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. plaintiffs' standard interrogatories pursuant to General Order
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Robert D. Bjork, Jr.
Dorine R. Kohn

BJORK, FLEER & LAWRENCE
483 Ninth Street

pcakland, California 94607
Telephone: (415) 832-8134

attorneys for Defendant
The Rockbestos Company

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA = COUNTY OF SOLANOC

'In Re:

COMPLEX ASBESTOS LITIGATION

_/

The Rockbestos Company ("Rockbestos"), responds to

' No. 30.00 as follows:

i

I
L
¥
il
|
i
i
t

¢
!
|

H

i

PRELTIMINARY ETATEMENT AND GENERAL OBJECTIONS -

Rockbestos objects to the interrogatories on the

grounds that they exceed the permissible scope of discovery as

relevant to the subject matter of this action nor reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

a:]q;

‘idefined by CCP 2017, and seek information which is neither

2830
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at the hearing on the motion for the order consolidating
discovery and has had no opportunity to be heard with regard to
that order or to the form of discovery propounded. Rockbestos
further ocjects on the ground that it has never stipulated to
adoption of these interrogatories by the Sclane County Superior
Court. 2s such Rockbestos asserts that any obligation to respond
to plaintiff's standard interrogatories is unenforceable under
the Code of Civil Procedure and is a denial of due process of
law. Thus, to the extent the interrogatories do not comply with
the Civil Discovery Act of 1986, C.C.P. Section 2016 et seq.,
which sets forth the California legislature's governing

provisions pertaining to interrogatories, Rockbestos cbjects.

More specifically, Rockbestos objects to the
interrogatories in that the interrcogatories and their subparts
exceed the Statutery number permitted by CCP 2030(c). 1In
addition, Rockbestos objects to the interrogatories to the extent
that many of the interrogatories are not complete in and of
themselvég, or contain subparts, are compound, conjunctive or
disjunctive in vioclation of CCP 2030(c)(5). Moreover, the
interrogatories contain instructions and "definitions" which do
not comply with CCP 2030(c)(5), are overbroad, vague,
inconsistent with normal usage and meaning and are
unintelligible. Accordingly, the responses utilize those terms

as they are commonly understood.

Rockbestos objects to the interrogatories on the

grounds that they seek "corporate knowledge" because it is
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impossible for Rockbestos to set forth a collective knowledge of
all Rockbestos employees, past and present. The information
contained in the interrogatory responses has been assembled by
authorized employees and counsel for Rockbestos. It is
impossible to reconstruct each step in the information gathering
process or to state that all pertinent documents have been
discovered and examined. It is also impossible to state that all
individuals with relevant knowledge have been contacted tc this
point. Investigation continues and Rockbestos specifically
reserves the right to revise, correct, supplement and amend these

interrogatory responses.

Rockbestos has never mined asbestos fiber or-
manufactured asbestos thermal insulation. Many of the
interrogatories request information relating to the mining of
asbestos and the processes utilized in manufacturing raw
asbestos. Rockbestos objects to these and other interrogatories,
propounded as a boilerplate set of interrogator{gs in that they
are not éésigned to elicit discoverable information from

Rockbestos.

Rockbestos does not waive any objection, on any ground,
whether or not asserted herein, to the interrogatories or to the
admission of the interrogatories and responses at trial.
Furthermore, Rockbestos reserves the right to assert further
objections to the interrogatories. The preliminary statement and

general objections contained herein are specifically made a part
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of and incorporated by reference into each of the responses set

forth below.

esponse to Interro o ©.

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:
a. George Littlehales;

b. The Rockbestos Company, 285 Nicoll Street, New

Haven, Connecticut 06504:
c. Quality Assurance Manager;

d. Dates of Employment Position Held

1867-1968 Personnel Mgr.
1868-1571 Materials Mgr.
1871-1973 Superintendent
1973-Present Quality

Assurance Mgr.

Response to Interrogatory No. 2:

See preliminary statement and general objecticns.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:
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a. - e. The Rockbestos Company was incorporated on

March 1, 1923. It is a Delaware Corporation with its principal

place of business at 285 Nicoll Street, New Haven, Connecticut

! 06504.
i
.
i
f Response to errogat O.

-

i
I
{1
i
i1
L See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

" Rockbestos was known as Rockbestos Products Corporation

dating from March 1, 1923. In 1959 it became a division of Cerro

i Ceorporation. 1In 1984, it became The Rockbestos Company.
li

il
I

¥
i Spons =} t ato . 4
j

b
|
i

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
i
H

|
i Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

|

f Rockbestos has maintained a Certificate of Authority to

do business in California from January 29, 1981 to the present

date.

Response to Interrogatory No. 5:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
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that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. Notwithstanding

these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Rockbestos has never had a department, divisien,
subdivision, branch cor grbup specifically responsible for the

design, development, manufacture, testing and use of

asbestos-containing products. Refer to Response to Interrogatory

No. 8.
esponse to Interrogatorv No. 6:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.
Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.
cnse to Interrogat No. 7

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
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which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

Response to Interrogateory No., 8:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections. The
subparts of this interrogatory regquest information so burdensome
to ascertain, as to be unjust, hafassing, annoying and oppressive
because the information relates to numerous products manufactured
during a 61 year period and the reguest is not limited to
preducts allegedly used by plaintiff/plaintiff's decedent or
allegedly sold and/or supplied to plaintiff's/plaintiff's
decedent's employers during the period of plaintiff's/plaintiff's
decedent's employment. In addition, the interrogatory reguests
detailed information neot reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence and which falls outside the

scope of this litigation. Notwithstanding these objections,

Rockbestos responds:

Plaintiff has not established that
plaintiff/plaintiff's decedent utilized any product manufactured
by Rockbestos. Rockbestos will attempt to provide all known,

pertinent information for products identified by

1 plaintiff/plaintiff's decedent.

a. Since 1930 Rockbestos has manufactured and marketed

i
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wire and cable preoducts, some of which contained encapsulated and
saturated asbestos. These products included: apparatus and
motor lead wire, appliance and fixture wire, control cable, power
cable, switchboard wire, high temperature wire, furnace and mud
gun cable, shipboard cable and instrumentation cable, and may
also have bheen referenced by National Electric Code and other
specifications and designations. Rockbestos utilized various
brand names and trademarks during this period, including,

Firezone, Firewall, Rocktherm, Pyrotrel, Phosroc, Cryozone and

H=Zone;

b. - ¢. Refer tc Response to Interrogatory No. 8 a.:

Some of the following wire and cable preoducts contained

encapsulated and saturated asbestos during the indicated periods.

Wire/Cable Products ox. Dates ©f Manufacture

Apparatus wire 1936 to 1985
: Motor lead wire 1930 to 1885
Appliance and fixture wire 1930 to 1985
Contrecl cable 1930 to 1985
Power cable 1930 to 1985
Switchboard wire . 1830 to 1985
High temperature wire 1938 to 1985
Furnace and mud gun cable 1974 to 1880
Shipboard cable 1930 to 1979
instrument cable 1930 to 1977
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d. (i)-(iii) It would be unduly burdenscme to provide the
chemical composition of each such product because Rockbestos
manufactured many different wire and cable products during the
sixty-one year period and the percentage of asbestos utilized in
each product varied broadly over time and with the size of the
wire and cable. To the extent possible, Rockbestos will attenpt
to provide this information for products to which
plaintiff/plaintiff's decedent alleges exposure. Rockbestos used
only chrysotile asbestos in manufacturing wire and cable products

with insulation containing encapsulated and saturated asbestos.
The following are examples:

YEAR 1981

Product

#14 Firezone 101

(High Temperature TAGT)

Components ” %
Nickel clad conductor 47.4
Tefleon tape . 9.3
Teflon coated glass yarn 13.0
Teflon finish compound 1.6
Glass yarn | 4.9
Silicone and resin finish compounds 9.7
Lap: Asbestos 12,1
Other non asbestos components 2.0

10
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YEAR: 1979

due
#14 AVA
Components
Copper conductor
Tape
Mylar
Saturant
Varnished cambric tape
lLap and yarn: Asbestos

Other non-asbestos components

YEAR: 1981:

) Product

$8 AVA

. Components

Copper conductor

Nomex tape

: Mylar

. Varnished cambric tape

Saturant
Lap and yarn: Asbestos

Other non-asbestos components

e. Wire and cable:

11

55.%

+5

29.5

13.4

2.4
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f. It would be unduly burdensome to provide a
description of the physical appearance and nature of each
product. To the exﬁent possible, Rockbestos will attempt to
provide this information for products to which
plaintiff/plaintiff’'s decedent alleges exposure. The wire and
cable products generally did not have any external markings,
although the boxes, spools or reels containing the products
generally were marked or tagged with the names Cerro or
Rockbestos, the brand or trade names Firezone, Firewall,

Rocktherm, Pyrotrol, Phosroc, Cryozone or H-Zone, an hourglass

within a2 circle or other distinctive markings. 1In general, wire

and cable products were marked internally with marker threads:

g. It would be unduly burdensome to provide a

detailed description of the intended use of each product. To the

extent possible, Rockbestos will attempt to provide this

information for products to which plaintiff/plaintiff's decedent

alleges exposure. The intended use of wire and cable products

with insulation containing encapsulated and saturated asbestos is

in those applications requiring resistance to high temperature
and flame, and as regquired in military, government and trade

specifications for certain wire and cable construction:

h. = i. The suppliers of asbestos containing products

include:

1. Raybestos~Manhattan Corp.
Products: Lap, roving yarn.

Dates: 1945-198¢

12
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2. Amatex Corp.

Products: Roving yarn.

Dates: 1876-198¢

3. Harco Chemical

Products: Cable filler

Dates: 1950-1986

4. Manning Paper Co.

Products: S.A. Asbestos tape
Dates: 1970-1986
_5. Facile Div. Sun Chemical Corp.
Products: AM - Asbestos Mylar Tape
Dates: 1970-1986

6. Johns-Manville Corp.

Products: AM - Asbestos Mylar Tape

Dates: 1976-198¢6

3. Currently unknown, but investigation is continuing.

spons =] ato 0.

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

- Rockbestos further objects to this interrocgatory on the grounds

that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and

which falls cutside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

13
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See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory regquests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation. Notwithstanding

these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

sponse to t ogato -

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not _reasocnably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

-] se to errogato

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds

14
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that it is overbroad, burdensome and cppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Norwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:
No.
Response to Interrogatory Ne., 13:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasconably
calculated to lead ;o the discovery of admissible evidence andg
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

" No.
espons o Int egato 0. l14:

See Preliminary Statement and General QObjections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrcgatory requeéts detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and

which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

15
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Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Currently unknown, but investigation is continuing.

Response to Interrogato

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds

©. 152

that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The

interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and

which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

285 Nicoll Street

New Haven,

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds

onse to t ogato

Connecticut 06504

=] 63

that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The

interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and

which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objectiens,

a.

Approximately 1920;

16

Rockbestos responds:
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b. They continue to operate today:;

c. Refer tc Response to Interrogatory No. 8.

Response to Interrogatory No. 17:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections. ;
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds i
that it is overbroaﬂ, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:
Currently unknown, but investigation is continuing.
Response t nterrogato o, 18:

~See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls ocutside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

8. = g. February 7, 1967; Patent # 3,303,270

17



LAWRENCE
1. AW

.REFT

OAKLANDG, CALIFORNIA SA8O7

DBJORK, FLEER

ATTORNE

“m 3 NINT,

14i1%) 832 AIda

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

21

22

a3

24

25

26

27

28

S8 toO t cgate O

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and

which falls outside the scope of this litigation. 1In addition,
this information is equally available to plaintiffs by ingquiry to
the United States Patent and Trademark Office in Washington, D.C.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Refer to Response to Interrogatory No. 8 for trademark
names. Other information is currently unknown, but investigation

is continuing.

esponse te Interrogato o, 20¢
See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reascnably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

ls
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sponse to Interrogato .

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatery on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Currently unknown, but investigation is continuing.

Response to Interrogatory Ne. 22:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections,
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detai%ed information not reasonably
calculatéﬁ to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

a. A compilation of sales data for the period 1981 to
1985 is maintained by Rockbestos. Pre-1980 sales records and
data for California are not in existence with the exception of
some records reflecting sales of wire and cable products, some of

which contained encapsulated and saturated asbestos, to nuclear

power plants;

19
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b. The Rockbestos Company, 285 Nicoll Street, New

Haven Connecticut, 06504;
c. Edward Randall.
Response to Interrogatory No. 23:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further ;bjects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory reqguests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Numerous uncatalogued documents responsive to this
request are maintained at The Rockbestos Company, 285 Nicoll
Street, New Haven, Connecticut 06504 and arrangements may ke made

to inSpeéf these documents at that location.

-

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and

which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

20
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Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Numerous uncatalogued documents responsive to this

request are maintained at The Rockbestos Company, 285 Nicoll

Street, New Haven, Connecticut 06504 and arrangements may be made

to inspect these documents at that location.

Response to terrogato (- 8

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope ©f this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

~a. The Rockbestos"bompany, 285 Nicoltr Street, New

Raven, Connecticut, 08504;

b. Edward Randall.

23ponse to errogato . 26

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The

interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and

21
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which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:
Not applicable.
esponse to Interryogate . 27

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds

* that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The

interrogatory redquests detailed information not reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and

. whic» falls outside’ the scope of this litigatien.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:
Not applicable.
Response t te te o. 28:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this 1itigatiqn. In addition,
the information sought is so burdensome to ascertain as to be
unjust, harassing, annoying and oppressive because it relates to
numercus products manufactured during a 61 year period and is not
limited to products allegedly used by plaintiff/plaintiff's
decedent or allegedly sold and/or supplied to

22
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plaintiff's/plaintiff's decedent's employer during the period of
plaintiff's/plaintiff's decedent's employment. Notwithstanding

these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Rockbestos is without sufficient information to
describe each package or container which contained products sold
and/or distributed by Rockbestos. Over the years the containers
consisted of boxes, spocls, or reels in various materials,
dimensions, shapes ?nd colors which were marked or tagged with
the names Cerrc or Rockbestos, or the brand or trade names

previously identified.

Plaintiff has not established that
plaintiff/plaintiff's decedent utilized any product manufactured
by Rockbestos. Rockbestos will attempt teo provide all known,
pertinent information for products identified by

plaintiff/plaintiff's decedent.

esponse to Interrogato No. 29:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections. The
interrogatory recquests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation. 1In addition,

the information sought is so burdenscme to ascertain as to be

unjust, harassing, annoying and oppressive because it relates to

numerocus products manufactured during a 61 year period and is not

limited to products allegédly used by plaintiff/plaintiff’'s
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decedent or allegedly sold and/or supplied to
plaintiff's/plaintiff's decedent's employer during the periocd of
plaintiff's/plaintiff's decedent's employment. Notwithstanding

these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Rockbestos is without sufficient information to
describe each product's logo, design, marking or printing.
During the defined time period packaging or containers for
Rockbestos products, some of which contained encapsulated and
saturated asbestos, included boxes, spools, or reels which were
marked or tagged with the names Cerro or Rockbestos, the brand or
trade names Firezone, Firewall, Rocktherm, Pyrotrol, Phosroc,
Cryozone or H-2zone, an hourglass within a circle or other

distinctive markings.

Plaintiff has not established that

plaintiff/plaintiff’s decedent utilized any product manufactured

by Rockbestos. Rockbestos will attempt to provide all known,

pertinent information for products identified by

plaintiff/plaintiff's decedent.

Response to Interrogatory No., 30:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockhestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory reéuests detailed information not reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
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which falls ocutside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

a. = b. Examples of packaging or containers
substantially similar to those utilized by Rockbestos during the
defined time period may be inspected at the Rockbestos Conmpany,
285 Nicoll Street, New Haven Connecticut 06504;

c. Edward Randall.

s se to e to

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further 8bjects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
vhich falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:
Not applicable.
Response to Interrogatory Ne. 32:@

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory eon the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The

interrogatory requests detailed information not reasoﬁably
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calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls cutside the scope of this litigation. This
interrogafory incorrectly assumes that wire and cable products;
with insulation containing encapsulated and saturated asbestos,
were hazardous. Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos

responds:

a. -~ ¢. A warning was included between 1579 and 1986.
Refer to Exhibit 1; Between 1979 and 1986 a warning was included
on all boxes, spools or reels of cable and wire products

containing insulation with encapsulated and saturated asbestos.
Response to Ipterrogatory No. 33:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reascnably
calculatéd to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls ocutside the scope of this litigation. 1In addition,
this interrcgatory }ncorrectly assumes that wire and cable
products, with insulation containing encapsulated and saturated

asbestos, were hazardous. Notwithstanding these objectiens,

Rockbestos responds:

No such brochures or pamphlets relating to Rockbestos

products were distributed.
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See Preliminary Statement and General Objecticns.
Rockbestos further obijects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbrecad, burdenscme and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside.the scope of this'litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Rockbestos has never had contract units. Refer to

Response to Interrogatory No. 32, a. - ¢. relating to warnings.

Response to erroga No

See Preliminary Statement and General Ohjections.
Rockbestos further objecté to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogéﬁory requests detailed information not reascnably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and

which falls outside the scope of this litigation. Notwithstanding

these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Not as far as is currently known, but investigation is

continuing.
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Response to Interrogatory No. 3€:

See Prelipinary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds -
that it is overbroad, burdenscome and oppressive. The
interrogatory recquests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

None.

Response to Interrogatory No. 37:

See Preli;inary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not .reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

{i) b. IHBF 1987 to currently unknown.
h. AIA 1879 to 1982.

Response to Interrogatory No, 38:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
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Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, bgrdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls ocutside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:
a. Refer to Response to Interrogatory No. 37;

b. - c. Currently unknown, but investigation is

continuing.

Response to Interrogatory No. 39:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reascnably
calculateé to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No such documents were received by Rockbestos on or

near the dates of their dissemination by the Saranac Laboratory

at the Trudeau Foundation.

a, Not applicab;é:
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c. Currently unknown, but investigation is

continuing:

éesponse to Int ogato o, 40:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroaé, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory reguests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and

which falls ocutside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these cobjections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

to S

See Preliminary Statement and GeneraIMObjections.
Rockbestos further objects tg this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed infqrmation not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.
Notwithstanding these cbjections, Rockbestos responds:

No.,
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See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrcgatory on the grounds
that it is §verbroad, burdenscme and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

espons =) ogato O,

L2 )

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

| Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds

that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory reguests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and

which falls ocutside the scope of this litigation.
asponss to terrogate 44

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. Tﬁe

interrogatory requests detailed information not reascnably

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
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which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

Response to Interrogatory Neo. 45:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, is
violative of the critical self-evaluation privilege and which

falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Responge to Interrogatory No. 47:

~ See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory regquests detailed information not reasohably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside-the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Refer to Response to Interrogatory No. 32, a. - cC.
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_Responss to Interrogatory No. 48:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.
es e t ogato [+ Y H

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and

which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

* Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.
Response to Interrogatory No., 50:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

. Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
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that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory regquests detailed information not reasonably
calculated toc lead to the discovery of admissible -evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:
Rockbestos has received numerous written communications

relating to lawsuits in which such allegations have purportedly

been made.

Rockbestos is currently unable to identify the first

such written communication, but investigation is continuing.

Response to terrogate e. 5

See Prelipinary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The

interrogatory reguests detailed information not reasonably

| calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and

which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Yes

a. - f. Currently unknown, but investigation is

' continuing.
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See Preliminary Statement and General Obiections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Yes.

a. - f. Currently unknown, but investigation is

continuing.

sponse to terro (-] No.

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects té this interrogator; on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasocnably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:
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for the relevant time periods; the extent and application of

insurance coverage is currently disputed.

1930 - 1943, unknown;

1943 - 1959, Travelers:
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1/1/76 - 9/1/76, Home;

9/1/76~ Present, Self insured.

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
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Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.
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esponse to terrogato 0., 55:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
! Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive.

interrogatory reguests detailed information not reasonably
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calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and

which falls outside the scope of this litigation.
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PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL
(C.C.P. 1013, 2015.5)

I am a citizen of the United States and a resident of

ﬁlameda County. I am over the age of eighteen years and not a

" lparty to the within action: my business address is 483 Ninth

f
[

lstreet, Oakland, California 94607.

|

On the date below, I served this The Rockbestos

lacing a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope with

A

postage thereon fully prepaid, in the United States mail at

!
{
|
iFompanyls Responses To General Order 30.00 Interrogatories by
|
i
1
i

i
Pakland, Alameda County, California, addressed as follows:
SEEE ATTACEED LIBT(5)

I declare under penalty of perjury that the above is
Ekrue and correct.

i
!Z
I

i
z i
1
!

Executed at Oakland, California on May 54, 1991.

iy
b

David W. Shelley /
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Iriple A Machine Shop

Douglas McClure

Aekiamera, Houston, Dodge, McClure
& VNey

1211 Newel! Avenue, Suite 202

P.0. Box 5288

Malrut Creek, CA 94506

Attormeys for:

Anchor Packing Company/

ir ix (Al (]

Jepn Bertrand

Morgenstein & Jubelirer
Federal Reserve Bank Building
101 Market Street, Sixth Floor
Sen Francisco, CA $L10%

Atzorneys for:
ACands =JLlimoi
Keene

John Xrebs, Esg.

Parichan, Rerberg, Crossman
3 Narvey

2350 west Shaw, Suite 130

fresnc, CA 3711

Attoroeys for:

Genetal Motorg Corp,

Daniel E. Alberti, Esq.
Ropers, Majeski, Kohn,
Sentley, Wapner & Kane
1001 Marshall Street
Redwood City, CA $4063

Atsorneys for:

Manwille Trustfuestinghouse Electris
gorp.

4. Lawrence Judy, Esq.
Shield & Smith

$80 California St., Ste. 1400
San Francisco, CA 94104

Attorneys for:
AP, Creem Refractories
r i tri
Inc. Flexitellic Gesket,
QAF Corp./Center for Claims
Rexolution

Thomas J. Friel, Jr.

Skjerven, Morrill, RacPherson, Framki:
& Frietl

601 Montgomery, #1900

San Francisce, CA 9411

Attorneys for:

fRome Cable forp.

$rad Thomas, Esq.
$tumbos & Mason

. P.0. Box 858

Sacramento, CA 95804

Attornays tfor:
“Exeglsipr

Robert E. Paterson, £sq.

sullivan, Roche & Johnson
333 sush St,, 18th Fioor
$an Francisco, CA R4104

Attorneys for:

Abex {orporaticn

Allison Gold, Esqg.

Thelen, Marrin, Johnson & Bridges
One Kgiser Plaze, Suite 1550
Oskiarnd, CA 94612

Attorneys for:
iser Alumiragn B Chemical Corp,
Natipnal Refractories § Mine~ais Cor
htel Corp.

Phillip Bonotto, Esq.
Thompsoh £ Heller

2500 American River Drive
Suite #101

Sacramento, CA  $5864

Attorneys for:

Lesr Siegler/Royal Ind. /World Bestos

M n Brother jng.

Eugene Brown, Esq.
Mardin, Cook, Loper,
Enge! L Bergez
Lake Merritt Plazs
1999 warrison Street, 18th Flr,
Oakiand, CA 94412-3508

Attorneys for:
gestern Machrthur/Spencer Turbine
Company

Frenkiin €. Sondorno, Esa.
Popelka, Allard, McCow2n & Jones
160 West Sants Clara Street
13th Fioor

San Jose, CA 95113

Attorreys for:

m-gorhim Fibergias COrp,



Freeman Cuilom, Esq.
Mchonald 3 Cullom

635 Sacramento St., Ste 720
San Francisco, CA 94111

Attormneys for:

Erans Packing/John-Crane-Houdaille

Wilkes Horgan, Esg.
Bronson, Bronson & McKinnon
100 B Street, Ste. 400
Santa Rosa, CA 95401

Attorneys for:

Sacomo-Sierra/

Sacomo Mg /Parker-Hannifin/
-Airco Weid

John Lagd, £sq.
15683 foisom Street
San Francisco, CA BéI02

Phillip Bonotto, Esg.
Thompson & Heller

3500 American River Drive
Suite #1103

Sacramento, CA 95864

Atrtorneys for:

Lear Siegter/Royal ind. /World Bestos

0. /Hopemah Brother ne.

Yichard J. Hildebranmdt, Esg.
fildebrancdt & Calatreito
757 West Ninth Street

San Pedro, CA 90731

Attorneys for:
Thorpe lnsulstion Co.

Bob Chenmnel, £sq.

Walsworth, framklin & Bevins

111 Sutter Street, 9th Ficor
San Francisco, CA S4104

Attorneys for:

Hamilton Materials, lnc./Dee
Engineering Co.

Anthony Griffin, Esq.

St. Clair, Zappettini,
McFetridge & Griffin

Telesis Tower

One Montgomery Street

Suite 1400

San Francisco, CA 94104

Attorneys for:
Hicolet



IN RE COMPLEX ASBESTOS LITIGATION ~ SOLANO COUNTY
BLAINTIFF COUNSEL SERVICE LIST
Christopher Gretl, Esq.

Law Dffices of Bruce L. Ahnfelet Jarvis, Miller, Brogsky & Baskin

F.D, Box &078
Napa, L4 ®4581

Alan R, Brayten, Esq.
Brayton & Associstes
$9? Grant Avenue
p.0. Box 2109
Novato, CA 94948

frank H. Finney, Esq.
Brown b Finney
Peri Executive Center

2033 North Main Street, Suite 430

Walnut Creee, CA 94356

Herry F, Wartnick, Esq.
Cartwright, Siobodin, Bokelman,
Borowsky, Wartnick,
Moore & Harris
101 Catifornia St., Suite 2600
San francisce, CA 4N

Richard . Gerry, Esq.
sey, Gerry, Casey,
destbrock, Reed & Mughes
+10 Laurel Street
San Diege, California %2101

Richard K. Brody, Esq.

Casey, Gerry, Casey,
Westbrook, Reed B Hughes

781 Tuloumne

vallejo, CA 94590

iaw Dttices of Jack K. Clapper
A Professional Corporation

62 Princess Street

Sausalito, CA 9LPES

Herron & Rerron
Ronald K. HMerron

600 Montgomery Street, 33rd Floor

S§sn Francisco, CA 94111

Davis £ Thomas

2121 Avenue Of The Stars
Suite 3100

Los Angeles, CA 90067-5010

The Momadnock Buiiding
685 Market Street, Suite 34D
San -Ffrancisco, CA 946305

Law Offices of
Jeffrey B. Marrisom
A Lew Corporation
One Daniel Burmham Court
Suite 220-C
san Francisco, CA  $4109-5440

Hoberg, Finger, Brown, Cox & Moltigan

703 Market
18th Floor
Sen Francisco, CA 96103

Lew Office of Gloria J. Husick
7080 Donton Way

Suite 222

Dublin, CA ©4548

21 Main Street, #1009
San francisce, CA 94105

David W, Mellain, Esg.

Kazan, MeClain, Edises 3 Simo-
A Professional Law Corporation
171 Twelfeh Street, Ste. 300
Qakiand, Tatifornia @612

George W. Kilbourne, Esg.
3755 Alhawbra Ave,, #§
Martinez, CA 94553

Kenneth L. Knapp
1109 Quail Street
Newport Beach, CA 925660

McCarthy, Johnson & Miller
595 Marker Street

Suite 2200

San Francisco, CA 94105

Law Dffices of John C. Rebinsor
A Professional Cerporation

345 Netre Dame Drive

vallejo, CA 94589

Lew Dffices of Sterns,
Walker & Lods

100 First Street, Ste. 2300

San Francisco, CA 94105

Gerald J, Tiernsn
165 Fell Street
San francisco, CA 9L102



