. Not Applicable.

INTERROGATORY NO. 31:

Wiﬂ'l respect to each product listed in response to Interrogatory No. 16. state x&f'ilei§"xs;‘. based
upon the material contents, the method of manufactiring. and the wethod of application. such product
couid generaily be applicd or installed without liberating ashestos fibers?

ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objeels 1o this interrvgatory on the hasis that i1 is vague. overly broad,
and nivt lkely w zad 1o the discovery of &dm ;i vidence. Subject o and w 1t§:mi anving the
faregoing ohjections. Defendant responds as | oltows: The products wazi 1 be applied or installed

w ithout refeasing respirable asbestos fibets in \uié ai B qeantitics, 10any 10 pose o health hazard.
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potential or otherwise, Lo persons using said products. due to the fact that anly short fiber chrysotile
ashestos was used.  Additionally. the asbestos (thers ure wtally cacapsudated by the thermoplastic
binder within a homogenous mixture doring the mamxfduurmg PrOCEss, making release of regpirable,
friable asbestos fiber virtually impossibie. Defendant denies that use ol or exposure 10,113
cncapsulated asbestos-containing products puses a health hazard.

CRROGATORY NO. 32:

With respect to cach product histed m response 1o original Interrogatory number 16, could 1t
be c:x:pcctcd or anticipated that the product might hav‘s to be removed, stripped or replaced at any tune
after application or installation?

| ANSWER:

Objcction. Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the basis that it is vague. overly hroad.

and not likely to lead to the discovery of ¢ admissible evidence. Subject to and without waiving the

foregoing objections, Defendant responds as follows: Itis recognized that at times, products might
have 1o be remuoved.

INTERROGA'I'ORY NQO. 33:

Identify each person who patticipated in the design and/or preparation of manufieturing
specifications for each product listed in response to Interrogatory MNo. 16,

ANSWER:

1. Blewett Smyth. President and Chairman of the Board 1912-1937 (all dutes are
approximations): Glenn H. Alvey, President and Chairman of the Board 1937-1966; HL Rundelph
Brown, President and Chairman of the Board 1966-1974: William K. Clark. Prosident W74 1980,

Chairman of the Board and CEO 1986- 1091, Delendant mrtim answers that, from time 1o thne. other
persons may have teen involved in the topic of inquity.

INTERROGATORY NO. 34:

fontify any and alt decuments, including, but not Dmited oo wrlien memrnnda,

speciticarions, blueprints, formulas, patterns and designs. cefurring Lo, relating 0 or re Hecting the
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design, preparation. application and/or installation of cach product listed in response (o Interrogatory
Nu. 6.
ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects Lo this interrogatory as overly broad. vague and not likely 1o
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. The relevant issues in this action against Defendant
pertain to finished floor covering products ufter such products left Defendant’s facilitics. Subject 1o
and without waiving the {orcgoing objections. Defendant responds as follows: Defendant mintains
pussession of a limited number of product catalogs, instaliation manuals and advertising materials
relating to s products. Additionally, Defendant maintains possession of a limited number of
manuals/brochures prepared by the Resilient Floor Covering Institute relating to floor cov cring

products.

INTERROGATORY NO. 35:

Identify any and all facilities al which Defendant. any predecessor or any related company. at
any time, manufacturing o processed ashestos-containing products. of processed raw asbestos. For
cach such facility identified:

a. State the date(s) which said facility was owned and/or operated by
Defondant. any predecessor or any related company.

b. State the date(s) during which asbestos-containing products and/or
raw asbestos were manufactured ot processed, at said facility ; and,

C. Identify each person scrving as the manager or supervisor of said fucility
during any time which the facility has been nwned andior operated by
Defendant. any predecessor or any related company. and state the dafe(s)
of the tenure as managet or supervisor for each.

Uvalde Rock Asphalt Compaiy and subsequently Avrock [ndustries. loc. did not process v

shestas fiber, They manufaciured dooring products at their faeility a 1703 Oliver Street. Housten,

INTERROGATORY NO. 36:
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Identily any and all r:nt%ti@ to which the Defendant, any predecessor or related company, sold.
disteituted or otherwise provided any type of ashestos-containing produet. including but not funited
t0, the products listed in response to original [nterrogatory number (6. and which the Defendant has
any reason whatsocver ic; suspect. belicve. think or otherwise conclude that suid asbestos-containing
product was instatled. applied, stored. or anyway made use of at any site identified in the
interrogatory answers of any plaintiff with a clanw against this Defendant. at any site lucated in
Madison County, Hinois, oy at any site within a 200 mile radius of Madison County {inois.

"ANSWER:

Objection, Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is vague, averly
broad. unduly burdensome and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Defendant also objects to the area specified above as to vagueness and burdensomic 10
determine. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant responds as tollows:
Most paper documeniation for the period prior to October 4, 19872, the datc Defendant last
manufactured aghestos containing products, has been destroyed in accordance with its records
retention policy based on the federal government’s guidelines for records retention, For sales prior to
October 4, 1982, the only documents defendant maintained was microfilm dating from approximately
the late 19503 to sometime during the 1980s, Remaining records are maintained in Houston. Texas.
All sales were performed at Azrock’s place of business in San Antonio. Texas and were made {0
wholesale disiributors. Defendant has no direct knowledge of what sales its distributors may o may
not have made.

INTERROGATORY NO. 37:

With respect o the products listed in response to Interrogatory No. 16, did Defendant. any
predecessor or related company 0r the manulacturer of the products ever conduct tests of iumy kind on
zm or ull of said products concerping possible or potential health hazards involved in ity use or in the
use of materials contained therein?

ANSWER:

‘T the extent this Incrmgatory Js intended to cover air monitoring studics of Aerock s
finished Nooring products, yes,
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INTERROGATORY NO. 38:

I your answer to {nterrogatory No. 37 is ~Yes,” with respect to cach product test:

a. State the location where the test was performed:

b, tdentify each and every individual who conducted or participated in said
fest,

c. Describe the results of said test;

d. Srate the date or dates upon which said test was conducted;

€. ideatify any and all documents reterving 1o, refating to or reflecting said
test or the results thereol’ and

f. {dentify each and cvery individual who received a copy of any document
referving 1o, relating to or reflecting thé results of said lest.

ANSWER:

Houston and San Antonio, Texas. Tests were conducted December 10, 13-16 1976; February 24 &
75, 1977; October 6-8, 1982: and December 21 1982,

———

(a.d) Air monitoring studies relating to finished products at the offices of Defendant in

(b)  Howard Mitschke, Environmental Chemist: Professional Service [ndustries-Shilstone
Fngincering Testing Laboratory. Inc.

() Concentrations well below OSHA limits.

{c)  Asbestos Air Sarpling Memorandum of December 22, 1976 with December
1976 studics;

Ashestos Toxicology Report of March 2, 1977 regarding February 24, 1977
study;

Asbestos Toxicology Report of March 2, 1977 regarding February 25, 1977

studyy
Lahoratory Report of October 15, 1982 with QOctober 1982 studies;

Professionai Servive Indusirics. Ing.. Shilstone Engineering Testmy Lab betrer of
Tamuary 28, 1983 with December 21, 1982 studies.

(0 RS Zaruba, W.C Clark, JLW, Reeves. J. Tant. €. Dickschot RW. Van Buren,
Alex F. Cuevas, P Thomas
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INTERROGATORY NO. 39:

Did any person. including but not limited to, an officer, agent or emplovee of Defendant, any
predecessor or related company recommend any design changes as u result of any test referenced in
vour response to the preceding interrogatory?

" ANSWER:

Nao.

INTERROGATORY NO. 40:

It your answer to Interrogatory No. 39 is “Yes,” with respeet 1o each such recommended
design change:

a. State the p‘roduci or products involved;

b, State the test or tests involved:

State the nature of the change recommended:

C.

d. Identify the person(s) making the recommendation;

c. State the nature and cffective date of any change made; and

[l Identify cach and every person who participated in the decision
i make or not make the recommended design change.

ANSWER:

Not applicable.

INTERROGATORY NO. -1;

Identify any and all persons coploved by, hived by ur otherwise utilived by Defeadant, tis

redecessor or related company at any time from 1940 1o date as an industrind hygienist or in 4 simtlar

o

position.
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ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects 1o this interrogatory on the grounds that the mierrogatory 15

overly broad. unduly hurdensome and the information sought is wrelevant 1© this case and 13 not
reasonably caleulated to tead to the discovery of admissible evidence. The only relevant issues i this
action against Defendant pertain to {inished floor covering products atter such products left
Defendant’s facilities. Subject o and without walving the foregoing objections, Defendant responds
as follows: The following individuals served as industrial hygienists: Carlos Dz { 19607y David M.
Dewan (1970°s)y and Howard Mitschke (mid 19707s).

INTERROGATORY NO. 42

DNoes Defendant have, or has Defendant. any predccessor o any related company ever had, a
Rescarch Department? 1f 5o

a. State when such department was established, and whether or not
such department has operated continuously since bemng established;

b. State how much Defendant, its predecessor and/or related company
expended each year on research; and

¢. State the percentage of said expenditure which was for research
concerning the health effects of asbestos;

d. \dentify the person(s) in charge of such department throughout its
existence: and

Tdentily the person(s) in charge of any ashestos-related research

conducted by such department throughout the years.
ANSWER:

Objection. Defendunt objects to this interrogatory on the yrounds that the interregalory is
vague. overly broad. unduly burdensome and the information sought is irrelevant (o this case and 15
not reasonably calculated to {ead to the discovery of adnnissible evidence. The only refesant Issucs in
this action against Detendant pertain to finished floor covering products after such products leit
Defendant s fagilities. Subject o and without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant respondds
45 foltows Azrock bad o labaratory with ininimal stadf of cne vriwe chetniists whose prinwary
responsibilities concerned the svalnation of incoming rasy matcrials. proposing and implementing
tormula changes. and monitoring quality control. Manugers included Richard Zaruha 1930-1 988 and
Calvin Robertson 1956-1085. Chemists also meluded Tom Swill, Defendant has no knowledgae as to

bawdgess, it any.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 43:

Did Defendant, any predecessor or any related company. or any medical department or
industrial hygiene division thereof, mainiain a medical andfor scientific dibrary at any time [rom 1940

to the present? If so:

a. Siate the dates such library existed:
b State the number of volumes maintained therein;

State the number of employees. part-time or [ull-time, assigned
to the maintenance of said library; and

d.~ Identify the person(s) within the corporate structure Lo whom
qaid ibrary employees reported throughout the existence of the library.

ANSWER:

-Objection. Defendant ubjects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the interrogatory is
overly broad. unduly burdensome and the information sought is irrelevant to this case and 13 not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible cvidence. The only refovant issues in this
action against Pelendant pertain to finished tloor covering products after such products left
Defendant’s facilities. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections. Defendant responds
as follows: Defendant did not mainiain « library as that term is commonly understoond.

INTERROGATORY NO. 44:

Identify any and all scientific or medical periodicals o which Defendani. any predecessor or
any related company, or any medical department or industrial hvgiene division thereof, subseribed from
1946 o the present. and for zach periodical state the dates of such subscriptions.

TANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the merrogaiory is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and the information sought is relevant 1o ths cuse and 1§ 30t
ressonably caleulated U fead 1o the discovery of admissible evidence The only rofovant issues i this
action against Defendunt pertain to finished floor covering products after such produdts icht

Detendant’s facilities. Subject o and without watving the foregomy shiectionz, Defendant responds
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as tollows: Any periodical subscriptions during the time Defendant’s products contained ashestos ape
no longer known or maintained,

INTERROGATORY NO. 45
Has Defendant, any predecessor or any related company. at any time since 1940
a, Been a member of a medical and/or scientific library or library association?

b. Been g member of any organization or association which maintained a
medical and/or scientific library?

c. Been a member of any organization or association through which
members obtained the use of, or access to, a medical and/or scientific
hibrary?

ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the interrogatory is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and the information sought is irrelevant to this case and is not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. The on y relevant issucs in this
action against Defendant pertain to finished floor covering products after such products left
Defendant’s facilites. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant tesponds
as follows: Any such memberships, to the extent they existed, during the time Defendant's products
contained asbeslos arce no longer known,

INTERROGATORY NO. 46
I your answer to any subpart of Iterrogatory No. 43 is “Yeg™

a. Idemity the library(ies) involved and state the years during which
Defendant. its predecessor vr related company was @ member of] or
otherwise had use of or access to said library; and

b W applicable, identify the organiznion or association through which
Detendam, its predecessor or related eompany, obtuined the wse of or

aecess . auch hbrary{ics).

ANSWER:
See Response to Plaintiffs” Manulacturer Interrogatory No 52, Not Applicable.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 47:

Has Defendant, any predecessor or any related company. or any person or entity

cling on

behall” thereof. including but not fimited o, any insurance company, at any time. conducted any

industrial hygicne surveys voneerning any product identified in response o Interrogatory

No. {6,

including, but not Hmited to. surveys concerning the manufacture, processing. application. iustallation,

use and/or removal of said producis?

* Objection. Defendant objects 1o this interrogatory on the grounds that the interrogatory
is overly broad. unduly burdensome and the mlormation sought is irrelevant to this case and is not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. The only relevant issues in this
action against Defendant pertain to finished floor covering products after such products left
Defendant’s facilities. Subjeet to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant responds
as follows: To the extent the Defendant’s air monitoring studies related 10 its finished products can be
characterized as “industrial hygiene surveys™, see Defendant’s Response to Plaintilfs’ Manulucturer
Interrogatory No. 38.

INTERROGATORY NO., 48:

I your answer to Interrogatory No. 47 is “Yes, " with respect o cach such survey:
a. Identify the product(s) which was used in the survey:

b, Identify any and all person(s). lirm{s) or entity(ics) conducting or
participating in the conducting of said SUFVCY;

c. State the date(s) of said SUrvey:
d. Deseribe the methodology, results and conclusions of said SUrvey;
e, Identify any and all docunents refemring to, or reflecting said SUrvey
or the results and conclisions thereol? and,
f. tdentify any and all persons to whom such document miay have been som
ANSWER:

See Response o PlainG s’ Munufucturer litert ogatory No. 37
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INTERROGATORY NO. 49:

[Tas Defendant. any predecessor or any related company. or any person or eatity acting on
behalf thereof, including but not limited 1o any inswrance. company, at any time, gone into any area
where any product identified in response o Interrogatory No. 16 was being manufactured, used.
applied or mstalled to perform a dust level count or similar test?

ANSWER;

Objection. Defendant objeets to this mterrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad and
unduly burdensome and the information sought is irrelevant to this case and is not reasonably
calculated to lead (o the discovery of admissible evidence. The only relevant issues in this action
against Defendamt pertain to finished floot covering products  after such products left Defendant’s

facilitics. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant responds as follows:
See Response to Plaintiffs’ Manufacturer Interrogatory No. 38.

INTERROGATORY NO. 50:

I your answer to Interrogatory No. 49 is “Yes,” identify each such count or test pertormed, by

stating when and where it was conducted, and with respect to each count or test so identified:

a. [dentify the product being manufactured, used, applied or installed:
b. Identily cach and cvery person who conducted, participated in conductin 2.

or analyzed the results of, said count or test;

c. State the purpose of said count or test;

d. State what, il any, actions wore aken in response to the results of said
count or test; and

e Ideniity any and afl docunents referring to, relating 1o or reflecting soid

count oF lest, inciuding but not Hmited 1o, ALY ACHBAN 1KCT 10 Tesponse
the results of such count or test,

" ANSWER:

See Responses to Plaintiffs’ Manufeturer Irterrogatorics No. 49 and 39
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INTEI;&R()(MTORY NO). S1:

Has Defendant, any predecessor or any related COMPpAny, or any person or entity acting un
behall’ thereof. at any time, conducted any study(ies). of any kind, concering the effects of the
inhalation of ashestos dust or asbestos fibers on one using or being vxposed 1o asbestos or any asbestos-
containing product, including but not limited to, those identified in response (o Interrogatory No. 167

ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad,

unduly burdensome and the information sought is irrelevant to this case and is no reasonably
caleulated to tead to the discovery ol admissible evidence. The onl y relevant issues in this action
against Defendant pertain to finished floor covering products  after such products left Defendunt’s
facilities. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections. Defendant responds as follaws:

INFERROGATORY NO. 52:

If your answer to Interrogatory No. 51 is “Yes,” with respeet to cach such study:

4. Deseribe the nature of said study. inctuding. but not limited 10, the
purpose and objectives of the study. the product(s} involved, the date(s)
conducted. the methodology employed and the results reached, both row
data and conclusions; .

h. Indentify any and all entitics and’or persons condueting said study or
participating in the conducting of said study:

C, Identify any and all documents referring (o, relating to or reflecting
suid study, including but not limited to reports (both interim wnd final).
notes, memorands, work papers, data compilations and surveys;

d. Identify any and all directors, ofiicers. agents ar aplovees of Defondant
whi participated in the decision 1o have the study conducted, and,

7o

tdentify any and all entities apd/or persons who received g copy of any

document referring wo. relating to or reflecting the results or conclusions
reached,

ANSWER;
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See Response to Plaintitfs’ Maoufacturer Interrogatory No. 31, Not Applicable.

INTERROGATORY NO. 53:

Did Defendant. its predecessor or related company, take any action as a resule of any study or
studics set forth in response to Interrogatory Nos. 49 and 517 1f so. identify cach and every study
which resulted in some action being taken, and:

Describe the actions taken, including the effective date of said actions;

a.

b. Identify any and all persons, including, but not Hmited to. directors, olficers,
agents and cmployees of Defendant who participated in the decision (o
undertake said actions; and

c. Identify any and all documents referring to, relating (o or reflecting said
actions, or any subsequent modification or discussion of the same.

"ANSWER:

As fo studies identified in Response to Interrogatory No. 49: Sce Response to Plaintiffy’
Manufacturer Interrogatory No. 30. As to Response to Plaintifts” Manufacrurer Interrogatory No, S1:
Not Applicable. '

INFTERROGATORY NQ. 54:

Has Defendant. any predecessor. or any related company. or any person or entity acting on
behalf thercof, at any rime, conducted any study{ies) designed to minimize or climinate the inhalation
of asbestos dust and fibers by those using, handling or exposed w0 any product fisted in response o
1 ni%.él'l‘t,sgéi&"i‘}" No. 167

ANSWER:
Objection, Defendant objects w s mterrogatory on the grounds that 11 i overly broad,
urduly bordensome andd the information sought Is rrelevant 1o this case and s pot reasonahlh
caleulated fo lead to the discovery of adimissible evidence. The only relevant issues in this action
against Defendant pertain tw finished Hoor covering produets  after such products feft Defendant’s
facilities. Addinonally. this interrogatory assumes Facts and Lacks foundation as 1o the alleged
mhalation ol ashestos dust and Gbers from Detendaw s products. To Defendant’s knowledge. 1t has
nover beon estabilshed that there 15 2 health hazand from asphialt foor tle vr vinyl ashestos Goor ke
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during installation, use or removal due to the fact that only short fiber chryvsotile asbestos was used.
Additonally. the asbestos {ibers are totally encapsulated by the theemoplastic binder within a
homogenous mixture duri ing the manufacturing process, making releuse of respirable, Iriable ashestos
fiber virtually impossible. Defendant states that there has never been any ovidence or reason Lo
believe that its ashbestos-comaining products release respirable asbestos fibers in sufficient quantities.

ifany, to pose a

a health hazard. potential or otherwise. 10 persons using said products. Defendant

denies that use of, or exposure to. its encapsulated ashestos-containing products poscs a health
hazard. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant responds us follows: No.

INTERROGATORY NO. 35;

If your answer to [nterrogatory No. 54 15 Yes.” with respect to cach such study:

a Identity the product involved;

b. Identity the person(s) and/or entity(ies) conducting said study;

¢ State the date said study began and the date on which it was completed:

d. Identify any and all persons, including, but not limited to, directors,
officers. agents or employees of Defendant, who participated in the
decision to have said study conducted:

e. Describe the nature of said study;

f. Describe the nature of any action to climinate or minimize inhalation
of asbestos dust or asbestos Tibers undertaken as a result of said study:

g. Tdentify any and all documents referring to. relating to or retlecting said swdy or
the results thereof: and

h. Identify any and all persons receiving a copy of wy document referring to. relating
o or reflecting the resy im or concluxions of said study.

ANSWER:

See Response o Plaintitfs” Manutacturer Interrogatory No. 540 Not applicable,

C INTERROGATORY NO. 56:

- ind Petendant, any related compuny. or any predecessar ub any Hme. give fo persons

winhd be applying andifor removing any of the products Tisted & rosponse e Interrouatony e 16

¥
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instructions or guidelines concernihg precautions, warning, procedures. and/or methods to use, in order
to safely apply or reruove such producis? I so, describe such instructions, state w0 whom they were
given, state the dates they were given, and describe the manner in which they were given,

ANSWER:

See Responses to Plaintiffs” Manufachurer Interrogatorics No. 25, 34 and 38.

INTERROGATORY NO. 57:

‘Did Defendant, any predecessor or any related company. at any time, place any warniog stgns
or fabels on the containers i which any ot the products histed in response {o Interrogatory No. 16 were
packaged?

ANSWER:

Yes.

INTERROGATORY NO. 58:

I vour answer to Jaterrogatory Ne. 37 is “Yes.” identify cach and every product upon which

such a warning was placed. and with respect to cach such product identified:

a. State the date on which any order directing that a warning be placed on
said product frst issued:

b, Tdentifv any and all persons participating in the decision to issuc that orduen:

¢ State the first date on which such warning was acrually placed on said product:

d. Swte the flest date on which such product accompanied by such waming was
{irst sold, distributed ur instalied;

c. State the exact wording of this first warning:

f. State the exact location and siee of this st warnbng as L appearat on =ad

nroding
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Identify any and all persons who participated in any phase of the drafling
or design of said first warning. including, but not limited to, those who
performed the actual  drafting and design work, those who reviewed the
work, those who edited the work and thoze who approved the waming;

e

h. State why you placed such warning on said product, including. but not limited
to, whether you placed such warning on said product because you reccived a
directive, command, suggestion, fegal opinion, or any type of communication
{written or otherwise) from any porson, Hirm, corporation, governmemal agency.

commilice, association, attorney or institute; and

1. Identify any and all documents referring to, relating to or reflecting. said
warning, its drafting, and/or the decision o place the warning on said product,

including but not limited to, uny communication as described in subpart h. of this

Interrogatory.
ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the groands it is unduly
burdensome. Subject to and without waiving the forcgoing objections, Delendant responds as
follows: To defendant’s knowledge. it has never been established that there is a health hazard from
asphalt floor tile or vinyl asbestos foor tile during installation. use or removal due to the fact that
only short fiber chrysotile asbestos was used. Additionally, the asbestos {ibers are totally
encapsulated by the thermoplastic binder within 4 homogenous mixture during the manuflacturing
process, making release of respirable, [riable asbestos fiber virtually impossible. Defendunt states
that there has never been any evidence or reason to believe that its asbestos-containing products

clease respirable asbestos fibers in sufficient quantities, ifany, to posc a health burard, potential or
otherwise, lo persons using said products.” Delendant denies that use of, or exposure to, its
encapsulated asbestos-containing products poses a health hazard. Defendant hus abways provided ro
architeets, specifiers and customers product catalogs mcluding specitfications and technical
information, advertising and promotional material and installation and maintenance instructions.
including warnings and warranties upon individual request from anvoue or through Azrock. (i 1s
impossible o identify all documents. Beginning in approximately 1978, the following waming was
placed in the Azrock Manual of Installation:

To prevent any release of encapsulated ashestos fiber, do not sand usphalt tile or vinvi

asbestos tile floors.

Additonal printing on the shipping cartons included: “Important. When installing Azcock tle. use

o

instaflation procedures and adhesives as recommended in Azrock InstsHution Iustructions,”

Beginning tn July 1980, the folfowing languase was included in the Azrock Manual of lndtaliation.

MPORTANT NOTICE . Warnings and instructions set forth in the manual and

incorporated on Asrock Floor Products aecessory labels should he strictly followed.
WARNING: DO NOT SAND PXISTING REFSILIENT FLOOHING, BACKING OR
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PINING FELT. THESE PRODUCTS MAY CONTAIN ASBUSTOS FIBLRS THAT
CANNOUBE IDENTIFIED READILY. INHALATION OF ASBESTOS DUST
MAY CAUSE ASBESTOSIS OR OTHER SERIOUS BODILY HARM.

In func 1986, the following lunguage was added by the Detendant:
SMOKING GREATLY INCREASES THE RISK OF SERIOUS BODILY HARM.

This warning was developed by the president of Azrock, in compunction with the Kesilient
Floor Covering Institute. There has been some discnssion priar to this time that release of ashestos
fiber from sanding of asphalt floor tile or vinyl asbestos Hoor tite was doubtful since friction heat
generated {rom sanding softens the thermo-plastic binder further encapsulating the fiber. However, it
was thought that it would be safer to include these products in the warnings since other asbestos
containing products manufactured by other eatities might cause problems when sanded.

INTERROGATORY NO. 39:

Witli respect to each product identified in response to Interrogatory No. 58 as hfz.ving, heen
accompanicd by a waming. slatc whether. subscquent (o the first warning described above. any
different warning was ever placed upon said product. Any alteration. change or modification in the
language, wording, capitalization, punctuation. style of typc or printing. size. color. or location on the
package m; coptainer. of the warning constitutes u different wamning.

ANSWER:

Sec Response to Plaintifls’ Munufacturer Interrogatory No. 38,

INTERROGATORY NO. 60:

With respect to cach different warning which accompanied each product listed in response o
{ g

TIOEL Yk ia, 58
Interrogatory No. 58
a. Siate the date on which any order directing that such ditferent swaraimg be
pluced on said product st issucd:
b. Identify any and all persons participating 1 the deviston 1o jgsue that order:
State the first dare on which such difforent wanning was actually placed onsad
product: :
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d. State the tirst dale on which such product accompanied by yuch different
warning was sold. distributed or installed;

88

Describe. with specificity. any and all changes, modifications or diltorences
between the different warning and the prior watung(s);

£ tdentity any and all persons who participated inany phase of the drafting or
design of such different warning, including, but not limited to. those who
performed the actual drafting and design work, those who reviewed the work,
those who edited the work and those who approved the different warning:

g State why you placed such different warning on said produet, including., but not
limited to, whether you placed such differcut warning on said product because
you received a directive, command, suggestion, legal opinion, or any type of
communication {written or otherwise) from any person, firm, corporation,
governmental agency. commitiee, association. attorney or institute: and

h. Identi{y any and all documents referring to, relating to or reflecting. said

different warning. its drafling, and/or the decision to place the different
warning on said product,

ANSWER:
Objection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome,

Subject to und without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant responds as follows: See
Response to Plaintiffs’ Manufacturer Interrogatory No. 58.

INTERROGATORY NO. 61:

Prior to the date on which Defendant first directed that a warning accompany any product
identified in response Lo Interrogatory No. m:did any persen, {irm. organization ot other cnlity, within
or without your employ. suggest. recommend, counsel. advise. or otherwise indicate W any manner,
that 4 warning should accompany any or ali such products or ashesios-containiug products weneraty?

ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad,
unduly burdensome and the information sought is irrelevant to this case and & pot reasonubly
catenlated © lead o i discovery of admissible evidence, Subject W and without waiving tie
foregoing objections. Defendant responds as fullows: To defendunt’s knowledge it bas never lscen
catablished that there i a health hazard from asphalt foor tile or vinyt ashestos Hoor le during
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instaltation, use or removal due to the fact that only short fiber chrysotile asbestos was used.
Addinonally, the asbestos fibers are totally encapsulated by the thermoplastic binder within a
homogenous mixture during the manufacturing process, making release of respirable, friable asbestos
fiber virtally timpossible. Defendant states that there has never been anvy cvidence or reason to
believe that its asbestos-containing products release respirable asbestos [thers in sufficient quantitics,
i any. to pose a health havard, potential or otherwise, (o persons using satd products. Defendant
denies that use of, or exposure Lo, its encapsulated ashestos-containing products poses a health
hazard.

The lirst time Azrock recetved any notice indicating an alleged connection between asbestos-
containing products and lung cancer, mesothelioma. asbestosis or other illnesses was in Junc of 1969
when Azrock received a copy of a memorandum from Union Carbide to its ficld sales loree dated
May 26, 1969. Nothing in this notice suggested that products formerly manufactured by Asrock had
any connection with asbestos-related diseases.

Since that time, Azrock recetved information concerning the alleged conmection

between asbestos-containing products and various health hazards, However, Azrock is not aware of
any evidence or information indicating that any asbestos-containing products manufactured by
Azrock relcase respirable asbestos fibers in sufficient quantity, if any, to pose a health hazard,
potential or otherwise, to persons using said products, Azrock did not receive any recommendation to
place any warnings on the products previously identified or prior o the time it formulated the
warnings referenced in Response to Plaintiffs’ Manufacturer Interrogatory No. 58.

INTERROGATORY NO. 62:

If your answer to Interrogatory No. 61 is “Yes,” with respect to each such suggestion,

recommendation, counseling, udvice or other indication:

a. Identify the person{s) andfor entity(ies) giving the same:

b. State the date(s) on which the same was given;

<, fdentify any and all persons receiving notice of the same:

d. Describe what, if any, action Defendant took in response 1 or upon

the same; and,

dentity auy and all documents reterring to, relasing o or reflecting

the same, O uy action taken thereon or in response thereto.
ANBWER:

- See Response to Praintdls” Munulacturer Interrogatory No. 61, Mot applicable.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 63;

Did Defendant, any predecessor, or any related company ever place any warning directly UpOn
any of the products listed lén response o nterrogatory No. 167
ANSWER:
© See Responses 1o Plaintifly” Manufaciurer nterrogatory No. 25 and No. 38,

INTERROGATORY NO. 64:

AT your answer to Interrogatory No. 63 is “Yes,” identily each and every product upon which

such a warning was placed and for cach such product identified:

a. State, verbatim, each and cvery warning which ever appeared on said
product,
b. State the size, color and Jocation of each such warning and describe the

manner in which it was placed upon the product;

c. State the dates on which each such warning first and last appeared in
said product; and,

d. Identily any and all documents referring to, relating to or reflecting the
placing of any warning dircetly upon said products, including, but not
limited to. decisions not 10 place such a warning.
ANSWER:
Objection. Defendant objects 1o this interrogatory on the grounds it iz vague, overly broad and

unduly burdensome. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objeetions. Defendant responds s
follows: Sce Responscs to Plamtiffs” Manufacturer Interrogatories No. 25 and 58,

INTERROGATORY NO. 65;

Did any warping of any type concerning the products lsted b respense 1o fnterrogatory No. 16
ever appear i sy sale literatre or other waterials distributed or provided by Defondant, any
;%;’c&m:%i-:é;m or any related company. o the purchasers, conswners andror users of such products?

ANSWER:
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see Respunses 1o Plaintiffs” Manufacturer Interrogatories No. 25 and 58

INTERROGATORY NO. 66:

H vour answer to Interrogatory No. 65 is “Yes.” identify each and every item of sales erature

or other materials in which such a warning appeared. and for cach item so identified:

‘a. State the date on which said item was first provided to distributors.
sellers, purchasers, consumers or users;

b. List the products discussed in the literature;
¢. ldentify any and all other sales literature concerning the products listed in
response to Interrogatory No, 16 which was provided o distributors.
sellers. purchasers, consumers or users after the above date and which
contained no warning,
-ANSWER:

Lach and every location of warning labels is unknown. however. sce Responses to Plaintiffs
Manufacturer Interrogatories No. 25 and 38.

INTERROGATORY NO. 67:

Does Defendant. any predecessor. or any related company huve any of the following in is
possession, custady or control:

i Any package, container, label or item of sales literature which Delendant
claims constitules or contains any warning which ever accompanies any
product listed in response to Interrogatory No. (67

" h. Any picture, photograph or fike wprodactise representation of uny item
deseribed in subpart a.?

ANSWER:

Ohjection. Defendant objoects 1o this interrogatosy on the grownds i iy unduly burdenscie,
Subject to and without waiving the forcgoing objections. Defendant rosponds as bllows, See
Responses w Plaimtiffs” Manufecturer Interrogatories No. 36 and 58, Defendant js m possession of a
limited number of instalintion manuals and Resilieat Floar Covermyg Instituts brochurs,
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INTERROGATORY NO. 68:

It Defendant, any predecessor or related company obtained raw ashestos andfor ashestos
conlaining material used by Defendant, any predecessor or related company, to manufaciure or process
any product histed in response to Interrogatory 16, did such raw ashestos and/or asbestos-containing
matcrial contain any warning of any type — either alfixed o the container. contained within the
container, or affixed lo the product itself - when received by Defendant. any predecessor or related
company?

ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects to this request on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly burdensome
and the information sought is not reasonably calculated to lead (o the discovery of admissible evidence.

The only relevant issues in this action against Defendant pertain to finished floor covering produets
after such produets left Defendant’s facilities.

INTERROGATORY NO. 69:

If the unswer to [nterrogatory 68 is “Yes.”

a. State, verbatim. cach and every warning which approved on the
received product.

b. Ntate the size; color, and location of each such warning and describe
the manner in which it wus placed upon the received product.

e State the dates on which cach such warning first and last appeared on
the received product.

©
T¢

d State whether Defendant. any predecessor or refated company left
each waming in place. or removed or atiend such warmning at any thne.

e {F such warnings were removed or alte

cred inany manner, deseribe in detall
how such warnings were removed or al

tered.
ANSWER:

Sue Response 1o Manufactarer Interrogators Mo, 68, Now applicable,
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INTERROGATORY NO. 70:

State the year that Defendant, or any predecessor or related company was first ads ised of either

threshold limit values or maximum allowable concentrations of hoth ashestos dust and total dus
promulgated by the American Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienist. and identify th
speciiic person(s) receiving such advise, and anv and all documents communicating such advise.
ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad and

the information sought is not reasonably calculated 1 lcad to the discovery of admissible evidence.

The only relevant issues in this action against Defendant pertain to finished lloor covering products

after such products left Defendant’s tacilitics. Subject to and without waiving thé foregoing

objections, Defendant responds as follows: Defendant has no knowledge of receiving the information
described in this interrogatory front the American Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygicnists.

INTERROGATORY NO. 71:

Describe. in detail. any and all wests. if any, conducied by Defendant. any predecessor or any
related company, or anvone acting on behalf thereof, concerning the quantity, quality or threshold
limit values of asbestos dust or particles to which applicators or consumers of ashestos-contaming

products were exposed while using any product identified in respunse 10 [nterrogatory No. 16,

including:
a. ‘The product being used;
b. Identity any and all person(s), firm{s) or entitytics) conducting or
partictpating in the conducting of said test: ’
c. State the dategs) <af“xaid test;
d. Deseribe the methodology, resuits and conclusions of suid tess:
<. fdentily any and all documents referring to. velating or reflecting said

rest or the results and conclustons therent; and.
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T Identify any and all persons w whom any document referring to. wlating
to or reflecting the results or conclusions of spid test wag sent.

ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it s overly broad und
the information sought is not reasonably c¢alculated to fead w the discovery of admissible evidence.
‘The only relevant issues in this action against Defenduant pertain to finished floer coveripg products
after such products left Defendant’s facilities. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing
objections, Defendant responds us follows: To the extent this Interrogatory is intended 1o cover air
monitoring studies as to Azvock’s finished Hooring products, see Response to Plaintiffs’
Manulucturer Interrogatory No. 38, above.

INTERROGATORY NO. 72:

Did Defendant. any predecessor or any l'(i]al‘it;"d company, at any tme, directly advise the
owners or management employees of any worksite in which it sold or applied any product listed in
response to Interrogatory Na. 16, of threshold Imit values for exposure to asbestos dust
recommended by the American Conference of Giovernmental Industrial Hygiemst? 1If so, state the
date or dates that you so advise each such owner or employess, the manner in which you advised such
owner or employce and the name of each such vwaer or employee.

ANS\VER:

Objection. Defendant objects o this interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad and

the information sought is not reasonably calculated to lead 1o the discovery of admissible evidence.
The only relevant issues in this action against Defendant pertain to finished floor covering products
after such products left Defendant’s facilities. Subjeet to and without waiving the foregoing
objcctions, Delendant responds as follows: Because Defendant did not sell its product direetls to any
“worksite.” Defendant would not have had any communications concerning threshold mit values
with the owners or management employess of such worksiles.

INTERROGATORY NO. 73:
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State the date on which any official of Defendant or any predecessor or any related compuny
first had knowledge. notice, information or understanding that exposure to asbestos would. could or

might cause each of the {ollowing diseases:

a. Ploural discuse;
b Asbestosis;
¢ Mesothelioma:
d. Lung cancer:
€. Any other forms of cancer.
ANSWER:

Objection. Detendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broud and
the information sought is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
The only relevant issucs in this attion against Defendant pertain to finished floor covering products
after such products left Defendant’s facilitics. Subject to and without waiving the furcgoing
objections, Defendant responds as follows: See Response to Plaintifts” Manufacturer Interrogatory
No. 61.

INTERROGATORY NO. 74:

>4

With respeet to each disease set forth in Interrogatory No. 73:

a. Tdentity the official who first obtained the knowledge. notice.
information or understanding to which the interrogatory refers:

b. Identify any and ali documents relerring to. relating to or reflecting
such knowledge, notice. information or understanding:

If such knowlcdge or information was obtained by attendance at any
conference. lecture, convention, svmpasium or meeting. ideatfy such
mecting, any and all persons attending. and any and all documents
referring 1o, relating to or reflecting the meeting: and

&

. Dosceribe what, M any, action sand official, Deleadant, any prodecessor or

sny related company ook in response  such kaowledge, notice, information
or understanding.

ANSWER:

-
{77
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See Response to Plaintifts Manufacturer [nterrogatory No. 73,

INTERROGATORY NO. 75:

Axto any knowledge or information referred to I Interrogatoties 73-74, did Defendant, at any
time. educate or inform its cruployees, distributors, purchasers or any persons working in the vicinity
where any zzsbcsms—com;zining product was being applied or installed as to the hazards known
Defendant or about which Defendant had information, and as to the safety precautions necessary to
guard against cancer and other diseases arssing from the use and handling of the products ideatified in
response 1o Interrogatory No. 167

"ANSWER:

See Responses w Plaimiffs” Manutacturer Interrogatories No, 38 and 73,

INTERROGATORY NO. 76:
If your answer (o Interrogatory No. 75 is "Yes.” identify each such occasion on which

Defendant so cducated or Intormed its cmplovees, distributors or purchasers, as follows:

a. [dentify the persons or parties which you educated or informed;
b, State when, where and in what muanner they were educated ov informed;
c. Tdentity any and all documents referring to, relating o or reflecting the

communication or other dissemination ‘ol such information; and

. Identify any and all persons who so educated or informed said emplovees,
distributors, purchascrs or persons working in the vicinily of application or
' who participated in the same in any way. including, but not Hmited to.
assembling, dralting, writing. rewriting. preparing or comeying such
information v amy format,

ANSWER:

Ses Responses e Plaintiffy” Mapufacturer fnterrogatories No. 38 and 73,
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INTERROGATORY NO. 77:

Did Defendunt or any predecessor entity perform. direct to be performed. finance in whol

HC OF

in part. sponsor in whole or in part or reccive the results. of, any studics or tests concerning the

relatiouship between asbestos exposure and ashestosis, cancer and/or mesothelioma?

ANSWER:

No.

INTERROGATORY NO. 78:

If your answer to Interrogatory No. 77 is “Yes,” with respect 1o each such study or test:

a. State the nature of the involvement (performed, directed it to be
performed, financed, sponsored, received results, ete.);

b. State when, where and at what intervals said study was performed;

. Identify any and alf persons, firms or entities which performed said study:

d, {dentify any and all documents referring to, xehﬁm g or reflecting said study
or the results thereo!: and

e. State all means by which the results of said study were dlswmmatcd including.
i applicable. publication; and identify any and all persons who received said
results and any and all publications in which suid results appeared.

ANSWER:

See Response 1o Plaintiffs” Manutacturer Interrogatory No. 77. Not applicable.

INTERROGATORY NO. 79:

Did Defedant v any time during the period that the produacts listed TeEpOnse o

terrogatory No. 16 were manufuciured, sold, applied or installed, inform any purchaser or user of

said products that such products could cause cancer, ashestoxis. and/or ather serions diseases’
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ANSWER:

See Response to Plaintfls’ Manufacturer Interrogatory No. 58, Not applicable.

INTERROGATORY NO, 80:

Did Defendant, any predecessor or auy related company, or any workers’ compensation
insurance carrier thercof, ever have any claims Jor lung discases or death from lung disease. whother
directly or indirectly attributed to asbestos, mesotheliomd, lung cancer, or exposure to ashestos-
containing products?
ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad and

the information sought is not reasonably calcutated to lead w the discovery of admissible evidence.
The only relevant issues in this action against Defendant pertain to finished foor covering products
after such produets lelt Defendant's facilitics. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing
objections, Defendant responds as follows: No workers’ compensation claims mvolving an alleged
asbestos-related injury has been filed against Azrock relating 1o an employec’s exposure or handling
of a finished Aoor covering product manufactured by Azrock. With respect Lo finished floor covering
products, Azrock has received claims for alleged personal injuries beginning in approximately 1980

INTERROGATORY NO, 81:

If your answer to original Interrogatory number 80 was “Yes.” pleasc provide the followmg
information for each and every employee of the defendant, predecessor or related company with such
a claim. [f the claimant was a nun-employee, please provide the information for the lirst 100 cases ol

which the defendant had notice.

a. 4 Ideatify the claimany

b Ideatify the entity ogawnst which the claim was Glied,

£, Stute the date upon which the claim was filed:

J. I st the location{®) at which claimant was esposed 10 asbesion
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e, Identify cach and every board. admuistrative body. commission or
court which handled or reviewed said claim and state the state the
style and cause number applicable to said claim before each such bodv:

f. [dentily the disease alleged by claimant:
e State the {inal disposition of the claim including any and all benelits paid.
and the entity making such payments;
h. If different from the date on which the claim was {iled. state the date on
which defendamt tirst had notice of the claim: and
i. . ldentify any and all documents iefmmu to. relating to or reflecting
said claim.

Objection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad,
unduly burdensome and the information sought is not reasonably caleulated to lead to the discovery
of admissible evidence. The only refevant issues in this action against Defendant pertain to finished
floor covering products after such products left Detendant’s facilities. Defendant further objects to (g)
as t benefits paid on the grounds it is irrelevant, and muny of the settlement values are confidential.

INTERROGATORY NO, 82:

How many past or present employees of Defendant, tts predecessors or refated companies arc
known by vou to be suffering from, to have suffered from, or to have sultered deaths caused by:
a. Asbestosis?
b. . Lung Cancer?
<. Mesotheliona?
. ANSWER:

¢

b jt*s’:iéon Diefendant abjects to this inferrogutory on the grounds that 1t s overly broad.
unduly burdensome and the information sought is irrelevant mzs case and 15 not reasonablhy
cateulated Lo i ad 1w the discovery of admissible evidence, The only relevant fssues jn this acuon
against Defendant pertain to finished Joor covering products after such products Teft Defendant’s
£ ,‘3” . ceg
acHHICs,
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INTERROGATORY NO. 83:

€

For each employee referenced in your answer o Interrogatory No, 82, state the date that
Defendant first knew. or had notice or information. that such past or present employee wus sullering,

or had suffered from;

a Asbestosis:
b. Lung Cancer:
¢, Mesothelioma.

ANSWER:
See Response to Plaintilfs’ Manufacturer Interrogatory No. 82,

INTERROGATORY NO. 84;

Identify any and all material safety data sheets concerning the products listed 1o response to
Interrogatory No. 16 prepared, at any time, by, or on behalf of, Defendant. any predecessor or any
related company.

ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad. unduly
hurdensome and not reasonably calculated 1o tead to the discovery of aduussible ¢vidence. It requests
data on a variety of products over a fifty vear period. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing
objections, Defendant responds as [ollows! None. Defendant is not subjeet to the tederal regulation
concerning the issuance of material safety data sheets for the mamufacture of the products previously
listed. Furthermore, the federal regulation in question did not become effective until after Defendant
had removed asbestos from its products.

INTERROGATORY NO. 85:

Identifh any and all rade organizations. associations, or other entitics, including but not
limited to American Textile Institute (ATD. Ashestos Information Association (AIAL Industrial

Health Foundation or Industrial Hygiene Foundation (1HIy, Nativnal Insulation Manufacturers Assn.

(NIMAL National Insulation Contractors Assn. {NICAY, Nationat Safery Counctl (NSO Amuriean
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Ceramics Saciety (ACS), Nationa! Building Matedals Distributors Assn. {NIA)Y, Sprayed Mineral
Fiber Manufactarers Assn. (SMFMA), Thermal lnsulation Manultacturers Assn, (TTMAY Quehec
Asbestos Mining Assn. (QAMA}, to which Defendant. any predecessor or any reluted company has

belonged or in which atry or all of the same have participated since 1925, and state the applicable

dates.of such membership or participation,
ANSWER:

Azrock has been a member of the Resilient Floor Covering Institute and its predecessor
entities since at feast the carly to mid 1950s; the Producers” Council of America (from the ear) y 19305
to unknown); the National Association of Home Builders (from as early as 1959 to unknown): the
Construction Specifications Institute (from as carly as 1959 to unknown): the National Association
of I'loor Covering Distributors (from as early as 1978); the Western Floor Covering Association
(dates unknown); the American Floor Covering Association (dates unknown): and the Asbestos
Information Association (from 1972 to 1980).

INTERROGATORY NO. $6:

.Identi fy any and all persons attending, on behall of Defondant, any predecessor or any related
company. any meetings, seminars or symposiunis held by the trade organizations, associations. or
other entities identified in Interrogatory No. 85.

ANSWER:

See Response to Plaintifts” Manofucturer Interrogatory No., 87.

INTERROGATORY NO, 87:
Did any officer, employee. agent or representative of Defendunt. of any predecessor, or of any
refated company, serve, at any tme. as:

a0 Anofficer. director ov official of any trade organivation, associobion or cotity
identified m response to Interrogatory No. 857

b A member of uny committes or subcommittee of uny trace organization.
association or entity identified in response 1o Interropatory No. 857
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e ‘The chair of any commitlee or subcommittee of any trade orgamzation,
association or entity identificd in response to laterrogatory No. 837

d. The representative or laison for any trade organization, association or enlity
identified in response 10 Interrogatory No. 85 o any other trade organization,
association or entity, including, but not Himited to. A TE, LHELONAMAL ALAL
NLCAL TIMAL QAMALNACINSC,ACS, NBMBD.AL :
N.LA, SMEFMALY

ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory as being overly broud. beyond the scope of
discovery and not likely Lo lead to the discovery of adnissible evidence. Subject to and without
waiving the forcgoing objections, Defendant responds as follows: Witliam K. Clark served on the
Rourd of Directors or was an officer of the Resilient Floor Covering [nstitute and its predecessor
entities from the mid 1930s to approximately 1968. Mr. Clark was active in the Promotion &
Publicity Committee, Distribution Committee. Market Rescarch, and Membership Committee. H.R.
Drown and G.II. Alvey also represented Uvalde/Azrock at various times during their

tenure. Defendant has no information as to whether or not Mr. Brown or Mr. Alvey attended
mectings or were members of any commiltecs or subcommittees.

INTERROGATORY NO. 88:

For each subpart of Interrogatoty No. §7 to which your answer is “Yes.” identify cach and
every person serving in such capacity and:

4. state the trade orpanization. association vr entity for which such
service was rendered;

b. specify the capacity of service. jncluding identifying any spevific
committee, subcommitiee or other trade organizations, associations
or entities involved; and,

. c state the applivable dates of service.
ANSWER:

See Response to Plainrifls” Manulucturer hiterrogatory Na, 87,

INTERROGATORY NO. 89:
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Identify any and afl documents which Defendant, its predecessor(s) or any related company

submitted to, or received from, the organizations Histed in regponse to Interrogatory Nos. 83 andior

88
a. Which refer to, relate to or reflect the subject of ashestos;
b. Which refer to, relate to or retlect a relationship between asbestos

exposute and any disease: and/or

. Which refor to, relate to or reflect the placement or providing ol
warnings with respect to hazardous products.

ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is vague, overly
broad, unduly burdensome and the information sought is inelevant fo this case and is not reasonably
caleulated to lead 1o the discovery of admissible evidence. The only relevant issues in this action
against Defendant pertain 1o tinished floor covering products afier such products Iett Defeodant’s
fucilitics. Subjeet to and without waiving the foregoing objcctions, Defendant responds as follows:
Unknown.

INTERROGATORY NO. 90:

Tdentify any and all documents including, but not limited to. minutes. bulletins or reports,
created by, or on bfc’{mi.f of, any trade organization. association or entity hsted in response to
Interrogatory Ne. $5 and/or 88 or any commitlee. subcommittes or subgroup thereof;

C i Which refer Lo, relaie to or reflect the subject of asbestos;

b. Which refer 1o, relate to or reflect a relationship between asbestos
exposure and any discase, or

c. Which refer to, relate o or reflect the placenent or providing of
warnings with respeet to hazardous products.

ANSWER:

Objection, Defendant objects 1o this interrogatory on the grounds that i3 vague. overly
hroad. unduly burdensome and the information sought is irrclevant to this case and is not reasonably
calculated 1o lead to the discovery of admisible evidence. The only rddevani issues in his action
agabnst Dvlendant pertain to finished floor coveting products after such products et Detendant™s
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Did Defendant. any predecessor or related company., divect to he performed. spoasor in whole
ot in part, [nance in whole or in part, receive the results of) or become aware oL, any studics or tests
performed by the Sarazm.c f.ake Laboratory of the Trudeau Foundation relating o asbestos exposure
and its cffects upon human health?

ANSWER:

Ohjection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory as being overly broad and not likely to lead

o the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to und without waiving the foregoing objections,
Defendant responds as foltows: No.

INTERROGATORY NO, 93:

If your answer fo Interrogutory No. 92 is "Yes™

a Identify any and all documents received by Defendant. its
predecessor(s), or a related company referring to. relating to or
reflecting any findings or results of those studics or tests, and
state the date upon which each was first received:

b, Identify any and all communications {oral or written), between
Defendant, it's predecessor(s) or a related company and Saranac
personnel, including but not Hmited to Gerrit W, H. Schepers, M.D.;

Identify any and all documents referring to, relating to or retlecting

the Saranac studies received or submitted by Defendant, its predecessor(s)
or a related company either directly. through refated or predecessor
companies, through other companies, or through any trade associations.
organizations or other entities; and

5
M

d. Identify any and all documents referring o, relating to or reflecting
recommendations or findings of such studies relating to;

(i) Adequacy ar inadequacy of threshold Thmit values:

(1) Substitution of materials other than asbesios o be
used in the insulation process.

ANSWER:

See Resporse to Plaintiffy” Manatfacturer Tnterrogatory Ivo Y20 Notapplicabie.
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INTERROGATORY NO, 94;

With respect 1o each subject listed below. swie whether said subjeet wax. 4t any time,
discussed at a meeting of the board of dircctors of Defendant. any predecessor or any refated

company.

a. The sale and/or marketing of any asbestos-containing product. including,
but not limited to. the products listed in response w Interrogatory No. 16;

b.© The health hazards resalting from exposure to asbestos, including, but not
limited to. exposurc resulting from the use, application or removal of
asbestos-containing products:

L. The placement or possible placement of warning labels on asbestos-
containing products or their packages, or in sales literature, therefore
including, but not limited to, the products listed in response to Interrogatory
No. 16: and

d. Any test, survey. study or similar matter concerning asbestos or asbestos-
containing products, including, but not limited to, the products listed in
response to Interrogatory No. 16,

ANSWER:
Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly
burdensome and the information sought is not reasonably calculated to lcad to the discovery of

admissible evidence. The only relevant issues in this action against Defendant pertain to finished
{loor covering products after such products lefl Defondant’s facilities.

INTERROGATORY NO. 95: ' .

If vour answer {0 any one or more of the subparts of Interrogatory No. 94 is “Yes,” then with

respect {0 each subpart for which vou answered “Yes™
a. Identify each and every board mcciing at which said subject was

discussed by stating the datelsy on which, and the location(s) at
which. each meeting was hekd:

b. Identifv any and all persons present at vach such moeeting: and,

c. Identify any and ofl documents, inchuding, but not hinsited 1o,
rinutey, refernng to, relating o, or reflecting cach such meoling.
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ANSWER:

See Response o Plaintiffs” Manufacturer Tnterrogatory No. 94,

INTERROGATORY NO. 96:

Identify any and all scminars, symposiums, conferences or like gatherings attended by any
officer, agent or representative of Defendant, any predecessor or any related company. at which the
sabject of asbestos. the health havards of asbestos exposure, or the placement or providing of
warnings was diseussed.

ANSWER:

Objeetion. Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is vague, overly
broad, unduly burdensome and the information sought is not reasonably caleulated to fead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. The only relevant issues in this action against Defendant pertain to
finished floor covering products  after such products left Defendant’s facilitics. Subject to and
without waiving the foregoing objections. Defendant responds as follows: Delendant has no

knowledge of any former employees or officers who may or may not have attended meetings as
described.

INTERROGATORY NO. 97:

idG;&iif}’ any and all documents. including, but not limited to, notes, reports. minutes or
bulleting. which refer to. relate o or reflect any meeting dentified in response 1o Interrogatory No.
96,

ANSWER:

Objection. Delendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it i3 vague.

»
overly broad, unduly burdensome and the information soughrt is not reasonably caleulated to lead to
the discovery of admissible evidence. The only relevant issues i this acting against Defendans
pertain to finished four covering products after such products left Delendant’s facilitics. Sabject o
and withont walving the foregeing vhjcctions, Defendant responds as follows: Defendant has no

knowledge of anyv documents as deseribed.

INTERROGATORY NG, 98:
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With respect to cach job site within 200 miles of Madison County and.or identified by uny
plaintiff (whe has asserted claims against this defendant) i, denttly any and all documents referring
ra]atmv to or mﬂ«,cimw the purchase, sale. delivery. use. application or ordering, ol any of the
products listed in response to Interrogatory No. 16 by. for, to or at said sie; and, (if) wentify any and
all persons known by Defendant to have knmyicdgc conicerning the same:
ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is vague, overly
broad, unduly burdensome and not reasonably caleulated 1o lead to the discov ery of admissible
evidence. Detendant also objects to the area aptczizcd above as to vagueness and burdensome to

determine. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections. Defendant responds as follows:
Most paper documentation for the period prior to Octobuer 4, 1982, the date Defendunt Jast
munulactured asbestos containing products. has been destroyed in accordance with its records
relention policy based on the federal government’s yuidelines for records retention. For sales prior to
October 4, 1982, the only documents defendant maintained was microfilm dating from approximaiely
the late 1950s to sometimie during the 1980s. Remaining records are nmzntaxmd n Houston, l'exas.
All sales were performed at Azrock’s place ol business in San Antonio, Texas and were made to
wholesale distributors. Defendant has no direct knowledge of what sales its distributors may or may

not have made.

INTERROGATORY NO. 94:

Identify any and all parties. located within a 200 mile radivs of Madison County, Hinois.
mcmd'ing but not limited to, distributors, suppliers n'r contractors. known by you to have purchased.
reccived, sold. distributed. applicd or otherwise used. at any time. any or all of the products listed in
regp{mée to Interrogatory No. 16.

ANSWER:

See Raspouse to Plaintiffs” Manufacturer Interrogatory No. 36,

INTERROGATORY NO. 100:
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Other than cases identified in Interrogatory numbers 80 and 81, has defendant, an
predecessor ar any related company, ever appeared as a party in any lawsuit mvelving a claim o
claims based upon allegations of property dumage or secking recovery of the costs of abatement from
the use, application, installation or presence of ashestos or asbestos-containing products?

ANSWER:

(}bjec;im, Defendant objeets to this interrogatory on .the grounds that the information sought

iy not relevant and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, Plaintift
does not raise any property damage claim.

INTERROGATORY NO. 161:

If your answer to Interrogatory No. 100 is *Yes.” identifv cach such lawsuit as follows:

a. Identify the plaintifi(s):

b. Identify all other defendants:
e State when and where the case was filed:
d. [dentify cach court in which the case was heard or is pending.

including appeals. and state the style and cause number of the
case in each court; and.

. €. State the current status ol the case if' it remains pending or. if
the case has been disposed of. state the final disposition.

ANSWER:

See Response to Manufaciurer Interrogatory No. 100,

INTERROGATORY NO. 162;

ln any lawsuit, as deseribed in interrogatory nawhers 80, 81, 100, and 101, has Defendart

heen subject to sunctions. a contempt citation or similar action for failing. or refusing w coniply with,
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any court vrder. for discovery frand. or for the failure o provide complete. aceurtte und

responses (o discovery?

4

7y
v

ANSWIER:

R
No.

INTERROGATORY NO. 103:

L your answer w0 Interrogatory No. 102 is “Yes,

2%

described:

4. Identify the Jawsuit involved, the court which imposed the sanctions
or issucd the contempt citation. and any other courl which reviewed
the same;

b. Describe the violation for which sanctions ov contempt was imposed:

C. {f the violation involved the failure or refusal o produce any documeni(s),
identify any and all such documents;

d. If the violation mvolved any failure to ruthfully answer or (o respond (o
terrogatories. identify any and all such interrogatorics and your response
thereto, including the person answering on vour behalf:

e. State the present status or final disposition of the matter, whichever is
applicable; and,

£ Identity any and all documents referring to, relating to or reflecting
said matter. including, but not limited to, pleadings. exhibits and court
urders.

ANSWER:

£

ee Response to Pluintills” Manufacturer Interrogatore No, 102,

INTERROGATORY NO. 104:
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In any lawsuit involving a claim or claims based upon allegations of mjury, impairment,
disease or death allegedly caused by exposure to asbestos. has anv document or conversation as 1
which the defendant, any predecc‘ssm‘ or refated company, asserted the zﬁtomcyfciicm privilege been
held by any court to be not privileged on the basis of the erimerfraud exception?

ANSWER:

'No.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 105:

If your answer to Interrogatory No. 104 is “Yes,” ideatify any and all such documenis or

conversations described, and with respect to cach:

a. Identity all persons whose actions were held to constitute a crime or
fraud;

b. State the current status of the court’s determination; and,

¢ State whether you assert the privilege with respect to disclosing

the document or conversation in this case.
ANSWER:

See Response o Plaintiffs” Manufacturer Interrogatory No. 104,

INTERROGATORY NO. 106:

Identify any and all expent wimessef; who have testified on behalf of the defendant. any
predecessor or related company, in the last ten vears in any lawsuits involving a claim or claims
based upon allegations ol injury, impairment. disease ur dewth caused by exposure 1w asbeston. vr
chim or clanus based upon allegations of property damage from the use, application. insiallation ot

presence of asbestos or asbestox-containing products. or issues of fnsurance cover ge for any cluinmig
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of personal injury or property damage arising out of the exposure 1o, use ol application of,
installation of. or presence of ashestos or asbestos-containing products,
ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome and
bevond the scope of discovary.

INTERROGATORY NO. 107:

tdentity any und all present or former directors. officers. employees, or agents of defendant,
any predecessor or related company, who bave testified in any manner whatsocver inciluding a
discovery or evidence deposition, or in a trial, in the Jast 20 years on behalf ol or against the
defendant, any predecessor, or refated company. in any lasvsuits involving a claim or claims based
upon allegations of personal injury or property damage caused by exposure o, the use of. the
appiicmi@ ol the installation of. or the presence of any asbestos or ashestos-containing product.
other thao persons who testified as plainiiffs in their own cases. Specilically included within the
scope of this request are any suits imvolving the issue of insurance coverage for claims of personal
injury or property damage resulting from the exposure to, the use, application. installution or presence

of asbestos or asbestos-containing products.

ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects 1o this interrogatory as overly broad. unduly burdensome and vn

the grounds that the information sought is not reasonably calevlated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence. The only relevant issues in this action against Defendant pertain w finished
Hoar covering products after such products left Defendant's facilitics. Subject to and without waiving
the foregoing objections, Betendant responds as follows: For the time period requested, the Tollowing
ndividuals have testified by deposition: Calvin AL Ruburtsus, Richard Steve Zaruba, Henry A
Carrington. Mandzep Sekhon, € Wavre Crow, Frank Dolan and Joseph Jared.

INTERROGATORY NO. 108
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[dentify any and all preé@ni or former directors, officers. emplovees, or agents ol the
defendant. any predecessor or any related company. other than persons uppearing as adverse partics
who have testified against the defendant. any predecessor, or any relaed company m the last 20
vears, in any pmceedii’;g involving the subject of asbestos. including, but not Himited to, workers'

compensation bearings. or any hearing before any governmental body.

ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory as overly broad. unduly burdensome and on
the grounds that the information sought is not reasonably calculated to lead (o the discovery of
admissible evidence. The only relevant issues in this action against Defendant pertain to finished
floor covering products  afler such products left Defendant’s facilities. Subject to and without
waiving the foregoing objections, Deflendant responds as follows: None,

INTERROGATORY NO. 109:

With respect to your answers to Interrogatory numbers 106, 107, and 108, identify any and all
documents, including but not limited w. transcripts or notes of testimony, seferring Lo, relating to or
reflecting the testimony of such expert witnesses or employees, directors, officers. or agents.
Objection. Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the information sought

1s vague, unduly burdensome and not reasonably caleulated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Defendant incorporates its objections to Interrogatories No. 106, 107 and 108. Subject to

and without waiving the foregofug objections, Defendant responds as [ollows: Deposition transeripts
of individuals identified in Response to Plaintifls’ Manufacturer Interrogatory No. 107,

INTERROGATORY NO. 110:

Has Detendant. any predecessor or any relared company, ever. been cited. warned, fined.

sanctinned or otherwise officially writtea up for, any vicktions ol & federal, state or local staute. fow,
3

rule, erdinance, code. adiministrative order. executive order, or the like, by any federal. stawe ar focul

governmenta! entity. winels vielation concermed ashesios in any wav?
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ANSWER:

Objection. Defendant objects w this interrogatory on the grounds that the information
sought is not reasonably calenlated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidenee. 11

issues in this action against Defendant pertain to finished floor covering products afler such producis

left Delendant’s facilities. Subject 1o and without waiving the foregoing objections. Defendant
responds as follows: No, as to finished asbestos-containing products.

INTERROGATORY NO. 111:

If your answer 1o [nterrogatory No. 110 is “Yes.” with respect to cach such violation:

&.

.q.,(:

ldentily the governmental entity issuing the citation. waniing, fine,
sanction or write-up;

State the date of the citation, warning, fine, sanction or writc-up:
Deseribe the violation and state the date(s) during which it occurred;

Identily the statute, law, rule. ordinance, code or order to which the
violation refated;

State what, if any. specific fine. penalty. or sanction was im posed:

State the date in which and the mamner in which said violation was
corrected;

Identily any and all officials of Defendant, its predecessor or ity
related compuny having knowledge or notice of said violation and
state the date on which said knowledge or notice was received: and,

[dentify any and all documents referring to. relating to or rellecting said
violation.

. ANSWER:

See Response (o Plaimifly’ Manulacturer Interrogatory No. 110. Not applicable.

INTERROGATORY NO. 112

Has anv federal. state or local sovernment entify, at any tine, conducted any inspection, t
3 & 3 % : §

HY {}!}}j’ IV{?IL‘\?HH

o

Or siurvey concerning ashestos or asbestos exposure at any facility where the products listed o

response o Inferrogaiory No. 16 were manufaciured, processed. applied. used or remos od?

«
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ANSWER:

Objection, Defendant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the inforniation
sought trrelovant and is not reasonably caleulated 1o lead 10 the discovery of admissible evidence, The
only relevant issues in this action against Defendant pertain to linished floor covering products  afier

such products left Defendant’s facilities. Subjeet to and without waj ving the foregoing objections,
Defendant responds as bllows: Yey.

INTERROGATORY NO. 113:

i your answer to Interrogatory No, 112 is “Ves.” then with respect (o each such inspection,

test or SUVey

a. Identify the governmental entity conducting the same:
b, State the date(s) on which the same was conducted:
L. Describe the nature of the inspection, test or survey meluding,

but not limited to. the results or conclusions thereof: and.

d. Identity any and all documents referring to. relating to or reflecting
the same.

Objection. Detendant objeets w this Intecrogatory oo the grounds that the information sought
is irrelevant and is not reasonably caleulated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. The only
relevant issues in this action against Defendant pertain to finished floor covering products  after such
products left Defendant’s facilities. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections,
Defendant responds as follows: No governmentul entity has conducied tests of Defendant’s facility as
to finished floor covering products,

INTERROGATORY NO. 114:

fdentify:

4. Any expert whom vou intend to call as a witness,
b, This subjeet mutter on which the expert is expected 1o estity:

e ['he substance of the facts and opinions w which the expert iz
Cexpected to testify
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d. A summary of the grounds for'each opinion;
C. The address of such person and field of expertise;

f. Identify and produce cach treatise, article or text upon which
the expert will rely i (estitying.

Unknown at this time. Defendant reserves the right to supplement this Response,

INTERROGATORY NQO. 115:

Arc there any policics of insurance which provide, or might provide. coverage on behalf of

Defendant, any predecessor or any related company for the injuries alleged in Plaintiffy’ complaints?

ANSWER:

At ofe point in time Defendant had the benefit of some primary coverage that is no longer
available to sulisly any judgment. From 1972 to 1983. primary coverage was issued by Emplovers
Casualty Company which was declared insolvent in 1994, From 1983 to 1985, primary coverage was
issued by Western Employers Insurance Company. which was declared insolvent in 1991, From
1985-1980 primary coverage was issued by North American Insurance Company ol California which
exhausted its limits in 1996, First layer excess coverage for the policy period 1985-1986 was issued
by Guaranty National Insurance Company which denied coverage in 1998, The resolution of the
dispute sceking a declaration of GNIC’s coverage obligations oceurred in 2006 and called for GNIC
to reimburse Defendant Jor certain past defense costs and indemnity payments and 10 make available
only a limited amount for future habilities. Defendant has been attempting to resolve issues relating
to its uther excess coverage also. Al insurance policies after July 1986 contain asbestos exclusions
and. therefore. are not available to satisfy any judgment.  As additional information becomes
available thic response will be supplemented.

INTERROGATORY NO, 116:

I your answer 1o Interrogatory No. 115 is “Yes,” identife cach such rolics of insurance as

follows:
i Identify the jnsurer{s):

b Ideruify the insured(sy;
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c. State the date on which the policy was first purchased und the
date on which the policy expired or was terminated;

d. Deseribe the coverage provided. including, but not {limited w,
the time period over which the policy applicd, the nawure of the
acts, omissions and injuries covered, and whether the policy
provides primary or excess coverage; and

c. State the doliar limits of the coverage provided, including, if
applicable, the “per person” limitations and “per occurrence”™
Hmittation.

- ANSWER:

See Response to Plaintiffs” Manufacturer Interrogatory No. 1135,

INYERROGATORY NO. 117: '

With respect to each policy described in response to Interrogatory Na. [ 16, state:

‘a. The dollar umount of coverage which remains unexpended;
and
b. Whether any dispute exists between insurer and insured with

respect Lo coverage.
ANSWER:

See Respouse to Plaintiffs™ Manulacturer Interrogatory No. 115,

INTERROGATORY NO. 118:

Other than the policics of insurance described in response W Interrogatory No. 116, do there
exist any ugreements providing for the benefit of Defondant, any predecessor or any related COmpany.
complete or partial indemnitication for any or all expenses incurred with respect 1o any or st of these
cases, including but not limited to, judgments, seitleracnts, costy. experts” fees andior sttorey s fves?
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© Sce Response 1o Plaintifls’ Manufacturer Interrogatory No, 115.

INTERROGATORY NO. 119;

I your answer to Interrogatory No. 118 is “Yes,” Jor cach such agreement
@ Edcmify all parties to the agreement and state the capacity of

ach such party (i.c. indennitor, indemnitee, cte. j;

b. State the terms of the agreement, including the nature of the
cxpenses covered and. if applicable, any limitations on puyment.
reimbursement or mcic,mmmauon and

¢ [dentily any and all documents referring to, relating to or reflecting
said agreement.

ANSWER:

See Response to Plaintifls” Manufacturer Interrogatory No. 118.

INTERROGATORY NO. 120:

Was the Defendant ever allowed 1o use the tademark or logo of any other company, including
but not Himited (o, its predecessor or related company. on any products Delendant sold. distributed or

installed. and if so please.state:

A The wrademark or logo used by vou;

b, The company allowing such use of its trademark or logo;

<. The time period such use was allowed:

d. Whether such use was by written. verbal or implied agreement;
e. Fach and every praduct such trademark or logo was placed upon:
£. tdemify all docomas which refer t, relate to or reflect Liz 15

ol such trademark or logo
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ANSWER:
Nt:s:

INTERROGATORY NO. 121:

From 1940 w present, state whether Defendant andior any predecessor or related company
ever provided worker’s compensation, health, accident and disability and/or life insurance coverage
for its employees, and if so:

a, Identify each insurance carrier which provided worker’s compensation.
health, accident and disability and/or life insurance coverage to your
employees and the dates such coverage was provided by each such carrier:

b. State whether such insurance carrier(s) ever conducted any dust connts or

' studies. industrial hygiene surveys or other tests relaling o any asbestos-
centaining products that Defendant’s employces may have been working
with or around; and.

If your responsc to subpart b. hercof is in the alfirmative, please indicate
the date of each such count, study, survey or other test and identify all
documents relating thereto. .

&

ANSWER:

"Objection, Delendant obiccts to this interrogatory on the grounds that the information sought
is not relevant and not reasonubly caleulated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

INTERROGATORY NQO, 122:

Is the defendant, any predéwssor or related company. claiming any document FESPOBSIVE To
any interrogatory or any request for production filed by French & Mudd as being protecied rom
disclosure because of a privilege claimed for any reason? I ves. please list each document being
clatmed as protected from disclostre in a privilege !{); providing the date of the decument, the
identity of the author, what individual or entity the document was addressed to, the identity of anv
individuals or entities provided copies of mé document, u briet Jdeseription of the pature of the
document, and the particular privilege claimed as shietding the document from disclosure,
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ANSWER:
Na.

INTERROGATORY NO. 123;

Describe each and every document that defendant intends to use as anexhibit af trial
(Providing an exhibit lst i liew of an ansser is an accepiable response).
ANSWER:

Unknown at this time. Defondant reserves the ri ght to supplement this Response.

INTERROGATORY NO. 124:

State whether this defendant has ever generated reports in compliance with the Ashestos
Information Act of 1988, Pub. 1. (}O 577,15 ULS.C. Section 2607 and if so for each such document.
please state:

a. The date said documents were generated and Hled:

h. The lmaizon of any copies of said reports under the controf of
this defendant;

C. The location of any drail Ieports, memos or any other notes
concerning the preparation of suid reports; and

d The name, address and phone number of the individual b having
custady and control of each said report.

ANSWER:

Ubjection. Defendant ohjects on the grounds thar this {nterregatory is vague. overly beoad,
unduly burdensemne, and secks infurmation not relevant 1o the subject matter. 55 not reasonably
calculated 1o lead 1o the discovery of admissible evidence. and is withot reasona bkf Hmitation and
scope. The only relevant issues in this action against Defendant pertain w finished floor covering
products after such products feft Defendant’s facilitis, Subject to and withow waiving the furescing
objections. Defendan responds o follows: fnvestigion is cominuing. Defendant reser es the right
t supplement this response,
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INTERROGATORY NQ. 125:

If the answer (o the preceding interrogatory is in the negative, please state whether any
documents, memos, notes or any other writing exist describing or memorializing the research and
decision whether or not 1o generate or file un y report as requircd by the said Act and if s for each

such document please state:

a, The date said document was generated;
b. The location of said decuments; and.
¢. The name,-address and phone number of (he individual(s) having

custody and control of each said document.
ANSWER:

" See Response to Manufacturer Interrogatory No. 124,

INTERROGATORY NO. 126:

Identify any and all partics or entities which have supplicd, distributed, and/or applied any of

the asbestos-containing products listed in response to Interrogatury No. 16, For such parties / entities:

i Identify the name(s) of the supplier(s)/distributor(s);
b. Provide the lust known address(es) of the supplier(sy/distributor(sy
e Provide the dates which the supplier(s)/distributor(s) supplied. distributed or

applicd the ashestos-containing products listed in response to Interrogatory No. 16,
ANSWER:

Domco objects to this interrogatory on grounds that it is overly broad,
refevant, unduly burdenseme. ambiguous, and not appropriately fmited in scope. Domeo
furthet objects that o response o this mterrogatory would impose undue burden and CEPeNSE
upon Doweo unless and until Plaintiffs swishy the fundamemal burden of idemifving a
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product manufactured by Domeo to which Plaintiffs were allegedly exposed, the date of such
alleged exposure, the location of such alleged exposure and the circumstances of such alleged
exposure.

o+ o
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Béth Kamp Veallr 6186323
Sandra Cook #6288089
BROWN & JAMES, P.C.
Richland Plaza 1

525 West Main Street Suite 200
Belleville, linois 62220

(618) 235-5590

(618) 355-5159 (fax)

Attorneys for Defendant
DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS INC.
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AIFIDAYIT OF SERVICE

- ,
L the undersigned. onthe __ day of yMerge ¢, 2012 at Spn,

deposited a copy of this document. postage prepaid, in the United States Mail, addressed to: Maune
Rarchle Hartley French & Mudd. One Metropolitan Square, 211 North Broadway. 42940, St. 1ouis.
Missouri 63102 Responses of Domeo Products Texas Inc. to Plaintifis’ Manufacuurer Interrogatories.

Under penalties of petjury as provided by taw, I certify that the statements in this affidavit are
true,

9914069
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%

Under penalties of perjury us provided by e,

L the undersigned.
deposited 3 copy of this ducumm postage prepaid. in the United States Mail,

Muaune Raichle Hartley French & Mudd. LLC, One Metropolitan Square. 211 Nosth Broadway

Catse Nuo 95 ASALLLIT

f’/ *l‘jf b
Belh I\ amp Veath 6186523
Sandra Coak #6288089
BROWN & JAMES, P.C.
Richland Plaza |
523 West Main, Suite 200
Belleville. lilinois 62220-1547

Attorneys For Defendant
Domeo Products Texas Inc.

ALIFIDAVIT OF SERVICE

#2940, St Louds, MO 63102 amd via LevisNexiy 1o defense attorneys.

L 20120 at 5:00 pan.,

addressed 100

Under penaltics of perjury as provided by law. | certify that the statements in 1his

aitidavit are true,
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