NO. ©50-23333

IN RE: ASBESTOS LITIATION ) IN THE DISTRICT COURTS OF
. ) ’
MASTER ASBESTOS FILE ) HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS

DEFENDANT OWENS~CORNINGG FIBERGLAS CORPORATION'S

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES TO - PIAINTIFFS' INTERROGATORIES

Defendant, Owens-Corning FXiberglas Corporation ("OC"), by
counsel, supplements and restat=es its responses to Plaintiffs'
First Interrogatories to Defend=arts, as follows:

INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

Identify the registered namme of answering defendant, as well
as all prior names or predecessmor entities by which defendant has
existed.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1-:

OC states that its registe=r=d name is and always has been

Owens-Corning Fiberglas Corporastiom. OC further states that it
does not have a "predecessor™ a=as it understands the definition of

that term.

INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

Identify all past and pres=ec-t divisions, subsidiaries or
affiliated companies of the answmwering defendant, having any
function which now or in the pamst engaged in any phase of mining,
manufacturing, sale, supply, punrchase, application, installation,
relabeling, processing or distrrization of asbestos or asbestos-
containing products. With respsect to each of such divisions,
subsidiaries or companies, set -forth with particularity the
precise relationship with the aanswering defendant the dates
thereof, and identify the nature=e and extent of such functions
during the relevant periods of —time in which such activities have
or had occurred.
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SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

Without waiving and incorporating by reference iits original
objections to this interrogétory, OC supplements itsc response to
the interrogatory as follows:

OC no longer sells or distributes asbestos-contzaining
products. Further, OC has never been in the businesss of mining,
selling and/or distributing raw asbestos fibers.

With regard to those 0OC subsidiaries which were= previously
involved in the distribution of asbestos-containing pproducts, OC
states as follows:

The Mechanical Operating Division of OC was engaaged in the
manufacture of asbestos-containing Kaylo from May 19558 to Novem-
ber 1972 at OC's Berlin, New Jersey, plant. 1In addittion, other
divisions of OC were engaged in the manufacture and ssale of other
asbestos-containing insulation products at OC's Newarrk, Ohio;
Bloomington, Illinois; Anderson, South Carolina; and:z Hantingdon,
Pennsylvania, plants. See attached Exhibit A, a charrt listing
those asbestos-containing products previously manufaactured and/or
distributed by OC and the dates of each product's maanufacture
and/or distribution.

In 1950} OC created a subsidiary known as the FFriberglas
Engineering and Supply Company. The Fiberglas Engineeering and
Supply Company (which subsequently became the Supply+ and Con-
tracting Division and eventually the Contracting Divvision of ©C)
was engaged in the business of distributing the prodducts of OC

and others as well as in the contract application off these
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products. Asbestos-containing insulation products of OC and
others were among those products distributed and/or applied by
various contract units in this division.

Additional information pertinent to the subject matter of
this interrogatory would be located in 0OC's collection of docu~
ments related to asbestos as set forth below.

OC has collected numerous records and documents relating tc:
asbestos generally. These documents are stored in 0C's document=
library located in Richmond, Virginia.

The document library contains existing documents generated
and/or received at 0C's corporate headquarters in Toledo, Ohio;
its technical center in Granville, Ohio; and its manufacturing
facilities in Berlin, New Jersey; Bloomington, Illinois; Newark.
Ohio; and Santa Clara, California. The library also contains
certain files obtained from Fiberglas Engineering and Supply
Company in San Francisco, California, and Seattle, Washington.
Other documents relating to Fiberglas Engineering and Supply
Company of San Francisco are maintained by the law firm of
Popelka, Allard, McCowan & Bondonno in San Jose, California,
pursuant to an agreement contained in Defendant OC's response tco
Plaintiffé' Request for Production in Heley, et al. v.
Pibreboard, et al., June 10, 1989. Additional documents relatinmng
to OC's supply and contracting units may be in the possession ozZ:

various OC trial counsel.
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The library contains responsive, non~privileged= materials
generated before and during the time that OC manufacrttured asbes-
tos-containing Kaylo insulation.

At a mutually convenient time, OC will make avazilable for
inspection by plaintiffs' counsel the non-privileged= focuments
stored in its document library. Counsel for OC will_ provide an
index, which sets forth the file titles of those filées contained
in each box, and personnel to assist plaintiffs' counmsel in
locating documents responsive to the discovery requessts in this
matter. OC will also make arrangements for copying :dzcuments
which plaintiffs' counsel may select. Copying and sstiﬁbing costs
will be borne by plaintiffs, unless otherwise ordereed by the
Court.

0C's library includes documents that contain innfzrmation
which is considered to be proprietary and trade secr=ez. There-
fore, such documents will be produced only after the= gntxry of an
appropriate protective ordér.

OC has removed from the library any existing martsrials which
it contends are protected from discovery as privileagei attorney-
client communications, attorney work product materiaals, or
otherwise béyond the scope of permissible discovery.. Each
document removed as privileged has been substituted: with an
easily identifiable marker which describes the priviiisged docu-
ment by document type, (e.g., memo, letter, note), ddaze, author,
recipient, subject matter, and basis for objection. These

markers may be designated for copying in the same mamrmer as non-
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privileged documents. OC refers plaintiffs to attached Exhibit
B, a copy of an index of those documents generated and/or re-
ceived by OC prior to 1973 which OC claims are protected from
discovery as attorney-client communications and/or attorney work
product, and to attached Exhibit C, a copy of an index of those
document generated and/or received by OC after 1972 which OC
Claims are protected from discovery as attorney-client communica-
tions and/or attorney work product.

Visits to the library may be scheduled through OC's local
counsel.

INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

List by brand nume (sic] all of your asbestos-containing
products. Your asbestos-containing products includes all prod-
ucts which contain any amount of asbestos manufactured, sold,
designed, supplied, distributed, mined, milled, relabeled,
resold, processed, applied or isntalled ([sic] by you or for you
by others. By you and yours, Plaintiffs refer to Defendant, to
all your predecessors in interest, (whether by purchase, merger,
consolidation or otherwise), to all of your subsidiaries, divi-
sions, joint ventures or affiliates. As to each product, state
the following:

a. type of product (e.g., accoustical ([sic] plaster,
fireproofing, etc.);

b. the date the product first went into production;
c. the last date the product was produced;

a. the last date the product was sold;

e. all manufacturing locations;
f. dates of manufacture at each location;
g. the percentage of asbestos (state if percentage is by

volume or weight), and the dates and all reasons for
any modification thereof;

h. the type of asbestos;
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i. the specitffic source of asbestos with dates;

3. the color:, physical characteristic, and appearance of
: the producct;

k. a full anmd precise description of the package in which
the produact was sold, including, but not limited to,
type of pmackage, size, color(s), and writings thereon;

1. all other- mames under which the product was sold;

m. the numbexr and dates of each patent or patent applica-
tion as two the product;

n. if the prrodact continued to be produced after the
deletion cof asbestos, all reasons why the asbesto (sic]
was deletsed, the identity of the person who made the
decision Tto delete the asbestos, and the date the
product weas first produced without the asbestos.

o. if the prrococt is no longer produced, all reasons it
was discocontinued, the identity of the person who made
the decisszion to discontinue the product, the brand name
of the reeplacement product, and the date the replace-
ment produuct first went into production;

pP. a precise= cGescription of your identifying logo or
initials =zand the dates of inclusion on the product;

q. state durringy what period of time such product has been
associate=d with defendant;

r. identify :zall sales literature, including brochures,
advertise=ments, pamphlets or other material describing
such prodruct, its uses and methods of application or
installattien.

s. identify zary warning labels, inserts or other writings
provided -with such product and with every such printed
.warning, =state what period of time it has or had accom-
panied thme product, the exact wording of the warning,
any amendriments made to the wording, where the warning
was locatzed on each product or packaging, and on what
asbestos: sproducts the warning appear(ed);

t. gecographizc distribution range of each such product.

DEFENDANT OWENS-CORNING FIRERGRGLA} CORPORATION'S asbestos mt
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES TO PLANINTESS INTERROGA TORIES Page 6



SUPP ENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

Without waiving and incorporating by reference its original
objections to this intertogatory, OC supplements its response to
the interrogatory as follows:

With regard to subparts (a) - (d), (g), (h), and (q), OC
states that it manufactured asbestos-containing Kaylo insulation
products from May 1958 to November 1972. OC distributed such
products from April 1953 to April 1973, as indicated by a review
of OC's collection of invoices for asbestos-containing Kaylo-
insulation products. O©OC also had limited involvement in the
manufacture and/or distribution of other asbestos-containing
products. See attached Exhibit A, a chart listing those asbes-
tos-containing products previously manufactured'and/or sold by
oC.

For all types of asbestos-containing Kaylo which OC manufac-
tured by the pan mold process (from 1958 to 1972), OC's formula
generally included amosite asbestos, chrysotile asbestos, quick-
lime, silica, diatomaceous earth, clay, chromite, limestone and
sodium silicate. For pan mold Kaylo, the approximate percentage
of amosite as compared to chrysotile fibers varied between one-
half and tﬁo—thirds of the total percentage of the asbestos
content of Kaylo.

OC also manufactured asbhestos-containing Kaylo 10 from 1970
to 1972 using the filter press process. The formula for filter
press Kaylo 10 generally included chrysotile asbestos, celite,

hydrated lime and alum.
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The asbestos content of Kaylo 10 was approximately 15% (+3%)
by weight; the asbestos content of Kaylo 20 was approximately 22%
{+3%) by weight; and the asbestos content of Kaylo 17 was approx-
imately 13% (+#3%) by weignt. Slight changes were made in the
batch formulations continually throughout the period of time that
OC manufactured asbestos-containing Kaylo in an attempt to
improve the product. For precise information on asbestos content
and type, OC refers plaintiff to its batch formulations which are
located in OC's document library. OC will provide a compilation
of such formulations upon request and at cost.

with regard to subparts (e) and (f), OC states that its
asbestos-containing Kaylo insulation products were manufactured
at its Berlin plant, P.0O. Box 100, Berlin, New Jersey 08009,
from May 1958 until November 1972, when OC ceased the production
of asbestos-containing Kaylo_pfoducts. OC's asbestos-containing
Fyrcor product was manufactured at its Bloomington plant, 1111
West Perry Street, Bloomington, Illinois 61701, from April 1970
until November 1972, when OC ceased the production of Fyrcor.
The Newark plant, Case Avenue, Newark, Ohio 43055, began opera-
tion as an OC facility in 1938 and produced a small guantity of
asbestos-eﬁntaining products including cements, sewn blankets,
metal mesh blankets and Type II Mastic. OC's Anderson plant,
Starr Road, P.0. Box 1367, Anderson, South Carolina 29622, which
began operation in July 1951, produced a small quantity of
asbestos-containing products including polyester resins and

adhesives. O0C's Huntingdon plant, 14th and Penn Streets, Post
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Office Box 382, Huntiingdon, Pennsylvania 146852, produced its
asbestos~containing CContinuous and Chopped :Strand Mat.

Thé Bloomington,., Illinois, plant was ssold in 1982. The
Berlin, New Jersey piiart ceased operation inn 1993. The other
plants are still in opperation producing nonamasbestos-containing
products.

With regard to ssurpart (j) and (r), OC> states that Kaylo
block and Kaylo core- were white; Kaylo 20 bblack and Kaylo 20 pipe
were pink; and Kaylo: pipe was grayish-whitez2. OC also refers
plaintiff to attachead ¥xhibits D, E, F, G amnd H, product data and
application informatiio= it provided to its -costomers.

With regard to ssuzpart (i), OC objectss specifically to the
term "specific sources" as vague and ambiguoons. Without waiving
its objection, and assscming plaintiffs are :sseking information
regarding suppliers onf raw asbestos, OC stamtss that it does not
have in its possessicpn records dating beforze 1964 regarding the
amount of asbestos puurchased or used by OC.. Bowever, presently
available records forr the years 1964-1972 >aniicate that OC
purchased 20,072 tonss cf asbestos during tkm=: time period for use
in manufacturing insmsunlation. O©OC purchased _-rzw asbestos from the
following éompanies:

Lake Asbestos of Quebbec approximatelyv 2,095 tons of

120 Broadway Chrysotile -- "Grades 4T-4, 7D-3,
New York, NY 10005 and 6D-3

(Sales Office)
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North Amerrican Asbestos
Corp.

150 N. Wackcker Drive
Chicago, ITIllinois 60606
(As of 10/226771)

Carey Canaadian Mines, Ltd.
Box 190

E. Broughtzorn Station
Quebec

(As of 1/330/69)

Johns-Manvville

J.M. Saless Corporation
P. O. Box 538
Cleveland,, Chio
(As of 5/136/72)

44193

approximately 11,786 tons of
Amosite - Grades W3, AW, GW, S-33,
GK, M, and K-3

approximately 6,116 tons of
Chrysotile ~ Grades 6D-1, 7D-5,
47-1, 4T-7, 7M-90, 7D-1, and 4D-1

approximately 75 tons of
Chrysotile - Grade 4D-28

OC iss z=ware that at least one other asbestos distributor,

Ruberoid/GZAF Corporation, has claimed that it sold asbestos to

OC. OC aliso may have purchased asbestos from the U. S. Govern-

ment.

With. regard to subpart (k) and (p), OC states that its

asbestos-econtaining Kaylo products were packaged in corrugated

containerss.

See attached Exhibits I, J, X and L, draw-

ings/photcogzaphs of packaging for OC's asbestos-containing

products.

OC did not stamp the name of the company, its initials

or any ideentifying logo on its asbestos containing products.

With- r=2gard to subpart (1), OC also objects to this subpart

as being veagme and ambiguous.

Without waiving its objections and

assuming trhat plaintiffs are seeking information regarding

rebrandinag agreements between OC and other companies, OC states

that OC's: asbestos-containing Kaylo was rebranded for Eagle-

Picher unader the name "Hy-Lo" beginning around 1958/1960; the

date the rrezxand ended is unknown at present.
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ing Kaylo was rebranded for Armstrong Cork under the name
"Armstrong LK" insulation; at the present time, OC is not aware
of the dates of these transactions.

OC had a rebrand agreement with the Pabco Division of
Fibreboard Corporation between 1960 and the late 1960s or early
1870s by which Pabco's insulation was rebranded as "Kaylo" for
OC. Also, Johns-Manville manufactured and rebranded insulation
for OC during 1958-1960 (exact dates not known). Eagle-Picher
manufactured and rebranded asbestos-containing cements for OC
from approximately 1958-1968. Copies of the agreements between
OC and Fibreboard Corporation (Pabco), Johns-Manville, and Eagle-
Picher are attached as Exhibits M, N and 0.

OC also distributed Owens-Illinois' asbestos-containing
Kaylo insulation products from April 1953 to May 1958. See
attached Exhibit P, a copy of the distribution agreement between
OC and Owens-Illinois.

See also attached Exhibit A, a chart listing those asbestos-
containing products previously manufactured and/or distributed by
OC for additional information pertaining to these rebranded
products.

With reéard to subpart (n) and (o), OC states that it did
not invent or design every asbestos-containing product that it
manufactured and/or sold and does not have a compilation of all
the information requested herein. However, see attached Exhibit
Q, particularly Schedule B of the purchase agreement between OC

and Owens-Illinois, for information regarding Kaylo patents
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acquired by - OC when it acquired the Berlin, Nemw Jersey, Kaylo
manufacturinng plant from Owens-Illinois in Mayv 1958, including
patent numbeers, inventor names, and issue datzes. OC will
provide copries of the patents listed on part 1- zf Schedule B upon
request and=l at cost.

In addfiition, OC later developed other pat=erts relating to
Kaylo. See=s attached Exhibit R.

The assbestos-containing Fyrcor product, opriginally known as
Unarcoboardz, was patented by Unarco Industriess.

See alsaso attached Exhibit S8, a list of pastsnts for 0OC's
asbestos~coontaining resin products; attached Ex*ibit ™, a list of
patents faor— OC's asbestos-containing Continuocusas and Chopped
Strand Mat —product; and attached Exhibit U, a ;list of patents for
OC's asbestr-os-containing roofing products.

With reegard to subpart (n) and (o), OC ge=n=rally states that
in 1963, it<- began investigating the potential use of glass and
other fiberers in its asbesﬁos-containing Kaylo poducts. The
purpose of ~this research was to improve the immpect, strength and
other physizcal properties of Kaylo by using fidbers which were
being produamced by OC. The research was not de=signed to eliminate
asbestos fﬁ:um Xaylo and was not prompted by asshestos-related
health conceerns. This initial research was umaszccessful because
the glass Zfibers then available were attacked:. by the alkali
present in -tke manufacturing process, resultinng in a loss of

fiber inteemrity.
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In November 1966, OC scientists met at its research center
in Granville, Ohio. Evolving information about the health risks
associated with asbestos exposure was discussed at this time.
Although this issue was still being debated in the scientific
community, OC officials decided that the prudent course of
conduct would be to remove asbestos completely from its Kaylo
products. Research on substitute fibers was initiated. 1In
December of 1966, a label was placed on Kaylo packaging advising
of health concerns and work practices. See Response No. 9.

The first step in the research to find a substitute fiber
was to determine whether any commercially available fiber could
be used in lieu of asbestos. The substitute fibers would have to
be mixed into the batch and tolerate the manufacturing process
which involved high alkali concentrations, high temperatures, and
high pressure. Further, the finished product would have to
perform adequately and maintain its integrity on extremely hot
surfaces after installation.

Numerous fibers were tested including mineral wool, Kaowool,
Fiberfax, potassium titanate, nylon, dacron, rayon, silk, linen,
polyester, acrylic, Nomex, wool, bagasse, sisal, excelsior, jute,
kemp, sawduéf, straw, coconut fiber, corn cobs, peanut hulls, ocat
hulls, walnut shells, cotton linters, aspen wood fibers, pine
wood fibers, Calsi-Crete wood fibers, unbleached kraft, bleached
kraft, hardboard chips, softwood chips, bleached hardboard pulp,
bleached softwood pulp, unbleached hardboard pulp, unbleached

softwood, sulfate bleached softwood, sulfate bleached hardwood,
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usutu, alpha cellulose, and metal fibers. Hundreds of experimen-
tal samples of products were produced and tested; none of these
potentiai substitutes was found to be acceptable.

In 1970, OC developed a glass composition which could
withstand the Kaylo manufacturing process; however, OC discovered
during testing that the newly developed fiber did not adhere to
the Kaylo material. Thus, even though the fibers survived the
manufacturing process, they did not provide reinforcement to the
product. The result was a weak and crumbling material.

OC tried a variety of technigues in an attempt to create a
bond between the glass fibers and the Kaylo matrix. The problem
faced by the 0C researchers was the availability of an appropri-
ate suspension agent. The primary function of chrysotile asbes-
tos in Kaylo was to suspend the various materials during the
manufacturing process. Without chrysotile, the glass fibers
would settle out of the batch resulting in a nonuniform distribu-
tion of the reinforcing fiber. This difficulty was overcome in
late 1971 when researchers discovered that certain wood pulps
could serve as a suspension agent.

By early 1972, asbestos-~free Kaylo was being produced for
testing and.test marketing at the Berlin, New Jersey, Kaylo
manufacturing plant. The product was found to be acceptable, and
full scale production began in November 1972.

Richard F. Shannon was in charge of the research efforts to
locate a substitute for asbestos in 0OC's Kaylo products. At the

present time, Mr. Shannon is retired. Others involved in this
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project included Dana Bishop, retidired; Jerry Helser, currently
employed by OC; and Charles Schrammm, retired. Numerous others
were involved in this research efffort throughout the entire
company .

With regard to subpart (s), COC states that in 1964, at the
suggestion of Eagle-Picher, OC agrresd to the placement of a
cautionary label on bags of 0OC-11020 [SC-30) and 0C-660 (SC-40)
cement manufactured by Eagle-Picheesr and rebranded for OC. These
labels read as follows: Y“CAUTION:: This product contains asbes-
tos fiber. Inhalation of asbestoss In excessive quantities over
long periods of time may be harmfzul. If dust is creat;d when
this product is handled, avoid bre=zt=ing the dust. If adequate
ventilation control is not possibile. wear respirators approved by
the U.S. Bureau of Mines for pneummozoniosis producing dust." See
attached Exhibit V.

In December 1966, OC handstammpad cautionary labels on
containers of Kaylo insulation whric: read as follows: "This
product contains asbestos fiber. ZZ dust is created when this
product is handled, avoid breathinnc the dust. If adeguate
ventilation control is not possibble, wear respirator approved by
the U. S§. Bureau of Mines." Cartcors with preprinted warnings
were used after February 1967. Ndo reproductions of the hand-
stamped packages are available. =However, attached Exhibit W
accurately reflects the labeling .stzmped on all packages from

Décember 1966 to November 1970.
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In November 1970, OC changed the Kaylo cautionary label to
read: "CAUTION - Product contains asbestos fiber. 1Inhalation of
dust in excessive guantities over long periods of time may be
harmful. Avoid breathing dust. If adequate ventilation is not
possible, wear respirators approved by the U. S. Bureau of Mines
for pneumoconiosis producing dust." See attached Exhibit X.

After its purchase of the Bloomington, Illinois, plant from
Unarco on April 15, 1970, OC continued to use the warning labels
already printed on Unarcoboard (Fyrcor) packaging which read as
follows: YCAUTION - This product contains asbestos fiber.
Inhalation of asbestos in excessive quantities over long“periods
of time may be harmful. If dust is created when this product is
handled aveoid breathing the dust. If inadequate ventilation
control is not possible, wear respirators approved by the U. S.
Bureau of Mines for pneumoconiosis producing dusts." See at-
tached Exhibit Y.

In May 1971, OC revised the Fyrcor warning to read: "WARN-
ING - This product contains asbestos fibers. Inhalation of
asbestos fibers in exceésive quantities over long periods of time
may be harmﬁul. Avoid breathing the dust. If adequate ventila-
tion control is not possible, wear respirators of a type approved
by the U. S. Bureau of Mines for pneumoconiosis dusts." See
attached Exhibit 2.

The author of the 1966 Kaylo cautionary label is presently
unknown; however, J. M. Briley (retired) directed that the

cautionary label be printed on Kaylo product cartons. Per
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Saverstrrom (retired) was involve=d im the change of Kaylo's
cautionamry label in 1870. The pgerson responsible for the change
of Fyrcoor's label in 1971 is alsso wnknown; however, Dr. Jon
Konzen pzarticipated in this actiivity. OC did not author the
warningss for OC-110 or 0C-660 cemmemats or the original warning for
Unarcobozard.

The= zbove described cautiormmasy labels were directed to all
users of= those products.

By _1370, OC also provided MMaterial Safety Data Sheets 'for
its asbeestos-~containing Kaylo porofacts upon request. These MSDS
indicate=d the then recommended TTL? for asbestos fibers and
recommenadsd leak or spill proceexdures and specific respirator and
ventilatiimn precautions for asbemszos dust. Sée attached Exhibit
AA.

Add3itionally, OC, on its owwr and through the National
Insulatiazor Manufacturers Associaaticon, prepared and disseminated
to contrractors, distribut&rs, amnd insulators information regard-
ing pote®n-ial health hazards asssociated with asbestos-containing
insulatiicx. In 1968, NIMA publiisied a pamphlet entitled "Recom-
mended EHe2lth Safety Practices Zfcr Handling and Applying Thermal
Insulatiimr Products Containing -asrtestos." This pamphlet was
distribuntad at meetings of the -Irzsulation Distributor Contractors
Nationail 3lssociation. O0C also :directly distributed the pamphlet
to its -x—=nch managers, Supply a3 Contracting (S & C) supervi-

sors, Baome Building Products (E=BrF)} supervisors, and S & C manag-
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ers with instructions to review the matter with their salesmen.
See attached Exhibit BB, a copy of this pamphlet.

OC also participated, through the educational and legisla-~-
tive committee of NIMA and at regional meetings of the IDCNA, in
the presentation of health and safety programs to distributors
and contractors. At those meetings, contractors and distribu-
tors: (1) were advised of the current status of health and
safety activities pertinent to their businesses; (2) Qere given
copies of the NIMA publications on health and safety practices
and medical research literature; (3) discussed the contents of
those publications; (4) discussed the merits of the prgbosed ére-
employment and periodic physical examination programé on a
cooperative employer-employee basis; (5) were urged to establish
regional health and safety committees; and (6) were given an
opportunity to ask questions.of the experts. These NIMA programs
were presented to contractors and distributors with the intention
that they would instruct their employees accordingly.

In 1972, Donald Bradshaw, OC's Region Manager of Power and
Process for the West Coast and Chairman of the National Insula-
tion Contractor's Association's Occupational Health and Safety
Committee,‘authored, along with other committee members, a
pamphlet entitled, "Safety Reminders.™ See attached Exhibit CC.
It is OC's present understanding that this pamphlet was dissemi-
nated to contractors, distributors, and insulators.

OC further refers plaintiffs to attached Exhibit DD, a

pamphlet entitled "Caution: Asbestos Dust . . ." published by the

DEFENDANT OWENS-CORNING FIBERGLAS CORPORATION'S asheros e
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S INTERROGA TORIES . Pgent



National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health. This
pamphlet was distributed by OC to its asbestos worker employees
on or aroﬁnd October 30, 1973.

OC also held meetings with the International Association of
Heat and Frost Insulators and Asbestos Workers and the Glass
Bottle Blowers. The meeting between OC and the president of the
International Association of Heat and Frost Insulators and
Asbestos Workers took place in the union‘'s offices in Washington,
D. C; the exact date of this meeting is unknown but OC believes
it was before 1972. O0C is uncertain as to the details regarding
its meeting with the Glass Bottle Blowers. At these meegings, oC
attempted to discuss the then-known health concerns regarding
asbestos.

Also, OC management held meetings with the unions at OC's
Berlin, New Jersey, manufacturing plant and made special presen-
tations to employees to discuss those health concerns related to
asbestos.

OC was involved in all of the above activities in order to
ensure the safe use of its asbestos-containing products.

With regard to subpart (t), OC states that during the time
period it séld asbestos containing products, the products were
generally distributed throughout the United States.

Additional information pertinent to the subject matter of
this interrogatory would be contained in OC's files related to

asbestos as described in Supplemental Response No. 2.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

Did you claim your asbestos produamc=(s) to be safe, efffective
and/or easy to handle? 1If so, identiffy all documents, whicrch have
made such assertions, including, but nnot limited to, brochuurss of
advertisements (radio, television or pyrinted), and revisionms
thereof by publication(s) and date. YXozr asbestos productss
includes all products which contain ammy amount of asbestos
manufactured, sold, designed, suppliead, distributed, mined, .
milled, relabeled, resold, processed, avplied or installed br you
or for you by others.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO_ INTERROGATORY.Y ¥O. 4:

Without waiving and incorporatinag 3y reference its orrigi=zal
objections to this interrogatory, OC ssusplements its responanssz to
the interrogatory as follows:

To the extent that plaintiffs ares seekxing inform;tion
regarding warranties, OC states that :=z 3did not make any waarrzn-
ties with respect to its asbestos-comntraining products. 0C’
further states that it did not advertiis= in the usual way "~ viz
television or magazines, etc. Howevex:r, during the time perrizd in
which OC manufactured asbestos-containni=g products, it provviied
product data and application informatiiom to purchasers. Se=s
attached Exhibits D, E, F, G and H.

To the extent that plaintiffs aree seeking information-
regarding cautions or warnings that OCZ may have distributead with
ité producﬁs, OC refers plaintiffs to- Scopplemental Responsses S5o.
3.

Additional information pertinent= o the subject matter:r =%
this interrogatory would be contained: -a 0C's files relatead =o

asbestos as described in Supplemental_ :esponse No. 2.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 5:

Did you specifically inform the purchaser or user of your
products at the time your product was sold, installed, used,
supplied or subsequently, [sic] that your products could cause

lung cancer, asbestosis, and mesothelioma? If so, identify the
document containing such information by date and location.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 5:

Without waiving and incorporating by reference its original
objections to this interrogatory, OC supplements its response to
the interrogatory as follows:

OC objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it is
argumentative in that it assumes that OC had knowledge "at the
time {its] product [were] sold, installed, used [or] supplied...
that exposure to asbestos containing Kaylo insulation products
could cause lung cancer, asbestosis, and mesothelioma."™ Without
waiving its objections, OC refers plaintiffs to Supplemental
Response No. 3 for information regarding its decision to place
cautionary labels on its asbestos containing products; and to
Supplemental Response No. 9 for information régarding OC's
evolving knowledge regarding the potential health effects of
these products.

Additional information pertinent to the subject matter of
this interrogatory would be contained in OC's files related to
asbestos as described in Supplemental Response No. 2.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6:

Identify any and all labelling or relabelling agreements
between answering defendant and other entities, including other
Defendants concerning asbestos containing products and materials.
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SUPP

RESPONSE _TO RROGATORY NO. 6

Without waiving and incorporating by reference its original

objections to this interrogatory, OC supplements its response to

the interrogatory as follows:

OC refers plaintiffs to Supplemental Response No. 3 and

specifically to Exhibits M, N, 0 and P.

INTERROGATORY NO. 7:

Have you ever mined asbestos? If so, as to each mine and
type of asbestos produced there, state the following:

a. the location;

b. the dates of operation by you; -

c. the type (e.g., chrysotile, amosite, etc.) produced;

d. the grade of each type of asbestos fiber produced, the
percentage of each grade to the total fiber produced by
year or other period, and the recommended use of the
grade of fiber;

e. the gross annual sales in dollars and in volume for
each type and grade of asbestos fiber;

f. a full and precise description of the package in which
the asbestos fiber was sold, including, but not limited
to, type of package, size, color(s), and writing there-
on;

q. all names under which the asbestos fiber was sold;

h. the identity of all records reflecting the sale or
transfer of said asbestos fiber;

i. the identity of the present custodian of photographs of
the burlap bags in which the asbestos fibers was stored
and/or shipped;

J. the address of each sales office and sales region for
the sale of the asbestos fiber.

K. the name of each authorized distributor of the asbestos
fiber produced;
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1. the identity: of esach owner and operator opf the mine
prior to the= date you first began operaticon of the
mine, and thee dates thereof, and

m. the identity: cf each owner and operator opf the mine
subsequent tzo your ceasing operation of tihe mine.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATZO=®Y WO, 7:
OC has never beenm iIn the business of mining rauw asbestos
fibers.

INTERROGATORY NO,. 8:

Is answering defeencant aware of the possible ccormection
between exposure to assbestos or asbestos products aanc:

a. Asbestosis?

b. Lung cancer, . 211 cell types?

c. Mesotheliomaz?

d. Colon cancerr?

e. Stomach canccez?

£. Laryngeal caancer? .

g. Cancer of tksme Xidney?

h. Cancer of thae Esophagus?

i. Other gastrcoiztestinal cancers?

j. Pneumoconiossis?

SPON NO, 8:

OC objects to thiis interrogatory on the grounads that the
information sought heerein is more appropriately thee sabject of
competent expert testiimnyv. Without waiving its obpjsctions, OC
is now aware of medicza. literature associating varziozs health

concerns with the inhaalation of asbestos. Accordinng to medical
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literature, inhalation of asbestos fiXbers over an extended period
of time may cause asbestosis in some -_imdividuals.

oC fecognizes that some individuamals who have had excessive
respiration of asbestos fibers for prcolomged periods of time have
been afflicted with mesothelioma. Howwever, many cases of meso-
thelioma have been reported where theesrz fas been no exposure of
the individual to asbestos fibers. TThsrefore, the most that can
be said from a medical standpeint is - £ mesothelioma is not
inconsistent with a history of respirzazicm of asbestos fibers.

OC further states that the hypotithesis that asbestos is
causally related to lung cancer, othe=r txan mesothelio;A, is not
supported by controlled scientific st=ulfies. However, OC is aware
of medical literature which indicates= varying degrees of rela-
tionships between certain types of ca=mncer and the inhalation of
asbestos dust.

OC further refers plaintiffs to " R=sponse to Interrogatory

No. 9.
INTERROGATORY NO. 9:

If your answer to the above intemrrocoatory, as to any or all
of its sub-parts, is affirmative, ides=msify:

a. When and how defendant firsst learned of such connec-
tions;

b. If knowledge was obtained kpy attendance at any confer-
ence, lecture, convention, .srmoosium or meeting, iden-
tify such meeting and proviias the identity of person
attending or documents obt=z: ze3l;

c. If knowledge was obtained Z=Zr-m medical or scientific
studies, or any other publiisiel work, identify same;
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a. If otherwise obtained, identify manner of receipt of
document or communication.

SPON TO IN OGATORY NO. 9:

Without waiving and incorporating by reference its original
objections to this interrogatory, OC supplements its response to
the interrogatory as follows:

OC is now aware of medical literature associating various
health concerns with the inhalation of certain asbestos fibers.
However, there was no specific date as to when OC became aware of
all of the relationships between various types of exposure to
asbestos dust and various health concerns. Likewise, there was
no specific date as to when OC became aware of the relationship
between exposures to Kaylo dust and various health concerns.

OC's knowledge of the potential health aspects of asbestos
exposure, particularly its awareness with respect to its Kaylo
insulation product, was accﬁﬁulated through the years from
numerous sources, including the medical and scientific community,
unions, medical and scientific literature, and OC employees.

In the early 1940s, some OC employees became aware of
reports of asbestosis and asbestos corns associated with pro-
longed overexposure to heavy concentrations of asbestos fibers in
the asbestos textile manufacturing industry. Employees learned
of these reports from published'medical studies such as W. C.
Dreesen, et al., "A Study of Asbestosis in the Asbestos Textile
Industry,”" Public Health Bulletin No. 241, August 1938, and A. J.
Lanza, et al., "Effects of the Inhalation of Asbestos Dust on the
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Lungs of Asbestos Workers," Public Health Re&eports, Vol. 50, No.
1., January 1935. See attached Exhibit EE, a copy of the Dreesen
study from OC's files (Bates numbered 01 S0Il 0514-0648); attached
Exhibit FF (Bates numbered 01 S00 0072-0084)), a copy of the Lanza
Study received by OC in 1941; and attached EEZribit GG (Bates
numbered 01 500 0062-0064), correspondence rrelated to 0OC's
receipt of the Lanza Study. The Dreesen sttufz noted that only a
few doubtful cases of asbestosis could be fcomd where dust levels
were kept below a threshold limit value (TLIV) of five million
particles per cubic foot of air (MPPCF). TThe study reported that
if du~t could be kept below that level (by =s:uple engiﬁéering and
housekeeping methods such as proper ventilaztizrn and work area
clean-up), new cases of asbestosis would novt 2ppear. In 194§,
the American Conference of Governmental Indmnstrial Hygienists
(ACGIH) adopted the TLV of five MPPCF as itss recommended stan-
dard.

A study of asbestos pipe coverers in Naavy vessels entitled
"A Health Survey of Pipe Covering Operation=s in Constructing
Naval Vessels" was published by W.E. Fleisczher, et al. in the

January 1946 issue of the Journal of Interm=mational Hygiene and
Toxicology, 28, 9~16. This study, subsequex=ntly reported in the
April 1946 issue of the Industrial Hygiene “Digest, found that the
conclusions drawn regarding health effects .ir the asbestos
textile industry could not be applied to piapsccvering on board
Navy ships and that pipe covering was not a= Zangerous occupation.

- -

See attached Exhibit HH, a copy of the Apriil 1946 issue of the
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Industrial Hygiene Digest, and attached Exhibit II, a copy  cf an
affidavit of Marianne Kaschak of the Industrial Hygiene Foourda-
tion. As a member of the IHF, OC likely received this digaest
report.

In the early 1940s, certain OC employees alsc became :-aware
of a study of New York Navy Yard ésbestos insulation workeers by
Captain Ernest Brown, M.D. Dr. Brown concluded that, evenr vith a
maximum working period of exposure of 17 years, no cases obpf
asbestosis were found among the insulators that he studieaz. ' See
attached Exhibit JJ (Bates numbered 01 501 0965-0968), a cc=ory of
a letter dated 3/9/42 from Dow Chemical to 0OC transmitt{hg; =n
excerpt from Captain Brown's study and related corresponde=n:ce.

In April 1953, OC began to distribute a hydfous calciiux
silicate reinforced with asbestos, called Kaylo, which wass
manufactured by Owens-Illinois. OC began to manufacture t=t's
insulation product in May 1958 when it purchased the Berlidir. New
Jersey, Kaylo manufacturinghplant from Owens-Illinois.

In 1956, before purchasing the Kaylo manufacturing pilazt
from Owens-Illinois, OC inquired into the information that: Jwens-
Illinois had regarding the health aspects of the Owens-Illl:i=cis
Kaylo produét. OC was informed that a study, conducted byv the
Trudeau Foundation of Saranac Lake, New York, and publishesd in
1955, showed that animals, if exposed for a prolonged perxriail of
time to extraordinarily heavy concentrations of Kaylo duss:. could
develop a mild asbestosis reaction. However, OC was inforrmed at

the same time that Owens-Illinois' experience in its manurfactur-
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ing plaan:, including x-ray results, revealed no lung changes of
any kinmd that could be attributed to the occupational exposure to
Kaylo. S»e attached Exhibit KK (Bates numbered 01 118 0108), a
letter f==m W. G. Hazard to Ira Brought dated 6/12/56.

Cerr—=in other documents in OC's historical files, which OC
believees it received from Owens-Illinois in 1958, informed oC
that Oweers-Illinois had never received any complaints from any
user reef_acting any health or physical impairment onAthe part of
people . .hadling Kaylo material. Owens-Illinois had thus conclud-
ed, bassel on its experiences in the factories and in the field
and itss —omsideration of the Saranac Lake report, that the actual
health eIfects on those handling Kaylo was considered to be
small. X refers plaintiffs to attached Exhibit LL (Bates
nunmbere=c 31 501 1348-1352), a draft of a pamphlet and correspon-
dence rre_ating to the health éspects of Kaylo prepared by Owens-
Illinoiis in 1952, which OC believes it received when it purchased
the Beirl;:, New Jersey Kaylo manufacturing plant from Owens-
illinoiis in 1958. See also attached Exhibit MM, a collection of
documerents pertaining to the Saranac Laboratory's testing of Kaylo
which aars in OC's files and which OC believes it received with or
shortlyy fter the purchase of the Berlin, New Jersey plant
(Exhibiit W consists of 12 documents, Bates numbered as follows:
01 501_ >-=354-1355; 01 501 1353; 01 034 0001-0032; 01 501 1343-
1344; T2 =01 1347; 01 501 1441; 01 035 0498-0530; 01 501 1439-
1440; .0 301 1345-1346; 01 501 1348-1352; 01 501 1405-1406; 01
501 1331%-1:331).
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In the early 1960s, an industrial hygienist at the Union
Carbide Company, Robert Peele, had studied Kaylo and concluded
that: (1) the fabrication of Kaylo block insulation produced
negligible health effects; (2) the environmental condition in
evidence during the fabrication of Kaylo block insulation was not=
hazardous to health; and (3) Kaylo block insulation could be
fabricated safely at Union Carbide's Construction Insulation
Shop. OC refers plaintiffs to copies of the Peele studies
attached as Exhibit NN (Report 62-IH-1~G~1 consisting of 15
pages) and Exhibit 00 (Report 63-IH~3-G~1 consisting of 14
pages). -

Documents in OC's historical files indicate that at least by"
May 16, 1963, Robert Peele discussed his test results with
William A. Lotz of OC Product Testing. OC refers plaintiffs to
attachéd Exhibit PP, a2 copy of. . a June 20, 1963, memorandum from
William Lotz to J. K. Boynton (Bates nuﬁbered 01 007 0303-0304).

"Entries from Robert Peele's daily calendar secured by OC in
the course of litigation further indicate that Robert Peele (1)
met with Robert Estep of OC on April 30, 1963, and discussed
Union Carbide's dust analysis tests and research techniques (see
attached Exhibit QQ; (2) spoke to Robert Estep on May 1, 1963,
and set up a meeting for May 16, 1963, with Estep and William
Lotz (see attached Exhibit P?; and (3) met with Estep and Lotz on~
May 16, 1963, to discuss the best techniques for conducting air

analysis (see attached Exhibit SsS.
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During the approximate period of 1964-1966, OC became aware

of new developments concerning potential problems with asbestos
insulating materials, particularly reports authored by Dr.
Irving J. Selikoff which were presented as part of proceedings
conducted by the New York Academy of Sciences and published in
the Annals of the New York Academy of Science on December 31,
1965. These articles, as they related to prolonged use and
exposure to asbestos insulating materials and potential 1lung
disease, were questioned by certain OC employees with regard to
their application to the product Kaylo. It was felt that Kaylo,
a calcium silicate, could not have been involved to any apprecia-
ble extent in the studies because the studies involved men who
had entered the insulation trade before 1843 and Kaylo was not
manufactured until 1943, and according to Owens-Illinois, not
commercially produced until 1948. 1In addition, the fact that the
asbestos in Kaylo was altered physically and chemically during
the autoclaving process raised the issue as to whether or not the
alteration changed the possible cancer inducing tendencies of the
original asbestos. OC refers plaintiffs to attached Exhibit TT
(Bates numbered 01 007 0287-0291), a copy of Selikoff's article,
“Asbestos Eﬁposure and Neoplasia," published in the April 6, 1964
edition of the Journal of the American Medical Associatjon, and
attached Exhibit UU (Bates numbered 01 007 0286), a memorandum to
F. H. Edwards from W. L. Taylor, dated 4/22/64 relating thereto.

As of the mid-1960s, no worker's compensation cases had been

filed by employees of the Berlin, New Jersey, Kaylo manufacturing
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prlant. In October 1966, certarir OC employees became aware of a

pootertial claim by a Massachusse™=s insulation worker who claimed
aalmost exclusive handling of K&avlo and alleged lung disease. 0C
rrefers plaintiffs to attached IEx~ibit VV (Bates numbered 01 039

11471-1472), correspondence regzarzing this claim.

Shortly thereafter, notwittistanding the fact that there was
sstill doubt among OC employees: 25 to whether Kaylo could cause
liung disease, OC made the decissicn to place cautionary labels on
KXarle cartons and to remove asbbsstos from Kaylo as quickly'as
poossible. This decision was inrrZemented in December 1966.. OC
rrefers plaintiffs to attached “Ex“ibit WW (Bates numbered 01 037
C23330-0402), minutes of OC's Incdwstrial and Commercial Division's
FResearch and Development Revieww =n November 7, 1966, which
rrelates to these actions.

OC ceased the manufactures == asbestos-containing Kaylo and
Cinarcoboard in 1972; attached “Bx=:bit A lists the dates that OC
ccezsed the manufacture and/or . Zistribution of other asbestos-
czo=t=ining products. |

Additional information pe=rtinent to the subject matter of
==k‘s interrogatory would be conr=zined in OC's files related to
zastestos ;s described in Suppleemantal Response No. 2.

T Q. :

With regard to any knowle=aze obtained subseguent to that

~iésntified in the above interr-ozatory, and up until the time that

voz ceased to sell and/or manurizm—ture asbestos products, identi-

ITVE
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a. All documents or other communications, oral cor written,
concerning the casuval [sic) connection betweeen exposure
to asbestos or asbestos products and disease=, and
identify (sic] of persons so communicating;

b. Did answering defendant obtain from or transsmit any
such information to other defendants in this=s case? If
so, identify:

1. manner of receipt or communication for =esach con-
tact;

2. all documents and persons involved.
SPONSE TO IN () Q. :

OC objects to this interrogatory to the extent thaat it seeks
information protected from discovery as attorney-cliennt communi-
cations and/or attorney work product. Without waivings its
objections, OC states that it does not have a compilatzicn of the
information requested herein. Such information,‘to thaee extent
that it exists, would be located in OC's document librzrary prof-
fered in Response to Interrogatory No. 2.

OC further refers plaintiffs to Response to Inter~rogatory
No. 8 and Supplemental Respbnse No. 9.

INTERROGATORY NO. 11:

As to any knowledge possessed by answering defenadant at any
time referred to in answers to the preceding three intzerrogato-
ries did you educate your employees, distributors, or -pzrchasers
about the hazards known to you and any safety precationns [sic)
necessary to guard against cancer and other diseases aarising from
the use and handling of your asbestos containing produacts? If
so, identify:

a. When and in what manner customers, insulatorrs, non-
employee factory workers and the general pundilc were so
informed;

b. Documents communicating or otherwise dissemidinating such
ifnromation {sic);
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c. Programs initiated or sponsored to establish or promote
safety procedures, methods of usage of asbestos con-
taining products;

d. Published articles of reports by employees (present or
prior), including those of medical directors, scien-
tists, engineers or other professionals;

=, Symposia or lectures sponsored for the benefit of
asbestos workers and/or the general public.

SUPPPISWFNTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 11:

Without waiving and incorporating by reference its original
objeections to this interrogatory, OC supplements its response to
the= irterrogatory as follows:

2ithough OC is now aware of medical literature associating
varrioss health concerns with the inhalation of certain asbestos
fibeers, there was no specific date as to when OC became aware of
all_ o the relationships between various types of exposure to
asbeescos dust and various health concerns. Likewise, there was
no =specific date as to when OC became aware of the relationship
betxwvesn exposures to Kaylo dust and various health concerns.
OC'<s thovledge of the health aspects of asbestos exposure,
parrtimlarly its awareness with respect to its Kaylo insulation
proodoct, was accumulated through the years from numerous sources,
inctloiing the medical and scientific community, unions, medical
andd scientific literature, and OC employees (see Supplemental
Ressprmse No. 9).

Zn late 1966, although the health risks associated with
asbhpestos exposure were still being debated in the scientific
commxmity, OC officials decided that the prudent course of
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conduct would be to remove asbestos completely from its Kaylo
products. OC initiated research on substitute fibers and, in
December 1966, placed a label on containers of Kaylo advising of:
health concerns and recommended work practices. OC refers
plaintiffs to Response No. 3 and the exhibits proffered therein
for information regarding its decision to place cautionary labelss
on its asbestos containing products and issue warnings to custom——
ers and insulators using its abestos containing products, and forr
information regarding OC's research on substitute fibers.

With regard to its own employees OC states that Paul
Scheuerle, then plant manager at OC's Berlin, New Jersey:'xaylo
manufacturing plant, gave an educational program to the plant
employees in 1971. See attached Exhibit XX. Mr. Scheuerle is nao
longer employed by OC.

OC also conducted programs regarding respirator use. OC
does not have a compilation of information regarding the dates
and locations of these programs; however, respirators were
recommended and made available to those OC employees working in
areas where the environment was dusty to protect them from the
inhalation of dust particles, including the inhalation of asbes--
tos dust.

Respirators were available in all contracting units from
shortly after their formation.

In addition, respirators were available to employees of OC' ‘s
Berlin, New Jersey, Kaylo manufacturing plant when OC purchased

the plant from Owens~Illinois in May 1958. At the time of the
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purchase, Owens-Illinois had a respirator program in place; OC
continued this program and supplemented employees' knowledge with
an educational program in 1971. See attached Exhibit XX, an
outline of this educational program which includes a discussion
of the Berlin plant respirator program. See also attached
Exhibit YY, a copy of the Berlin, New Jersey, manufacturing plant
safety rules which refers specifically to the use of respirators.

Respirators were available to employees of OC's Bloomington,
Illinois, Unarcoboard (Fyrcor) manufacturing plant when OC
purchased the plant from Unarco in April 1970.

In late August 1970, OC required operators of the Asbestos
Fiber Feeder, Slurry Mixer and Unarcoboard Press in the
Bloomington plant to wear respirators while those.pieces of
equipment were running. The use of respirators was originally
intended as a temporary measure until safe air conditions were
achieved. This requirement was extended by Dr. Jon L. Konzen to
include all personnel entering the asbestos operation area.
Instructions were given to plant employees regarding use and
maintenance of the respirators.

By mid-November 1970, the respirator program was fully
functional and the majority of the workers were complying the
requirement.

OC purchased respirators from Mine Safety Appliances in
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, and from other sources. The respira-

tors that OC purchased were approved by the U.S. Bureau of Mines.
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Additionally, OC, on itss twn and through the National
Insulation Manufacturers Assomciation, prepared and disseminated
to contractors, distributors, , and insulators information regard-
ing potential health hazards : associated with asbestos~-containing
insulation. In 1968, NIMA pumblished a pamphlet entitled "Recom-
»ended Health Safety Practice=s for Handling and Applying Thermal
Insulation Products Containinng isbestos." This pamphlet was
distributed at meetings of thme Insulation Distributor Contractors
Xational Association. OC alsso directly distributed the pamphlet
to its branch managers, Suppl'ly and Contracting (S & C) supervi-
sors, Home Building Products (ZBP) supervisors, and $ & C manag-
ars with instructions to revidiev the matter with their salesmen.
See attached Exhibit BB, a ccopr of this pamphlet.

OC also participated, tkmr-ugh the educational and legisla-
tive committee of NIMA and,at:‘:egionalvmeetings of the IDCNA, in
the presentation of health ammcé safety programs to distributors
and contractors. At those mesetings, contractors and distribu-
tors: (1) were advised of tithe current status of health and
safety activities pertinent tzc their businesses; (2) were given
copies of the NIMA publicatiaors on health and safety practices
and medical research literatuxmrs; (3) discussed the contents of
those publications; (4) discrmssed the merits of the proposed pre-
employment and periodic physx=ic2zl examination programs on a
cooperative employer-employeses zasis; (5) were urged to establish
regional health and safety cc—ommittees; and (6) were given an

opportunity to ask gquestions.s cf the experts. These NIMA programs

DEFENDANT OWENS-CORNING FIBERGLAS CORPORATRENS asbeston wt
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S INTERROGATA TOHES Page 30



were presented to contractors and distributors with the intention
that théy would instruct their employees accordingly.

In 1972, Donald Bradshaw, OC's Region Manager of Power and
Process for the West Coast and Chairman of the National Insula-
tion Contractor's Association's Occupational Health and Safety
Committee, authored, along with other committee members, a
pamphlet entitled, "Safety Reminders." - See attached Exhibit ccC.
It is OC's present understanding that this pamphlet was dissemi-
nated to contractors, distributors, and insulators.

OC further refers plaintiff to attached Exhibit DD, a
pamphlet entitled "Caution: Asbestos Dust . . .", published by
the National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health. This
pamphlet was distributed by OC to its asbestos worker employees
on or around October 30, 1973,

OC also held meetings with the International Association of
Heat and Frost Insulators and Asbestos Workers and the Glass
Bottle Blowers. The meeting between OC and the presideht of the
International Association of Heat and Frost Insulators and
Asbestos Workers took place in the Union offices in Washington,
D. C. The exact date of this meeting is unknown; however, OC
believes it was before 1972. OC is uncertain as to the details
regarding its meeting with the Glass Bottle Blowers. At these
meetings, OC attempted to discuss the then-known health concerns
regarding asbestos.

Also, OC management held meetings with the unions at 0OC's

Berlin, New Jersey, manufacturing plant and made special presen-
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tations to employees to discuss those health concerns related to
asbestos. |

In addition, OC's Medical Department sponsored health
programs and conducted medical surveillance. (See Supplemental
Response No. 18).

Additional information pertinent to the subject matter of
this interrogatory would be contained in OC's files related to
asbestos as described in Supplemental Response No. 2. .

INTERROGATORY NO. 12¢:

When, before 1972, and by what manner were you first aware
of the health hazards relating to exposure to asbestos or asbes-
tos products for insulators, plasterers, pipefitters, boilermak-
ers, operators, sheet metal workers, helpers, drywall. finishers,
mechanics, carpenters, shipfitters, machinist and bystanders
exposed to inhalers.

RESPONSE TO (8] Y NO. :

OC refers plaintiffs to Response to Interrogatory No. 9.
I OGA NO. 13:

Did you perform, direct to be performed, finance, sponsor or
receive the results of any studies or tests concerning potential
health hazards involved with the use of asbestos containing
materials? If so, identify such studies or tests and state:

a. When, where and at what intervals such studies were
performed;

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

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

d. Who performed such studies;
e. What were the results of such studies;
DEFENDANT OWENS-CORNING FIBERGLAS CORPORATION'S asbestos
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SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO” INTERROGATORY NO. 13:

Without waiving and:Z incorporating by referencece its original
objections to this interrrcgatory, OC supplements iits response to
the interrogatory as folllocws:

OC offers the followwing overview of those tessts, studies,
and surveys of which it wwas aware before 1974 whicch pertain to
the potential health efféects of asbestos-containinng Xaylo.

Before OC purchased= the Berlin, New Jersey, KKarlo manufac-
turing plant from Owens-zIllinois, Owens-Illinois sspmsored
studies on Kaylo. These:= studies were conducted at: —=e Trudeau
Foundation located in Sarrznac Lake, New York. -

In 1956, before its= zcguisition of the Kayleo msxufacturing
plant from Owens-Illinoiss, CC inquired into the innf-rmation that
Owens-Illinois had regarcding the health aspects off Zwens-
Illinois' Kaylo product.. .OC was informed that a sstxfy at Saranac
Lake, published in 1955, . showed that animals, if eexycsed for a
prolonged period of times o extraordinarily high ccoxcentrations
of Kaylo dust, could deveelop a mild asbestosis reaaction. Howev-
er, OC was informed at tthe same time that Owens-IIllimois' experi-
ence in the Kaylo manufaacmring plants, including: x-ray results
of its employees, revealiei no lung changes of any kind that could
be attributed to the occruwational exposure to Kayilo. See at-
tached Exhibit KK (Batess zumbered 01 118 0108), a: lszter from W.
G. Hazard to Ira Brought: 2ated 6/12/56.

Documents from OC'ss Iistorical files, which T0C believes it

received from Owens-Illiimsis around the time of 0OC's acquisition
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of the Berlin, New Jersey plant, informed OC that Owens-Illinois
had never received any complaints from any user reflecting any
health or physical impairment on the part of people handling
Kaylo material. Owens-Illinois had thus concluded, based on its
experiences in the factories and in the field and its consider-
ation of the Saranac Lake report, that the actual hazard to the
health of those handling Kaylo was considered ﬁo be small. oC
refers plaintiffs to attached Exhibit LL (Bates numbered 01 501
1348-1352), a draft of a pamphlet and correspondence relating ‘to
the health aspects of Kaylo, prepared by Owens-Illinois in 1952,
which OC believes it received in 1958. See also attached Exhibit
MM, a collection of documents pertaining to the Saranac
Laboratory's testing of asbestos-containing Kayleo which were in
OC's historical files and which OC believes it received shortly
after it acquired the Berlin, New Jersey, Kaylo manufacturing
plant (Exhibit MM consists of 12 documents, Bates numbered as
follows: 01 501 1354-1355; 01 501 1353; 01 034 0001-0032; 01 501
1343-1344; 01 501 1347; 01 501 1441; 01 035 0498-0530; 01 501
1439-1440; 01 501 1345-1346; 01 501 1348~1352; 01 501 1405-1406;
01 501 1319-1331). OC may have in its possession other documents
of the type inquired of herein which OC received after litigation
began and in the course of discovery.

OC further states that it conducted a survey of its workers
in the Berlin, New Jersey, Kaylo manufacturing plant which was

concluded in December 1970. See attached Exhibit 22.
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During the period of time in which OC manufactured asbestos-
containing Kaylo products, dust level counts were taken for
asbestos at the Berlin, New Jersey, Kaylo manufacturing plant by
Aetna in 1961, 1963, 1965, 1967, 1969, and 1972; by Bradley in
1968 and 1969; and by Clayton in 1970, 1971, 1972, and 1973. See
attached Exhibits AAA, BBB and CCC, which include copies of the
results of some of those surveys. During this time period, the
New Jersey Department of Labor and Industry also periodically
conducted industrial hygiene inspections, including dust level
counts for asbestos, at the Berlin plant. 0C refers plaintiffs
to attached Exhibit DDD, a collection of documents which oc
counsel obtained in the course of litigation from the New Jersey
Department of Labor and Industry pertaining to such inspections.

Industrial hygiene surveys, consisting of dust counts, were
conducted during the fabrication.of Kaylo block insulation on
December 11, 1961, February 25, 1963, and in March 1963 at Union
Carbide's Construction Insulation Shop in Charleston, West
Virginia, by Robert Peele, an Industrial Hygienist for Union
Carbide. As a result of his surveys, Mr. Peele concluded that 1)
the fabrication of Kaylo block insulation produced negligible
health effects; 2) the environmental condition in evidence during
the fabrication of Kaylo block insulation was not hazardous to
health; and 3) Kaylo block insulation could be fabricated safely
at Union Carbide's Construction Insulation Shop. O0C refers

plaintiffs to copies of the Peele studies attached as Exhibit NN
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(Report 62-IH-1-G-1 consisting of 15 pages) and Exxhibit 00
(Report 63-IH~3-G-1 consisting of 14 pages).

Documents in OC's historical files indicate tthat at least by
May 16, 1963, Robert Peele discussed his test resuwznl=ws with
William A. Lotz of OC Product Testing. OC refers ~-plaintiffs to
attached Exhibit PP, a copy of a June 20, 1963, me=morandum from
William Lotz to J. K. Boynton (Bates numbered 01 0007 0303-0304).

Entries from Robert Peele's daily calendar seecumred by OC in
the course of litigation further indicate that Robeest Peele (1)
met with Robert Estep of OC on April 30, 1963, and: Fiscussed
Union Carbide's dust analysis tests and research tzechniques (see
attached Exhibit QQ); (2) spoke to Robert Estep on:n ¥ay 1, 1963,
and set up a meeting for May 16, 1963, with Estep axd William
Lotz (see attached Exhibit RR); and (3) met with =¥s=ep and Lotz
on May 16, 1963, to discuss the best techniques fcpr conducting
air analysis (see attached Exhibit SS).

Dust surveys were perférmed at power plants Ian Montour,
Pennsylvania, on January 15, 1973, and in Peachbotttsm, Pennsylva-
nia, on January 16 and 17, 1973; and at a shipyart3 in San Diego,
California, on June 26 and 27, 1973. These surveyys were done by
G. E. Devitﬁ, Chief Industrial Hygienist, Owens—-Comrming Fiberglas
Corporation, Fiberglas Tower, Toledo, Ohio 43659. Results of
these surveys were communicated to OC's Contractirng Division.

See attached Exhibit EEE, the results of those surrveys conducted
at Montour, Pennsylvania; Peachbottom, Pennsylvaniia; and San

Diego, California.
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OC further states that certain OC resins previously de-
scribed contained small amounts of calidria, purchased from the
Union Carbide Corporation. The resins contained less than .6% of
calidria. Union Carbide conducted an industrial hygiene survey
in December 1973 to evaluate any fiber release which resulted
from sanding and sawing of the plastic into which this resin was
made. This survey indicated that no detectable asbestos was
released. |

In addition, in the course of litigation OC has become aware
of the following studies pertaining to the potential health
effects of Kaylo: -

In August and September 1966, the industrial hygiene depart-
ment of Bath Iron Works conducted surveys of the dust released
when cutting various pipecovering materials. See attached
Exhibit FFF, the study results from the test dated August 19,
1966 and Exhibit GGG, the results of the test dated September 12,
1966. After concluding these surveys, Bath Iron Works decided to
use Kaylo pipecovering on future projects, because it was less
dusty than other asbestos~containing pipecovering.

In 1967, industrial hygienists at DuPont evaluated total
dust generated by fabricating, handsawing, and filing Kaylo.

Dust counts from fabricating Kaylo with a band saw and a hand saw
resulted in a negligible amount of total dust, defined as less
than 100 particles per cubic foot. Filing of Kaylo resulted in a
trace amount of total dust, defined as greater than 5,000 parti-

cles per cubic foot but less than .2% of the TLV.
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Additional information pertinent to the subject matter of
this interrogatory would be contained in 0C's files related to
asbestos és described in Supplemental Response No. 2.
INTERROGATORY NO. 14:

During the time period that you manufactured, sold, sup-
plied, applied, distributed or installed asbestos containing
products, what tests have been performed by any governmental
agency, body, commission or health organization including, but
not limited to, the U.S. Public Health Service, OSHA, or NIOSH,
in your plants or on job sites owned or controlled by you con-
cerning: specific hazards associated with the use and handling
of asbestos and asbestos products; any restrictions in use of
same; requirements fo rmedical (sic) surveillance and examina-’
tions for your workers, dust monitoring or availability of safety
equipment? If such findings were made, identify:

a. The date or dates of such findings and by whicﬁ‘organi-
zation or entity such findings were made;

b. The form in which such findings were made and, if
written, the exact wording of same or location in
regulation, order, bulletin, report or other writing;

c. What steps were taken to comply with such findings and
the dates when such acts of compliance occurred;

d. How users of or bystanders exposed tc asbestos or
asbestos containing products were informed or {sic)
such findings and if such information was written
identifying same.

SUPPL AL R NO. H

Without waiving and incorporating by reference its original
objections to this interrogatory, OC supplements its response to
the interrogatory as follows:

OC does not have a compilation of all the information

requested herein, however OC refers plaintiffs to Supplemental

Responses No. 3 and 13 and specifically to the industrial hygiene
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inspections conducted by the New Jersey Department of Labor at
OC's Berlin, New Jersey Kaylo manufacturing plant.

Additional information pertinent to the subject matter of
this interrogatory would be located in OC's files related to
asbestos, as described in Supplemental Response No. 2.
INTERROGATO . 15¢

During the time that you manufactured, sold, designed,
supplied, distributed, mined, milled, relabeled, resold, pro-
cessed, applied or installed asbestos containing products, did
you perform, direct to be performed finance, sponsor or recelve
the results of any dust monitoring tests at job sites where
asbestos-containing products were being applied and/or removed?
If so, state:

a. The date and location of the first such test;

b. When, where and at what intervals subsequent tests were

performed;
c. Who performed such tests;
a. Where the results of such tests are maintained;

e. What steps were taken by you to improve results of such
tests, and dates when such improvements were made.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 15:

Without waiving and incorporating by reference its original
objections to this interrogatory, OC supplements its response to
the interrogatory as follows:

OC refers plaintiffs to Supplemental Response No. 13 and
Exhibits AAA, BBB, CCC and DDD.

Additional information pertinent to the subject matter of
this interrogatory may be contained in OC's files related to

asbestos as described in Supplemental Response No. 2.
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INT ATORY NO. 16:

If your answer to the above interrogatory is in the nega-
tive, state your reasons for not performing dust monitoring
tests.

RESPONSE TO_INTERROGATORY NO. 16:
OC refers plaintiffs to Supplemental Responses to Interroga-
tories Nos. 13 and 15.

INTERROGATORY NO. 17:

During the time that Defendant sold, manufactured, designed,
supplied, distributed, mined, milled, relabeled, resold, pro-
cessed, applied or installed asbestos containing products, did
the Defendant ever have any inspectors or anyone from your
company or hired by your company whose job it was to go to areas
where your asbestos containing products were being used,_removed
or installed to make a dust level count? If so, state when this
procedure started, the purpose of such procedure and the findings
and what action, if any, was taken in response to the findings,
and attach results.

SUPPLEMENTAL, RESPONSE TQ INTERROGATORY NO. 17:

Without waiving and incorporating by reference its original
objections to this interrogaféry, OC supplements its response to
the interrogatory as follows:

OC objects to this interrogatory as overly broad and burden-
some. OC also objects to use of the term "inspectors" as being
ambiguous. Without waiving its objections, OC refers plaintiffs
to Supplemerital Response Nos. 13 and 15, and the exhibits prof-
fered therein.

Additional information pertinent to the subject matter of
this interrogatory would be contained in 0C's files related to

asbestos as described in Supplemental Response No. 2.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 18:

During the time the Defendant manufactured, sold, designed,
sapplied, distributed, mined, milled, relabeled, resold, pro-
cessed, applied, or installed asbestos containing products,
identify any medical examination programs offered or sponsored byy
answering defendant or its insurance carrier(s) for employees of:
its insured handling or otherwise exposed to asbestos and asbes—
tos products. With respect to each program; state:

a. Manner of communication with employees about such
program;

b. Whether examination was mandatory or optional;

c. What percentage of workers permitted to undergo such
examination participatedq;

d. What percentage of workers were found to have asbesto—
sis or mesothelioma; -

e. With respect to (d), what percentage of such workers
were paid disability or workmen's compensation benefitcs

or for whose benefit medical expenses were paid to
undergo treatment for such conditions.

SOPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 18:

Without waiving and incorporating by reference its original_
wbjections to this interrogatory, OC supplements its response to:
the interrogatory as follows:

Following its purchase of the Berlin, New Jersey, Kaylo
manufacturing plant in May 1958, OC continued the program previ-——
cusly instituted by Owens-Illinois of providing periodic chest x=-
rays as part of the plant's preventive health program. By 1971,
DC's periodic health screening program included other testing
srocedures and examinations by plant physicians. Although OC
ceased the manufacture of asbestos~containing products in Novem—
Der 1972, OC continued these procedures for Berlin employees

antil 1993 when the plant closed.
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Following its purchase of the Bloomington, Illineis, —nmazu-
facturing plant of the Chembest Division of Unarco Industrries in
April 1970, Dr. George B. McNeely conducted baseline physicrcal
examinations of the plant population. Chest x-rays of all_ plant
employees were also taken. Those employees with existing zani/or
potential health problems were notified accordingly. Examyira-
tions were then offered annually to all active plant emplovyess.
OC sold the Bloomington plant in 1982.

Since its organization in January 1968, 0OC's Medical :Servic-
es Department has recommended to management pre-placement :zand
periodic medical surveillance programs of OC manufacturihgr
employees who may have been exposed to asbestos. Theée pr-ograms
have included in-plant medical examinations, and, if necessszrv,
consultations with appropriate specialists. The purpose orf such
medical examinations was to detect existing lung changes i-n 2C's
employees.

OC further states that, in 1970, it conducted an epidaenic—
logical survey of employees in its Berlin, New Jersey, Kayvtlc
manufacturing plant. OC refers plaintiffs to attached Exhnirit
22.

With regard to the employees of its Supply and Contraacting
Division, OC points out that contract employees were not pserna-
nent employees of OC, but were hired fregquently from local’. mion
halls for particular jobs or on an "as needed" basis.

OC further states that it participated in medical exaax_na-

tion programs for insulators. In the 1960s, OC participatzei In
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the Western States Asbestos Health Plan, Occupational Health
Program. During the 1970s, OC was involved in many attempts to
set up medical examination programs for insulators. OC initially
used the examination services of outside organizations and, in
1973, OC, itself, retained medical personnel to examine all of
its contracting employees.

The following doctors were consulted on a periodic basis
from 1973 to 1987 to conduct examinations of contract unit

employees (the Contracting Division was sold in February 1987):

Richard K. Bath, M.D.
1124 Carew Towers
Cincinnati, OH

Willis Taylor, M.D.

West Side Family Health
Center

700 N. High School Road

Indianapolis, IN

Sutter Clinic, Inc. .
819 Locust Street
St. Louis, MO 63101

Drs. Vanthoff, Yost,
Kempers & Vroon
ATTN: Dr. Richmond
50 College S.E.
Grand Rapids, MI

Robert D. Helferty, M.D.

Industrial Medical Center
PC, Inc.

1116 Ann Arbor Street

P.0O. Box 3310

Flint, MI 48503

National Medical

Consultants Inc. (Clinic)
Suite 414 Fox Ridge Tower
Mission, KS 66202
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Alexander Greer, M.D.
West 104th Fifth_
Spokane, WA 99204

Leon A. Sealey, M.D.

Northwest Industrial
Medical Clinic

1500 First Avenue, South

Seattle, WA 98101

William D. Forney, M.D.
425 W. Bannack
Boise, ID 83702

Rodman Wilson, M.D.
3300 Providence Drive
Suite 301

Anchorage, AL 99504

John J. Krygier, M.D.
511 S. W. 10th Street
Portland, OR

Dr. Benjamin Schneider
123 E. Market Street
Danville, PA

Pr. Gordon Neilson
Page Medical Center
800 Elm

Page, AZ
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Maurice Johnstoon, M.D.
Kelsey-Seybold. Climic
6624 Fannin Strzeet
Houston, TX 770225

Dr. Roy Hardmann
5432 I.H. 35
Austin, TX 787444

Dr. Arnold Albexrt
1028 South Alammo
San Antonio, TXX

Dr. Patrick Claancy
400 "0O" Street-

Dr. Melvin Bechtel
10804 Prarie Hills Drive
Omaha, NE 68144

B. Dwight Culver, M.D.

College of Medicine

Dept. of Community &
Environmental Medicine

Med. Surg. II -- Room 367

University of California

Irvine, CA

Dr. Kaare Lovall
Family Medicine Clinic
Bldg.

Sacramento, CA . 95814 2132 N. Cedar
Holt, MI 48842
Dr. J. J. Applesgarth
384 Post Street: Riverside Clinic
San Francisco, CA S4102 ATTN: W. McCauley, Adm.

8445 E. Jefferson
Dr. A. V. Swanhoerg Detroit, MI 48214
610 7th Street
Kalespell, MT £39501
OC refers plaintiffss to Supplemental Response No. 24 and the
—ables proffered therein for information responsive to subparts
(3) and (e) of this inter-rogatory.
Additional informatiion pertinent to the subject matter of
—==is interrogatory would.. be contained in 0C's files related to
2sdbestos as described in-. Supplemental Response No. 2.
NTERROGATORY NO. 193
Does the Defendant hbave or has it ever had, a Medical
Sapartment, and/or a resesarch department and/or an Industrial
Pygiene department. If sso, give the date upon which such M
edical [sic) department zand/or Industrial Hygiene department was
established, and whether: or nmot such department has operated
—ontinuocusly since being: established.
a. Name each direecttor, chief or head of your Medical
department andf/or Industrial Hygiene department year by

year with the ffirst year you had a director or such
department. GZxive the last known address of each.
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b. State in detail the duties, responsibilities and pur-
pose of such department(s);

SUPPL ESP E INTERROGATORY NO. 19:

Without waiving and incorporating by reference its original
objections to this interrogatory, OC supplements its response to
the interrogatory as follows:

Dr. Jon L. Konzen was hired on January 15, 1968, as OC's
Corporate Medical Director. He was promoted to the position of
Vice President, Medical and Health Affairs, Owens-Corning
Fiberglas Corporation, Fiberglas Tower, Toledo, Ohio 43659 in
November 1985. He remained in this position until December 31,
1992.

Dr. Jean Arnold Chapman served as Corporate Medical Director
from November 11, 1985, until February 29, 1988.

Dr. Michael G. Holthouser was Director, Corporate Medical
Services from June 1988 untii'January 31, 1991.

Dr. David C. Deubner was Director, Corporate Medical Servic-
es from December 16, 1991 until December 31, 1993.

Dr. Jon W. Lee became Director, Corporate Medical Services
on January 1, 1994.

The Medical Director's responsibilities include: (1)
overseeing the development of scientific and medical knowledge
concerning the health effects of products made and sold by OC,
materials used in OC's manufacturing process, and new products

and processes under development; (2) designing and managing
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medical research programs; and (3) representing the company in
matters concerning health effects.

Dr. D. J. Billmaier was hired as Assistant cOrporaie Medical
Director on December 30, 1974. He remained in this position
through August 29, 1980. Dr. Billmaier was replaced by Dr. Rufus
W. Miller, who served in this position from November 10, 1980,
until September 1984. Dr. Miller was succeeded by Dr. Kenneth
Gould, who was hired in September 1984 and employed through
August 1985. The position of Assistant Corporate Medical Direc-
tor has been vacant since August 1985.

Dr. S. K. Remley, Corporate Staff Physician, was eﬁgloyed
from February 5, 1979, until December 31, 1989. He was replaced
by Dr. Michael I. Sarver, who was employed from March 26, 1990,
to June 15, 1991, as Manager, Corporate Medical Programs.

The duties and responsibilities of this position were to
provide medical services for Toledo employees, to conduct
preplacement and periodic examinations, to diagnose and treat
illnesses or injuries, to advise supervisors and management on
medical aspects of employees' problems, and to implement preven-
tative heal@h prograns.

OC's Berlin, New Jersey, manufacturing facility used the
services of Dr. H. C. Schwartz (deceased) from 1958 to 1870. Dr.
John McNally was employed at the Berlin facility from April 27,
1970, to October 1978. Dr. Priscillano Parilla was employed at
the Berlin facility from November 1978 until August 1982. Dr.

Ercole J. Liberi was employed as the plant physician for the
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Berlin plant from Septembser 1982 until 1993 when —the plant was
closed. These doctors peerformed pre-employment aand periodic
physical examinations.

OC's Bloomington, IlZlizcis, manufacturing faacility used the
services of Dr. George B.. ¥Neely, 2302 E. Oaklanad Avenue,
Bloomington, Illinois, frcom April 1970 to July 18377; Dr. N. Lee
Still, 2103 E. Washington:, 3loomington, Illinois, . Irom July 1977
to July 1978; and Dr. Jammes A. Bilyeau, 1 Medical:@ Tills Avenue,
Bloomington, Illinois, fr—om July 1978 until 1982, . when the plant
was sold. These doctors cinducted pre-employment= znd periodic
physical examinations and: were employed on a cont:xzc% basis.

The following doctorzs read chest x-rays, conadzcted medical
examinations, and consultzed with employees at the= Zerlin, New
Jersey, and Bloomington, IIlinois, manufacturing plarts:

Physician/Consuultant

and Last Known . Address ate Plant

Richard M. Sprcoc:, M.D.
350 Kings Highwaaw, E. ,
Haddonfield, NJZ 1961-19642 Berlin

E. Spencer Paisslsy, M.D.
501 White Horses Fike
Haddon Heights;, XJ 08035 1969~19734 Berlin

I.T. Higgins, MM.D.
School of Publiic Health
University of MMichigan

Ann Arbor, MI 448104 1969-19700 Berlin
George Wright, X.D.

(Retired)

460 S. Marion FPa~xway

Parklane Apartimerts Berlin to
Denver, CO 802QD¢ 1971 Bloomington
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Dr. Harold Manuson

Institute of Indus. Health 1958 to
University of Michigan approx.
Ann Arbor, MI 48104 1961

Walter Whitehouse, M.D.

Institute of Industrial Health
University of Michigan

Ann Arbor, MI 48104 1958-1961

Paul Scholtens, M.D.

Institute of Industrial Health
University of Michigan

Ann Arbor, MI 48104 1958-1961

Theodore Dietchek, M.D.

Institute of Industrial Health
University of Michigan

Ann Arbor, MI 48104 1958-1961

Drs. Goldenberg, Keinle,

Steeb, Schaupp, Limacaco

& Petrovich

(Radiology Group)

West Jersey Hospital 1965-1982
Berlin, NJ

Dr. C. R. Johnson

Professional Health Services 1974-1993

(Mobile Van Testing) (plant
closed)

Joseph W. Sokolowski, Jr., M.D,.
and Irwin Spirn

1916 E. Malton Pike 1974-1993

Cherry Hill, NJ (plant
closed)

Dr. Chauncey McGeorge

66 Tanner Street 1982-1993

Haddonfield, NJ (plant
closed)

Bloomington Radiology
Bloomington, IL 1970-1978

St.. Joseph's Hospital
Radiology Department
Bloomington, IL 1974-1978
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James Bilyeau, M.D.
1 Medical Hills Drive 1978-1982
Bloomington, IL (plant sold) Bloomington

OC refers plaintiffs to Supplemental Response No. 18 for a
listing of physicians who conducted examinations of contracting
employees from 1973 to 1987, when the division was sold.

Gerald Devitt was hired by OC as an Industrial Hygienist in
August 1970. He subsequently became Chief Industrial Hygienist
and remained in that position until his retirement on October 31,
198s6.

Charles W. Axten was hired as Manager of Industrial_ Hygiene
on July 14, 1986, and held that position until mid-1988, when he
became the Director of Occupational Safety and Health. Mr. Axten
remained in that position until August 31, 1990. Klaus D.
Rosinski became the Director of Occupational Safety and Health on
November 1, 1990 and subsequéﬁtly became a Product and Environ-
mental Health Consultant.

J. Kenneth Conover was hired as an Industrial Hygienist in
August 1986 and was promoted to Supervisor of Industrial Hygiene
on June 1, 1988. He then served as Senior Program Specialist,
Occupational Health and Safety until April 30, 19%92.

F. W. Lichtenberg was hired as a technical information
specialist in April 1975 and later served as an Industrial
Hygienist from March 1977 until June 30, 1980.

Regina Brown served as an Industrial Hygienist for OC from
June 15, 1980, until January 1, 1982.
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Michael J. Guisfredi was hired in February 19%73 as a Tech-
nologist Hygienist and became a Staff Industrial ERygienist in
February 1987. He was a Senior Specialist, Occupaational Health
and safety, and presently serves as a Lead Speciazlist, Occupa-
tional Health and Safety.

J. David Lawson was hired as a Staff Industrrizl Hygienist on
July 7, 1986, and subsequently served as a Lead SBpscialist,
Occupational Health and Safety until September 133, 199i.

Kathleen A. Johnson was hired as a Staff Inddustrial Hygien-
ist in July 1987 and is currently a Senior Speciazlist, Occupa-
tional Health and Safety on a part-time basis. -

Bruce A. Karas was hired as a Staff Industriaal H&gienist on
September 6, 1988, and was a Senior Specialist, O¢czupational
Health and Safety. He currently serves as a Leadd Zpecialist,
Occupational Health and Safety, |

John M. Horwarth was hired as a Staff Industrrial Hygienist
on September 12, 1988, and was a Senior Specialisst, Occupational
Health and Safety. He subsequently served as a Lzezd Specialist,
Occupational Health and Safety until December 17, , 2992.

M. Lynn Kessinger served as a Lead Specialisst, Occupational
Health and Safety from November 16, 1989 to May 331,1991.

C. Terry Moore (deceased) was hired as a Leaad Specialist,
Occupational Health and Safety on December 1, 1988¢.

Jeff Labelle was hired as a Specialist, Occronrpztional Health

and Safety on January 2, 1992.
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John Embelton was hired as a Spécialist, Occupational Health
and Safety on January 29, 1992.

Jonathan Hellerstein was hired as a Lead Specialist, Occupa-
tional Health and Safety on August 3, 1992.

Dan Delozier was hired as a Specialist, Occupational Health
and Safety on June 1, 1993,

Frank Cereghini presently serves as Manager, Occupational
Health and Safety.

OC's industrial hygienists are and have been responsible for
the recommendation of programs relating to the industrial hygiene
of its employees. h

Additionally, OC states that it has had a Research and
Development Department since 1938. The purposes and responsibil-
ities of this department are to provide research, development and
engineering of high technological competence in order to support
and improve existing business activities and to develop the
technological basis for new business ventures.

Games Slayter was hired as the Vice President of Research
and Development on November 1, 1938 and remained in that position
until December 31, 1963. He was replaced by John H. Thomas, who
held the position until 1968. Dr. R. C. Doban became the
department's supervisor in 1974 and remained in that position
until December 1988. Michael G. Griffith became Vice-President

of Technology on January 23, 1989, and renains in that position

at present.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 20:

Identify all asbestos related trade organizations, associa-
tions, or other entities including, but not limited to the Gypsunm
Association, Vermiculite Institute, Asbestos Textile Institute,
Industrial Hygiene Foundation, Magnesia Insulation Manufacturers
Association, National Insulation Manufacturers Association,
Asbestos Information Association, National Insulation Contractors
Association, Thermal Insulation Manufacturers Association, Quebec
Asbestos Manufacturers Association, Quebec Asbestos Producers
Association to which you have belonged or in which you have
participated and as to each respective organization, identify the
dates of membership or participation.

SUPPLEMENTAI, RESPONSE TQ-IEEERROGAEOR! NO. 20:

Without waiving and incorporating by reference its original
objections to this interrogatory, OC supplements its response to
the interrogatory as follows: -

OC has been a member of the following organizations for the
years stated:

National Insulation Manufacturers Association, Inc. (1958 to
February 1973), 441 Lexington Ave., New York, New York 10017;

Thermal Insulation Manufacturers Association (February 1973
to present), 7 Kirby Plaza, Mt. Kisco, New York 10549;

National Mineral Wool Association (1969 to present), 382
Springfield Ave., Summit, New Jersey 07901;

Industrial Hygiene Foundation of America and, its successor,
Industrial Health Foundation (1942 to 1950 and 1953 to June 30,
1992), 34 Penn Circle West, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15206;

National Insulation Contractors Association and, its succes-
sor, National Insulation & Abatement Association (1967 to pres-

ent), 99 Canal Center Plaza, Alexandria, Virginia 22314
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American Society for Testing & Materials (dates of member-
ship unknown), 1916 Race Street, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania
19103;

National Safety Council (July 1943 to present), 444 N.
Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Illinois 60611; and

North American Insulation Manufacturers Association (January
18992 to present), 44 Canal Center Plaza, Suite 310, Alexandria,
Virginia 22314,

Safe Building Alliance (1984 to 1988), 655 1Sth Street,
N.W., Suite 1200, Metropolitan Square, Washington, D.C. 20005.

To the best of its knowledge, OC has never been a member of
the Gypsum Association, Vermiculite Institute, Asbestos Textile
Institute, Asbestos Information Association, Quebec Asbestos
Manufacturers Association, Quebec Asbestos Producers Association
and Magnesia Insulation Manufacturers Association

OC further states that individual OC employees may have been
nmembers of various other organizations of which OC is unaware.

See attached Exhibits HHH, III and JJJ, copies of various
NIMA meeting minutes.

Additiqnal information pertinent to the subject matter of
this interrogatory would be contained in OC's files related to
asbestos as described in Supplemental Response No. 2.

INTERROGATORY NO. 21:

Identify any documents, not currently on file in the Master
Asbestos File of Harris County, either received by you from those
trade organizations, associations or other entities identified in
the preceding interrogatory or else submitted by you to those
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trade associations, organizations or other entites that relate to
any relationship between asbestos exposure and disease.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 21:

Without waiving and incorporating by reference its original
objections to this interrogatory, OC supplements its response to
the interrogatory as follows:

OC states that it does not have a compilation of all the
information requested herein. However, OC refers plaintiffs to
Exhibits HHH, III and JJJ, copies of various NIMA meeting min-
utes. '

Additional information pertinent to the subject matter of
this interrogatory would be contained in OC's files related to
asbestos as described in Supplemental Response No. 2.
INTERROGATORY NO. 22:

Identify all agreements, oral or written, between you, any
of the other defendants in this lawsuit, and/or other organiza-
tions, associations or other entities identified in your answer
to Interrogatory No. 20 and/or any medical or scientific founda-
tions, not currently on file in the Master Asbestos File of
Harris County, relating to the standardization of:

a. Specifications for paper or burlap bags, or other
packaging to be used for the transport and/or storage
of asbestos-containing products during the time that
you manufactured, sold, distributed, or applied asbes-
tos-containing products.

b. Warning or caution labels to be applied to asbestos
products and/or their packaging, cartons, containers,
or boxes during the time that you manufactured, sold,
distributed, or applied asbestos~containing products.

c. Methods of dissemination of public relation information
to defendant's purchasers, advertisers, distributors,
factory workers, contractors, insulators, users, con-
sumers of asbestos products and/or the general public
pertaining to asbestos health hazards.
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PO

Safety equipment ammd/or protective clcthhing to be
utilized while handiling defendant's asbemstos products.

Medical program r=laated to asbestos healith hazards to
be offered or spoasmsored by defendant.

(o) T SO,  _22:

OC states that it does nmot have a compilationn of the infor-

matiion requested herein. Suc=h information, to thes extent that it

exissts, may be contained iz COC's documents libraryy proffered in

Supprlemental Response to Irteerrogatory No. 3.

O. :

Did you direct to be perrformed, sponsor, finaance or receive
the: results of any studies orr- tests performed by tthe Saranac Lake
Labopratory to the Trudeau Fourmdation relating tc aasbestos expo-
sures and its effects upon umman life? If so, idemntify:

>.

a.

All documents summasmrizing findings or reesults of those
studies or tests whhich you have in yocur -possession or
control;

All communicatiozs, , oral or written, betxtween answering
defendant and Savanmac personnel includinng, but not
limited to, Gerrit | W. H. Schepers, M.O0. :and George
Wilbur wright, %.D..;

All documents relatting to Saranac studiees received or
submitted by you wvhmether directly, throumgh associated
or predecessor ccmpanies, through other :companies, or
through trade assocriations, organizatiomms or other
entities;

All recommendaticnss or findings of such .:studies relat-
ing to:

1. adequacy or inmadequacy of threshcldd limit values.
2. substitution cof materials other thaman asbestos.

Whether documents amnd/or communications:_identified in
answers to (a) - (did) of this Interrogataory are main-
tained.
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Without waiving and incorporating by reference its original
sb>jections to this interrogatory, OC supplements its response to
<hee interrogatory as follows:

To the best of its knowledge, OC did not finance, assist or
pamrticipate in asbestos-related studies conducted by or for The
Trrudeau Poundation at Saranac Lake; however OC refers plaintiff
to> attached Exhibit MM, a collection of documents regarding
.assbestos studies conducted by the Saranac Laboratory of the
Trrudeau Institute which were in OC's historical files and which
OCZ believes it received shortly after OC acquired the Berlin, New
Jeersey, Kaylo manufacturing plant from Owens-Illinois in 1958.
(EExhibit MM consists of 12 documents, Bates numbered as follows:
01. 501 1354-1355; 01 501 1353; 01 034 0001-0032; 01 501 1343-
13344; 01 501 1347; 01 SO01 1441; 01 035 0498-0530; 01 501 1439-
14440; 01 501 1345-1346; 01 501 1348-1352; 01 501 1405-1406; 01
5021 1319-1331).

OC may have copies of other documents generated or received
by the Saranac Laboratory which relate to asbestos studies.
Howwever, these documents were received by OC after litigation
beegan and in the course of discovery, and were not maintained in
OCT's historical files relating to asbestos.

Additional information pertinent to the subject matter of
thais interrogatory would be located in 0C's files related to

assbestos, as described in Supplemental Response No. 2.
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INTERROGATORY NO., 24:

Prior to December 31, 1989, has any employee of answering
Defendant ever made a claim for any asbestos related disease
under the Occupational Disease or Workmen's Compensation Statute
of any state? If so, state:

a. The date that Defendant first received notice of such
claim;

b. The total number of such claims per year received to
date:

c. The number of such claims for which disability benefits
and/or medical expenses were paid by Defendant;

a. Identify all persons to whom disability benefits and/or
medical expenses were paid by Defendant and the exact
medical diagnosis, disease and/or condition for which
such benefits/expenses were paid.

SUPPL T S SE TO IN ATOR 0. H

Without waiving and incorporating by reference its original
objections to this interrogatory, OC supplements its response to
the interrogatory as follows:

With regard to those asbestos-related worker's compensation
claims filed against OC before 1974, OC states as follows:

OC has been named as a party in worker's compensation
actions filed by persons allegedly employed at some point in time
on construction jobs involving OC's Contracting and Supply
Division. These persons were typically hired from union halls
for specific jobs on an as-needed basis and were not long-term
employees. As a result, these claimants filed actions against
numerous past and present employers. These claimants alleged a
variety of injuries from exposure-~throughout their employment
histories--to numerous asbestos and nonasbestos-containing
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marterialss manufactured and/zoor distributed by a mmmber of compa-
niees.

oC Llacks adequate reccmrSs to provide a compleete response to
thris I-teerrogatory for a r——x*=> of reasons. Indiividual state
worrk=rs' compensation laws dstarmined the specificc employers
anad/ar innsurance carriers wmmhi= could be named ass defendants in
coompensattion actions, as we==]" as the procedures f€or their notifi-
caetimm. As a result, evexr -thxxogh some workers' ccompensation
claaies liist OC as an emplcrvyes, OC may not have reeceived notice of
thae zl2iym, and even if OC r—re-=ived notice of the -claim, it may

notTs:t tz2ve: been aware that ——=ne zZaim was related tas asbestos

exapostre= Or that the clairzsart was employed by 0C.. Furthermore,

worrksr's:z compensation clai—=ms “-“storically have beeen processed by
OCZ's Izssurance carriers amcz=3 XC's corporate headquaarters did not

aluwzss rreceive notificatice—n =£f individual claimss..

OC =sets forth in Tabia== T the pertinent inforxrmation from OC's

re=cc—3s -which is presentlxr b= eved to be relatead to workers'
coomre=sazation claims filed -—pefz-re 1974 by individumals employed by

OCZ's Conmtracting and Suppivzyy Zivision:
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Insert Table A
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In addition to the claims in Table A, OC's records reflect
that the following individuals, listed in Table B, also filed
asbestos-related workers' compensation claims before 1974. It .is
zelieved these claims were probably handled by OC's insurance
carriers. OC's records do not indicate when or if OC received

notice of these claims.
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Tasaert Table B
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In the course of litigation, a certain -plaintiffs' counsel
produced to OC's Law Department portions cf -workers' compensatizn
files purporting to be claims filed by variocous insulation workers
and other tradesmen. It is believed that theese files were
originally obtained from codefendants or fromm public records, axd.
copies were forwarded to OC's Law Departmeat= in approximately
1979.

Some of these files reflect claims arpamrently filed against
OC which OC cannot currently verify from a rreview of its records.
Table C sets forth information from such claaims where 0OC was

presumably a party.
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Trhe following employees of OC's Berlin, Kew .Jersey Kaylo
mar—~aecturing plant also filed workers' compemsattion claims
agaixsst OC before 1974, in which they alleged iInjjury from expo-
sure tzo asbestos in the plant environment:

Approx. Date of
Name Claim Filed zlee

Albert~ Behnke 09/15/72 Chreonic bronchitis;
enxpbhysema, cirrhosis
of tthe liver

WilZiamm Bodine 03/21/73 Asbeestosis, emphyse-
ma

Harzy -Copeland 1/22/72 Paluamonary asbestosis

FlcTd “Regn 06/14/71 Chirconic pulmonary
odbststructive disease,
paeeumoconiosis

Gecrges Zepp 07/13/72 Preeumoconiosis,
asbeestosis

IIn 1965, OC learned that a Berlin worker »aad apparently
cor~aacted asbestosis; however, the injury was agpparently not
relzteed to work at OC and, to 0OC's knowledge, na:- workers' compen-
sationn claim was filed against OC.

WWhen OC purchased the Bloomington, Illimois:z plant from
UNAICQO in 1970, it acquired certain files pertainning to workers'
coagennsation claims brought against UNARCO by itss employees. OC,
howeveer, did not have knowledge of these claims vuntil it pur-
chasedd the plant in 1970. Some of these claims zalleged injury
fram eexposure to asbestos in the plant envirommeesnt.

AA few employees of other OC manufacturing pplants filed
asbestros-related workmen's compensation claims beefore 1974. It
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is not known whetie=r these employees werre actually exposed to
asbestos in connect=ion with their employvment for 0C.

Additional ixfrformation pertinent tco the subject matter of
this interrogatory '-would be contained inn OC's files related to
asbestos as descrihezed in Supplemental Reesponse No. 2 which is
incorporated as if =set out in full.

TERR RY NO. 2%5:

Identify each -and every magazine crr trade publication in
which answering Deffendant advertised itss asbestos products from
(sic] 1950 until tktme time you ceased minning, milling, selling,
distributing, and/eoor applying asbestos ccontaining products.

P S RY 'NO. 3

Without waivinmg and incorporating by reference its original
objections to this .interrogatory, OC sumpplements its response to
the interrogatory aas follows:

OC did not adwvertise in the usual -way via television or
magazines, etc. Dumnring the time period: in which OC manufactured
asbestos-containingy products, it providded product data and
application informxation to commercial bwuyers. See attached
Exhibits D, B, F, G5 and H.

Additional infiformation pertinent tco the subject matter of
this interrogatory --would be contained iann OC's files related to
asbestos as describied in Supplemental R&esponse No. 2.
INTERROGATORY MO, 2263

As to the pers=son(s) answering thesse interrogatories, state:

a. name;

b. title or—position with defendsant;
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c. length of: time employed by defendantsxz.
SUPP . PN 0. :

Without waivia®g and incorporating by refereence itss original
objections to this _interrogatory, OC supplement=s its reesponse to
the interrogatory a=s follows:

Responses to tthese interrogatories were preegared wwith the
assistance of commssel and are based upon informam=tiom cbhbtained
from presently exissting corporate files and reccords anad from
interviews of variaous employees of 0C. No singzles offidcer,
employee or agent cnf OC has the personal knowleedze to ssupply each
and every answer -e=guired. The person sighing —~**esse rresponses is
informed that the ZZiles, documents and interviemsws rsfermrred to
above do support tixme responses. If information- Is latser obtained
which modifies ary -of the responses herein, suc=t inforrmation will
be conveyed to tre “parties submitting these int=errocatsories.
These responses aree signed by Robert A. McOmbere, Authanrized Agent
for Owens Corning FFiberglas Corporation, Fiberg:zlas Touwer, Toledo,
Ohio 43659. The teelephone number of the corporzztiocm idis (419)
248-8000.

Mr. McOmber beegan working for OC on March ~2%, 19799, as a
part-time Economic:-Analyst. On June 18, 1979, ' ¥r. ¥cofmber became
a full-time employeme of OC and remained in the:s ~positicon of
Economic Analyst azmtil approximately August 1, :381. =He was
~ E.E.0. Lawyer from-i-approximately Augqust 1, 198I:, to Occtober 1986,
Attorney from Octokiber 1986 to June 1, 1989, anad Coumsaeel from June
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1, 1989 to October 31, 13992. Mr. McOmber is currently an Autho-
rized Agent for OC,.
RR 0. 27

Have you ever sold rraw asbestos fiber? If so, state the
dates you were involved iin the sale of raw asbestos fiber.

N < NO 73

OC has never mined cor milled raw asbestos and was not in the
business of selling rawv aasbestos. However, in 1970, OC purchased
from Unarco Industries tkhe Chembest Division manufacturing plant
located in Bloomington, IIllinois. The plant manufactured ure-
thane products and an asbpestos-containing industrial insulation,
Unarcoboard (Fyrcor). Ian 1972, OC ceased the manufacture of its
asbestos-containing Pyrccor product. From October 1973 to October
1974, OC sold the surpluss raw asbestos, approximately 462.5 tons,
which had been originallyy purchased by Unarco Industries, to
Weyerhaeuser Company of MMarshfield, Wisconsin.

INTERROGATORY NO. 28:

State whether or mott you have any information as to your
relative market share reegarding each of your asbestos containing
products. If so, as to seach year between 1940 or the time that
you began mining, millinag, selling, distributing and/or applying
asbestos containing produucts until cessation of same, and with
respect to each type of pproduct, provide such information or
opinion as to your markeet share and identify each document which
provides any information- -to assist you in this determination.
Give the same answers asz to asbestos containing products in the
Texas Gulf Coast area.

o) . :
Without waiving amd= incorporating by reference its original
objections to this interrrogatory, OC supplements its response to

the interrogatory as folllows:
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OC objects tao this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
information whickx _is protected from discovery as attorney-client
communications andd/or attorney work product. Without waiving its
objections, OC staates that it has never been in the business of
mining or milling Taw asbestos or asbestos containing products.

OC further stxates that it does not have a compilation of the
information requessted herein. Information pertinent to the
subject matter of —this interrogatory would be located in 0OC's
files related tc aasbestos as described in Supplemental Response
No. 2.

INT OGA Y NC. 29:

Have you destignated distributors of your asbestos containing
products in the Strate of Texas? If so, then state the name of
all companies, theeir addresses, give the years that each was a
designated distrikbutor and the products each distributed.

SUPPL NSE OGATORY NO. :

Without waiviing and incorporating by reference its original
objections to thiss interrogatory, OC supplements its response to
the interrogatory as follows:

OC objects tco this interrogtory to the extent that it
implies an employeer/employee, principal/agent, or any other
formal relationshirip between OC and any independent distributors
or salesmen who mmight have sold 0C's products. Without waiving
its objections, 0CC states that it distributed asbestos~-containing
Kaylo insulation pproducts from April 1953 to April 1973, as
indicated by a reeview of 0C's collection of invoices for such
products. Invoicees relating to 0C's distribution of asbestos-
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containing Kaylo are maintained inn OC's files related -“to asbestos
as described in Supplemental Respconse No. 2.

OC also had limited invelvemeent in the manufactur=e and/or
distribution of other asbestos—camntaining products. Séee attached
Exhibit A, a chart listing those :asbestos-containing poroducts
previously manufactured and/or diastributed by OC. 0C'2s collec-
tion of invoices relating to thke ssales/shipments of thaese other
asbestos-containing products is aalso maintained in OC"¢s files
rélated to asbestos as described _in Response No. 2; hawwever, this
collection is incomplete. Furtheermore, these documentrs are not
segregated by purchaser/custcmer -or by state, but are -generally
organized by invoice number.

OC's asbestos-containing ¥ayyvlo products were distrributed to
end-users in several different wamys depending on the azrrangements
made at the time of purchase. Soome shipments were madde directly
from the factory to specific locgations (jobsites, wareshouses,
railheads, etc.) and invoiced to —the purchaser. Otherr shipments
were made from the factory te disstributors or contractrors who, in
turn, sold the products to otherss. Similar arrangemsemnts were
made with OC supply units in varidous locales throughouut the
United States. OC does not have. =a compilation of all =entities
which might have distributed OC'ss asbestos-containing -products.
However, OC refers plaintiffs to zattached Exhibit KEX;.,, a list of
distributors of which 0OC is aware= which distributed OCZ's asbes-
tos~containing Kaylo products wit*hin Texas at some poiint during

the period 1953-1973.
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Additional information pertinent to the subject matter of
taiss interrogatory would be contained in OC's files related to

asbeestos as described in Supplemental Response No. 2.

13
. s

If you did not have designated distributors in the State of
Texaas, then state by what method sales of asbestos containing
mteerials were made. Give the name and addresses of all
Def€endant's sales offices, relating to asbestos containing
prooducts, located in the State of Texas.

EESEPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 30%

OC refers plaintiffs to Supplemental Response to Interroga-
taryy Nos. 3 and 29 and to the exhibits and documents proffered
theerein.

= TO 0., 31:

Did you ever have a division or subsidiary company engaged
in —the contracting business of applying insulation products? If
sa, give the name of such division or subsidiary company, the
f3lll address of the home office of such division or subsidiary
comppany, and the dates such division or subsidiary company was
engaaged in the contracting business.

SIPPPLEMENT RES S QI OGATORY NO. :

Without waiving and incorporating by reference its original
cojaections to this interrogatory, OC supplements its response to
the=s interrogatory as follows:

OC had contracting units which operated as the Supply and
Canctracting Division (and later the Contracting Division) of OC
frcom January 1950 until February 1987 when this division was
soldd. OC's supply and contracting units were engaged in the
tussiness of distributing the products of OC and others as well as
in —the contract application of these products. Contract applica-

IEFEFENDANT OWENS-CORNING FIBERGLAS CORPORATION'S asbesos.int
SIPPEN FMENTAL RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S INTERROGATORIES Page 76



tion could include the installation and/or removal of asbestos-
containing Kaylo products and similar insulation products. Most
of the division's records, including job files, were transferred
with this sale. See Supplemental Response No. 2.

Additional information pertinent to the subject matter of
this interrogatory would be located in OC's files related to
asbestos, as described in Supplemental Response No. 2.

INTERROGATORY NO, 32:

Based upon the contents of your products, the method of
manufacturing and the method of application, could or can your
products be generally applied or removed without liberating
asbestos fibers? Your answer may be limited to those asbestos-~
containing products that you have identified in any Harris County
asbestos case,

a. If there is a different answer concerning different
products manufactured, sold, distributed, or used by
your company then specify the different products by
manufacturer's name and popular name.

b. If there is a difference in your answer depending on
the year or years in which a particular product was
used, then specify in detail what year or years you are
referring to and the specific products you are refer-
ring to and the year involved.

c. If there is a difference in your answer depending on

the trade or type worker, then specify which type
workers you are referring to.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 32:

0C states that its asbestos-containing Kaylo pipe and block
products might have emitted some dust, a small percentage of
which was asbestos, when the product was cut or sawed; OC's
asbestos-containing cements might have emitted some dust, a small
percentage of which was asbestos, when the product was mixed.

Neither would do so during installation unless subject to the
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previous’y :stated activities. ZFRoof coatings and adtessives
rebrandez f£for OC by various menmufacturers contained eencapsuliazed
asbestos virnich prevented the seeneration of airborne fiibers uup:cn
applicatian:a.

INTERROGRTCDORY NO. 33:

Was it: anticipated that yoour asbestos containimg:- producctts
may have tco be removed, strippeed, disturbed, or replaeced at. acy
time aft=r- .installation?

E N o X oG NO. 3333

OC's aasbestos-containing XXaylo insulation was deesigned s:
that it -ocuvuld be removed for saaintenance purposes and: then
reinstal’ecd. Other than fcor suzch maintenance work, aasbestoss-
containizg Kaylo insulation wass designed to last fcr ecextremeslr
long periocds of time, likely Zfcor the life of the item— being
insulatel,

NO. H

'Dié tkne defendant, during —the time it mined, mammunfacturres,
milled, sobld or applied asbestcss-containing products, give uvassrs
or other peersons exposed to azsbeestos containing produacts or— t:eir
employers wwho would be applyix;, using, removing yocur— asbest:cs
containiyg—~ products instructismes concerning safety preecauticons To
the use :In- applying, using or rremoving such products?”? If ssO,

describe sguch instructions, ta ~~whom they were givem, t—the dattes
they were ¢cgiven, and the manmner- of giving such instruoctions:.

Withonut waiving and inccepporating by reference iiits origgizal
objecticxs:= to this interrogatorry, OC supplements its rresponsse %0
the interrcogatory as follows:

OC's azasbestos-containing iinsulation products wer=e intesniad
to be oz, sawed, mixed, routedd, bound or wrapped as rmecesssary
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for fitting during application. OC further- states that it
intended that its asbestos~containing insulaation products be ussed
by insulation applicators, their assistantss, or other sophisti-—
cated users in accordance with the instructtizas and cautiomar-y
statements pfovided in connection with thosse products as se:

forth in Supplemental Response No. 3, attacched Exhibits D, £, -F,
G, H, V, W, X, ¥, 2, AA, BB and CC; and in - accordance with
standard trade practices and applicable guiddeslines, regqulationss,

| and laws. OC notes that employers, who werze in the best positzion
to observe and control the workplace, were . ragquired by laws inn
numerous states, to protect workmen, keep tiha workplace safe,

warn workers of potential hazards involved iz excessive expcsunre
to asbestos and other dusts, and control duas:.

Additional information pertinent to thas subject matter s£?
this interrogatory would be containéd in OCC's files related =c:c
asbestos as described in Supplemental Respaopse No. 2.

oG NO. 3

If you have pled that the Plaintiffs nrisused Defendant's
asbestos containing products, then state inn #hat manner the
defendant contends that Plaintiffs misused. . its products? If
"Yes", then state in what manner and under:' wiat circumstances

each product was misused. Also state what: Flaintiffs could hamve
done to avoid such misuse.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2333
Without waiving and incorporating by rreference its originaal
objections to this interrogatory, OC supplezments its response —to

the interrogatory as follows:
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OC states that certain plaintiffs may have misused its
products by their failure to heed and/or follow the information
on safe handling and health practices as described in Supplemen-—
tal Response to Interrogatory No. 3.

I 9,¢] 0. 386

List all the job sites, contractors and/or facilities in t=e.
Gulf Coast area of Texas, including, but not limited to, oil
refineries, chemical plants, power plants, shipyards, commercial
buildings, and manufacturing plants, where or to whom defendant’s:
asbestos products were supplied, distributed, sold and/or used.
Also, list which products were involved, the date or time period
of such sale, distribution, use or installation and if know
[sic], the physical location within the facility listed. Alter-
native, you may product (sic] the documents requested in Reques:
for Production No, 1.

SUPPLEMENT RESPONSE TO I RY NO. 36:

Without waiving and incorporating by reference its original
objections to this interrogatory, OC supplements its response t3
the interrogatory as follows:

Upon receipt of detailed plaintiffs' employment history
listing specific jobsite, city and state locations and corre-
sponding years of employment, OC will review its records and
attempt to respond.

(0] 73

For the attached list of San Antonio job sites, state
whether or not Defendant's asbestos products were supplied,
distributed, sold and/or used. Also, list which products were
involved, the date or time period of such sale, distribution, vse=

of installation and, if known, the physical location within the
facility listed.
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Withaout waiving and imcsrroporating by reference its original
objectionns to this interrogaterry, OC supplements its response to
the intTerrrogatory as follows:

OC sstates that it is crahble to supplement this interrogato-
ry, as tkne list referenced tso i-herein was not attached.
INTERROGEETORY NO, 38:

Up unntil the time that yoou ceased to sell and/or manufacture
asbestos. containing products, ~had the defendant ever conducted or
caused tco be conducted any stumdies designed to minimize or
eliminatee the inhalation cf assbestos dust or fibers by those
exposed tto the use of the defeendant's asbestos containing prod-
ucts? Iff so, give the follocwizing:

a. Name of the persoe cor firm conducting such studies;

b. The date the studies:s began and the date completed;

c. Any publication or ddissemination of the results of the
studies;
d. The nature of anmy accrtion to eliminate or minimize
inhalation of asbestTos dust or fibers;
e. Attach copies.
SUPPLYWENNT, RESPON ATORY NO. 38:
Witkhout waiving and imcorrporating by reference its original

objectionns to this interrogataory, OC supplements its response to
the inteerrogatory as follows:

OC cobjects to this interrrogatory as overly broad and burden-
some. OCC also objects to the cphrase "studies designed to mini-
mize or eeliminate the inhalatidon of asbestos dust” as being
ambiguouss. Without waiving itz=s objections, OC states that the
cautionarry statement on its Kamylo carton recommended the use of
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respirators approved by the U.S. Bureax cpf Mines for pneumoccni--—
osis producing dusts in appropriate circuzmstances. The exact
type of respirator approved by the U.S. BBureau of Mines changed:
from year to year.

See also Supplemental Response N&. 23 for information regar=d-
ing cautionary language which 0C inclaifedi with its asbestos
containing products; Supplemental Responsse No. 13, for informa--
tion regarding those studies related tc aasbestos containing
Kaylo, of which OC was aware before 1$74;; and Supplemental
Response No. 11, for information regarZinng dust protective
equipment.

Additional information pertinent =2 the subject matter cf
this interrogatory would be contained In : 0C's files related ts
asbestos as described in Supplemental Zessponse No. 2.

INTERROGATORY NO. 39:

Has the defendant ever directly afviised any person or partty
to whom you sell your asbestos contairincy products of threshclda
limit values for exposure to asbestos Zusst recommended by the
American Conference of Governmental Indusstrial Hygienists, or
mandated by any governmental entity? If :so, state the date thaat
you so advised such person or party, tae._.-manner in which you
advised such person or party, and the namme of each.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TOQ INTERROGATORY NGO, 39:

Without waiving and incorporating byy reference its originaal
objections to this interrogatory, OC sappplements its response tro
the interrogatory as follows:

OC notes that it no longer manufactunrers and/or distributees
asbestos containing products. OC furtkeer state that it does nout

have a compilation of every instance im warhich one or more of 0OCZ's:
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employees may have disccussed applicable TTLVs for asbestos dust
with any person or parrTy to whom [OC scidl] asbestos containing
products. Many OC empliicyees who might haave information pertinent
to this interrogatory z==e retired or dece=ased. However, OC
states that informatiomn relating to TLVs was generally available
and published in scienttific, medical ard. trade publications from
the 1940s through the rrresent. OC furthemr refers plaintiffs to
Supplemental Response ! ¥c. 3, particularlyy the discussion regard-
ing 0C's distribution crtf NIMA and NIOSE -pamphlets, attached as
Exhibits BB and DD. OCT 21so notes that “Material Safety Data
Sheets it prepared for— v2rious naval sticpyards regarding its
asbestos~-containing KRawy.o products conta-ined information regard-
ing the applicable TLV ~ Zor asbestos dust.. See attached Exhibit
AA.

Additional informam=tion pertinent ta the subject matter of
this interrogatory, to:- the extent that izt exists, would be
contained in 0C's file=s related to asbesttos as described in
Supplemental Response :"Nz. 2.

INTERROGATORY NO, 403

State the year tha=z: this defendant wwas first advised of
threshold limit valuess and maximum allowmable concentrations of
both asbestos dust and= total dust by the= American Conference of
Governmental Industriasl Hygienists, amd sstate the name of the
employee of the companwmy receiving such innformation, the informa-

tion received, the metirthod of receipt of ssuch information and
attach copies of the ianstrument communiczating such advice.

DEFENDANT OWENS-CORNING FIBERGLAS CODORRGRATION'S t3desios . mt
SUPPLEMENTAL RBSPONSES TO PLAINTIFF S ™S BTERROGATORIES Page ©



SUPPLESMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 40:

Wiithout waiving and incorporating by references its original
objectrions to this interrogatory, OC supplements itts response to
the intterrogatory as follows:

CCC is aware of the threshold limit values (TLLVs) for expo-
sure tzo asbestos dust as recommended by the Americzan Conference
of Goveernmental Industrial Hygienists (ACGIH). Hawwever, OC
cannot:- state precisely when or from what source it- first became
aware -of such TLVs., OC is aware that, from 1946 tco 1969, the
ACGIE -adopted a TLV of five million particles per ccubic foot of
air (MEPPCF).

IZn 1963, Robert Peele, an Industrial Hygierisst for Union
Cardidae, informed OC that the maximum allowable askbestos dust in
the aixr was five MPPCF. OC was also informed that- dust samplings
conducrted by Mr. Peele during the fabrication of aassbestos-con-
taininng Kaylo revealed that the dust emitted was beelow the
appliccable TLV.

IZn 1968, the ACGIH recommended the reducticn cof the asbestos
TLV too two MPPCF or 12 fibers per cubic centimeter- greater than
five mmicrons in length. This recommendation went ‘into effect in
1969. .

I'¥n 1971, OSHA adopted an emergency standard fcor exposure to
asbestros dust of five fibers per cubic centimeter cgreater than
five mmicrometers in length based on an eight hour ttime weighted
averagge.

IZIn 1972, OSHA adopted the above as a2 permanentnt standard.
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The informatiopn from the ACGIH is ass readily available to

plaintiffs as it :s: to OC.

OC refers plzinntiffs to attached ¥xirhibit LLL, a compilation
of documents relatinng to OC's developingy  Xnowledge of TLV's.

Additional i-=formation pertinent it -the subject matter of
this interrcgatorr ~would be contained i1 - OC's files related to
asbestos as descrihssed in Supplemental Fessponse No. 2.

NTERR - 431

Was such thresishold limit values of —maximum allowable concen-
trations inquired ambout in the precedixg- interrogatory total dust
or just asbestos dumst?

SUPPLEMEN RESPIRNS INTERROGATORY NGO. 41:

Without waivinnmg and incorporating -yv reference its original
objections to this _interrogatory, OC scrcplements its response to
the interrogatory aas follows:

OC states trat: it understood that ti-hreshold limit values, as
applied to the mayumfacturing and applicaction of asbestos-contain-
ing products, refar-red to asbhestos dus=.

INTERROGATORY NO. 522

Up until the ttime that Defendant ce=ased to sell and/or
manufacture asbestoss containing products:, state in detail what
test, if any, yowmr —company or its predeceessor(s) ever made with
regard to the quattity, quality, or thre=shold limit values of
asbestos dust or pmarticles to which userss or bystanders were
exposed while usingg your asbestos containning products.

a. If there swere any such tests oor studies, give the name

or names —of the person(s) comdriucting the tests, the
date of tthe tests and attach trrue copies of any re-

ports, fIindings or memoranda cconcerning such tests or
studies.
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U S N NO. 422:

Without wasaivinag and incorporating by reffecence iits original
objections to: -this _interrogatory, OC supplemesrcs jits .response to
the interrogatzcry aass follows:

OC referss zlaiantiffs to Supplemental Resspcnse Nac. 13.

OC statess that- it does not have a "predesmcessor® .as it
understands thaat teerm. OC further states tha=: the temchniques
used by OC or- by ctthers performing industriall Zygienme ‘surveys for
OC with respecc:t tas —the manufacturing of asbesst=s-comttaining Kaylo
changed over tIiwme t=o conform to general practri-es, reecommenda-
tions by goverrrme-t=al agencies and other appili=able :institutions
regarding induss—Iaal hygiene methods.

Since apprr=x:amately 1970, the recommende=: metioc3i for evalu-
ating asbestoss—=c=trxaining dust has consisted. = commtting asbestos
fibers which hnave teeen lodged on a standard —memtrane: filter. The
result is reporrted :zas the number of fibers pe=r cubic: centimeter
of air, expresssed azas f/cc.

Before 12372, zasbestos-containing dusts s=—= ewvakluated by
using an impirager cor midget impinger, wherebyy air wass drawn
through liquidal medium. The dust was counted- iz a ligght field, a
method outlineed by —the United States Public FHealth S&ervice for
dust counting=.

Industriaal hygmiene surveys were performeses to evaaluate poten-
tial exposure= t3> samch dusts as asbestos and :=:lica. Asbestos can
be identified: by =ssing polarized light, and =s_"ica czan be isolat-

ed by using pbhase crontrast optical microscoppy.
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If industrial hygiene= surveys indicated a potential exposure
t2 these dusts above the ttime weighted average threshold limit
v2lne in effect at the timme, then certain recommendations may
kave been made to compary —"management for corrective action.

OC also refers plainntiffs to Response No. 3, specifically
paragraphs 6-10.

Additional informaticon pertinent to the subject matter of
t®is interrogatory may ke. :found in OC's files related to asbestos
2s described in Supplement:tal Response No. 2.

FTFRROGATORY NO. 43:

Does the Defendant pcossess or have in its control any
witten documents and/or wwritten materials prior to 1980 which
Ixdicate that other manufzacturers of asbestos containing products
kad any knowledge, informzation, or understanding that asbestos
w-ald, could, or might ke . harmful? If so, list each document
= /or written material, aand attach a copy.

FE NS ATCRY " NO. 43:

OC states that it doce=s not have a compilation of the infor-
x2tion requested herein. However, in a June 2, 1964 letter, an
Iagle-Picher employee tramnsmitted to an employee of OC's Pacific
Csast Division the portiomn of a National Insulation Manufacturers
kssociation Board of Direectors meeting minutes dealing with a
ccmpetitor's intentiom too use a cautionary label. This same
letter also stated that E&Zagle-Picher was planning to attach a
cautionary statement om ittts asbestos-containing cements. Eagle-
Fficher inquired of OC at tthat time as to whether or not OC should

=ave Eagle-Picher place swuch a warning on the cements which it
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rebranded for OC. -On June 5, 1964, OC agreed to have such labels
applied to the reorxranded Cement. See attached Exhibit MMM.

Additional infiformation pertinent to the subject matter of
this interrogatecry, , to the extent that it exists, would be
located in OC's docrument library proffered in Supplemental
Response to Interrcogatory No. 2.

INTERROGATORY NO. 444:

Did your compamany or its predecessor(s) ever place any
warning directly omrn any of its asbestos containing products?
(i.e. on insulatiomrn pipe covering itself). If so, state the
wording of such warrning, the size, how it was marked and the
dates of placememt..

RESPONSE TO_ I ROGATO NO. 44:

OC states t*at= it does not have a "predecessor" as it
understands the Zeffinition of that term.

OC further stxates that it did not place any warnings direct-
ly on its asbest:zs-r~containing products. However, OC refers
plaintiffs to Respaonse to Interrogatory No. 3 and to the exhibits
and documents przfffered therein for information relating to
warnings placed cn the packaging of OC's asbeétos-containing
products.

Did the Defenduiant ever provide a warning within its sales
literature pertainiring to asbestos containing products? If so,
list the wording, tthe dates and what literature it was placed in.
S EMENT . 3

Without waivinmg and incorporating by reference its original
objections to thiss interrogatory, OC supplements its response to

the interrogatory azas follows:
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OC states that, to the best of _its knowledge, warminngs
rregarding OC's asbestos~-containing prroducts were not reprrinted in
izts product data and application infiformation, attached ass Exhib-
izts D, E, F, G, H, BB, CC and DD. H#owever, OC did place warning
liabels on containers of its asbestoss-containing products.. OC
rreefers plaintiffs to Supplemental Reesponse No. 3 and tae: exhibits
aattached thereto.

Additional information pertirernt to the subject mat—ter of
t=his _interrogatory, to the extent thnat it exists, would :-be
liocated in OC's files related to askbestos as described ixn Su-
rpplemental Response No. 2.

~INTFRROGATORY NO. 46:

Were any Material Safety Data ssheets ever prepared by the
Ceefendant for your asbestos products=s? If so, attach copries.

SSUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATOORY NO., 46:

Without waiving and incorporatiing by reference its :original
cobjections to this interrogatory, OCC supplements its ressponse to
tthe interrogatory as follows:

By 1970, OC provided Material SSafety Data Sheets fcor its
aasbestos-containing Kaylo products uupon request. These *MSDS
iindicated the then recommended TLV Zfor asbestos fibers aand
rrecommended leak or spill procedure=s and specific respirrator and
vventilation precautions for asbestoss dust. See attachecd Exhibit
AAA,

Additional MSDS would be locat=ed in OC's files relaated to
zasbestos as described in Supplementzal Response No. 2.
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INTERRQOGATORY NO. 47:

Dooes Defendant have insurance policies that— might cover the
claixs: made by Plaintiffs in this case?

S INTERRO O. 47:

Wiithout waiving and incorporating by referemnse its original
objectiions to this interrogatory, OC supplements: its response to
the intterrogatory as follows:

Wiinich insurance carrier or carriers may be rresponsible for
paymentt of defense costs in this case and/or for- 21y judgment
that nzay be entered in this case is a function orf zhe amounts in
questicon and the time of any payments made, and :a s> may depend
upor tzhe date of manifestation of the claimed asspsstos-related
condittion. Therefore, OC cannot with certainty :zarswer this
interrcogatory as phrased. However, OC also statses that it has
unexhaausted préducts liability coverage with the= fzllowing
instramnce carriers: Aetna Casualty & Surety; Alliiz=z Underwrit-
ers; Amrmerican Centennial; Associated Internationzal; Birmingham
Fire; ZCentral Natl. of Omaha; Columbia Casualty;  Zzntinental;
Employeers Ins. Wausau; Employers Mutual Cas.; Giztraltar; Granite
State; - Haftpflichtverband; Harbor Insurance Co.; ' XA Underwrit-
ers; Laandmark; London Guarantee & Accd.; Nationakl Cnion Fire;
Northbrrook; 0ld Republic; Pacific Employers; Prootsctive Natl.
Ins.; FRepublic; Royal Indemnity; Royale Belge; S&ezuros La Commer-~
cial; TTwin City Fire. For additional informaticon, OC refers
plainttiffs to the attached Exhibit NNN, a chart -~psrtaining to
OC's innsurance policies.
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ANTERROGATORY NO. 48:

If the answer to the above interrogatory is affirmative,
Please state:

a. the amounts of insurance coverage that is currently
available as of the date you answer these interrogatzo-
ries, and

b. how much is in dispute.

SUPPLEM s ERROGATO 0. 48%

Without waiving and incorporating by reference its originnal
objections to this interrogatory, OC supplements its response ~to
the interrogatory as follows:

OC refers plaintiffs to Supplemental Response No. 47 and
Exhibit NNN.

NO. 49:

If you have not previously supplied the requested informae-
tion int [sic) eh [sic] Master Asbhestos File, then for each annd
every expert witness, medical or otherwise, whom you may call —tc

testify during the trial of this cause, please state the follcow-
ing:

a. Full name,
b. Address,
cC. Phone number,

d. Each subject matter on which the expert witness is
expected to testify;

e. The mental impressions and opinions held by the expeer:
which relate to this case in any way, and

£. The facts known to the expert (regardless of when thae
factual information was acquired) which relate to orr-
form the basis of the mental impression and opinionss
held by the expert.

g. Who will be paying each such expert and how much.
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Without waaiving and incorpecrzating by reference its: original
objections t::.t«this interrogatory, OC supplements its ressponse to
the interrocatcory as follows:

OC refers plaintiffs to Exkikoit AAAA reports of thee follow-~
ing witnesses wwho may be called tco testify as experts ast the time
of trial: Howarrd Ayer, lLouis Buryher, James Crapo, Williiam Dyson,
Jeffrey Goldean,., Thomas Howard, Gerrald Kerby, Charles Powwell,
August Rossane,, Dorsett Smith, Gaxil Stockman, and Peter-
Frank/Stever Piierce/Paul Weber/klEpert Lilienfeld. OC fZurther
refers plairtiZffs to its Witness Zl.ist attached heretsc aas Exhibit

BBBB and Depcsiition Designations zattached hereto as Exh=ibit CCCC

for additioral information responssive to this interrogaztory.

If you hauve previously suppliied the requested infoormation in
the Master Asbesstos File, them forr each expert who will: not be
called as a wittness, but whose worrk product forms the bmasis in
whole or in parrt of the opinions cof an expert who will =be called
as a witness, sstate:

a. the ~name, address and te=lephone number of the= non-
testiifying expert;

b. tke ssubject matter of time work product om whidch the
testiifying expert will rcrely;

c. the méntal impression off the non-testifying eexpert; and
d. the £facts known to the rnon-testifying expert..

Without waaiving and incorpar=ating by reference itss original
objections to tthis interrogatory, OC supplements its reesponse to

the interrogatcory as follows:
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OC refers plaintiffs to its Witness List attached hereto as.
Exhibit BBBB.
INTERROGATORY NO. 51:

Identify the name, address and telephone number every persarn
whom you intend to call as a witness at trial, who has not
previously been listed as a witness in Defendant's Master Witnesss
List on file in the Master Asbestos File.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TOQ INTERROGATORY NO. S51:

Without waiving and incorporating by reference its origimal_
objections to this interrogatory, OC supplements its response ta:-
the interrogatory as follows:

OC refers plaintiffs to its Witness List attached hereto as-:
. Exhibit BBBB and its Deposition Designations attached hereto as
Exhibit cccc.

ERR . :
What is Defendant's present net worth?
UPPLEMEN SPONSE TO INT OGATORY NO. :

Without waiving and incorporating by reference its original_
objections to this interrogatory, OC supplements its response za:
the interrogatory as follows:

OC refers plaintiffs to Exhibit 000, a copy of its most
recent annual report, for information pertinent to the subject
matter of this interrogatory.

ANTERROGATORY NO. 53:

Has this defendant, or its present directors or officers
acting on its behalf, made monetary contributions in excess of
$5,000.00 within the past ten years to the following scientists
or researchers who have written on the subject of asbestos-

related diseases or to their employing universities on behalf ef:
or at the request of the scientist or researcher:
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Raymond Murphy ~ Harvard Meegdizal School and Harvard School of
Public Health.

Margaret Becklace - McGill UDlriversity, Montreal, Cahada.
Stuart Brooks - University :-pf Plorida at Tampa.

Edward A. Gaensler -~ Boston: Iriversity of Medicine, Harvard
Medical School, Tufts Medicza> School.

Bernard Gee - Yale Universitty School of Medicine.

Allan Goldman - South Floriddz College of Medicine, Division of
Pulmonary, Critical Care anad Jccupational Medicine.

Jerome Kleinerman - Case Wesst=rn Reserve University School of
Medicine.

Hilton Lewinsohn - Universiztr of Connecticut, Yale University.
Hans Weill - Tulane Universzizy

Morton Corn - John {sic] HonpiZ=s

Brooke Mossman - University - =% Vermont.

John Craighead -~ University - &£ Vermont.

J. Christopher Wagner

J. Corbett McDonald -McGill_ Triversity

Peter Elnmes

Paul E. Wheeler ~ Johns Hopxk-=-s

Lee Reichman - University onf ®edical and Dentistry of New Jersey,
Newark, New Jersey.

J.M.G. Davis - Institute of= Iccupational Medicine, Edinburgh,
U.K. (England).

J.N.P. Davies - Albany Medicral College, New York.
NNO. H
OC objects to this int=ze-rogatory on the grounds that it is
overly broad and burdensomee, vague and ambiguous, and to the

extent it seeks informationn zrotected from discovery by attorney-
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client ccommunications and/oxr amsttorney work product. OC further
states thnat it currently has nao compilation of the information
reques=sad herein; however, ixzveestigation continues.

INTERRTGEATORY NO. S54:

Ir wwhat year did this &effendant first become aware of the
1938 Pxhilic Health Bulletinm ¥ac. 241 entitled "A Study of Asbesto-
sis in thne Textile Industry?*

A B, =54

Baseed upon current infcrmmation, OC is unable to determine
. exactly wwhen it acquired Purlizic Health Bulletin No. 241, entitled
"A Stuly’ of Asbestos in the issbestos Textile Industry," by
Dreesssn,., Dallavale, Edwar3s, ‘Miller and Sayers. However, in the
early 19440s, some OC emplcyesss became aware of reports of asbes-
tosis nad asbestos corns assoczjated with the inhalation of heavy
concer:rzations of asbestos fiksers in the asbestos textile manu-
facturingg industry from publisshed medical studies such as the
Dreesszn -publication describtedi above.

A ccopy of the article gubbklished as Public Health Bulletin
No. 24I hanas been found in OC'ss historical files. However, it is
impcessibble to know exactly whicch employees would have read this
article. .

AMidiitional informatiom pemxtinent to the subject matter of
this izteprrogatory would be coontained in 0C's files related to
asbestes: z:as described in Suppléemental Response No. 2.
INTERRUGEXTORY NO. S55:

Iz wwhat year did this defZendant first become aware of the
1946 artiicle entitled "A Healt¥h Survey of Pipe Covering Opera-
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tions in Constructing Naval Vessels™ by rFlieischer, Drinker, et
al.

N SPONS RY NO. . :

Without waiving and incorporating ky -reference its original
objections to this interrogatory, OC survliements its response tso
the interrogatory as follows:

The article, "A Health Survey of the “Pipe Covering Opera-

tions In Constructing Naval Vessels™ by W.. Fleischer, F. Viles,

R. Gade and P. Drinker, was published im t*he Journal of Industri--
al Hygiene and Toxicelogy in January 1946.. Because most of the

individuals employed by OC at the time c¢f ~the report's publica-
tion are either retired or deceased, it iss impossible for 0C to
determine exactly when it received a cogy of or precisely who at
OC reviewed this report. However, OC stattes that, to the best of.
its kxnowledge, it received a copy of the RApril 1946 issue of the
Industrial Hygiene Digest, in which the FIieischer/Drinker report
was described, in or around April 1946 in -the course of OC's
membership in the Industrial Hygiene Founcmlation. See attached
Exhibit HH, a copy of the April 1946 issue=s of the Industrial
Hygiene Digest, and attached Exhibit ITI, za copy of an affidavit
of Marianne Kdschak of the Industrial Bygiiene Foundation.

Additional information pertinent to tthe subject matter of
this interrogatory would be located im OCTis files related to
asbestos, as described in Supplemental Eesssponse No. 2.
INTERROGATORY NO, 56:

How many claims or lawsuits (other thhan workers' compensa-
tion claims) were filed against this Defemmndant in the 1930°'s
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alleging, in whole or in ppart injury, damage -or dissezse from
exposure to or inhalation- of various dusts? TThis Iimtarrogatory
includes cases of asbestossis, pneumoconiosis -and sziilicosis due to
the fact individuals were= or may have been exxposed. t3 mixed types
of dusts.

8 (0] oG " NO. H

OC states that it didd not have its imcepontion uvnmzil 1938.

OC further states thaat it does not have _a comppilation of the
information requested hergei=, but, to the besst of >1its knowledge
and belief no such claims:= or lawsuits were fiiled aagainst OC in
the 1930's. Such informatticn, to the extert _it exiists, would be
located in OC's document _li*rary proffered inn Respaonse No. 2.

See also Response No. 24 :zani the tables prcfffered <=hszrein.
INTERROGATORY NO. 57:

Has this Defendant inn cther litigatiocz emver aillzged or
admitted that the health - harards of asbestcs contaziring insula-
tion products were known rpricr to 1945?

PL ESPO - RY NQ. 377:

Without waiving and -incorporating by refferencee its original
objections to this interrcocztory, OC suppleme=nts iztrs response to
the interrogatory as follcows: _

OC objects to this innterrogatory on tie- -grounads that it is
overly broad and burdensomme, vague and axbigumous. ®ithout
waiving its objections, OOC states that it doees not= tave a compi-

lation of the informationn requested hereim. Howevwer, OC refers

plaintiff to Response No.. 9.
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Respectfully sormmitted,
BEAN & MANNIRG, _1L.L.P.

Texas State Bar No. 967550
5847 San Felipe. . Suite 1500
Houston, Texas ~77057

(713) 783-7070

(713) 974-8173 F¥ax Number

ATTORNEYS FOR DEEFENDANT,
OWENS-CORNING FIZBERGLAS CORP.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

. I = nf-m*-'»"y certify that Defendant Owens-Corring Fiberglas
Corpo*at::_.:: s Supplemental Responses to Interrcgatcories has been
serves urzpr plaintiff's counsel of record, John E. Williams, Jr.,
Willijams==, 3ajley & Wesner, L.L.P., 8441 Gulf Freewxay, Suite 600,
Houst::n Taxas 77017-5001 via hand delivery this =97/ _ _ day of

William 3. c%—t, Iy
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THE EXHIBITS TO THIS INTERROGATORY ARE EXCEEDINGLY VOLUMINOUS.

THEY CAN BE FOUND IN THE ANSWERS TO INTERROGATORIES FILE, ALONG
WITH A COPY OF THE INTERROGATORY.

A LIST OF THE EXHIBITS FOLLOWS THE COVER LETTER ON THE
INTERROGATORY.



Bran & MANNING, L.L.P.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

annMoore

FRANK M. BEAN 5847 SAN fELIPE. SUITE ISOQ

FFERY MUNDY
JACK B. MANNING HOUsTON, TEXAS 77057 JE [ 4 UND
DOUGLAS T GOSDA WILLIAM J. COZORT, UR *
ROBERYT D ARREDONOQ TELEPHMONE (713} 783-7070 GREGORY A. SCHLAK
PAUL A HMIGOON TELECOPIER (713) 783-7I57 JORN A, LABOOCN

R M
CH W THRAM *ALSO LICENSED IN COLORADGC

June 27, 1994
caid

Al 19%4
Hon. Kathryn Tyra
District Clerk T SRR
Barris County Courthouse
301 Fannin Street
Houston, TX 77210

VIA HAND DELIVERY

Re: Cause No. 90-23333 (Master Asbestos File); IN RE:
Asbestos Litigation; In the District Courts of Harris
County, Texas -

Dear Ms. Tyra:

Enclosed for filing in the above referenced case, please find
Defendant Owens-Corning Fiberglas Corporation's Supplemental
Responses to Plaintiffs' Requests for Production and Supplemental
Responses to Plaintiffs' Interrogatories. Please acknowledge
receipt of same by returning a file-stamped copy of this letter to
me in the enclosed self-addressed, stanped envelope.

A copy of the Supplemental Responses to Requests have been
forwarded to plaintiffs' counsel. Also, a copy of this transmittal
letter has been forwarded to the various counsel of record as
indicated below.

Kindest personal regards.

Very truly yours,

BEAN & MANNING, L.L.P.

WJC:anmp
Enclosures

cc: VIA HAND DELIVERY
Mr. John Eddie Williams, Jr.
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NO. 90-23333

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ) IN THE DISTRICT COURTS OF

ASBESTOS FILE ) HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS

EXHIBIT LIST

Product Chart

Index of Pre-1973 Priﬁileged Documents

Index of Post-1972 Privileged Documents
Kaylo Product Data & Application Information

Fiberglas Metal Mesh Blankets Product Data & Appl;ca-
tion Information

Fiberglas Sewn Blankets Product Data & Application
Information

Fiberglas Insulating Cement, Finishing Cement and 0-C
Mastic Finish Product Data & Application Information

Roofing Products Data and Application Information
Fyrcor (Unarcoboard) containers

Pictures of SC~30 and SC-40 Cement bags

Mock-up pictures of asbestos-containing Kaylo cartons
Pictures of Fiberglas Insulating and Finishing Cements
OCF/Fibreboard Rebranding Agreement
OCF/Johns-Manville Rebranding Agreement
OCF/Eagle~Picher Rebranding Agreenment

OCF/CI Kaylo, Distribution Agreement

OCF/0I Berlin Plant Purchase Agreement

Kaylo Patent List

Resin Patents

Continuous and Chopped Strand Mat Patents

Roofing Products Patents
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Warning on bags of cement rebranded for OCF by Eagle-

Picker

Kaylo Warning Label

Revised Kaylo Warning Label

Unarcoboard Warning Label

Fyrcor (Unarcoboard) Revised Warning Label

Material Safety Data Sheets for Kaylo

NIMA Brochure - "Recommended Health Safety Practices®
NIMA Brochure - "Safety Reminders"

NIOSH Booklet - "Caution Asbestos Dust"

Dreessen study (01 501 0514-0648)

Lanza study (01 500 0072-0084)

Correspondence re: OCF's receipt of Lanza study (01 500
0062-0064)

April 1946 Industrial Hygjene Digest
IHF affidavit ’

3/9/42 letter, Dow Chemical to OCF re: Capt. Brown's
study (01 501 0965-0968)

6/12/56 letter, Hazard to Brought (01 118 0108)

1952 draft OI pamphlet and correspondence re: health
aspects of Kaylo (01 501 1348~1352)

Saranac Lake Documents

Peele study (Report 62-IH-1-G~1)
Peele study (Report 63-IH~3-G-1)
Memo 6/30/63 - Lotz to Boynton
Robert Peele Diary 4/30/63
Robert Peele Diary 5/1/63

Robert Peele Diary 5/16/63
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Selikoff article, "Asbestos Exposure and Neoplasia" (01
007 0287-0291)

Memo 4/22/64 - Edwards to Taylor

Correspondence re: potential Massachusetts Worker's
Comp Claim (01 039 1471-1472)

Minutes of 11/7/66 I&C R&D review

Berlin Plant Educational Program

Berlin Safety Rules

Berlin Plant Epidemiological Study

Aetna "Special Hazard Survey"

Bradley Study at Berlin -
Clayton Survey

Collection of documents re: industrial hygiene inspec-
tions conducted at Berlin plant by New Jersey Depart-
ment of Labor and Industry

Devitt Studies

Bath Ironworks Study-8/19/86

Bath Ironworks Study 9/12/66

NIMA Minutes

NIMA Minutes

NIMA Minutes

List of Distributors within Texas

TLV Compilation

Letter dated June 2, 1964 from Eagle-Picher

OCF Insurance Information

OC's 1993 Annual Report
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EXHIBIT

EXHIBIT
EXHIBIT
EXHIBIT
EXHIBIT
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EXHIBIT
EXHIBIT
EXHIBIT
EXHIBIT
EXHIBIT
EXHIBIT
EXHIBIT

EXHIBIT

PPP =

QQQ =

SSS =

TTT =

XXX =
YYY =
222 =
000.1-4

AAAA =

BBBB =
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Reguests for Production

Original invoice for asbestos-containing
Kaylo

File Title index of Pre-1973 Documents Locat-
ed in OCF's Document Library

6/2/65 letter from Farrell to Bigalow
Copeland - Workers' Compensation File
Bodine - Workers' Compensation File
Regn ~ Workers' Compensation File
Sepp - Workers' Compensation File
Bronson - Workers' Compensation File
Workers' Compensation Compilation
O0C's 1993 Third Quarter 10-Q

0C's 1993 10-K

OC's 1989-1992 Annual Reports

0C's Expert Reports

OC's Witness List

QC's Deposition Designations



