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IN RE: ALL ASBESTOS-RELATED IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT
PERSONAL INJURY OR

§
§
DEATH CASES FILED ORTO § DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS
§
§

BE FILED IN DALLAS

COUNTY, TEXAS 68TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

DEFENDANT DAIMLERCHRYSLER CORPORATION'S THIRD
A\IE\DED ANSWERS AND RESPONSES TO PL A[\TIFFS’

TO: Plainurfs. by and through their attorneyv of record. Russeli "\ Budd. Esq.. Baron &Budd.
The Centrum. 3102 Oak Lawn Avenue. Suite 1100, Dallas. Texas 73219

COMES NOW DaimlerChrysler Corporation tormerty known as Chrysler Corporation. one
of the Derendants in the above-styled and numbered cause (hereinasier ‘Chrysler” or "Detendant™.
and submits its Second Amended Responses and Objections to Plain::is’ Master Interrogatories and
Requests tor Production. Chrysler filed a Motion tor Protective Order on August 1, 1996, which was
supported by the arfidavit of Alfred Shamess (dated June 2. 1996}, and which is herebv
incorporated by reterence for all purposes as if it was herein restated.

L.
OBJECTIONS
These responses are based upon facts known or believed by Chrvsler at the time of answenng
these interrogatories and requests for production. Much ot the nrarmation requested dates ~ack
many sears and s ditficult or impossible 1o reconstruct or retriev e These discovery responses arz
made pursuant to a reasonable and due diligent investigation ind search tor the information
requested. Chrvsler reserves the right to amend these responses I zew or additional information

becomes available to it
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Chrysler turther objects to the definitions and instructions prepared by Plaintiffs’ counsel in
that thev are overly brqad, vague, ambiguous, and are not reasonably limited in scope or time.
Plaintiffs’ definitions ang ins'tr;uctions are overly burdensome, overreaching, and sought merely tor
purposes ot harassment and. as such. Chrysler objects to all those definitions contained within
Plainuffs’ discoverv to the extent they and Plaintiffs’ instructions are inconsistent with the normal
and customaryv usage of words pursuant to the Texas Rules of Civ1l Procedure. Chrysler further
objects to Plainutfs” definitions and instructions to the extent they :eek to expand the duty o obiec:
and seek intrusion into the attornev-client privilege, work procuct privilege, witness statement
privilege. other tederal and state law privileges. party communications privilege and consuiting
expert privilege contained in Texas Rule of Civil Procedure tormer Rule 166b and current Rule 193,
cmt. 1. Matenals to be produced will be produced according to the provisions of the Texas Rules of
Civil Procedure. and Chrysler objects to Plaintitfs’ instructions to the contrary. Chrysler further
objects to Plantiffs’ instructions with regard to claimed objections since these instructions are not
required bv. nor are consistent with, the Texas Rules ot Civil Procedure and Chrysler will compis
with the Texas Rules ot Civil Procedure with regard to its obiections and supplementation.

Il

Chrysler objects to Plaintiffs’ interrogatories and requests {or production as a whole 10 he
extent that there is no detinition for the term “asbestos.” To Chrysier’s knowledge. chrysotiie s ne
only type of asbestos used in the friction products ot vehicles manuractured and distributed =v
Chrysler. Such information using this generic term is otherwise irrelevant, overly broad. vague anc
ambiguous as well as being outside the scope of permissible discovery and seeking information

privileged from discovery under former Rule 166b(3)(a)(b)(c)(d) and (e) and current Rule 192 and
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the attornev work product and attornev-client privilege. To the extent the responses are made with
regard to these interrogatories and requests for production, Chrysler will respond with regard to the
term “asbestos” refem'r; to t;1e chrysotile material utilized by Chry sler.

Because “predecessor” and “*subsidiary” are not defined or specitically identified. it is unclear
about which entities Plaintiffs are inquiring. To provide such intformation would require a nationwide
search unlimited by time. location. or tvpe of information. and s :hus over broad and unduiy
burdensome.

[II.

The objections set forth herein are hereby applied to all responses set torth in each speciiic
interrogatory and request for production as if fully set forth in each particular interrogatort ind
request tor production.

Iv.

To the extent that discoverable items are produced to Plainttfs. any production for copyving
and inspection of such items will be made available at a mutually agreeable time between the parties
pursuant to the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

V.

Chrvsier objects to the number of [nterrogatories contained +tvhin the Master [nterrogatores
set torth herein. Pursuant to former Rule 168 and current Rule (97 ot the Texas Rules ot Ci
Procedure. Plaintffs’ Interrogatories require responses well in excess ot the interrogatonies proy:oed

tor under the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. Discovery is ongotng and Chrysler will suppiement

as appropriate.
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VI
These answers to interrogatories do not apply to American Motors Corporation and or

-

American Motors Sales Corporation.
VIL
Chrysler understands that Plaintiffs allege injuries due o exposure to asbestos from
automotive friction materials. Chrysler's responses to these interrogatories specifically address

automotive friction materials.

Subject 10 the objections set forth and without waiving same. «_arvsler responds as foiiow s

VIIIL
N AT "ANSWERS
INTERROGATORY NO. 1.. State the name, address, job tutle. length of time employed by

Derendant, and a vear-by-vear list of all other positions, titles. or 'obs held when working for
Detendant ot each person who has supplied any information used :n answernng these interrogatones.

ANSWER: Chrysler objects to this [nterrogatory because it is over!y nroad and unduly burdensceme
in that the information contained herein has been gathered by numerous emplovees. agents.
representatives and attorneys tor Chrysler over a number of wears it i1s outside the scoze of
permissible discovery pursuant to Tex. R. Civ. P. 192.3. Subject to :aid objections. and v iiniu
W 31ving same, the responses to these interrogatories are corporate responses. prepared i o2
assistance of counsel and based on a vanety of sources. .nciui:ing Jocuments and Zersoni.
recollections. The person signing these responses on behalf of Chr. sier is a person authonzec oy 7e

corporation to subscribe to the responses on its behalf.
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INTERROGATORY NOQ. 2.: State whether or not vou are a corporation, If so, state vour correct
corporate name. the state of vour incorporation. the address of vour principal place of business. the
name and address of the person or entity authorized to accept service of process on vour behalt. and
whether or not you haygever held a Certificate of Authority to do business in the State of Texas.

ANSWER: Yes. DaimlerChrysler Corporation. 1000 Chrysler Drive. Auburn Hills. Michigan. C.T
Corporation. 330 North St. Paul Street. Dallas. Texas. Chrysler is incorporated in Delaware and does

have a certificate of authority to do business in Texas.

INTERROGATORY NO. 3.: Has Defendant or anv of its predeczs:or or subsidiary compan:es 3
any ume engaged in the mining and subsequent sale of material containing asbestos fibers ™ i1 o
identiry the location of the mine(s), the vears of its operation, the v oe I isbestos mined and A heiner
vou sold any asbestos to any Defendants in the Dallas County astestos itigation.

ANSWER: Chrysler has never engaged in the mining of raw asbestcs nrvsler has no recors ot zn

sale ot asbestos 10 any entity at any time.

INTERROGATORY NO. 4.: [dentify by name each product containing asbestos tibers nat
Detendant or anv of its predecessor or subsidiary companies at anv ©:me manufactured or soid.

ANSWER: Chrysler understands that Plainuffs allege they were ¢xposed to asbestos rom
automotve riction products and Chrysler's response to this :nierrogatory is limited o nose
products. Chrysier objects 1o this interrogatory to the extent it seeks niormaton about produets sines

than automotte triction materials, and is over broad. unduly ~urdensome, seeks inicrmaion

o

crrzlevant to thus litigation and seeks information not likely 10 ead "o re discovery of aam.ss
evidence.

Chrysler manufactured automobiles and light trucks that have :ncluded asbestos-containing
products including brake linings, clutch plates and transmission bands. Original equipment parts

were distributed in new Chrysler, Plymouth. DeSoto and Dodge automobiles. Chryvsler currenti:
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manufactures and sells some light trucks that utilize asbestos-lined brakes due to the absence of

alternauve maternals that meet pertormance criteria.

Chrvsler sold and distributed asbestos-containing automotive brake and clutch replacement
parts under the Mopar. Cvcleweld and/or Cyclebond trade names :0 independent warehouse

distributors and authorized dealers.

INTERROGATORY NO. 5.: Identify by name each product ::-:a:ning asbestos riders mit
Detendant or anv of 1ts predecessor or subsidiary companies at i+ e marketed or sold.

NSWER: See Response to [nterrogatory No. 4.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 6.: [f the answer to one or more of the .as :nr2e nterrogatones s .» ne
arfirmative or lists any products, state as to each named product the ‘>dowing:

A As to each product, state whether such product was m:red. manufactured. markztec.
and or sold.
B. The names of the companies mining, manufacturing. ~arketing, and/or selling ¢acn

product mined. manutactured, marketed. and/or scid

C. The trade or brand name ot each of those products mined. manufactured. markeiz:
andror sold.

D The date each of the named products was placed on e market.

E. A description of the physical (chemical) compositicr 2¢ 2ach of the named products.

‘ncluding the type of asbestos contained 1n the produc: ind the percentage of 250esils
out 1n each product.

F. The date each ot the products was removed trom :ne market and no fonger :vic ¢
distributed and the reason or reasons there tor.

G. The date asbestos was removed trom such products. :f ever, and the reasons therz:or
H. A description of the physical appearance of each of the named products.
[ A detailed description of the intended uses of the named products.
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J. Identify the last vear that vou sold each asbestos-containing product.

ANSWER: Chrysler understands that Plainutfs allege they were exposed to asbestos from

automotive friction prc;dﬁct_s’, and Chrysler’s response to this interrogatory is limited to those
products. Chrysler objects to this interrogatory to the extent it is over broad. unduly burdensome.
seeks information irrelevant to this litigation and seeks information not :kely to lead to the discovers
or admissible 2vidence to the extent it seeks information about =r:ucts other than automoine
riction mater:als,

Chr sier manutactured automobiles and light trucks that hav 2 n~ciuded asbestos-contzinin:
products including brake linings. clutch plates and transmission -ancs. Oniginal equipment parss
were distributed 1n new Chrysler, Plvmouth. DeSoto and Dodge :.:omobiles. Chrysier currantly
manutactures and sells some light trucks that utlize asbestos [inec -rakes.

Chrvsler sold and distnibuted asbestos-containing automot: 2 ~rake and clutch repiacemerns
parts under the Mopar. Cvcleweld and/or Cyclebond trade narmes 'o independent warencuse
distributors and authorized dealers.

Brake !inings were manutactured at the Trenton Chemica; ®'ant for use in its automabiies
cezinning in 939 and ending in 1988, Brake linings made by Cror cier contained 30% cnr soine
2y aerzit and the other 30% of the brake lining contained a &7 matnix, Chrysier »nvelis o
croviding Turther information regarding the composition of s <rake products fecause f.on
:nformation is a confidential proprietary trade secret. Chrysler storred using asbestos in tne ~rixe
iinings manutactured at its Trenton Chemical facility in 1988,

Chrysler never mined, milled. manufactured, imported. processed or marketed raw istesios

riber or insulating materials. No documents have been located retlecting that Chrysler ever sold raw
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asbestos. Chrysler purchased chrysotile asbestos tiber from Asbestos Corporation. Limited. 830
Mooney Street, Bentford Mines, Quebec, Canada G665 1; Careyv Canadian. P.O. Box 190, East
Braughton Station PQN-(E;.mz;cﬂ:la GONIHO: Johns-Manville, P.O. Box 3 108. Ken Caryl Ranch.
Denver. Colorado 80217, Lake Asbestos. International Fibers. Union Carbide Materials Division.
A.T. Callas. Alma Products and Boehle Chemical. Inc.

For all imes pertinent to this litigation. aside trom the braxz srocucts supplied by Trenton
Chemical. Chr.sier purchased brake products rrom suppliers. Chros.er does not have specilic
:nformation regarding the specific composition of the asbestos-ioniaining friction prodiess
purchased rom outside suppliers. Chrysler 1s aware that the suppliers nav2 removed asbestos ‘rom
most of its brake linings except for ones in which performance spec::icatons cannot be reasonaoty
met because a non-asbestos alternative has not been developed that meets performance requirements.
such as rear drum brake linings in the Cirrus and Stratus with -~rixz sales code "BRK™ :rom
September {995 through January 1996: rear drum brake linings in the Ram Vany Wagon 3300 trom
September 1993 through the 1997 Model Year: rear drum brake [:nings in the Ram Regular Cab.
Chassis Cab arnd Club Cab 3300 Pickup from September 1997‘thrcug'n the 1999 Model Year: rear
drum orake iimings :n the Ram Quad Cab Pickup tfrom September . <98 through the 1999 Made!
Yeart ang tne rear drum brake linings in the Ram Regular Cab. Chassis Cab. Club Cab and (uad
Cap 1300 Pickup rom September 1999 through the 1999 Mode! Yeur
Chrysler has purchased asbestos-containing brakes from Azex Corp. (American Brawe

Block). Bendix Corp. (AlliedSignal), Friction Matenial Division. Ray bestos, Rayvbestos-Mannattan,

Johns-Manviile. Nuturn, Delphi, Galfer. Valeo Friction Development Products, Kelsey Hases.
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Marshall, Delco-Moraine and Ferodo. Brake parts have been sold by Chrysler under the trade names
Mopar. CyveleWeld. and CvcleBond.

With respect t5¥he pﬁysical appearance of Chrysler brake lmnings. the brake linings were
solid tan or gray slate. Chrysler placed indented 1dentification marks on its brake linings. Each brake
lining was marked on its edge with a letter designation indicating the name ot the manufacturer ot
the lining. the chemical composition of the lining (indicated by a combination of letters: "FE™ or
"EET . tollowed by numbers indicating the triction level of the linirg “when normal and when hot.
and rour d12:1s :ndicating calendaring for date of manufacture. As 1 new product. the finisned
materials are date coded and identified bv manufacturer. After the 2roduct is used, it eventuaily
becomes worn and therefore indistinguishable. The Chrysler logo or emblem was stamped on the
brake shoes and brake support plate produced by Chrysler. For identitication purposes. color
'ndentation appeared on the lining perpendicular to the friction surtace. Chrysler has not located
documentation sutficient to allow 1t to describe markings on parts ootained from outside suppliers.
Presently. the light truck brake pads which sull contain asbestos are dipped in a green sealer

With respect to the intended uses of the named products. braxez linings are one component
o1 avehicle’s brake svstem intended to sately slow or stop vehicles [n general, chrysotile asbestos
w13 atilized 'n ‘ncuon parts because it provided suitable friction. surength, binding, stability . neat
r2sisiance and other characteristics required to obtain proper persormance of a vehicle's praking
SLStem.

Chrvsler has sold motor vehicles identitied as “Chrvsler.” “Plymouth,” "DeSoto™ and

"Dodge” with original equipment asbestos-containing automotive transmission and clutch parts
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Chrysler service parts, including transmission and clutch parts, have been sold under the trade name
Mopar.

Chrvsler has never me;ﬁufactured asbestos-containing clutches. However, Chrysler did obtain
these parts from outside suppliers. At least since 1966, the suppliers of asbestos-containing
automotive clutch parts tor Chrysler motor vehicles were the tollowing: Luk. Fichtel & Sachs. Borg
& Beck Division ot Borg Wamner, Long Co.. Lipe-Rollway. ana Spicer Division of Dana Corp
Replacement parts Chrysler obtained from these suppliers were so.d znder the Mopar brand name
through authorized dealerships.

Chrysier did not manufacture asbestos-containing automotiy 2 cransmission and clutch parts.
but obtained these parts from outside suppliers. Chrysler does not nave information regarding the
specitic compositions of the asbestos-containing automotive transmission and clutch parts purchased
from outside suppliers. Chrysler has not located documentation sutficient to allow it to descrite
markings on parts obtained trom outside suppliers.

At least since 1966, the suppliers of asbestos-containing automotive clutch parts for Chry sier
motor venicies were the tollowing: Bands tor automatic transmissions tor cars and trucks 3Borz-
Warner. Crawsrordsville, Indiana. Clutch assemblies for passenger cars: Luk (since circa 9801
Germany Clutch assemblies tor light and medium trucks: Borg & Beck Division of Borg-'w armer,
Steriing Heights, Michigan, and Elgin, Illinois. Clutch assembiies “or medium trucks: Long .
Wisconsin. Clutch assemblies for heavy duty trucks: Lipe-Rollway. Svracuse. New York. and Spicer
Division ot Dana Corporation, Auburn. Indiana.. Replacement parts (Clutch Disc Assemblies.

Clutch Bands and Clutch Disc Sets) from these suppliers were sold under the Mopar brand names

through authorized dealerships.
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All documents presently available to Chrysler that contain information responsive to this
interrogatory will be made available for inspection and copying at a mutually convenient time at the

offices of Clark Hill, P-.L.C.— in Detroit, Michigan.

INTERROGATORY NOQ, 7,: Do any documents, including but not limited to written memoranda,
specifications, recommendations, blueprints, or other written matenals of any kind or character,
relating to the design, preparation, or introduction into the market of the products listed in
Interrogatory No. 6 still exist? If so, state:

A A description of each such document.

B. The name, address, and job title of each person who currently has possession ot
each document, and where the documents are currently located.

ANSWER: Chrysler objects to Interrogatory No. 7 to the extent 1t is overly broad, vague ind
ambiguous and is unlimited in scope or in time and seeks information outside the scope of permissible
discovery under the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. Further objecting, this interrogatory is overly
burdensome. Subject to said objections and without waiving same, performance based specifications
are developed for each brake design or each car or truck. It is unduly burdensome and harassing 0
provide information as to each and every formulation of the numerous models of vehicles
manufactured since the 1920s. Because this interrogatory is so overly broad, no specific search can
be conducted in response to same without great expense and thus, it has not been determined it
responsive documents exist which may be withheld pursuant to the attorney work product. attorne: -
client, and/or consulting expert privileges.

Further answering, all documents presently available to Chrysler that contain information

responsive to this interrogatory will be made available for inspection and copying at a mutually
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convenient time at the otfices of Clark Hill. P.L.C. in Detroit, Michigan. See documents produced

in response to [nterrogatory No. 6.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 8.: Before distributing, selling, or placing the products listed in vour
responses to [nterrogatory Nos. 3-6 into the streams of commerce. were any tests conducted to
determine potential health hazards involved in the use of, or exposure to. the materials such as
asbestos. contained in those products? If the answer 1s atfirmative. state:

A The names of the products tested and the date ot each :est.

B. The name, address. and job title of each person conductng the tests or invoived i
conducting the tests.

C. The results of the tests.

ANSWER: Chrysler objects to Interrogatory No. 8 to the extent :t s overly broad. vague ind
ambiguous and is unlimited in scope or in time and seeks information outside the scope of
permissible discovery under the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. Chr sier turther objects to the use
of the phrase “potential health hazards™ as it is vague, undetined and over broad. Subject 0 said
objections and without waiving same, formulations are developed tor eacn brake design tor 2acn car
or truck by either Chrysler's suppliers, or for certain models at cermain times. by Chrisier -
unduly burdensome to provide information as to each and every formuianon of the numerous Todeis
or vehicles manutactured since the 1920s.

Chrysler understands this interrogatory to pertain to the use 2r.¢ installation of repiacemen:

purchased the triction products used in its automobiles. including brake linings. from suppiiers.
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Chrysler has no specitic information regarding any such tests its suppliers may have pertormed as

they would contain information proprietary to the suppliers.

Based on corporéue réc;ords and ongoing investigation, Chrysier has determined at the ume
these responses were prepared that the following air sampling was conducted. Mr Louis
Gendemnalik. a member ot the [ndustrial Hygiene Department of Chr sier Corporation. tirst sampled
air levels in 1972 and then again in 1975, The 1972 sampling was zone at Chrysler's trake sioe
~lant testing zarage. Two samples of mechanics working on brake Sr.ms were taken with a ceiluose
aster rilter. The results were 0.23 tibers per cubic centimeter of air «ren the mechanic used 2 ~r.sn
and 0.0 ribers per cubic centimeter when compressed air was used n 973, Mr. Gendernaiik (cox
air samples at Dodge Truck. Counts were taken with the use of a ceiiuiose ester filter. and the resuits
were 0.0 fibers per cubic centimeter ot air. Although data from same exists, no formal report was
prepared.

[n 1971. D.P. Glazier. a member of the [ndustrial Hygiene Department of Chrysler sampied
air levels at the Chelsea Proving Grounds while mechanics worked on brakes. The results werz :ess
than | riber per cubic centimeter for an eight hour time-weighed 1verage. [n 1983, D.N fames. .
member of the [ndustrial Hygiene Department of Chrysler samp:ed air levels at the A nuser
Assembiv Plant wnile two mechanics pertormed brake replacements an the tractor porten oo
ractor crarjer The results were less than 1 fiber per cubic cenumeter. In 1986, DN James
oertormed air sampling at the Chelsea Proving Grounds while mechanics performed brake zui.c-.c

and inspection operations. The results were less than .1 tiber per cubic centimeter. On two different

occasions in 1989, G.W. Fischer, a member of the Industnal Hygiene Department ot Chrysier.
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sampled air levels at the Chelsea Proving Grounds in the vehicle test department. The results ot both
samples were less than .03.
All of the documents presently available to Chrysler that contain intormation responsive o

this interrogatory will be made available for inspection and copving it 3 mutually convenient time

at the offices of Clark Hill. P.L.C. in Detroit. Michigan.

INTERROGATORY NO. 9.: Do anv documents. including but net .miited o written memuranaa.,
specifications. recommendations. blueprints, or other written matz=2.5 of any kind or cnarzoer
relating to the testing of the products referred to :n Interrogators ™o = now exist? [f so. state

A A description of each such document.

B. The name, address. and job utle of each person whe curmentiy has possession o7 zacn
Jocument. and where it 1s presently located.

AMSWER: Sce Responses to [nterrogatories Neos. 7 and 8.

INTERROGATORY NOQ. 10.: Did Defendant or any of its predeczssor or subsidiary companes

make anv design changes or modifications as a result of those :ests Jescribed in resperse:
[nterrogatory No. 87 If the answer 1s arfirmative. state:

A The trade names ot the products changed.

The name. address, and job title of each person rescensidle [or having cause: -

change to be made. or having made a change or moo:loauon.

s

ANMSWER:  Asbestos content of some brakes have changea 2s scienufic knowiegge ind
governmental regulations have developed. However. no design changes or modifications were mace

to brake linings or friction products manufactured by Chrvsler as a result of tests described .o
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Response to [nterrogatory No. 8. With regard to friction products purchased from suppliers. design

changes. if any, would have resulted from decisions made by those suppliers.

o~

INTERROGATORY NQ. 11: After releasing the products listed :n [nterrogatory No. 6 1o the
public, were any tests conducted on them to determine potential heaith hazards resulting trom the
use of or exposure to the materials. such as asbestos, contained in those products? [f the "answer is

affirmative,” state:

A The names of the products tested and the dates of s..x esis.

B The name. address. and job title of each person wre srnducted those tests.

C. The results ot those tests.

D. Whether. as a result of the tests, any products were -2moved trom the markat.
E. The names of all products removed from the marke: s a result of these tests.

3

ANSWER: Chrysler objects to this interrogatory as it is vague. m:s.2i2ing and irrelevant. and .+
unclear what Plaintiffs mean bv "materials, such as asbestos.” Chr si2r periodically pertorme. air
sampling tests from 1972 through 1989 as set torth in response to (nterrogatory No. 8. The resuits
of these air sampling tests showed that the mechanics were not 2\20sed to excessive .eve:s o

asbestos dust or an increased risk ol disease from asbestos in the -rorer handling of Chrosizr s

riction products.

INTERROGATORY NO. 12.: Do any documents. inciuding written memoranda. specificai.c s,

ey

recommendations, blueprints, or other written materials of any x:rna or character, relating o e
potential health hazards of the products listed in [nterrogatory No. 5 now exist? [f so. state’

A The name of each product.

B. A description of each document and how it relates to each product.
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C. The name, address. and job utle of each person who currently has possession of each
document, and where it is presently located.

ANSWER: Chrysler Q{aject_s_ to [nterrogatory No. 12 to the extent it is overly broad. vague and
ambiguous and is unlimited in scope or in time and seeks information outside the scope of
permussible discovery under the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. Chr sler further objects to the use
of the phrase “potential health hazard™ as it is vague. over broad and undetined and seeks irrelevant
‘nrormation to the extent it seeks information relating to conditions 2 intitfs do not allege Subject

"0 sard obfectons and without waiving same. with regard to ann Iocuments responsive o RS

nrerrogators . see Chrvsler's answer to [nterrogatory No. 7.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 13.: Did Defendant or any of its subsid: 1~ companies make any design
changes as a result of the tests discussed in vour response to [nterrogatories No. 8 or 117 {f the
inswer s artirmative, state:

A The names ot the products changed or modified.

B. The name. address, and job title of each person resporsicie tor having made a change
or moditicauon.

< Tre nature of the hazard or defect which resulted :n :uch change or modinicaton
ANSWER. Mo design changes or modifications were made 10 Sraxz inings or ITICUOn 2roducts
manuractur:s o Chrvsler as a result of tests described in Response @0 interrogatory No. 3 A ik
2273 10 Tmicuon products purchased from suppiiers. design changz: o any. would natve res el
‘rom Jecisions made by those suppliers. The results of these air sampling tests showed that ne

mechanics were not exposed to excessive levels of asbestos dust or an increased nsk ot disease rrom

asbestos in the proper handling of Chrysler’'s triction products.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 14.: Has Defendant or any of its predecessor or subsidiary companies
at any time published or distributed any printed material. including brochures, pamphlets. catalogs.
packaging or other written material or any kind or character containing any warnings concemning the
possibility of injury reslting from the use of the asbestos-containing products listed in [nterrogatory
No 6. If so, state: -

A The names of each relevant product.

B. The exact wording of each warning statement on ¢ach printed material.

C. A description of the printed material other than the «aming statement.

D. The method used o distribute the warning to persors -kelv to use the product.
= The date each warning was first issued. distributed. or ~laced on packaging.

E The name. address. and job title of each person rzszonsible tor having draned or
:ssued the warning.

G. The current location of any such printed material and the custodian thereof.

H. The form in which such literature or printed materal can be accessed. 12 the

manner in which such literature 1s indexed or stored.

ANSWER: Chrvsler objects to Interrogatory No. 14 as being overlv broad. ambiguous. unduly
burdensome. and not reasonably limited in scope or in ime. Furthermore. Interrogatory No 145
vague and taiis o set forth with reasonable particulanity those items o ~e produced as required urder
Rule 196. 1 (b1 and is theretore outside the scope of permissible discovery. Further objecting. :nis
nterrogatory 5 sought for the purposes of harassment and seeks :rrelevant informaticn not
reasonaoly calculated to lead to the discovery or admissible evidence.

Subject to the foregoing, Chrvsler states that automotive trake and clutch parts have ~ezn

accompanied by cautionary language. The tirst Chrysler service manual containing such language

concerning brake parts was printed in 1973, as tollows:
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CAUTION: When resurfacing or refacing brake shoes follow
manufacturer recommendations for proper use of their equipment.
Whatever equipment is used. ensure that proper ventilation is
provided.to remove asbestos dust. which can be detrimental to health.

The tollowing language first appeared in Chrysler's 1984 service manuals regarding brake
service:

CAUTION: When servicing brake assemblies or components, do not
create dust by sanding, grinding or by cleaning brake parts with a dry
brush or with compressed atr. A water dampened ::oth should be
used. Manyv brake components contain asbestos rers which can
hecome airborne if dust is created during ser.:ce operations.
Breathing dust which contains asbestos tibers can cause serious
hodily harm.

The following language appeared in Chrysler’s 1984 ser~ice manual regarding ciutch
assemblies:
CAUTION: When servicing clutch assemblies or :omponents do
NOT create dust by sanding or by cleaning clutch parts with a dry
brush or with compressed air. (A water dampened cloth should be

used.) The dust is created during service operations. Breathing dust
contaning ~Asbestos Fibers™ may cause serious todily harm.

Such language has generally appeared in service manuals since 1984
Based upon the best information available, trom 1973 @0 the present, the cartons ot
Chrysler's ashestos-containing replacement parts sold through its Mopar Division contained one ot
“he foilowing:
DANGER
CONTAINS ASBESTOS FIBERS

AVOID CREATING DUST
CANCER AND LUNG DISEASE HAZARD

CAUTION
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THIS PRODUCT CONTAINS ASBESTOS.
AVOID CREATING DUST.
BREATHING ASBESTOS MAY RESULT IN SERIOUS BODILY HARM.

AVOID CREATING OR
BREATHING DUST.

CONTAINS HAZARDOLUS
SUBSTANCES WHICH
MAY CAUSE LUNG INJURY

Caution: Contains asbestos fibers. A+ cid
creating dust. Breathing asbestos dust may
cause serious bodily harm.

When servicing this brake lining or any component reiated to 1t or
located near it, prevent asbestos dust from becoming airborne by
vacuuming the assembly with an industrial tvpe vacuum cleaner
equipped with a high efficiency filter system and bv washing the
assembly with an appropriate brake parts washer 1f necessary. Never
remove dust or dirt from this assembly by blowing with compressed
air.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 15.: Before 1970. had vou recerved notice that any indiv.iua: o1
individuals. other than those Plaintiffs who have filed personal :njury actions in Dallas Count..
Texas, is or are claiming or has or have claimed an injury as a result of using asbestos preducts
manutactured and or sold by vour company or any ot its predecessors or subsidianes betore (v

i1 50, state:
A. The name and address of each claimant.
B. The date of notice of each claim.
C. A description of the claim.
D. The type of injuries allegedly sustained.
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E. The name and address of each attorney who represents each individual making a

claim.
F. The stvTé'and court number of each claim.
G The disposition of each claim that has been settled or taken to judgment.

ANSWER: Chrysler objects to Interrogatory No. 13 to the extent it 15 overly broad. vague and is
unlimited in scope or in time and seeks information outside the scope 2 permissible discovery under
the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. Chrysler further objects to this :nterrogatory as @t 1s undun

burdensome and the answer to this interrogatory would require a piys.car review of virtually 2nen

to review Chryvsler’s attornevs” work product and trial preparation ouiside the scope of permissizi
discovery under the Texas Rules of Procedure. Subject to the toregoing objection(s) and without
waiving same. Chrysler has found no record of a product liability ‘awsuit or claim betore +77

alleging injury from exposure to asbestos.

INTERROGATORY NOQ. 16.. Were vour asbestos products Jisirbuted. marketed. pacxaged.
.abeled and or soid by companies other than vour own? [t the answer s arfirmative. list the names
and addresses of 2ach of those companies. and the products in questoen.

ANSWER: Chrvsier objects to [nterrogatory No. 16 tor the reason that :1:5 overly broad. ~azue inu
ambiguous and is unlimited in scope or in time and se2ks informaor «nich s outside
~ermissidle discovery. Subject to the foregoing objection(s) and *vithout walving same. oot

senerally sold new automobiles and replacement parts through authorized dealerships.
B ) p p g p
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Chrysler distnibuted asbestos-containing automotive brake and clutch replacement parts under

the Mopar, Cyvcleweld and/or Cyclebond trade names through authorized, independent warehouse

-~

distributors.
All documents presently available to Chrysler that contain :nrormation responsite to this
interrogatory will be made available for inspection and copving at a mutually convenient time at the

otfices of Clark Hill. P.L.C. in Detroit. Michigan.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 17.. Did vou or any of vour predecess. r3. sUCCeSSOrS, Or subsidiares
have anv distnbutors or sales representatives of asbestos products in ne States of Alabama. Florica.
Mississippr. Orezon, Washington, Georgia. Tennessee. Texas and % :rz:mia? [f so, state:

A The name and address of each such distnibutor or sa.es representatives.

B The vears in which such company or person distriruted. marketed. or sold «our
oroducts.

C. ‘A'hat products were distributed. marketed, or sold and :n what vears.

ANSWER: See answer and objections to [nterrogatory No. 16. 1 15 20t possible tor Chryvsier w2
idenury every dirferent dealership and distributor that has existed :n :he states of Alabama. t ~roz

Mississippl. Orezon, Washington, Georgia, Tennessee. Texas ana - r2:ma since 1923

INTERROGATOQRY NO. 18.: List each emplovee tincluding ori. 2nvsicians andror o gienisss
'+ho nas acted in a medical advisory capacity 1o our company at an :me Jurng the past =i zars,
ncluding, but not limited to, physicians and industrial hygienists. inc e current address, ziecnons

numoer and job title of each of those individuals and who has, had or may have had any knowieo:2
regarding the hazards of asbestos.

and seeks irrelevant information outside the scope ot permissible discovery. Further objecting. the
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term “medical advisory capacity” is overly broad. vague and ambiguous. Subject to said objection
and without waiving same, Chrysler has no documents or summaries that identify all the individuals
that worked for Chrysi?e; thi'éughout its history specitically responsise to this request. Based on
avatlable information. Chrvsler has been able to identity the tollowing managers and directors ot its
medical and hy giene areas: Dr. Martin Bruten - deceased (former Mecdical Director); Dr. Manan Josz
- deceased (tormer Medical Director): Dr. Robert Mclntosh - deceaszed - jarmer Medical Director::

B

Dr. Orlo Rebinson (former Medical Director); Dr. Robert Brana: :rmer Medical Direcior and
Director of Occupational Health & Saretv): Dr. Robert Momis (preser: _2ad Physician): J.E. Thomas
present Director of Occupational Health & Safetv); Neil Moliium (former Director

Occupational Health & Saferv); Gerald Sattelmeier (former Manager - ~dustrial Hygiene ), "V liiam

Watt (present Manager of Industrial Hy giene).

INTERROGATORY NO. 19.: Does Defendant have in its possession any books. pampn:es.

memoranda. or written materials of any kind or character that wouid :ndicate that asbestos rirers.
when inhaled. can be hazardous to the health of human beings? [t so. state:

A The name ot each such publication.

B. The date of publication and the names of the author ana publisher (if anyvy

C. The date received by Defendant. if xnown.

D. The name, job title, and address or 2ach persen o urrently has possession

2ach publication and its present location.
ANSWER: Chrysler objects to [nterrogatory No. 19 to the extert ¢ s overly broad. ~ag.e in:

ambiguous and is unlimited in scope or in time and seeks information outside the scope 2t

permissible discovery under the Texas Rules ot Civil Procedure.
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Chrvsler has had and does have books and other written material that relate to asbestos.

Chrysler cannot provide the information requested tor every book. report, pamphlet or other

document it has ever hac-i reg;ding asbestos. Chrysler has numerous :aciiitues throughout the United
States and 1t is not possible to retrieve and identify every document rz2:ated to this subject. Chrysier
Jdoes not have a centralized library or librarv svstem that would contain dJocuments responsive to this
request. Chrysler was generallv aware of and received documer:s :-2:iable to the professiona

community. :ncluding its industrial hvgiene protessionals, regarz =2 .svestos and the ooieni

nazards associated with excessive exposure to asbestos.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 20.: Has Defendant or any of its subsiz.arw or predecessor companies
at any tme been a member ot anyv trade organization or association ‘~at published or disseminated
anv documents or information relating to the hazards of asbestos comrrnsed of other manutacturars.
miners. marketers. and or seilers of asbestos products? [f so. state’

A The name and address of each such association or arzanization.

B. The dates during which Defendant or any of its suts,o.anes or predecessors azre
members.

C The names and dates of any publications. minutes. “r ~27ors published. writen. »r

Jisseminated by any of the named associations or ~r.i7:23U00S.

D. ‘\hether any of those publications are sull in sour -o:session. and if s0°

2 The current location of such publications

\P¥]

The custodian ot such publications.

4. The method or manner in which such publicaiions are maintained.
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ANSWER: Chrysler objects to Interrogatory No. 20 to the extent it is overly broad, vague and

ambiguous and is unlimited in scope or in time and seeks information outside the scope of

permissible discovery L.mde;fhthe Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. Chrysler turther objects to this
interrogatory as it 1s unduly burdensome and oppressive, because the answer to this interrogatory
would require a physical review of virtually every writing ever recerved by any emplovee of the
Chryvsier wnich would be impossible to do. Further objecting, th.s .nierrogatory seeks 1o review
Chrvsler's attormev’s work product and trial preparation and s ruizice the scope of permissidie
Jdiscovery ander the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

‘Aithout waiving these objections. Chrysler or its emplosees. »r 2oth. have throughout the
vears had memberships in a variety of organizauons and at a varetry 5: imes. [t would be impossiole
to 1dentirv each organization or group. However, the following is a [ist of some of the organizations
Or groups responsive to this request: the American Industrial Hy g:enists Association (A[HS 1 ne
Friction Matenal Standard Institute; the Industrial Hygilene Foundat:on. the American Academy 2r
[ndustnial Hvgienists: the Michigan Industnal Hygiene Society: Nauonal Satety Council: the Motor
Venicles Manuracturers Association: the Barttery Council [nternationai. the Society of Automoete
Cngineers. ine Zngineering Society of Detroit: the Adhesive and Sea:ant Council; Amencan Societ
tor Tesung Matenals: Amencan College of Toxicology., Miciizan section of the Socien
Toxieo.0gy 3oard of Ceruftied Satety Proressionals. and the Amencan whemical Societv. Cereri
Chrvsier or its emplovees may have recerved documents disserminated from these zroups ing

2rganizations.
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INTERRQGATORY NQ. 21.: [dentifv by name and location each plant or manufacturing facility
in which the products listed in vour answers to [nterrogatory Nos. 3-6 were manufactured.

assembled. or prepared for sale or marketing. specifving which plants produced each item, the dates
cach plant is or was in gperation. and the time span during which each named item was produced
or manutactured.

ANSWER: Chrvsler objects to [nterrogatory No. 21 for the reason that it is overly broad. vague and
ambiguous and is unlimited in scope or in time and seeks information which is outside the scope of
nermissible discovery under the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. Further obsecting. this interrogaton
seeks irrelevant :nformation regarding the assembly of automobiies wnich have taken place since
1923 and s, thererore, undulv burdensome and overly broad.

Subject 1o the foregoing objections and without waiving same. Chryvsler manutactured a
portion of the brake linings utilized in Chrysler automobiles. from 1939 to {988 at Trenton Chemical
Plant in Michigan. Asbestos was not used in the manufacture ot brake linings after 1988 at this
racility. All other mction materials sold by Chrysler in its automobiles or as replacement parts wers
manutactured by the various suppliers previously identified.

Over the vears, Chrysler assembled its friction products at its Toledo Machining Plant.
Detroit Forge and Axle Plant and Kokomo Transmission Plant. Chry sier’s Mopar Division would

mave packaged replacement friction products at its Warren., Micnizan, Marysville. Michigan or

Centeriine. Michigan racilites.

INTERR NQ. 22.: Have printed sales materials been prepared by Detendant or any ot
.15 subsidiary or predecessor companies or their agents for purposes of marketing or adverusing
products containing asbestos? If so, state:

A The name. address. and job title ot each person or entity who prepared such matenals.
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B. The name, address. and job title of each person who currently has possession ot such
materials and their present location.

C. The date-the materials were prepared.

D. The media used to disseminate the sales materials.
ANSWER. Chrysler objects to Interrogatory No. 22 as being overiv broad, ambiguous. unduls
burdensome. and not reasonably limited in scope or in time. Furthermore, [nterrogatory No. 22 s
vague and fails 1o set forth with reasonable particulanty those items 1o ce produced as required under
Rule 196 and :s therefore outside the scope of permissible ziscovery. Further objecting. tais
interrogatory is sought tfor the purposes of harassment and :e2xs irrelevant informauon not
reasonably calcuiated to lead to the discovery of admissible e+ icence. Subject to the foregoing
objections. and without waiving same, for the period from 1930 through 1985, Chrysler created sales
matenals ror the replacement parts reterenced previously. Chrysler :s :n possession of some printed
materials promoting Chrysler's Cvclebond brake linings. from the :930s. and Mopar pertormarce

parts trom the 1980s.

All documents presently available to Chrysler that contarn ‘niormation responsive 1o 'nis
:nterrogatory il be made available for inspection and copying at 1 mutually convenient ume 1t the

oinces of Clark Hill, P.L.C. in Detroit. Michigan.

INTERROGATORY NO. 23.: Have any written or printed materials or instructions ot any «:nd
or character been prepared by Defendant or any of its subsidiary or predecessor companies or their
agents indicating how asbestos products should be used and maintained? If so, state:

A. The name. address, and job title of each person who prepared such materals or
instructions or assisted in their preparation.
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B. The name, address and job title of each person who currently has possession of such
materials or instructions and their present location.

C. The dates of. distribution or use and the manner in which such materials or
instructions were distributed to purchasers of Detendant’s products or those of its

subsidiaries or predecessors.

D. The vear each such written material or instruction was prepared and disclosed to
potential consumers.

ANSWER: Chrysler objects to Interrogatory No. 23 to the extent it seeks information outside the
scope of permissible discovery. This interrogatory is sought for curpeses of harassment anc sezss
irrelevant information not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence ind
15 unlimited in time or scope.

Further objecting, this interrogatory is overly broad. ambiguous. unduly burdensome. ind
not reasonably limited in scope or in time. Furthermore, Interrogatory No. 23 is vague and fails to
set forth with reasonable particularity those items to be produced as required under Rule 196 .2

Subject to the foregoing, Chrysler states that automotive brake and clutch parts have ~e¢zn

accompanied by cautionary language on packaging and in manuals at various times. The Iirs
Chrysler service manual containing such language concerning brake parts was printed in 1473 s
iollows:

CAUTION: When resurfacing or refacing brake shoes tollow
manutacturing recommendations for proper use of the:r quipment.
Whatever equipment is used. ensure that proper -.entilation is
provided to remove asbestos dust. which can pe detmmental to health.

The tollowing language first appeared in Chrysler's 1984 service manuals regarding 2rase
service:

CAUTION: When servicing brake assemblies or components. do not
create dust by sanding, grinding or by cleaning brake parts with a dry
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brush or with compressed air. A water dampened cloth should be
used. Many brake components contain asbestos fibers which can
become airborne if dust is created during service operations.
Breathing dust which contains asbestos fibers can cause serious
bodily harm.

The tollowing language appeared in Chrysler’'s 1984 service manual regarding clutch

assemblies:

CAUTION: When servicing clutch assemblies or components do
NOT create dust by sanding or by cleaning clutch parts with a dry
brush or with compressed air. (A water dampened cioth should be
used.) The dust is created during service operations. Breathing dust
containing “Asbestos Fibers™ may cause serious oodily harm.

Such language has generally appeared ir; service manuals since 1984,
Based upon the best information available, trom 1973 to the present. the cartons for Crr sier
asbestos-containing replacement parts contained one of the following:
DANGER
CONTAINS ASBESTOS FIBERS

AVOID CREATING DUST
CANCER AND LUNG DISEASE HAZARD

ALTION

THIS PRODUCT CONTAINS ASBESTOS.
AVOID CREATING DUST.
BREATHING ASBESTOS MAY RESULT IN SERIOUS B0ODILY HARM.

CAUTION

AVOID CREATING OR
BREATHING DUST.

CONTAINS HAZARDOLUS
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SUBSTANCES WHICH
MAY CAUSE LUNG INJURY

Caution: Contains asbestos fibers. Avoid
creating dust. Breathing asbestos dust may
cause serious bodily harm.

\When servicing this brake lining or any component related to it or
located near it. prevent asbestos dust from becoming airborne by
vacuuming the assembly with an industnal tvpe ‘acuum cleaner
zquipped with a high efficiency filter syvstem and -v washing the
1ssembly with an appropriate brake parts washer if necessary. Never
remove dust or dirt from this assembly by blowing '+ ::n compressed
aur.

INTERROGATORY NQ, 24,: Does Defendant have insurance pol:cies that might cover the claims
made by Plainuffs in these cases? If so, list the name of each insurance carrier. the amount ot :nitiai
coverage. amount ot coverage remaining at the present time. and the 2tfective dates ot each policv
(If properly answered. this interrogatory need not be supplemented 13 0 the remaining amoun: 0
coverage).

ANSWER: Chrysler is presently self-insured and has been self-insurec subsequent to 1972, Chr. <ier

was insured by the Hartford Insurance Company trom 1926 throuzn 1972, There were senarui2

policies tor each vear.

INTERROGATORY NOQ, 25.: As to the disease isbestosis. stale

A The date on which Detfendant or 1ts subsidiary or pracecessor first learmed hat suun
Jisease was caused by inhalation ot asbestos fibers ~v numans.

B. How Defendant became aware of the existence of the disease.

C. Who within the company first discovered. recognized or understood the adverse
consequences or etfects of the disease and/or of asbestos exposure.
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D. What information was disseminated within Defendant’s company or its subsidiary
or predecessor regarding such adverse consequences or etfects.

E Whetherany such information 1s still maintained by Detfendant or its subsidiary or
predecessor in any written torm.

F. Who is the custodian of such information.

G. The date on which vou first recetved knowledge or :nrformation that asbestasis 4 as
caused by inhalation of asbestos tibers.

ANSWER: Chrysler objects to this [nterrogatory as overly broad. wncu:y burdensome ina - 2lue
Chryvsler deters 10 the reasoned judgment and opinions of its melilal axpert witnesses ing o2
credible medical literature on all such questions of human diseases. ‘newr causes, and diaonosas
Subject 10 the ‘oregoing objections and without warving same. Chr s.2r otfers the toilow:n:

The scientific and medical body of knowledge which r2iites o the answer o o
[nterrogatorv has undergone continual evolution from the early part 3 '7:s century until the oresens
day. One common fact which resonates throughout this evolutionary zercd is that asbestos Jiseases
or conditions of all tvpes are dose-response conditions. meaning ‘~e aigher the dose of 1scesiis
breathed into the lungs. the greater chance of the development :: Jisease. Another commoin
charactenstic ot asbestos-related conditions or diseases is the long iatency 2etween exposure ind "72
manirestation af the condition or disease. [t is impossible to expiain or understand the ocourrzrce
o7 astestos-related conditions or diseases in numan teings without 1 nerougn understanding 107 o
Jose-response and latency. Again. Chryvsier defers to the reasoned scgment and opinions ©0
medical and scientific expert witnesses on all such questions of human diseases. their causzs, inc

diagnoses
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By keeping abreast of the governmental. medical and scientitic bodies of knowledge through

the vears. Chrysler generally became aware that exposures to high levels of asbestos dust in its pure
- -

or almost pure forms in manufacturing factories in England. dav-in and day-out tor a working
fiteume. could cause a condition known as asbestosis. The primary study which signaled the general
awareness ot asbestosis in American workers was the 1938 studv ov Dr. Dreessen. [ S_Public
Heaith Bulletin No. 241, which reported some asbestosis in astesics textile factory workers 2nd
concluded that 11 asbestos dust concentrations in the air breathed are w2zt 2elow 3 million pariie es
oer cubie root. new cases of asbestosis would not appear.

End product users. such as insulators and-or pipe coverers. .ere not felt to be at fisk of
asbestos-retated conditions as reported by major studies until the 2asiv 10 mid-1960s. From (946

unul approximately the early 1970s, the American Conference »f Governmental [ndustnai

Hygienists published the Threshold Limit Value ("TLV™) for exposurz "0 asbestos dust at 3 m:iiion

—

narticles per cubic foot. This level ot exposure was adopted by the 'nited States Department

Labor under the Walsh-Healey Public Contracts Act of 1952, [t was not unul the muid to later "+ s

v

that there aere sutficient studies to illustrate that job site "bystanders” were also at risk ror = ariou
ishestos-reiated diseases or conditions.

arsler learned that mere exposure 1o asbestos. without mo-2. Zoes not cause o2y s
hrsier nas generally learned that inhalation of certain nvpes and c.anuies of ashestos nrers oo
certain periods of time is associated with an increased risk of ascestosis for some peorie | o
specifics or exactly how or when Chrysler personnel acquired such knowledge is not certain. 2ut

is believed to have been by the 1940s.
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The specifics of exactly how Chrysler personnel acquired such knowledge or awareness 1s
not reasonably ascertainable, but it is probable that it came from reading government publications
or other public documents. r-e‘porls. studies or journals. Chrysler obtained this level of knowledge
based upon what was published or reasonably available at that ume.

With regard to the Plainutfs in this litigation, proper handling ot automotive riction

matenals does not create an increased level of asbestosis. The air sampling tests performed o

CAarvsier. 25 set forth in response 1o [nterrogatory No. 8. showeud tnat mechanics proper.y usin

1)

Chrssier’s ‘mction oroducts were not exposed to excessive levels =i ispestos dust or an incrzased

n3K o disease ;rom asbestos.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 26.: As to the disease lung cancer. state’

A The date on which Detendant or its subsidiarv or predecessor first learned that sucn
disease was caused by inhalation of asbestos tibers o aumans.

B. How Detfendant or its subsidiary or predecessor becarne aware ot the disease 2na .is
vorp
relationship 1o asbestos exposure.

‘A'ho within the company or its subsidiary or pradecessor first discoverad or
r2cognized the adverse consequences or effects or ashestos exposure.

D ‘\'hmat information was disseminated within Defendant’s company or its subsidiar,
or oredecessor regarding such adverse consequenceas =r 2riects.

= Whether any such informauon s sull mamntames -+ Jerendants or its sulsic.oies
or predecessors in a written form.

F. Who 1s the custodian of such information.

G. The date on which vou first received knowledge or information that lung cancer
was caused by inhalation of asbestos dust and fibers. ‘
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ANSWER: Chrysler objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad, unduly burdensome and vague.
Chrysler defers to the reasoned judgment and opinions of its medical expert witnesses and the
credible medical litera;;;e o'ri all such questions of human diseases. their causes. and diagnoses.
Subject to the rforegoing objections and without waiving same, Chrvsler otfers the following:

The scientific and medical bodyv of knowledge which relates to the answer w0 this
Interrogatory has undergone continual evolution trom the early part or this century unul the present
dav. One common tact which resonates throughout this evolutionary cenod is that asbestos diseases
or conditions ot all tvpes are dose-response conditions. meaning the higher the dose of ashestos
breathed into the 'ungs. the greater chance of the development >r lisease. Another common
charactenstic of asbestos-related conditions or diseases is the long [atency between exposure and the
manitestation ot the condition or disease. [t is impossible to explain or understand the occurrence
of asbestos-related conditions or diseases in human beings without a thorough understanding ot ooth
dose-response and latency. Again. Chrysler defers to the reasoned judgment and opinions of its
medical and scientitic expert witnesses on all such questions ot human diseases. their causes. and
Jiagnoses.

By xeeping abreast of the governmental. medical and scientizic nodies of knowledge tnrough
“he vzars, Chrsler generally became aware that exposures to high ievels of asbestos dust in (s pure
o7 almost pure forms in manutacturing ractonies in England. dav-in and dav-out for a working
‘ireume. could cause a condition known as asbestosis. The pnmary study which signaled the zeneral
awareness of asbestosis in American workers was the 1938 studv bv Dr. Dreessen, LS. Public

Health Bulletin No. 241, which reported some asbestosis in asbestos textile factory workers and
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concluded that if asbestos dust concentrations in the air breathed are kept below 5 million parucles

per cubic foot. new cases of asbestosis would not appear.

End product uséré, such as insulators and/or pipe coverers, were not felt to be at risk of
asbestos-related conditions as reported by major studies until the early to mid-1960s. From 1946
untl approximately the early 1970s, the American Conterence of Governmental [ndustrial
Hvgienssts published the Threshold Limit Value ("TLV™) for exposure to asbestos dust at 3 millicn
particles per cubic foot. This level of exposure was adopted by :me "_nited States Department or
Labor under the Walsh-Healev Public Contracts Actor 1952, [t was not until the mid to later 1977
that there were sutficient studies to illustrate that job site “bystanders  .were also at risk for vartous
asbestos-related diseases or conditions.

Chrvsler disagrees with the premise of this [nterrogatory because whether lung cancer can
be caused by the inhalation of asbestos is a complicated medical juestion that depends on such
tactors as level of exposure, fiber tvpe, smoking history, individuai risk factors and more. Cigarette
smoking is far and away the leading cause of lung cancer in the world. Without properly accounting
ror the role ot cigarette smoking in any individual's case. it 1s imrossible to assess the lung cancer
15K from other exposures. Such is the case with asbestos. Chrysier ~etieves. through the expertise
of 15 medicai and scientific consultants. that the credible governmental. medical and scientific
aterature to Jdate confirms that lung cancer cannot be attributed to i30estos exposure (n the absence
>f underlyving asbestosis. Again, the TLV of 3 million particles per cudic toot of air which was he
standard from the 1940s through the 1960s was designed to prevent asbestos disease; theretore. iung
cancer was not expected to occur from asbestos exposure if these guidelines were followed. Further.

those persons believed to be at risk in the sequence of asbestosis and lung cancer were those in the
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textile and mining industries, not end product users. until sometime in the mid to late [960s.
Through its expert medigat and scientific consultants, Chrysler has become aware of a study by Sir
Richard Doll. publishec.l in <;r around 1955 which found an elevated incidence of lung cancer in
workers who were cerutied by the British government with asbestosis. As this study was
disseminated and as it became accepted as authoritative, 1t became known to stand for the
proposition that asbestos exposure contributed to cause lung cancer oniv in cases where individuais
also developed underlying asbestosis. Chrysler likely would have iearned of this study at or arouna
the ume it was published in the medical literature.

With regard to the Planuffs in this litigation. proper handling of automotive riction
materials does not create an increased level of lung cancer. The air sampling tests performed bv
Chrysler. as set forth in response to [nterrogatory No. 8, showed that mechanics properly using
Chrysler's friction products were not exposed to excessive levels ot asbestos dust or an increased
risk of disease from asbestos.

A

INTERROGATORY NQ. 27.: As to pleural disease. pleural thickening or pleural plaques. siate.

A The date on which Detendant or its subsidiary or predecessor learned such Jdisease
was caused by inhalation of asbestos fibers by humans.

B How Detfendant or its subsidiarv or predecessor became aware of the disease and nat
1t was caused by exposure to asbestos.

C. Who within the companyv or its subsidiary or predecessor tirst discovered or
recognized the adverse consequences or etfects ot asbestos exposure.

D. What information was disseminated within Defendant’s company or its subsidiar:
or predecessor regarding such adverse consequences or effects.
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E. Whether any such information is still maintained by Defendant or its subsidiary or
predecessor in a written form.

F. Who is the custodian of such information.
ANSWER: Chrysler objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad. unduly burdensome and vague.
Chrysler deters to the reasoned judgment and opinions of its medical expert witnesses and the
credible medical literature on all such questions of human diseases. *heir causes. and diagnoses.
Subject to the roregoing objections and without waiving same, Chr sier orfers the following

The scienuiic and medical body of knowledge which re.ates w0 the answer o 0
[nterrogatory nas undergone continual evolution trom the early part =175 century until the present
dav. One common tact which resonates throughout this evolutionars period is that asbestos Jiseases
or conditions of all types are dose-response conditions, meaning the nigher the dose of asbestos
breathed into the iungs, the greater chance ot the development o1 disease. Another common
charactenistic of asbestos-related conditions or diseases 1s the long latency between exposure and e
manifestation of the condition or disease. [t is impossible to explain or understand the occurrence
of asbestos-related conditions or diseases in human beings without a thorcugh understanding 7 ~oin
dose-response and latency. Again. Chrysler defers to the reasoned udgment and opinions i .3
medical and scientific expert witnesses on all such questions of human diseases. their causes. ina
Jdiagnoses.

By keeping abreast of the governmental. medical and scienuric 2odies of knowledge nrousn
the vears. Chrysler generally became aware that exposures to high levels of asbestos dust in :1s pure
or almost pure forms in manufacturing factories in England. day-in and day-out for a working

litetime. could cause a condition known as asbestosis. The primary study which signaled the zenerai
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awareness of asbestosis in American workers was the 1938 study bv Dr. Dreessen. LS Public
Health Bulletin No. 241, which reported some asbestosis in asbestos textile tactory workers and
concluded that ifasbestﬂo\s. dus-; concentrations in the air breathed are kept below 5 million particles
per cubic toot. new cases ot asbestosis would not appear.

End product users. such as insulators and/or pipe coverers. were not felt to be at nsk or
isbestos-related conditions as reported by major studies until the 2ariv 10 mid-1960s. From 1934
until approximately the early 1970s. the American Conference o7 Covernmental [nousinia
Hs gienusts published the Threshold Limit Value ¢"TLV™) tor exposurs 10 asbestos dust at * mu.ion
particles per cubic foot. This level of exposure was adopted by the . nited States Department 21
Labor under the Walsh-Healev Public Contracts Act of 19352 [t was not until the mid to later *+70s
that there were sufficient studies to illustrate that job site “bvstanders™ aere also at risk for v arious
asbestos-related diseases or conditions.

The use ot the term “pleural disease™ is misleading. The pleural reactions to asbestos can e
divided into pleural plaques, pleural effusion and diffuse pleural thickening. Chrysler teiien2s.

:nrough the expertise of its medical and scientitic consultants. that nieural plaques do net cavse

is covered in [nterrogatory No. 28), which causes svmptoms is. in certain :nstances. diffuse tiewra:

“hickening. [t was not until the late 1940s berore references in the iiterature clearly linked ascesits

s

exposure to pleural plaques and pleural thickening. Chrysler would have cecome aware ot the resu.
ot these studies at or around the time they were published in the medical literature.
The evidence at the present time suggests to Chrysler that isolated pleural plaques in the

absence of asbestosis or ditfuse pleural thickening are not associated with clinically detectanle
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restrictive impairment. Pleural reactions as described herein are not believed to be a precursor to any
other conditions, such as lung cancer or mesothelioma.

The specifics o?ﬁ.e‘:xac'tiy how Chrysler personnel acquired such knowledge or awareness is
not reasonably ascertainable. but it is probable that it came from reading 2overnment publications
or other public documents. reports. studies or journals. Chrysler obtained this level ot knowledge
nased upon what was published or reasonably avatlable at that ume

With r2zard to the Plaintiffs in this litigation. proper nanc.ng Jf automotive moLon

Iis

mateniais does not create an increased level of pleural thickening. The ir sampling tests perrormes
by Chrysler. 1s set forth in response to [nterrogatory No. 8, showed "nar mechanics properiy Zsing

Chrysler’s tricuon products were not exposed to excessive levels or 2stestos dust or an inerzisec

risk of disease from asbestos.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 28.: As to the disease mesothelioma. state:

A The date on which Defendant or its subsidiary or predecessor first learnec :.on
disease was caused by inhalation ot asbestos tibers by numans.

B The date on which Detendant first suspected that mescinelloma was causes o
:nhalation ot asbestos dust and fibers.

C How Defendant or its subsidiary or predecessor becarne aware of the disease ang =2t
.t was caused by exposure to 130estos.

D Who within the company or its subsidiary or orelec2ssor [rst disconversl -
recognized the adverse consequences or etfects of 13cesios exposure.

E. What information was disseminated within Derendant’s company or its supsidiar:
or predecessor regarding such adverse consequences or etfects.

F. Whether any such information is still maintained by Detendants or its subsidiary or

predecessor in a written form.
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G. Who is the custodian of such information.

H. Whether Defendant agrees that there is no known medical cure tor mesothelioma.

ANSWER: Chryvsler objects to this [nterrogatory as overly broad. unduly burdensome and vague.
Chrysler deters (o the reasoned judgment and opinions of its medical expert witnesses and the
credible medical literature on all such questions of human diseases. :heir causes. and diagnoses.

Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving same. Chr s.er 2riers the following:

.

The scienufic and medical bodv of knowledge which rziites o the answer ¢
Interrogatory has undergone continual evolution trom the 2ariy part »r 75 century untl the presen:
Jav. One common fact which resonates throughout this evolutionar: zericg is that asbestos Jdiseases
or conditions ot all tvpes are dose-response conditions, meaning fe n:zher the dose of astesios
breathed into the lungs, the greater chance of the development 21 lisease. Another common
characteristc of asbestos-related conditions or diseases 1s the long !atenc: ~erween exposure anc ne
mantfestation of the condition or disease. [t is impossible to explain or understand the occurrence
of asbestos-related conditions or diseases in human beings without a :norougn understanding o1 2ot
dose-response and iatency.

3y xeeping ibreast of the governmental, medical and sctentizic ~cdies ot knowledge “nr-uan
‘e vears. Cnrosier generally became aware that exposures 1o high f2v 23 of aspestos dust in iz zure
or almost sure forms in manufacturing factonies in England. fav- o oang dav-out for A oaoraing
arerime. could cause a condition known as asbestosis. The pnmars stuc A hich signaled the gerner
awareness of asbestosis in American workers was the 1938 study 5v Dr. Dreessen, L S 2utiic

Health Bulleun No. 241, which reported some asbestosis in asbestos textile factory workers and
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concluded that it asbestos dust concentrations in the air breathed are kept below 5 million particles

per cubic foot. new cases of asbestosis would not appear.

End product users. s»u—ch as insulators and’or pipe coverers. were not telt to be at risk of
asbestos-related condiuons as reported by major studies unul the early to mid-1960s. From 1946
untl approximately the early 1970s, the American Conference of Governmental [ndustnal
Hv gienists pubiished the Threshold Limit Value ("TLV™) tor exposure w0 asbestos dust at $ muilien
particies per cubic foot. This level of exposure was adopted by ihe _:ted States Depariment o7
Labor under the Waish-Healev Public Contracts Act of 1932, [t was not anul the mid 1o iater 197
“hat there were surficlent studies to illustrate that job site "bystanders ~ were also atrisk for ~arious
asbestos-related Jdiseases or conditions.

The specitics of how or when Chrysler personnel learned ot the link between exposure to
certain tvpes ot asbestos and mesothelioma is uncertain. but would have crobably been at or arxunc
the nme the Wagner. et al. study was published in the medical literature. The disease mesotheiioma
was frst linked 1o asbestos exposure in 1960 1n a group of case reports published by Dr
‘Vagner. eral Tais study involved individuals wath suspected expesure to a particular fiver-ivpe ot
1sbestos. croc:dolite. which was mined and processed in the Northwestern Cape Provinee of Souin
AITca. Tn2 amihny of other tvpes of asbestos. such as chrysotile. 10 cause mesothelioma nas teen e
suplect of much debate. and reported associations perween mesotheiioma and 2XpOosuras L a2
1350estos did not come unui vears atter Dr. Wagner's study. There :s suil a credible and signizicant

school of thought which supports the conclusion that chrysoule asbestos does not cause

mesothelioma.
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Chrysler is aware, through its medical experts and scientific consultants, that some treatment
courses have been sugcessful in “curing” certain individual cases of mesothelioma under the
circumstances of those cases-. Chrysler is also aware, through its medical experts and scientific
consultants. that research is ongoing regarding the etficacy of certain drug, chemical, radiation and
surgical treatment courses which may have worked to cure mesothelioma in individual cases and
mav prove vaiuable as more than palliative treatments tor the disease. 1)t course. Chrysler deters o
the reasoned :udgment and opinions of'its medical expert witnesses cn 1ii such questions of human
Jisease. their causes. diagnosis and treatment.

\With regard to the Plainuffs in this litigation, proper handling of automotive triction
matenals does not create an increased level of mesothelioma. The air sampling tests performed by
Chrysler. as set forth in response to [nterrogatory No. 8, showed that mechanics properly using

Chryvsler’s triction products were not exposed to excessive levels ot asbestos dust or an increased

risk of disease rom asbestos.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 29.: As to gasto-intestinal cancer. lanvngeal cancer, pharvngeal cancer
Or i mphatic cancer. state:

AL The nype of cancer and the date on which Detendant or its subsidiary or predecessor
‘irst learned that such diseases were caused bv .nnaiation of asbestos iibers o
aumans.

‘B. What cancers has the Defendant or its subsidiary or pracecessor become aware can

be caused by exposure to asbestos tibers?

C. The date on which Defendant first suspected other cancers were caused by asbestos
inhalation.
D. Who within the company or its subsidiary or predecessor first discovered the adverse

consequences or effects of asbestos exposure.
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E. What information was disseminated with Defendant’s company or its subsidiary or
predecessor regarding such adverse consequences or etfects.

F. Whetherany such information is still maintained bv Detendant or its subsidiary or
predecessor in a written torm.

G. Who s the custodian of such information.

ANSWER: Chrysler objects to this [nterrogatory as overly broad. unduly burdensome and vague.
Chrysler deters to the reasoned judgment and opinions of its medical expert witnesses and the
crecdible medical literature on all such questions of human diseases. their causes. and diagnoses.
Subject 1o the foregoing objections and without waiving same. Chrvsler offers the following:

Chrvsler has never learned that any of these malignancies ir2 caused by asbestos exposure
Whether or not asbestos is a risk factor for gastrointestinal, larvngeal and pharyngeal carcinoma s
a subject of much debate among the medical professionals to date Chrysler. through its medical and
sclentific consultants, is unaware of any studies proving that asbestos causes, or s a risk factor or.
[vmphatic cancer.

Chrvsler understands that gastro-intestinal cancer includes colo-rectal and gastric carcinoma
Due to conrounding factors such as diet. ethnic origin. place v residence furban v rurajs ind
uncertainny of Jdiagnosis. the relationship between asbestos exposure and these tumors remains
Jnconvinging.

Chr sier has never leamed that asbestos 2xposure causes i ~geal or pharvngeal cancer 1ne
rew studies which some experts who reguiarly testufyv for plaintirs™ lawvers rely upon 1o snow
asbestos exposure 1s associated with these tumors are flawed and Jdo not meet the critena set terth
in Merriil Dow Pharmaceuticals, Inc. v. Havner, 953 S.W 2d 706 (Tex. 1997). These tumors are

s

virtually never seen in non-smokers. Additionally, alcohol consumption 1s a known nisk factor [:
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alcohol and tobacco are properly taken into account, Chrysler believes. as Liddell reported in his
review of all the studies available up to 1990. that there is insutficient evidence to contirm an
association between asb;sto;-and tarvngeal cancer.

Mesothelioma - The specifics of how or when Chrysler personnel leamed of the link between

exposure 1o certain tvpes ot asbestos and mesothelioma is uncertain, but would have probably been

at or around the time the Wagner. et al. study was published in the medical literature. The disease

mesothelioma was first linked 10 asbestos exposure in 1960 10 1 zroup of case reports pudlisres =t
Dr. J. C. Wagner. etal. This study involved individuals with suspectea exposure (o a particuiar ::oer-
1vpe of asbestos. crocidolite, which was mined and processed i1n the Northwestern Cape Provincs
of South Arrica. The ability of other types ot asbestos. such as chrysotile. (0 cause mesothelicma nas
been the subject of much debate, and reported associations between mesothelioma and exposures
to amosite asbestos did not come until vears atter Dr. Wagner's studv. There is still a credinie ana
signiticant school of thought which supports the conclusion that chrvsotile asbestos does net cause
mesothelioma.

Lung cancer - Chrvsler disagrees with the premise of this Interrogatory because whether uny
cancer can be caused by the inhalation ot asbestos is a complicated medical question that lepends
on such factors as level of exposure. tiber type. smoking nistory. individual nsk factors and ~er2
Cigarette smoking is tar and away the leading cause of tung cancer :n the world, Without orozer
accounting tor the role of cigarette smoking in anv individual s case. it is impossibdle to assess o2
lung cancer risk from other exposures. Such is the case with asbestos. Chrysler believes, through the
expertise of its medical and scientific consultants, that the credible governmental, medical and

scientific literature to date contirms that lung cancer cannot be artributed to asbestos exposure in ihe
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absence of underlying asbestosis. Again. the TLV of 5 million particles per cubic foot of air which

was the standard from the 1940s through the 1960s was designed to prevent asbestos disease:

-~

therefore. lung cancer was ni;t expected to occur from asbestos exposure if these guidelines were
followed. Further. those persons believed to be at nisk in the sequence of asbestosts and lung cancer
were those in the textile and mining industries. not end product users. until sometime in the mid t0
tate 1960s. The first significant medical study that linked asbestos exposure to lung cancer " as
published in the mid-1950s by Sir Richard Doll. Chrysler likely wouid nave learned of the studs 2t
or around the ume 1t was published in the medical literature.

With regard to the Plaintiffs in this liugation. proper handiing of automotive Ticten
materials does not create an increased level of gastro-intestinal cancer. The air sampling ‘ests
pertormed by Chrysler. as set forth in response to Interrogatory No. 8. showed that mechanics
properly using Chrysler’s friction products were not exposed to excessive levels of asbestos dust r

an increased risk ot disease from asbestos.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 30.: Does Defendant contend that asbestos preducts can be manuizciurzg
or designed so as to eliminate all potential health hazards to persons working with or exposec

answer 13 based.

ANSWER. Chrysler objects to Interrogatory No. 30 tor the reason that :t 15 overly broad. «ag.e in:
ambiguous and is unlimited in scope or in time and seeks information nich is outside the sc:ire
nermissible discovery under the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. Chrvsler further objects that inis

interrogatory is irrelevant as it sets torth a test which is not the best for product satety uncer an.
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legal standard. Without waiving these objections. every product or material can have some risk or
hazard associated with its use.

The air sampli;ghtest-s-conducted by Chrysler, as identified in [nterrogatory No. 8. showed
that mechanics who properly handled automotive friction products were not exposed to excessive
asbestos fibers or an increased risk of asbestos related disease. During the braking process. brake
sroducts are subject to substantial change because of extreme temperatures. abrasion and shearing

‘orces. The asbestos in an automobile triction product is transterred ni an nert. non-pathogen.e

mineral. forsterite.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 31.: Describe in detail the tvpes of packages or packaging ‘shicn
Detendant or any of its subsidiary or predecessor companies used tor asbestos material or products.
listing the dates each type of package was used. a physical description of each type ot package. and
providing a description of any printed matenal or trademarks that appeared thereon.

ANSWER: Chryvsler objects to [nterrogatory No. 31 for the reason that :t is overly broad. vague inc
is unlimited in reasonable nme or scope and theretore is outside the scope of permissible discos e
under the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. Subject to said objections and without waiving same.
Chrvsler has sold automobiles with triction materials containing askestos already installed ‘oz
vehicles Vehicles are generally not shipped in packages.

Replacement parts sold by Chrysler that contained frction matenais containing astesics s2re
shipped in cardboard cartons of various sizes. Chryvsler does not now ~ave available o v 2l o7 e
information requested for all packaging it used through the vears. However. by way of exampie.
according to a service parts processing and packaging specification. dated August 8, 1993, the size

~ -

of a cardboard container tor brake lining shoe and tront whee] disc was 3.25" x 1.3" x 7.

i

>in
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addition to warnings set forth previously. the packaging would have contained the Chrysler's logo

which is a five pointed star (known as the “Pentastar’). At times. parts were sold under the trade

names ot Mopar. CycleWeld. and CycleBond. Also. see Responses to [nterrogatorv Nos. 14 and 23.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 32.: Has Defendant or any of its subsidiars or predecessor companies
at any time entered into a “rebranding” agreement with any other companv. either as buver or seller.
concerming asbestos materials or asbestos products? If so. state. as @ 2ach such agreement.

A The name of the company manutacturing the asbesios 2ragucts.
B The trade name atfixed to those products.

C. The periods of ume covered by 2ach such agreemen:

D The volume. in dollar amount. of each transaction.

E. The initial purchaser of the products.

ANSWER: Chrysler objects to the term “rebranding™ to the extent that it ;5 vague, ambiguous. .n.
confusing. Chrvsler does not know what is meant by the term “rebranding agreements.” Sutiec: "
this objecuion. and without waiving same. Chrysler has not located any agreements re2ari -2
rebranding of asbestos-containing automotive drake and or clutch pars manutfactured. soid. suno e
or distnbuted by others. Chrysler states that it purchased from its succiiers brake and ciuten Zirs.

some of \ahien were incorporated into Chrysler vehicles as original 2curoment and some >0~

were soid as replacement parts tor Chrvsler venicies.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 33.: List the name and address of each company from which Detencan:
or its subsidiary or predecessor purchased materials or asbestos products which Detendant soic 't
distributed in any form, stating the form of the materials, the dates ot such purchases. iana "ne
ultimate disposal of such materials.
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ANSWER: Chrysler objects to [nterrogatory No. 33 for the reason that it is overly broad. vague and
ambiguous and is unlimited in scope or in time and seeks information which is outside the scope of
permissible discovery.?hryéier further objects to Interrogatory No. 33 tor the reason that it seeks
information which is outside the scope of permissible discovery under the Texas Rules of Civil
Procedure 192.3. Further objecting, this interrogatory is unclear. vague. ambiguous. overly broad
15 it 15 not limited 1n time. scope or area. and unduly burdenscme. “uiprect to said opjections.
Chryvsier states as rollows:

Brakes: Over the vears, Chrysler purchased brakes containinz asbestos. Chrysier is xware
that Deipni and AlliedSignal supplied asbestos-containing brakes or s aght truck modefs Zuring
the 1990s. However, historically Chrysler is aware of no records that "+ouid allow 1t to 1denur. the
vear or time period the brakes were purchased or the quantities ot braxes purchased. [nformarion
identifving some of this information can be found in documents reterenced in Chrysler's Answer o
[nterrogatory No. 6. Further answering, Chrvsler has purchased brakes trom: Abex Corporaten.
Bendix « AiliedSignal); Raybestos. Raybestos-Manhattan, Johns-Mansile. Nutumn, Delphi. Caiter,
Valeo Friction Development Products. Kelsey Haves. Marshall. Ferace and Delco-Moraine

Clutches: Over the vears. Chrysler purchased clutches containinz astestos. Chrysier s 4w arz2
ot no reeords that would allow it 1o identify the vear or time pericd e lutches were puronase
“he juanuties of clutches purchased. [nformauon identfd ing some 21 25 niormation can ~e 1.l
in documents referenced in Chrysler’s Answer 1o [nterrogatory No. 5. 7 urther answenng, Car s.er
nas purchased clutches from: Luck. Fichtel & Sachs. Borg & Beck Division of Borg Warner. _ong

Company, Lipe-Rollway, and Spicer Division of Dana Corporation.

Automatic Transmission Bands: Borg Warner.
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Chrvsotile: Over the vears. Chrvsler purchased chrysotile asbestos for manufacturing brake

linings from:
Asbestos Corporation. L mited
850 Mooney Street
Benttord Mines
Quebec. Canada G6631

Carev Canadian

P O. Box 190

-ast Braughton Station
PQ Canada GONIHO

Sonns-Manville
20 Box 3108
Taiedo. Ohio

Ken Canvl Ranch
Denver, Colorado 80217

Lake Asbestos of Quebec. Ltd.
P.O. Box 608
Black Lake
Quebec. Canada
international Fibers
nion Carbide Materials Division
AT Callas
A.ma Products
Roenle Chemical. Inc.
INTERROGATORY NQ. 34.: Does Detendant or anv of its subsidiaries or predecessor currant:s

have possession of any wrnitings or contracts on those rebranding agreements set torth in the answer
10 [nterrogatory No. 327 If the answer is atfirmative. state:

Al The name. address. and Job title of each person naving custody of each of those
documents and their current location.
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B. A brief description of each such document. including the dates and the parties
signatory.

ANSWER: Chrysler ohjects to the term “rebranding” to the extent that 1t is vague, ambiguous. and
contusing. Chrysler does not know what is meant by the term “rebranding agreements.” Subject to
this objection. and without waiving same. Chrysler has been unable to locate any documents which

are responsive to this interrogatory.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 35.: Prior to 1968. did anv person e 1 claim against 2 Worker s
Compensation carnier covering Defendant or any of its subsidianes or predecessors alleging that
ne she contracted a disease from inhaling asbestos fibers? If so. provide:

A A iist of the claims, including each claimant’'s name. address and the date each ciaim
was filed. and inciuding the caption and jurisdiction of the claim.

B. The disease alleged in each such claim.
C. A brief summary of the disposition of each such claim.
D. The name, address and title of the person having custody of the records pertaining

t0 each such claim.
ANSWER: Chrysler objects to Interrogatory No. 35 for the reason that it 1s overly broad. vazue.
ambiguous and rrelevant and not reasonably calculated to lead o the discovery of admissio
avidence as required by Rule 1923 of the Texas Rules of Civil Proczgure. Further. the informauoen
sought s irrelevant and immatenial tor the reasons that whether or not workers' compensaton claims
~ave neen liied has no relevance to the end user of Chrysler's product. This interrogatory s ruriner
noiectionable as being burdensome, and is sought merely tor purposes ot harassment. Chrysier does

not organize workers' compensation claims by injuries claimed. Theretore. it would be extremel:

burdensome, onerous and harassing to compel Chrysler to review every single workers’
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compensation claim ever filed. Workers' compensation records are available at various facilities

maintained by Chrysler.

INTERROGATORY NO. 36.: Did Detendant or any of its subsidiaries or predecessors maintain
written minutes of corporate meetings. either board of directors. departmental, or otherwise. which

reflect discussions pertaining to any subject matter related to asbestos. asbestos health hazards or
asbestos products? If so. for each such set of minutes. state:

A. The dates ot each such meeting.

B. The general subject matter discussed at each mezung.

C. Who was in attendance at each meeting.

D. Where and bv whom the written minutes are presently maintained.

E. Bv whom the minutes were taken and put into tinal format.

F. \Whether the minutes were abstracted and reports disseminated to other

individuals. and if so, the names and job titles of those individuals.
ANSWER: Chrysler objects to Interrogatory No. 36 as being overly broad. vague and failing to set
forth with particularity those items to be identified and is therefore outside the scope of permissitie
discovery. Chrvsler further objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information outside e
scope ot permissible discovery under the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. Further. this interrogators
seeks irrefevant information not reasonably calculated to iead ‘o the discovery of admissiTie
2vidence. is unlimited in scope or time and is overly burdensome ~urther. this interrogators 0wl
require Chrysler to go through old minutes. reports and other Jocuments concerning meetings J1
board of directors or corporate committees or sub-committees since {923 which would be extremeis
burdensome. time consuming and expensive. Subject to said objections and without waiving same.

Chrysler is not aware of minutes of corporate meetings responsive to this request.

DEFENDANT DAIMLERCHRYSLER CORPORATION'S THIRD AMENDED ANSWERS AND
RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS' MASTER INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTIQN - Page &)

TSP 2I9TY A CTITIe



INT A NQ. 37.: Do vou or any of vour subsidiaries. including foreign business
entities. currently manufacture any products containing asbestos? [f so. state:

A As to eaeh product. whether such product is mined. manufactured, and/or marketed
or sold.
B. The names and addresses of the companies mining. manutacturing, marketing. and:or

selling each of those products.

C. The trade or brand name ot each of those products mined. manufactured. marketed.
and or sold.

D. The Jate each of the named products was piaced on the market.

E A description of the physical (chemical) composition of 2ach ot the named products.

:ncluding the tvpe of asbestos contained in the product.

F. A description of the physical appearance ot each product and its packaging.
G. A detailed description of the intended uses of each of the named products.
H. Whether there are any warning labels on said products or containers regarding

potential asbestos-related health hazards.
ANSWER: Chrvsler objects to Interrogatory No. 37 for the reason that it seeks information wnicn
is outside the scope of permissible discovery under the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure (92 >
Further objecting, this interrogatory is unclear. vague. ambiguous. -o\eri_v broad as it is nct imites
in ttme. scope or area. and unduly burdensome.

subject to these objections, see Chrysler’s responses 10 Nos. 9 and 14

INTERROGATORY NQ. 38.: State whether vou or any of vour predecessors and; or supsidianes
maintain, trom 1940 through the present or for any portion thereof. copies of invoices. snipping
documents. bills of lading, purchase orders. or other documents of a similar nature relating o e
mining, manutacture, marketing, sale or distribution of asbestos products. If so, state:

A The location of such documents.
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B. The name and address ot the custodian of the documents.

C. The format in which the documents are kept. i.¢., hard copy. microfilm. microfiche.
ere. =
D. [n what form the documents can be accessed. Le.. by state. by product. etc.. and if by

product. whether kept according to asbestos or non-asbestos.

ANSWER: Chrvsler objects to Interrogatory No. 38 to the extent that it 1s overly broad. burdensome
and not reasonably limited in time or scope. Further. this interrogatory :s +ague and ambiguous and
tails 1o set rorth with particularity those items to be identified anc .3 theretore outside the score of
nermissible discoverv. Further objecting. this interrogatory s sought merely for purposes of
narassment and seeks irrelevant intormation not reasonably cafcuiated o lead to the discovery a7
admissible evidence as well as information privileged trom discosvery.

Subject to said objections and without waiving same. Chrvsier never mined. manutactured.
or marketed raw asbestos fiber. No documents have been located retlecting that Chrysler 2ver soid
or distributed raw asbestos. Historically, Chryvsler has maintained documents in vanous departments

in both hard copy and computer record. depending on the department. \ear and document.

INTERROGATORY NO. 39.: May vou call company representatives 1s witnesses at ihe il o0
any of these cases’ If so. list:

Al The name, address. and job ttle of each company representative who mas e 2ol
B A summary of the testimony expected to be 2iven 3v 2ach such witness.
C. List any and all previous times that the named witnesses have either given deposition

or trial testimony in an asbestos-related case, inciuding the jurisdiction, style o ine
case, case number. date of tesumony, and the name of the attomey laxing ne
deposition for the Plaintiffs in that case.
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ANSWER: Chrysler objects to Interrogatory No. 39 for the reason that it seeks information which
1s outside the scope of permissible discovery. Subject to said objection and without waiving same,
Chrysler has not detenr:};led Q;'ho it will call as a witness at any particular trial. Chrysler will identfy
those persons with knowledge of relevant facts as required by tormer Rule 166(b)(2)(d) and current
Rule 192.3(c) with regard to each specific case pursuant to the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

Whether such witnesses are “company representatives is a legai cuestion to be determinec on 1

case-bv-case dasis.

INTERROGATORY NO. 40.: Have Defendant or its subsidiaries >r predecessors ever acguirad
through purchase. reorganization. or merger another corporation. :>mpany. or business wn.cn
manutactured. soid. processed. distributed. or contracted or supplied rrocucts containing astesios
[f s0. for each such entitv. state:

A Full and correct name:

B. Principal place of business:

C. State of incorporation;

D. Date of acquisition by Defendant;

E. ‘Vhether or not the business entity was ever authorized 10 transact business .n 72

State of Texas.
ANSWER: Chrvsier objects to this interrogatory on the ground that it 1s unduly burdenscme ino
:nat the ourden it imposes is grossly incommensurate with the resuiis yetamnable. Chrysier wis -
purchased. reorganized. or merged into any company involved in the manuracture Of raw 1stesios
or insulation products. However, Chrysler purchased Briggs Manuractunng Company in the (=37
Furthermore. through stock transactions, Chrysler has had a controlling interest in Lambargnini and

Maseratl. [n the 1980s, Chrysler acquired American Motors Corporation. Further, through vanous
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transactions at times during the period from 1930 to 1985, Chrysler has had an interest in foreign

auto makers, whose vehicles also may have been equipped with asbestos-containing automotive

brake and/or clutch pans.A Sc;;ne of the vehicles made by toreign makers in which Chrysler had an
interest may have been placed in the stream ot commerce in the United States.

Chrvsler purchased an interest in the Rootes Group ot Great Britain in the early 1960s. which
increased to 83% by the ume Chrvsler sold its holdings in 1978 (Rootes was at that time know 23
Chrvsler Unized Kingdom). Some Rootes cars were imported by Chrs.er into the United States znc
soid throughout Chrysler dealers. including the Sunbeam Tiger and the Plvmouth Cricket.

Chry sler purchased a 23% interest in Simca of France in (933, otained controlling .nrerest
169%) by 1964, which increased 1o 77% by the time Chrysler sold ait 13 Simca holdings in (v7%
(Simca was at that time known as Chrysler France). Some Simca cars were imported by Chrysler
into the United States beginning in 1938 and sold through Chrysier Zeasers at that time.

Chrysler acquired a 15% interest in Mitsubishi of Japan in 1971, with further acquisitions
of 10% 1n 1972 and another 10% in 1973. Chrysler sold its Mitsubishi noidings in 1991, During e
ceriod through 1983, some Mitsubishi vehicles were imported by Chr. s.er into the Unuted States Lnc
sold through Chrysler dealers. including Dodge and Plymouth Coit arc Cout Vista models, Plmewis
Arrow. Plvmouth Conquest. and Dodge Ram 30 compact pickup trucks

in : %98, Chrysler merged with Daimier Benz A.G.

INTERROGATORY NOQ. 41.: Was each of vour asbestos products generally expected w0 r2acn,
or packaged to reach. the consumer or user, without substantial change :n the condition in whica
was sold? [f not. with respect to any such product. explain in what way the Defendant claims s
products were altered or substantially changed after sale or distnbution and before reaching the user.

DEFENDANT DAIMLERCHRYSLER CORPORATION'S THIRD AMENDED ANSWERS AND
RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS' MASTER INTERRQGATORIES AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION - Page 54

716 5Pl TGN 97070



ANSWER: Chrysler generally expected its automobiles to reach the first and original consumer. the
new car owner. without substantial change to anv component part thereot As initially supplied. the
brake products are solid. ﬁm; 'and non-friable and as such do not release respirable asbestos fibers.
During the braking process. brake products are subject to substantial change because of extreme

temperatures, abrasion and shearing torces. The asbestos in an automobile triction product is then

transtormed :nto an inert, non-pathogenic mineral. forsterite.

INTERROGATORY NO. 42.: For each asbestos-containing procuct :dentitied in response o
[nterrogatory No 6. idenuty all foreseeable users such as insulators. =eipers. pipefitters. e.l2rs.
machinists. plasterers. drywall finishers. carpenters. botlermakers. :nicwrights and riggers. 20 o0
anyv ot Detendant’s asbestos-containing products.

ANSWER: Chryvsler objects to [nterrogatory No. 42 for the reason that .t [s overly broad. ~ague ana
ambiguous and is unlimited in scope or in time and seeks informaucn wnuch is outside the score 20
permissible discovery under the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. Subject o the foregoing obrectuons
and without »waiving same. Chrysler expected mechanics to peniodicany repiace brakes and v:iiicnes

-hat may contain asbestos.

INTERROGATORY NO. 43.: Based upon the matenal contenis o7 wour asbestos-continng
croducts. the method of manutacturing. and the method of iprication. can such roduc's oo
22reraily applied without liberating asbestos tikers into the air’

A [f there is a dirferent answer concerning Jiffersnt
distributed. or used by vour company. then speciry ine airferent products oy oraoise
manufacturer's name and popuiar name.

STOCUCES manulacturad, soa

B. [f there is a difference in your answer depending on the vear or vears in wnicn 1
particular product was used. then specity in Jetail what vear or vears :ou uire
reterring to and the specific products vou are reterning to and vear involved.
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ANSWER: Yes. generally brakes and clutches can be applied without releasing asbestos tibers.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 44.: Was it a toreseeable use of vour asbestos-containing products that
they may have been removed. stripped. or replaced at some time arter installation?

ANSWER: Yes. micuon products wear out and it 1s expected thev weuid be “removed.” “replaced.”

but not “stripped” when wormn.

INTERROGATORY NO. 45.: Betore 1970. did vou or vour surs:diares or predecessort s ever
ATAnge IOr ANy 3DOr INSPECLOrs, INSUrance Company INSPectors or a1t one Tom $our company ¢ 20
"0 10D sites where vour products were being used or stalled ro mixe or take dust level counts” {1
0. state 'ahen this procedure started, the purpose of such prececures. and all results of such

srocedures

ANSWER. Charvsler objects to [nterrogatory No. 45 to the 2xtent it s overly broad. vague and

amoiguous and s unlimited in scope or in ume and seeks :nicrmaton outside the scope of
nermissible discovery under the Texas Rules ot Civil Procedure. Chr sier further objects to the use
or the phrase “potential health hazards™ as i1t ts vague. undetined and over broad. Subject 10 :aid
Qpiections and atthout waiving same, formulations are developed for cacn orake design for 2acn cur
or truck oy euther Chrvsler's suppliers. or tor certain models at ceriain umes. by Chrvsier it s
.nduly murdensome to provide information as 10 each and every tormu.aton of the numerous muce!ls
or wenicies manufactured since the 1920s.

Carvsier understands this interrogatory 1o pertain (o the 1se ind .nstailanon of repiacement
zsbestos-containing friction products idenutied in its answers 0 {n{erro2atones Nos. 3-6. £xeept tor
the prake !inings manufactured by Chrysler for the period of ume set forth above. Chrysier

purchased the triction products used in its automobiles. inciuding brake linings. from suppliers

DEFENDANT DAIMLERCHRYSLER CORPORATION'S THIRD AMENDED ANSWERS AND
RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS' MASTER INTERROGATORIES AND REQLESTS FOR PRODUCTION - Page fo




Chrvsler has no specific information regarding any such tests its suppliers may have performed as
they would contain information proprietary to the suppliers.

Based on corpo?;;e records and ongoing investigation. Chry sler has determined at the time
these responses were prepared that the followi'ng air sampling was conducted. Mr. Louis
Gendernalik. a member of the [ndustrial Hvgiene Department of Chrysler Corporation. first sampled
air levels in 1972 and then again in 1975, The 1972 sampling was done at Chrysler’s brake shoe
olant testing 2arage. [wo samples of mechanics working on brake drums were taken with a cellulose
ester filter. The results were 0.23 fibers per cubic centimeter of air when the mechanic used a brush
and 0.9 tibers per cubic centimeter when compressed air was used. in 1973, Mr. Gendernalik took
air samples at Dodge Truck. Counts were taken with the use of a ceilulose ester filter. and the results
were 0.0 tibers per cubic centimeter of air. Although data from same exists, no formal report was
prepared.

[n 1971, D P. Glazier, a member of the [ndustrial Hyvgiene Department of Chrysler sampied
air {evels at the Chelsea Proving Grounds while mechanics worked on brakes. The results were iess
than .1 fiber per cubic centimeter tor an eight hour time-weighed aserage. In 1983, D.N. James. 1
memper oI the [ndustrial Hyvgiene Department ot Chrysler sampied aur levels at the Windser
Assembiy Plant while two mechanics performed brake replacements on the tractor poruion vt i
ractor craner. The results were less than 1 fiber per cubic cenumeter. [n 1986, D N James
certormed air sampling at the Chelsea Proving Grounds while mechanics pertormed brake duiid-up
and inspection operations. The results were less than .| tiber per cubic centimeter. On two occasions

in 1989, G.W Fischer, a member of the [ndustrial Hygiene Department of Chrysler. sampled air
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levels at the Chelsea Proving Grounds in the vehicle test department. The results of both samples

were less than .02.

T

All of the documents presently available to Chrysler that contain information responsive to
this interrogatory will be made avatlable for inspection and copving at a mutually convenient time

at the otfices ot Clark Hill. P.L.C. in Detroit. Michigan.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 46.: [f Defendant performed or nac ~errormed any dust level counts,
what action, nased on the results. did vour company take?

ANSWER: Chrvsler objects to Interrogatory No. 46 to the exient it 1s overly broad, vague ind
ambiguous and is unlimited in scope or in tme and seeks :niormation outside the scope of
permissible discovery under the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. Subject to said objection and

without waiving same, see responses to Nos. 8. 10, 13 and 43

INTERROGATORY NO. 47.. Has vour company or its sutsidiaries or predecessor(si w21
conducted or caused to be conducted any studies designed to assist in minimizing or eliminauny e
inhalation of asbestos dust and fibers by those “exposed to the use of vour company ‘s productss
[t s0. 2ive the rollowing:

A Name of the person or firm conducting such studies:

3 The date the studies began and the date thev wers completed.

C Anv publication or other written dissemination o+ the results ot the studies:

D. The nature of any action to eliminate or minimize the inhalation of asbestos Just
tibers;

ANSWER: Chrysler objects to Interrogatory No. 47 to the extent it is overly broad. vague and

ambiguous as “exposed to the use of vour company's product” is unclear and is unlimited in scope
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or in time and seeks information outside the scope of permissible discovery under the Texas Rules
of Civil Procedure. Further objecting, this interrogatory is overly burdensome and harassing. Subject

-7

to said objection and without waiving same. other than those studies previously identified. no.

INTERROGATORY_ NOQ. 48, Does vour company have. has it ever had, or have our
predecessor(s) or subsidiaries ever had, a Research Department? [f so. give the vear such Research
Department was established, and whether or not such Research Department has operated
continuously since being established. State also:

Al The amount of time and monev expended each v ear on research concerning ascesios
or asbestos-containing products’

B. What percentage of gross sales did vour company or its predecessoris) spend on
research concerning the health etfects of asbestos?

C. State in detail the purposes, duties, and responsibilities or such Research Depariment.
ANSWER: Chrysler objects to Interrogatory No. 48 as being overly broad. vague. ambiguous and
burdensome and is not reasonably limited in scope or time. [t 1s vague and fails to set rorth +:th
particularity those items to be identified and 1s. therefore. outside the scope of permissible discover
Further objecting, this interrogatory seeks irrelevant information not r2asonably calcuiated o eac
10 the discovery of admissible evidence. Chrysler further objects to this interrogatory on ihe ~asis
that it is vague and ambiguous as to the term “research department.” Subject to said objections ind
without waiving same: Chrysler historicallv. and currently. conducts acuvities that ma. 2

considered research, regarding the satety. Jesign and performance 2f its automobdiies 2nc o

(9%

component parts. These activities have been conducted by and through a varnety of departments 172t

have changed in structure and function over the vears. Some of these activities would relate 10 "he

performance of friction products. Due to the vagueness of this interrogatory, Chrysler cannot ne
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more specific with this response. Chrysler does not have a research department which deals solely

with the health affects of asbestos.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 49.: Does your company have. or has it ever had. or have vour
predecessor(s) or subsidiaries ever had, a Medical Department” If so. state:

A The vear such Medical Department was established:

B. “Whether or not such Medical Department has operaied conuinuously since ~eing
established;

C. The name of each director. chuet, or head of vour Medical Department vear oy - 2ar.
beginning with the first vear vou had a Medical Directer or Medical Depariment. inc
the last known address and phone number ot each:

D. State the duties and responsibilities of such Medical Department.

ANSWER: Chrysler objects to Interrogatory No. 49 as being overly broad. vague, ambiguous and
burdensome and is not reasonably limited in scope or time. Chrvsler “urther objects to [nterrozaior
No. 49 to the extent it is unlimited in scope or in time and seeks irrelevant information outside 02

scope of permissible discovery. Subject 10 said objection and without waiving same. Chrsier nas

had medical depariments at a variety ot its facilities over the vears.

INTERROGATORY NQ, 50,: Did vour company or its predecessarts: or subsidianes 2ver 2-a¢
any warnung directly on any of its asbestos-containing product or 2n tneir packaging. [t so. ilennn
he productis) and vear said warning was first applied.

ANSWER: Based upon the best information avatlable, from 1973 0 the present. the carcns oir
Chrysler asbestos-containing replacement parts contained one ot the tollowing:
DANGER

CONTAINS ASBESTOS FIBERS
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AVOID CREATING DUST
CANCER AND LUNG DISEASE HAZARD

TION

THIS PRODUCT CONTAINS ASBESTOS.
AVOID CREATING DUST.
BREATHING ASBESTOS MAY RESULT IN SERIOUS BODILY HARM.

CALTION

AVOID CREATING OR
BREATHING DUST.

CONTAINS HAZARDOLUS
SUBSTANCES WHICH
MAY CAUSE LUNG INJURY

Caution: Contains asbestos tibers. Avod
creating dust. Breathing asbestos dust may
cause serious bodily harm.

When servicing this brake lining or any component related to it or
.ocated near it. prevent asbestos dust from becoming airbome by
~acuuming the assembly with an industrial tvpe wacuum cleaner
2quipped with a high efficiency rilter system and oy washing the
issembiy with an appropriate brake parts washer i1 necessary. Never
-emove Just or dirt from this assembly by blowing w:th compressed
aur,

INTERROGATORY NO. 51,: Did vour company or its predecessori 51 0r subsidlaries ever siame
or place the name of the company, its initials. or any identifving logo on any ot its asbestos-
containing products? If s0. please state the name brand names ot such products. a description of suca
stamp or logo and the dates such were placed on the referred products.
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ANSWER: Chrysler placed identitication marks on its brake linings with two-letter designations

‘ndicating the name of the manufacturer of the lining. a combination of letters or numbers indicating

the chemical composition as well as numbers indicating the friction level ot the lining and digits
indicating date ot manutacture. The Chrysler logo is a pendant star. *vhich emblem is stamped on

1ts brake shoes and brake support plates.

INTERROGATORY NO. 52.. Has vour company. or vour pragelassors) or subsidiaries, 2v2r
devised a research plan to develop. or actually developed or had deve.ored. a product whicn 212 net
contain asbestos and which could be substituted for one or more 27 »our asbestos-containing
products? [t s0. state the date that such research plan was begun anc '« =en such asbestos-tree orog:
'as tirst piaced on the market.

ANSWER: Chrvsler objects to Interrogatory No. 32 10 the extent that ;.3 overly broad. burdersome
and is not reasonably limited in time or scope. [t is further vague. amoiguous. and seeks irreie: ant
‘nformation not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery or admissitie evidence, Subject o sais
objections and without waiving same, products that do not coniain asbestos have aifrersn:
performance characteristics than asbestos-containing products and sgecitic products are Jes 2nel
©0 match those characteristics. Theretore, non-asbestos-containing procucls are not true “subsi:uie:
Further. Chrysler 1s aware that its suppliers of brake inings and other fricuoen troc.o:
zeveloped products to replace their asbestos -containing products. Az asbestos-free produc: w2: s
ivanaoie in the market in the late 1970s or carly 1980s. Carvsier. vith (s suppliers. cvim nel
diternatives to asbestos lined brakes in the 1980s. This program ‘nvestigated a wide ~aner
alternatives to (dentify those that satistied the safetv and performance requirements ol 2acn moce.
vehicle sold by Chrysler. At all tumes. Chrysler has complied with government satety ind
pertformance regulations in developing its brake specifications. Beginning in the mid-1930s. 2nd
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continuing to today, Chrysler did sell automobiles that contained brakes without asbestos brake

linings when those linings satistied the applicable performance requirements.

INTERROGATORY NO. 53.: Did vour company or its predecessor(s) or subsidiaries ever recall
any products containing asbestos trom the market or stream of commerce? If so. state:

A. All details of such recall;

B. The name of the product recalled. including the reascn ror the recall and the names
1nd current addresses ot those individuals who deter~:nex that it should taxe ooace,

C The dates ot recall:
D. The purpose tor ihe recall.
ANSWER: Chrysler has not recalled any of its products from :ne market as a result ot asbes:os-

related health concerns.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 54.: Before 1970. did vou ever manutacture or sell products whicn iig
not contain asbestos and which could be substituted for vour asbes:os-containing products ™ it so.
state the date such asbestos-tree products were first placed on the market.

ANSWER: Chrvsler objects to Interrogatory No. 34 to the extent tnat .2 s overlv broad. nuriensome
and is not reasonably limited in time or scope. [t1s further vague. zmoizuous, and seeks . Te2 int
:nformation not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissidie evidence. Subiect 2 ~did
obections and without waiving same. products that do not :onizin asbestos nave l.liwrans
certormance characteristics than asbestos-containing products ane stec:nic products are 22 2ol

t0 match those characteristics. Therefore. non-asbestos-containing products are not rue “supstiuis

See response to No. 32,
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INTERROGATORY NQ. 58.: Have any products vou identified in vour response to [nterrogatory
Nos. 52 and 54 not “performed as intended”" Please list all such products that have not pertormed

as intended.

-

ANSWER. No. but non-asbestos friction products do not have the same performance characteristics

as asbestos triction products. See responses and objections to Nos. 32 and 34.

INTERROGATORY NO. 56.: Did your company or its predecesscr si or subsidiaries ever make.
order, or arrange for any industnal hygiene surveys regarding aspesics or asbestos-containing Just’
It s0. 21ve the date of such surveys and state who. or what entity. v as 2sponsible for compietion of
such survesss.

ANSWER: Chrysier objects to Interrogatory No. 36 for the reasor tnat it 1s overly broad and not
amited to use ov automotive mechanics as alleged by Plainutfs.

Chrysler further objects to [nterrogatory No. 36 to the extent :t ;s vague, ambiguous and is
aniimited in scope or in time and seeks information outside the scope of permissible discovery under
the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. Further objecting, this interrozatory is overly burdensome
Subject to these objections, in addition to those dust studies prew:ousiv identified. asbestos Jdust
studies have heen pertormed at facilities where Chrysler manuractured or assembled astestos-

containing mcton products. See Chrysler’s response to Nos. 3 and &

INTERROGATORY NQ. 57.: As 10 etther the threshold imir ~a:ues or maximum 10w 10

Joncenrratons of both asbestos dust and total dust provided v 'ne Amencan Conlersroe
covernmental [ndustrial Hyvgienists, state:

A The vear in which Defendant or anv predecessorts: or subsidianes were first advises
of such limits or concentrations.

B. The name of the emplovee or otficial of the company receiving such advice:

C. How Defendant received notice of such limits or concentrations.
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ANSWER: Chrysler objects to Interrogatory No. 37 as being overly broad, burdensome and not
reasonably limited in titne or-scope. Chrysler further objects to [nterrogatory No. 57 for the reason
that it seeks information outside the scope of permissible discovery. Further objecting, this
interrogatory seeks irrelevant information not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence. Without waiving its objections, Chrysler understands that the American
Conrerence of Governmental and Industnal Hygienists (tACGIH) detines threshold limit value-time
wergnted average « TLV-TWA) as the eight hour ume weighted average concentration of a substance
10 wnich neariy ail workers may be repeatedly exposed (day arter zav) without adverse etfect.
Chrysler was aware of published threshold limit values. or their equivalent. which would have been

published at various times by the ACGIH or by OSHA. Chrysler is anable to state the name of anv

stngle emplovee who receirved such information.

INTERROGATORY NQ. 58.. Were the threshold limit values or maximum allowable
concentrations inquired about in Interrogatorv No. 57 for total dust. and not asbestos dust alone !

ANSWER: Chrvsier objects to this interrogatory as it seeks intormation that is irrelevant o th

2xtent that Chrvsler's current day interpretation of the threshold limit vajues of maximum allowable
soncenirations provided by the American Conference of Governmental Industnal Hyvgienists fces
mot reriect Chrysler's interpretation at the time they were releases suprect to said objection. and

without waiving same. Plaintiff should consult the documentation prepared by the American

Conterence of Governmental Industnal Hygienists tor this information.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 59.: State in detail what tests, if any, Defendant ever made with regard
to the quantity, quality, or threshold limit values of asbestos dust or particles to which workers were

exposed while using, \»iquing with or around. or installing vour asbestos-containing products.

ANSWER: Chrysler objects~to [nterrogatory No. 39 to the extent it is overly broad. vague and
ambiguous and is unlimited in scope or in time and seeks information outside the scope of
permissible discovery under the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. Further objecting, this interrogatory

15 overly burdensome and harassing. Subject to said objectiorn :nd without waiving same. see

Chryvsler's response 10 No. 8 regarding all known air sampling

INTERROGATOQRY NO. 60.: Please state the tollowing with respect to each expert witness vou
that vou may call during tnal of these cases. Please designate w:th specificity the expert witnesses
that vou will cail. including:

A The name. address, and job classification of each such expert witness:
B. The subject matter on which the expert is expecied 10 testify;
C. The substance of the facts and opinions to which the expert is expected to testury and

a summary of the grounds for each opinion;

D. Whether any person identified in subparagrapn .1 above has provided a report or
other documentation to vou. and if 50, identity 2ach such document or report.

E. [denufy all documents that vou have provided to each person identified in respense
:0 subparagraph (a) above;

1

Describe in detail the education and work aistors of. and identify anyv "ocis.
Teatises, articles, published and unpublished recers. studies or other schoiarly woras
authored by any individual identified in response to subparagraph (a) apc.e.
Altematively, in lieu of said response, attach a copyv of a resume or curticulum +:tae
and a list of publications to your answers.

ANSWER: Chrvsler objects to Interrogatory No. 60 to the extent it is overly broad. vague and seeks

information outside the scope of permissible discovery under former Rule {66b(2)(e) and current
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Rule 195. Each case involves specific tacts and allegations. Therefore. a case-specific designation

may be made by Chrysler. Subject to said objections and without waiving same. the following

persons may give expert testimony at the time of trial:

John F. Craighead, M.D.
1845 Four Winds Road
Ferrisburgh. Vermont 05456
802-425-3480

Edward Gaensler, M.D.
Boston University Medical Center
30 East Concord Street

Boston, Massachuserts 02118
617.638-4077

Gerald Kerbyv, M.D.

University of Kansas Medical Center
3901 Rainbow

Kansas City, Kansas 66160-7381
913/588-5000

Dorsett Smith. M.D.

4301 Colby, Suite 201
Everent. Washington 92203
206:239-3171

Philip T. Cagle, M.D.

Pathology Department. Room 220-B
Baylor College of Medicine

One Baylor Plaza

Houston, Texas 77030-3411
713/798-3671

Francis W. Weir, Ph.D.

17350 Tomall Parkway

Sutte 330, Willowbrook Place [1!
Houston, Texas 77064
713/893-4003
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Graham W. Gibbs. Ph.D.
14-4122 Range Road

265 Spruce Grove
Alberta_{anada T7Y | E7
403/987-2883

John Bass, M:D.

2451 Fillinghain Street
Tenth Floor. Suite H
Mobile. Alabama 36617
334:471-7888

Robert M. Ross. M .D.
17030 Nanes. Suite 210
Houston, Texas 77090
281 440-8831

John R. Holcomb. M.D.

4410 Medical Drive, Suite 440
San Antonio, Texas 78229-3755
210/692-9400

Hans Wetll. M.D.

Tulane University

School of Medicine

1700 Perdido Street, Second Floor
New Orleans, Louisiana 70112
304/588-5265

Victor L. Roggli, M.D.

Duke University Medical Center
Department ot Pathology

Box 3712

Durham, North Carolina 27710
919,286-0411

Drs. Craighead, Gaensler, Reichman. Kerby, Smuth. Cagie. "Weir. Bass, Ross. Howcomn,
Weill and Roggli. if called to testity, are expected to provide tesumony concerning the anatom: ind
function of the respiratory and circulatory systems: examinations conducted and opinions rezardiny
tissue samples of decedents: the symptomatology, disease process and diagnosis of asbestos:s and
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cancer of the respiratory system, peritoneum and peritoneal cavity: the nature and extent of medical
and scientific knowledge regarding any association of pulmonary disease with asbestos fiber and the
etfect of exposure to sugis-tanc'és other than asbestos in the development and manifestation of diseases
of the respiratory system: the methods of diagnosis and means or establishing the ditferential
diagnosis of asbestos-related diseases with non-asbestos related Jdiseases: the incidence of lung
cancer in the general population and those individuals exposed to asbestos: cigarefte smoxing ind
its etfects on the lungs: the ditference between impairment and Jdisaciany: the erfect of asbesiosis on
disabiiity and lite expectancy: the lack of relationship between nieura. tiaques and developmien: 21
anv cancer; the history. evolution and knowledge ot asbestos-rerates liseases: and the evoivton ot
the medical communities™ awareness of the increased risks ror an istestos-related disease 0 e
cases ot prolonged exposure.

Drs. Craighead and Roggli, if called to testifv, may ‘esu regarding their review
Plaintiff's and or Decedent's medical records and diagnosis ot the physical condition inc
relationship. if anv. between Plaintiff's and-or Decedent’s exposure w0 asbestos as well as astesios
exposure through brake or clutch servicing. Drs. Craighead and Rogyg: may tesufv in the arex -1 ne
medical and scientific aspects of exposure to dust as produced by ~rake or clutch products anc =z
Zevelopment of asbestos-related disease generally.

Dr. Weir and Dr. Gibbs mav tesufyv in the areas ot oxicoiog-  ndustnal nvglene. nriiron
‘oxicologv and methodology, mechanisms of pulmonary irmtant %o and the extrapowation &5 o

from animals to man.
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Gregory D. Foster, M.D.

and/or Custodian of Records
Pulmonary Medicine Consultants. P.A.
375 Muhicipat Drive. Suite 218
Richardson. Texas 75080
972:680-0666

Scott R. Donaldson. M.D.

and/or Custodian of Records
Pulmonary Medicine Consultants. P.A.
273 Municipal Drive. Suite 218
Richardson. Texas 73080
972.680-0666

Kathrvn A, Hale. M.D.

Bavlor College of Medicine
Department ot Internal Medicine
5330 Fannin. Suite Tower = 1236
Houston. Texas 77050
713.790-2076

Robert M. Ross. M.D.

and. or Custodian of Records
| 7030 Nanes. Suite 214
Houston. Texas 77090

713 440-8851

George Delclos, M.D.

5330 Fannin Street. Suite 2403
Houston. Texas 77030

13 790-6230

David Weill. M.D.

andsor Custodian of Records
Medical Citv Hospual
Dallas. Texas

972:566-4866

Gail Diane Stockman, M.D.. Ph.D.
“01 E. Marshall, Suite 4002
Longview, Texas 75601
903/753-0787
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Drs. Foster. Donaldson. Ross. Delclos. Hale. Weill and Stockman may testify concerning the

examinaton and diagnosis of the physical condition of Plainutfs and conceming the overall
condition and relationship of-t-hat condition. if any, to Plaintiffs” alleged exposure to asbestos. Each
doctor may also tesufy concerning the anatomy and function of the respiratory and circulatory
svstem,. the nature of asbestos, the disease process and diagnosts ot asbestos and cancer associated
with the respiratory svstem. the nature and extent ot medical and sc:entfic knowledge regaraing the
association of pulmonary disease with asbestos tiber exposure. the 217ect of exposure 1o sucsiancss
other than asbestos on the development or manitestation ot obstruct:t ¢ and restrictive conditicns ing
diseases particularly in means of establishing the dirferential dragriesis of alleged asbestos aiseases

with other government warnings. smoking and other areas ot the swate-or-the-art. incidents o7 ..ng

cancer among individuals with asbestosis compared with non-asbestos exposed workers and ‘with
the zeneral population. and cigarette smoking and its etfects on the .ungs.

Sam H. Cade, Jr . M.D.
Radiology Department

Bavlor University Medical Center
2300 Gaston Avenue

Dallas. Texas 75242

14 820-3219

Or Cade s a B reader and may tesury regarding the radicgrapns ot Plainurts.

James Robert Shepherd. [I[. M.D.
ruversity of Texas Health Center at Tw ler
Department ot Radiology

Post Office Box 2003

Tvler, Texas 75710-2003

903.877-7108

Dr. Shepherd is a B reader and may testifv regarding the radiographs of Plaintifs.

Robert Lampert, M.D.
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Baylor College of Medicine
Department of Internal Medicine, Pulmonary Section

6550 Fannin, Suite 1220
Houston, Texas 77030
713/793-8988
Dr. Lampert may testify regarding his examination ot Plaintitts and/or Decedents.
Dr. Andrew Churg
Department of Pathology
L niversity of British Columbia
2211 Wesbrook Mall

QU §

Vancouver. BC V6T BS Canada
04 732-0186

Dr. Churg :s Board Certitied in Anatomic Pathology oy tne Amencan Board ot Pathoiogy.

Dr. Churg may provide testimony regarding his examination or 2iaintitfs’ medical records ind
pathology matenal. Dr. Churg may also testify regarding the biological etfects of asbestos and the
avidence of the relationship between the inhalation of various forms of asbestos tibers and asbestos-
associated disease and the factors that go into evaluating whether there is any medical risk rom
aspestos-containing products. Dr. Churg may tfurther testify regarding the physical and chemical
changes that orake linings undergo during the braking process. Dr Churg may further prosice
esumony nased on biostatistics and his review and analyvsis of the epidemiological data ind
rrerature nai crake mechanics and others are not at an increased nisk o develop asbestos-rziated
Ziseases as a result of their work on or around brakes and brake .inirgs Dr. Churg mav alse orov e
resumony regarding animal research concerning asbestos-reiated Jisease. the biologicai erfecis ot
asbestos and various other dusts, cancer research. the practices and protocols regarding pubiication
Ot scientiric research and the history of research into such matters in the United States and eisewhnere

including state of the art. Dr. Churg may also be asked to respond to the testimony from plaintirts’
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axperts regarding the alleged hazards of exposure to friction materials and their alleged propensity

1o release fibers.

-~

The observations ana opinions otfered by Dr. Churg in this matter will be based on his
review ot the materials provided: a continuing review of the available scientific literature relating
to the health effects of materials of interest in this matter and Dr. Churg's education and protessional
2xperience.

As Chrvsler becomes aware of additional facts and the opinions of plaintitfs’ experts. :his
‘Altness may esury regarding his opinions of the additional facts or in response to the opinions ot
SlAINTITS T 2Xperts.

Dr James D. Crapo

4630 South Forest Street
Englewood, Colorado 80110
303:224-0681

Dr. Crapo is the Executive Vice President for Academic Arfairs at the National Jew:ish
Medical & Research Center in Colorado. Dr. Crapo may be called 1o tesufy with respect to medical
condition and causation. Dr. Crapo may also testify with respect 10 the anatomy and function ot the
auman respiratory sy stem. pulmonary tunction testing, diseases allezedly associated with exposure
"0 asbestos and the development of related scientitic and medical knowledge. Dr. Crapo may rurther
restity regarding the biological erfects ot asbestos and the evidence o1 the relauonship between the
‘nnalaton of vanous forms ot asbestos fibers and asbestos-associated disease and the factors o oe
cornsidered in evaluating whether there s any medical rnisk :rom exposure to varnous aspesios-

containing products. He mav also provide testimony regarding animal research concerning asbestos-

related disease, the biological effects of asbestos and various other dusts, cancer research. the
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practices and protocols regarding publication of scientific research and the history of research into

such matters in the United States and elsewhere, including state of the art.

Dr. Crapo may ﬁLrihe—rytestify regarding radiology as a diagnostic aid in asbestos-associated
disease as well as to his review and opinions of the radiographic tindings and the correlation of those
tindings with plaintiff's medical records. work history and other diagnostic studies. Dr. Crapo may
turther provide testimony based on his review of the medical and scientific literature thart brake
mechanics and others are not at an increased risk to develop asresios-related diseases as a resuit ot
their work on or around friction products.

Dr. Crapo may also be asked to respond to the tesumony of certain plamtuffs’ witnesses
orfered at the tme of trial including, but not limited to. any “esumony from plaintiffs™ experts
regarding the alleged hazards of exposure to friction materials ana their alleged propensity to release
tibers.

The observations and opinions offered by Dr. Crapo in any martter will be based on his review
of the matenals provided: a continuing review ot the availabie scientific literature relating o the
fealth erfects of matenal of interest in this matter and Dr. Crapo's education and protessional
2xperience.

As a Chnvsier becomes aware ot addituonal facts and the spimons of plaintitfs’ experts. s
witness may testify regarding his opinions of the additional 72¢73 or in response to the opinions ot
piainutf s experts.

William G. Hughson, M.D.
University of California at San Diego

LaJolla, California 92093
619/294-6001
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Dr. Hughson is Board Cerufied in Internal Medicine and Pulmonary Medicine. Dr. Hughson

may be called to testify with respect to the anatomy and function of the human respiratory svstem.

pulmonary function testing;.diseases allegedly associated with exposure to asbestos and the
development of related scientific and medical knowledge. Dr. Hughson may be called to testify with
respect to medical condition and causation in these cases. Dr. Hughson may also be asked to respond
to the testimony of certain witnesses offered at the time ot trial including, but not limited 1.
resumony trom plaintiffs” experts regarding the alleged hazards of exposure to triction materiais and
their alleged propensity to release fibers.

Dr. Hughson may further provide tesumony based on nis review of the medical and scientisic
literature that brake mechanics and others are not at an increased risk 0 develop asbestos-raiated
diseases as a result of their work on or around brakes and brake linings.

Dr. Hughson mayv turther testifv regarding radiology as a diagnostic aid in ascestos-
associated disease as well as to his review and opinions of the radiographic findings and :he
correlation of those findings with plaintiffs’ or decedents” medical records, work history and >iner
diagnostic studies.

The observations and opinions offered by Dr. Hughson in this matter will be based on nis
review of the materials provided: a continuing review ot the avaiiable scientific literature r2:3t:n2
10 the nealth effects of materials of interest :n this mater and Dr. Hughson's 2ducaten ing
protessional experience.

As Chrysler becomes aware of additional facts and the opinions of plaintitfs’ experis. rus
witness may testify regarding his opinions ot the additional facts or in response to the opinions =t
plainuffs’ experts.
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Ronald F. Dodson, Ph.D.

Chairman, Department ot Cell Biology and
Environmental Sciences

University of Texas Health Center at Tyler
Office of Associate Director of Research
P.O. Box 2003

Tvier. Texas 75710

Dr. Dodson is an expert in microscopy relating to pathology. [f called. Dr. Dodson will
tesufy regarding: (a) pathology studies. any. relating to the Plainuff. (51 matters relating to whether

s

the Plaintirf has a condition or illness caused by asbestos exposure. ind «<) matters relating to . un

r

fiber deposition.

Sheldon H. Rabinovitz. Ph.D.. C.1.H.
Sandler Occupational Medicine Associates
966 Hungerford Drive, Suite 20

Rockville, Maryland 20850

(301)217-0092

(P.0O. Box 7777, Melville, New York 11747)

PN s

Dr. Rabinovitz may be called to testifv regarding mechanics’ asbestos exposure condiion
and health effects and the fact that mechanics are not exposed to leveis of asbestos that resuit :n ans
disease. Dr. Rabinovitz may also testify regarding mechanics’ 'ack of asbestos exposure 13
evidenced through testing concerning brake and clutch servicing.

Helen Revnolds, Ph.D.
Consulting Economist
4316 Potomac

Dallas. Texas 75205
214/343-0322

DR

Dr. Reynolds is an economic consultant and may tesufy regarcing the economic ioss nowrmad
by Plaintitfs. if anv.

William H. Krebs. Ph.D.
Assistant Director, Occupational Safety and Health
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General Motors Corporation
1014 Bishop Road

Grosse Point, Michigan
303/883=9039.

Dr. Krebs has a degree in public health and has had training in epidemioiogy. He may be
called to tesufv with regard to friction products which contain asbestos. rorsterite. release ot asbestos
fibers during the braking process. testing of brake products, medical and scientific literature which
iddresses the i1sted topics. and threshold limit values.

Amold E. Anderson

Tribo Diagnostic Corporation
P.O. Box 2008

Livonia. Michigan 481351
313/427-6307

Mr. Anderson has expertise in the composition, manutacture. use and wear character:siics
of friction matenals. He mav be asked to testify concerning the toilowing matters: (a) how 1 orake
job is performed and the potenual for dust exposure; (b) the science of tribology: (¢} the - pes.
charactenstics and chemical properties of asbestos used in friction matenals and their pathogenic
notential: (dj the types. composition and manutacture of friction matenals: (¢) the history 2 mowion
materials. the use of asbestos in triction materials and the availabilinv of substitutes tor aspesios.
Jecomposition of asbestos in friction materials during the wear rrocess: (g) the nature of resiiua
matenals arer wear; and (h) the etfects ot wear debris in the occupational environment 0t "4 2riers
wnere meuon matenials are used. [f called. he 15 expected 10 testinn toncamung certain other 13Tell:
ot and bases for these general areas of opinion relating o this cause. or other matters .1 zu:

regarding triction materials which because of their technical nature. may contain such opinicns.

Graham W. Gibbs
14-31221 Range Road
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265 Spruce Grove
Alberta, Canada T7Y1E7
403/987-2883
Graham Gibbs has expertise in the areas of epidemiology. industrial hvgiene, and toxicology.

both generally and particularly as those areas relate to asbestos exposure and exposure to asbestos-

containing tnction products. His opinions and the grounds for same :nclude the tollowing matters:
ra) the tvpes. characteristics and chemical properties of asbestos inc their respective tathogenic

potential. 1h) the tvpes. composition and manutacture of friction maten.as: i¢) the history or mictien

1=

matenais. the use ot asbestos in miction matenials. and the lack o1 1 2:.ability of suitable suosiile
matenals ror such use at relevant times; (d) decomposition ot astes’ s .a Tiction materiais Jurnng
the wear process: (e) the composition of residual matenials after wear Zoes not include sigrizican:

asbestos: (1) the etfects of wear and the occupational environment of workers in which inese

products are used: 1g) federal laws and regulations governing asbesios 2xposure: (h) thresho.d it

s

values and time-weighted averages; (1) charactenistics and epidemioicgy or asbestos-related diseases:
(jr relevant medical and scientific literature on these subjects: ik the zoncepts of toxicity and nararl.
nctuding Jiscussion of the human body s natural detense svsiem. | Iose response relaticn:r.o:
'm) potential for asbestos exposure in occupational settings: and (0 1% Des, characteristics. ang .33
2T L anous thpes of asbestos. He mayv also pe called 1o tesuf corcerming certain 11 other Zetas
"21ating t0 aspects of and bases for these arzds of opinions refating "o 7S ACUONI OF. (1) Other 7277
of ract which because of technical nature mayv contain some orinions,

John W. Kourik, P.E.

[ 156 Olivaire Lane

St. Louis, Missourt 63132
314,994-7857
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Witness Kourik may be called to testify about the braking systems of various vehicles and
state of the art inforrrla_ttion. He may also testify about developments in braking system design.
manutacture and testing. He'may testitv further concerning the mechanics ot friction products.
braking svstem repair procedures and consumer expectations of braking systems and vehicle safety.
Mr. Kourik may testify about the characteristics of chrysotile asbestos and its use in friction products
as well as substitute and replacement matertals for asbestos in. 7riinen croducts.

Additionally, Chrvsler reserves the nght to call as a Wl'.."‘.d:’i 1.0 doctors who have exam.ned
Plaintitfs and-or Decedents. reviewed Plaintitfs’ and or Dececenis’ medical records. anc or nave
been designated as witnesses by any other parties to this zcton. 3s well as the custocians or
applicable medical records. Chrysler also reserves the right to use v Arfidavit, Deposition. Answer
to Interrogatories or Request for Admissions made by any part. ' *his action whether or not such
party 1s suil a party at the ume of tnal. Chrysler rurther reser~ es :ne night to call any wiinesses is
may be necessarv for rebuttal testimony. To the extent that these a:inesses are alive, they man e

called hive or by deposition.

.1 health effects of chrvsotile asbestos used in friction products. :tate of the art and xnow:ezgz o
‘he indusi Zunng the relevant ume frame.
A :opy of each identified individual's curriculum +iaze ¢ cresently in the possession o

Plainutfs’ counsel. [f an additional review of such 1s necessar: . :ame will be available tor rzv ew

at the otfice of counsel tor Chrysler at a mutually convenient time.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 61.: Please state the name, present address and present telephone

number, along with the experience and qualifications. if applicable. of each and every person. known
to Defendant or to Defendant’s agents. having knowledge of facts relevant to these cases involving,
but not limited to: —~

AL

1dentification of asbestos-containing products 10 which each and every individual
Plaintiff. separate and distinct from all other Plainuffs within the group. allegedly
was exposed or facts disputing the identification of asbestos-containing products in
this case.

2ach and every individual Plaintiffs’. separate and disunct from all other Plainutts
within the group. alleged damages. tnjuries and or "2cis disputing each and =very
Plainttfs’ alleged damages and or injuries:

the negligence of any person or entity other than Detendant which Detendant
contends was a cause of each and every individua: 2lanutfs’. separate and distinct
rom all other Plaintuiffs within the group. allegec :ri.nes and or damages:

each of Detendant’s defenses enumerated in Derencant's last filed Answer in each
ot these cases.

ANSWER: Chrysler objects to Interrogatory No. 61 to the extent tnat it is unlimited in ume and

scope and seeks information in violation of the attorney client and »ork product privileges. Subject

' said objections. the following persons may have knowledge of relevant facts:

Paul Keily
Mav be contacted through counsel)

.ames Knoll
May be contacted through counsel)

Donaid Kvamberg
Mav be contacted through counsel!

Ropert Tormey
«May be contacted through counsel)

George Travlor
3034 County Road 15
Wadlev, Alabama 36276
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INTERROGATORY NO. 62.: Please identifv documents which will be used at time of trial.
(Exhibit List. Deposition List), which are relevant to each ot Deftendant’s enumerated detenses in
Defendant’s last filed Answer.

ANSWER: Chrysler objects w0 [nterrogatory No. 62 for the reason that it is overly broad. vague and
ambiguous and is unlimited in scope or in time and seeks information which is outside the scope of
permussible discovery. Further objecting, this interrogatory seeks to review Chryvsler's attomey work
oroduct and tnal preparation. and is outside the scope of permissible discovery under the Texas
Rules of Civii Procedure. To the extent any such documents haw e ~e2n :dentitied. see the attached

2xhioit st

INTERROQGATORY NQ. 63,: When. if ever, did Defendant or anv of its predecessor-tn-interest
first receive a copy of the article entitled A Health Survey or Pipe Covering Operations in
Constructing Naval Vessels™, published in January, 1946 in the Joumnal of Industrial Hygiene &
Toxicology. and authored by W. Fleischer and P. Drinker, et al ("the Fleischer-Drinker Report™?

A [dentifv the name and position of the emplovee or otficer who received same:

B nlease produce all documents generated by Detendant which discuss or in any way
reference the “Fleischer-Drinker™ study prior to 1968:

C piease produce all documents upon which vour responses above are based:

D clease identify the name(s) and address(es) ot anv cerson(s) who can ~enty - our
ibave response;

E. Jid Defendant ever rely on the Fleischer-Dninker Report in whole or in part as 1 nasis

that Detfendant’s asbestos products could be used :n :he workplace without nsk =f
isbestos-related health impacts 1o the consumer ird or dystander:

-

if s0. please produce every document which evidences in any way that Derendant
relied on the Fleischer-Drinker Report in whole or in part for the proposition stated
in [nterrogatory No. 63(a) above:
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G. if vour answer to 63(e) is ves. when was the first date Defendant relied on the
Fleischer- Drinker report in whole or in part for the proposition stated in 63(e)
above?

ANSWER: Chrysler objects to [nterrogatory No. 63 for the reason that it is overly broad. vague and
ambiguous and is unlimited in scope or in time and seeks information which is outside the scope of
permissible discovery. Subject to the foregoing objections and without same, from the 1930s.
Chrysler emploved industrial hvgiene professionals who were made abreast of government
regulations. authontative studies and tests, including the Fleiscrer-Ornnker Report and the Dreessen
Report. and reievant industrial hvgiene guidelines. Due to the - 1st number of employees working
for Chryvsler through the vears. it is not possible to identify whnicn individual would have been the
first aware of this report or how it was first conveved to Chrysier Chrysler believes it would have
been generally aware of significant industrial hygiene studies. See Responses to Interrogatory Nos.

23.26.27 and 28.

INTERROGATORY NO. 64, When, if ever, did Defendant or anv of its predecessors- in-interast
first recerve a copy of the article entitled A Study of Asbestos in the Asbestos Textle [ndusir
published in 1938 in Public Health Bill, No. 241, U.S. Public Heaith Service and authored by ' C
Dreessen 1 "the Dreessen Report™)?

A Idenufy the name and position of the emplovee >r stficer who received same.

3 nlease produce all documents generated by Derencant which discuss or in any i
reterence the “Dreessen’ study prior to 1968.

C. please produce all documents upon which vour responses above are based.

D. please identify the name(s) and address(es) of anv person(s) who can veriry :our
ibove response;
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E. did Defendant ever rely on the Dreessen Report in whole or in part as a basis that
Defendant’s asbestos products could be used in the workplace without risk of
asbestos-related health impacts to the consumer and or bystander:

_—

F. if so, please produce every document which evidences in any way that Defendant
relied on the Dreessen Report in whole or in part for the proposition stated in
[nterrogatory 63(a) above;

G. if vour answer to 63(e) is ves, when was the tirst date Defendant relied on the
Dreessen Report in whole or in part for the proposition stated in 63(e) above?

ANSWER: Chrysler objects to [nterrogatory No. 64 for the reason that it is overly broad. s ague iand
ambiguous and is unlimited in scope or in time and seeks information which is outside the scope of
permissible discovery Subject to the rforegoing objections and without same. from the 93Js.
Chrysler employed industrial hvgiene professionals who were made abreast of government
regulations, authoritative studies and tests, including the Dreessen Report, and relevant industinai
hvgiene guidelines. Someone in the [ndustrial Hygiene Department would have become awarz ot
Public Health Bill No. 241 at the time it became part of the scienufic literature. Due to “he - st
number of emplovees working for Chrysler through the vears. it 15 not possible to idenur. wnich
individual would have been the first aware of this report or how it was first conveved to Carvs.er.
Chryvsler believes it would have been generally aware of significant industnal hvgiene stucies sez

Responses to [nterrogatory Nos. 25, 26, 27 and 28.

VIL

NSES TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1.: Please produce a true and correct copy of 2ach

photograph of each asbestos-containing product identified in answer to Interrogatory No. +




RESPONSE: Chrysler objects to Request for Production No. [ as being overly broad, burdensome,

and not reasonably limited in time or in scope and is therefore outside the scope of permissible

discovery. Subject to the foregoing objections, and without waiving same, Chrysler does not

maintain documentary or photographic evidence of all prior products.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ. 2.: Please produce anyv diagrams or schematics indicating,
stauing or Jdetailing the existence of any of vour subsidiaries. prececessors. or divisions as derined
on Page | of these Interrogatories and Request for Production

RESPONSE. Chrysler objects to Request for Production No. 2 as ze:ng overly broad and vague ang
tails 10 set forth with particularity those items to be produced and s :heretore outside the scope ot
permissible discovery. Further objecting, this Request i1s not reasonapdiy [imited in time or scope. &3
unduly burdensome and is sought for purposes of harassment, and seeks irelevant information not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissibie evidence. Over the many vears conerad
by this litigation Chrysler has had numerous corporate structures in the United States and throughout
the world.

Respecttully submuitted.

7 1
~ W e
J.MARK PENLEY
State Bar No. 13730700

KATIE ANDERSON
State Bar No. 0073905

STRASBURGER & PRICE, L.L.P.
901 Main Street. Suite 4300
Dallas. Texas 75202

(214) 651-4300

(214) 651-4330 (telecopy)

DEFENDANT DAIMLERCHRYSLER CORPORATION'S THIRD AMENDED ANSWERS AND
RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFFS' MASTER INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTIOQN - Page 34

STl 3POINETANNG 576



ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
DAIMLERCHRYSLER CORPORATION

TIFICATE OF SERVICE

This 1s o certity that a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing document has been
forwarded to all counsel of record, in accordance with the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure
on this the 7th day of July, 1999.

roke rdpe

KATIE ANDERSON
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STATE OF MICHIGAN )
) ss:
COUNTY OF OAKLAND )

R.D. HOUTMAN, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says that he is
an Assistant Secretary of DaimierChrysier Corporation (formerly Chrysler
Corporation, the surviving corporation following the mergers effective December 30
and 31, 1989, of Chrysler Corporation and a number of its subsidiaries, including
Chrysler Motors Corporation); that he has read the ‘oregoing Third Amended
Answers to the attached Dallas County Master Interrogatories and subscribed ‘o
same on behalf of DaimlerChrysler Corporation; that e foregoing answers are
based on information communicated by DaimilerChrysier Corporation personnei ard
other persons and information obtained from books and records of DaimierChrysier

Corporation; and that he has no reason to believe that <he foregoing responses are

not true and correct.

T it
R.D. HOYTMAN
Assistarit Secretary

DaimlerChrysler Corporation

Subscribed and sworn to before me

this 33 ¢ day of j;d w1999,

At @ Sekdd

Notary PuBlic, Oakland County
State of Michigan

My Commission expires on:

. Froraa e
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EXHIBIT DESCRIPTION OF EXHIBIT
NUMBER
I OL. Bjarvholm, 1. Brisman: Asbestos associared rumors in car mechanics.
’ British Journal of Industrial Medicine 1988, 45:645-646. ‘
102, Rohl. Arthur N.. Langer. Arthur M., Woir?, Mary S. & Weisman. !
| [rving: Asbestos Exposure during Brake L.ning Maintenance and
Repair. Environmental Research: 2, 110-:23 1976).
| 03. Edelman, D. A.: Exposure to asbestos ana :he risk of gastrointestinai
cancer: a reassessment, British Journal of :~dustrial Medicine 1988:
45:75-82.
04. Weiss, W.: Cigarette Smoke, Asbestos, and Small [rregular Opacities.
Am. Rev. Respir. Dis. 1984: 130-293-301
0s. Luxon, S.: Technical Implementation of the New Asbestos Regulations.,
Annals of Occupational Hygiene (British). !anuary 1970.
06. Lynch, J. R.: Brake Lining Decomposition Products, Journal of the Air |
Pollution Control Association, Vol. 18, No. 12, pp. 824-826. )
07. Wong, O., Report: The Epidemiology of Lung Cancer in Workers
! Exposed to Brake Lining Dust, prepared for Anderson, Kill, Olick &
l Oshinsky, P.C.. (1995) in the case of Sed¢on -Dennison) v. Abex
! Corporation. et al.
1 08. Wong, O.. Using Epidemiology to Determine Causation in Disease.
' Epidemiology and Causation. pp. 496-3G2.
J9. Stanley, K. E.. Lung Cancer and Tobacco--: Global Problem. Cancar
Detection and Prevention 9:83-89 (1986).
010. Williams, R. L. & Muhlbaier. J. L.: Asbesros Brake Emissions.
Environmental Research 29, 70-82 (1982).
0Ll Lorimer, W. V.. Rohl, A. N., Miller, A.. Nicholson, W. J. & Selikoff.
L. J.: Asbestos Exposure of Brake Repair Workers in the United States.
The Mount Sinai Journal of Medicine, Vol. 43, No. 3, (1976).
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EXHIBIT DESCRIPTION OF EXHIBIT
NUMBER
012. Rohl, A7 N., Langer, A. M., Klimentidis. R.. Wolff, M. S. & Selikoff,
[. J.. Asbestos Content of Dust Encountered in Brake Maintenance and
Repair. Proceedings of the Royal Society of Medicine, Vol. 70. (1977).
013. Dement, J. M.: Cincinnati Municipal Garage Automobile Brake
Servicing Operation, U.S. National Institute for Occupational Safety &
Health, U.S.Dept. of Commerce, PB83-188045 (1972).
014. Hickish, D. E. & Knight. K. L.: Exposure :0 Asbestos During Brake |
Maintenance. Ann.Occup.Hyg., Vol. 13. op. i7-21, (1970) (Britsh) i
|
| 913, Wright, G. W. & Kuschner, M.: The Inrluence of Varving Lengths or
| Glass and Asbestos Fibres on Tissue Response in Guinea Pigs.
0le. Marcus, K., Jarvholm. B. G.. Larsson, S.. isbestos-associated lung l
i effects in car mechanics. Scand. J. Work Environ. Health 13 (1987) 232- |
254, |
017. Berry, G. & Newhouse, M. L.: Mortalirv of workers manufacturing
friction materials using asbestos, British Journal of Industrial Medicine
1983 40:1-7.
| a
018. McDonald, A. D.. Fry, J. S., Woolley, A. J. & McDonald, J.C.: Dusr |
exposure and mortality in an American chrvsotile asbestos friction |
products plant, British Journal of Industrial Medicine 1984, 41:15-157.
Q19. Weiss, W.: Mortality of a Cohort Exposed to Chrvsotile Asbestos.
[ Journal of Occupational Medicine. Vol. {9. No. 11 (1977).
1 020. Wong, O.. Chrvsotile Asbestos, Mesothelioma. and Garage Mechanics.
3 American Journal of Industrial Medicine 2!:449-451 (1992).
1 o2y Weiss, W.: Cigarerte smoking and small irregular opacities, Briush
Journal of Industrial Medicine 1991; 48:34:-344.
[RARS McDonald, A. D. & McDonald. J. C.. Maiignant Mesothelioma in
| North America. Cancer 46:1650-1656. (920,
| 023. Smoking and Health: Report of the Advisorv Committee to the Surgeon
General of the Public Health Service, Pubiic Health Service Publication
No. 1103.
024. Cohen, David: Smoking Impairs Long-Term Dust Clearance from the :
Lung; Science, Vol. 204, (514-517) 1979. :
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025.

Schwartz, Eugene, M.D. . M.P.H.: Proportionate Montality Ratio
Analysis of Automobile Mechanics and Gasoline Service Station Workers
in New Hampshire; American Journal of Industrial Medicine 12:91-99
(1987)

026.

Letters to the Editor, Pleural mesothelioma in oil refinery workers;
Scand J Work Environ Health 1995; 21:301-9.

| 027.

Wynder, Ernest L. & Graham, Evarts A.. M.D.: Tobacco Smoking as a
Possible Etiologic Factor in Bronchiogenic Carcinoma: J.A.M.A.
143:329-338 (1950).

028.

Antman, K. A., Carson, J. M., Li,F.P., Greenberger, J., Sytkowski,
A.. Henson, D. E. & Weinstein, L.: Malignant Mesothelioma
Following Radiation Exposure, J. of Clinical Oncology; 1:695-700
(1983).

029.

Lilis, Ruth, M.D.: Fibrous Zeolites and Endemic Mesothelioma in
Cappadocia, Turkey: J Occup Med v.23:548-550.

030.

Artvinll, M., M.D. & Bana, Y.1., M.D.: Malignant Mesotheliomas in a
Small Village in the Anatollan Region of Turkev: An Epidemiologic
Studv; INCI v.63:17-22 (1979).

Craighead, J. E., M.D. & Mossman, B. T., Ph.D.: The Pathogenesis
of Asbestos-Associated Diseases; N Engl ] Med v.306:1446-1455 (1982).

Anderson, A. E., Gealer, R. L., McCune. R. C., Sprys, J. W.:
Asbestos Emission from Brake Dynamometer Tests; Society of
Automotive Engineers, Automobile Engineering Meeting, Detroit, MI
May 14-18, 1973.

| 933,

McDonald, A. D.. M.D.. Fry, J. S.. Ph.D.. Mesothelioma and fiber
rype in three American asbestos factories--Preliminary report. Scand J
Work Environ Health 8 (1982); suppl 1, 33-58.

| 034

McDonald, J. C.: Health Implications of Environmental Exposure (0 !
Asbestos, Environmental Heal Perspectives. Vol. 62, pp. 319-328. 1935.

03s.

Stanton, P. F., Layard, M., Tegeris, A., Miller, E., May, M. & Kent.
E.. Carcinogenicity of Fibrous Glass: Pleural Response in the Rat in
Relation to Fiber Dimension_J Natl Cancer Inst 58: 587-603. 1977
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036.

Newhouse, M. L., Sullivan. K. R.. 4 mortality study of workers
manufacturing friction materials: 1941 - 86, British Journal of [ndustrial
Medicine: 46:176-179.

037.

Acheson, E. D., Gardner, M. J., Winter. P. D., Bennett, C., Cancer in
a Factory Using Amosite Asbestos, International Journal of
Epidemiology, 1984 13:3-10.

038.

Milne, K.L., Sandler, D.P. Everson, R.B. and Brown, S.M.: Lung
cancer and occupational in Alameda Counry: A death certificate case-
control studv, Am.J.Ind. . Med. 4:565-575. 1983.

039.

Morabia. A., Markowitz. S.. Garibaldi. K., and Wynder, E.L.: Lung
cancer and occupation. results of a mulncentre case-control study. j
Br.J.Ind.Med. 49:721-727. 1992. |

040.

Gustavsson, P., Plato, N., Lidstrom E-B. and Hogstedt, C.: Lung
cancer and exposure to diesel exhaust among bus garage workers.
Scand.J.Work Environ. Health 16:348-354, 1990.

041.

Benhamou, S., Benhamou, E. and Flamant, R.: Occuparional risk
factors of lung cancer in a French case-control study. Br.J.Ind.Med.
45:231-233, 1988.

042.

Hansen, E.S.: Monrtality of auto mechanics. Scand.J.Work Environ.
health 15:43-46, 1989.

043.

Lerchen, M.L., Wiggins, C.L., Samet, J.M.: Lung cancer and

occupation in New Mexico. JNCI 79:639-645, 1987.

044.

Langer, A.M., and McCaughey, W.T.E.. Mesothelioma in a brake ;
repair worker. Lancet (Nov. 13, 1982). op. 1101-1103. l

"
—

David, J.M.G., and Coniam, S.W.: Experimental studies on the effects
of heated chrysotile asbestos and automobile brake lining dust injected

into the bodv cavities of mice. Exp. Mol. Pathol. 19:339-353. 1973 |

046.

Woitowitz, H-J, Lange H-J, Beierl L.. Rathgeb, M., Schmidt, K., Ulm,
K., Giesen, T., Woitowitz, R.H., Pache, L. and Rodelsperger, K.:
Mortality rates in the Federal Republic of German following previous
occupational exposure to asbestos dust. Int. Arch. Occup. Environ.

Health 57:161-171, 1986.
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047.

Cl;é'ng, V.K.L., and O'Kelly, F.J.: Asbestos exposure in the motor
vehicle repair and servicing industry in Hong Kong. J.Soc.Occup.med.
36:104-106, 1986.

048.

Newhouse, M.L., Berry, G. and Skidmore, J.W.: A mortalitv studv of
workers manufacturing friction materials with chrysotile asbestos.
Ann.Occup.Hyg. 26:899-909, 1982.

049,

Rushton, L., Alderson, M.R., and Nagarajah. C.R.: Epidemiological
survey of maintenance workers in London Transport Executive bus :
garages and Chiswick Works. Br.J.Ind..Med. 40:340-345, 1983. |

050.

Zahm, Shelia Hoar, Pierluigi Coccom M.D.. and Blair, Aaron, Ph.D..
Tobacco Smoking as a Risk Factor for Coion Polvps. Am.J. Pub.Health. |
Vol. 81. No. 7, pp. 946-49 (July 1991).

05t.

Peto, Richard, Lopez, Allen D., Boreham. Jillian, Thune, Michae. and
Heath, Clark, Jr., Monrtality from Tobacco in Developed Countries.
Indirect Estimation from National Vital Statistics. The LANCET. Vol.
339, pp. 1268-1278 (May 23, 1992).

052.

Carbone M, et al., Simian virus 40-like DNA sequences in iuman
pleural mesotheliomas, 9 Oncogene [1781-1790 (1994).

053.

Carbone, et al., Simian virus-40 large-T antigen binds p33 in human
mesotheliomas, 3 Narure Medicine 908-912 (Aug. 1997),

054.

DeLuca, et al.. the retinoblastoma gene family pRB/p10S. P107.
; e Hamly D 4
3 Nature Medicine 913-916 (Aug. 1997). :

055.

Craighead, John E., M.D.: Do Silica and Asbestos Cause Lung Cancer’, |
Arch. Pathol. Lab. Med., 116: 16-20 (1992 :

056.

Anspach, M., Jacob, G..: Pulmonary Neoplasia Among Dresden
Asbestos Workers, Annals of New York Academy of Sciences, 536-348.

057.

Hughes, Janet M., Weill, Hans: ‘Asbestos as a Precursor of Asbestos-
Related Lung Cancer: Results of a Prospective Morality Study, Britsh
Journaf of Industrial Medicine, Vol. 48: 229-233 (1991).
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A Prospective Longitudinal Study of Chest Radiographs and Lung
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