LAW

ATTORNEY’

cET

am3 NINTY
OAKLAND. CALIFL .. NIA 94807

141%1 A2 B134

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

21

22

23

24

25

28

27

28

L

. *— L“-) v PN "‘{ L
, Livad - /i
!
i e isla e Soom 516
Ne 7D %ﬂ
. BRAYTON & 2.
Robert D. Bjork, Jr.
Dorine R. Kohn MAY 2 & 1009
BJORK, FLEER & LAWRENCE .
! 483 Ninth Street Tomascu;--
| cakland, California 94607 e T
Telephone: (415) 832-8134 BOS it
WC/DEF
Attorneys for Defendant "030
The Rockbestos Company .
g 0€r069/
e
| Lol
I frece C

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA - COUNTY OF SOLANO

i In Re: No. 2830

THE ROCKBESTOS COMPANY'S
RESPONSES TO GENERAL ORDER
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i The Rockbestos Company ("Rockbestos"), responds to
|

{
I: plaintiffs' standard interrogatories pursuant to General Order
| .

No. 30.00 as follows:

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT GENERAL OBJECTIONS

Rockbestos objects to the interrogatories on the
grounds that they exceed the permissible scope of discovery as
‘defined by CCP 2017, and seek information which is neither

relevant to the subject matter of this action nor reasonably

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

provisions pertaining to interrogatories, Rockbestos objects.

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

as they are commonly understood.

Rockbestos objects to the interrogatories on the

grounds that they seek "corporate knowledge" because it is
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impossible for Rockbestos to set forth a collective knowledge of
all Rockbestos employees, past and present. The information
contained in the interrogatory responses has been . assembled by
authorized employees and counsel for Rockbestos. It is
impossible to reconstruct each step in the information gathering
process or to state that all pertinent documents have been
@iscovered and examined. It is also impossible to state that all
individuals with relevant knowledge have been contacted to this
point. 1Investigation continues and Rockbestos specifically
reserves the right to revise, correct, supplement and amend these

interrogatory responses.

Rockbestos has nevef mined asbestos fiber or-
manufactured asbestos thermal insulation. Many of the
interrogatories request information relating to the mining of
asbestos and the processes utilized in manufacturing raw
asbestos. Rockbestos cobjects to these and other interrogatories,
propounded as a boilerplate set of interrogatories in that they

are not designed to elicit discoverable information from

Rockbestos.

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

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

forth below.

| Response to Interrogatory No. 3:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

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

b. The Rockbestos Company, 285 Nicoll Street, New

Haven, Connecticut 06504;
€. Quality Assurance Manager:

d. Dates of Employment Position Held

1

; 1967-1968 Personnel Mgr.
! ) 1968-1971 Materials Mgr.
i 1871-1973 Superintendent
: 1973~-Present Quality

Assurance Mgr.

esponse to Inte (o] No.

See preliminary statement and general objections.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

+
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a. - e. The Rockbestos Company was incorporated on
March 1, 1923. It is a Delaware Corporation with its principal
place of business at 285 Nicoll Street, New Haven, Connecticut

06504,

Response_to terrogato 0. 3:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:
Rockbestos was known as Rockbestos Products Corporation
dating from March 1, 1923. In 1959 it became a division of Cerro

Corporation. 1In 1984, it became The Rockbestos Company.

esponse to ato O.

.o

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Rockbestos has maintained a Certificate of Authority to

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

date.

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

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

these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Rockbestos has never had a department, divisien,
subdivision, branch or group specifically responsible for the
design, development, manufacture, testing and use of

asbestos-containing products. Refer to Response to Interrogatory

No. 8.

Response to Interrogatory No. 6:

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

Notwithstanding these objecticons, Rockbestos responds:

No.

Response to Interrogatory No. 7:

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

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

Response to Interrogatory No. 8:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections. The
subparts of this interrogatory reguest information so burdensome
to ascertain, as to be unjust, hafassing, annoying and oppressive
because the information relates to numerous products manufactured
during a 61 year perjod and the reguest is not limited to
products allegedly used by plaintiff/plaintiff's decedent or
allegedly sold and/or supplied to plaintiff's/plaintiff's
decedent's employers during the period of plaintiff's/plaintiff's
decedent's employment. 1In addition, the interrogatory reguests
detailed information not reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence and which falls outside the

scope of this litigation. Notwithstanding these objections,

Rockbestos responds:

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

pertinent information for products identified by

‘I plaintiff/plaintiff's decedent.

a. Since 1930 Rockbestos has manufactured and marketed
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wire and cable products, some of which contained encapsulated and
saturated asbestos. These products included: apparatus and
motor lead wire, appliance and fixture wire, control cable, power
cable, switchboard wire, high temperature wire, furnace and mud
gun cable, shipboard cable and instrumentation cable, and may
also have been referenced by National Electric Code and other
specifications and designations. Rockbestos utilized various
brand names and trademarks during this period, including,

Firezone, Firewall, Rocktherm, Pyrotrol, Phosroc, Cryozone and

H-Zone:

b. - c. Refer to Response to Interrogatory No. 8 a.;

Some of the following wire and cable products contained

encapsulated and saturated asbestos during the indicated periods.

Wire/Cable Products ox. Dates of Manufactur

Apparatus wire ‘ 1936 to 1985
Motor lead wire 1930 to 1985
Appliance and fixture wire 1830 to 1985
Control cable 1930 to 1985
Power cable 1930 to 1985
Switchboard wire . 1930 to 1985
High temperature wire 1938 to 1985
Furnace and mud gun cable 1974 to 1980
Shipboard cable 1930 to 1979
instrument cable 1930 to 1977




d. (i)-(iii) It would be unduly burdensome to provide the
chemical composition of each such product because Rockbestos
manufactured many different wire and cable products during the
sixty-one year period and the percentage of asbestos utilized in
each product varied broadly over time and with the size of the
wire and cable. To the extent possible, Rockbestos will attenmpt
to provide this information for products to which
plaintiff/plaintiff's decedent alleges exposure. Rockbestos used

only chrysotile asbestos in manufacturing wire and cable products
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i Components " %

with insulation containing encapsulated and saturated asbestos.
The feollowing are exanmples:

YEAR 1981

Product
#14 Firezone 101

(High Temperature TAGT)

Nickel clad conductor 47.4

i\ Teflon tape ) 9.3
. Teflon coated glass yarn 13.0
Teflon finish compound 1.6
Glass yarn | 4.9
Silicone and resin finish compounds 9.7
Lap: Asbestos 12.1
Other non asbestos components 2.0

10

v mes e ——
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YEAR: 1979

duct:
#14 AVA
components
Copper conductor
Tape
Mylar
Saturant
Varnished cambric tape

Lap and yarn: Asbestes

Other non-asbestos components

YEAR: 1981:

f Product

#8 AVA

' Components

Copper conductor

Nomex tape

| Mylar
.. Varnished cambric tape
1. Saturant

i Lap andvyarn: Asbestos

Other non-asbestos components

e. Wire and cable:

11

55.5

.5

29.5
12.8

23.6

55.5

.5
9.2
18.4
13.4

2.4
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f. It would be unduly burdensome to provide a
description of the physical appearance and nature of each
product. To the ex€ent possible, Rockbestos will attempt to
provide this information for products to which
plaintiff/plaintiff's decedent alleges exposure. The wire and
cable products generally did not have any external markings,
although the boxes, spools or reels containing the products
generally were marked or tagged with the names Cerro or
Rockbestos, the brand or trade names Firezone, Firewall,
Rocktherm, Pyrotrol, Phosroc¢, Cryozone or H-Zone, an hourglass
within a circle or other distinctive markings. In general, wire

and cable products were marked internally with marker threads:

g. It would be unduly burdensome to provide a
detailed description of thé intended use of each product. To the
extent possible, Rockbestos will attempt to provide this
information for products to which plaintiff/plaintiff's decedent
alleges exposure. The intended use of wire and cable products
with insulation containing encapsulated and saturated asbestos is
in those applications requiring resistance to high temperature
and flame, and as required in military, government and trade

specifications for certain wire and cable construction:

h. = i. The suppliers of asbestos containing products

include:

1. Raybestos-Manhattan Corp.

Products: Lap, roving yarn.

Dates: 1945-1986¢

12
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2. Amatex Corp.

Products: Roving yarn.
Dates: 1976-1986

3. Harco Chemical

Products: Cable filler
Dates: 1950-1986

4. Manning Paper Co.
Products: S.A. Asbestos tape

Dates: 1970~1986

. 5. Facile Div. Sun Chemical Corp.

Products: AM - Asbestos Mylar Tape
Dates: 1970-1986

6. Johns~-Manville Corp.

Products: AM - Asbestos Mylar Tape

Dates: 1976-1986

Currently unknown, but investigation is continuing.

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

which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

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

these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.
Response to Interrogatory No. 11:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory reguests detailed information not_reascnably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence angd
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

onse to terrogato

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

Rockbestos further objects to this intérrogatory on the grounds

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

Notwithstanding these objections,; Rockbestos responds:

No.

Response to Interrogatory No. 13:

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

" No.
[} se to Interrogato ©. 14:

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

which falls outside the scope of this litigation. '

15
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Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Currently unknown, but investigation is continuing.

Response to Interrogatory No. 15:

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

285 Nicoll Street

New Haven, Connecticut 06504

Response to Interrogatory No. 16:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

i Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

a. Approximately 1920;

16
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b. They continue to operate today:

¢. Refer to Response to Interrogatory No. 8.

Response to Interrogatory No. 17:

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:
Currently unknown, but investigation is continuing.
Response to Interrogatory No. 18:

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

Notwithstanding these ob)ectzons, Rockbestos responds:

a. - g. February 7, 1967; Patent % 3,303,270

17
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See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation. 1In addition,
this information is equally available to plaintiffs by ingquiry to
the United States Patent and Trademark Office in Washington, D.C.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

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

is continuing.

esponse t terrogatoe o, ¢0:

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

18
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Response to Interrogatory No. 21:

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Currently unknown, but investigation is continuing.

esponse to Interrogato 0. 22

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

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

which contained encapsulated and saturated asbestos, to nuclear

power plants;

18
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b. The Rockbestos Company, 285 Nicoll Street, New

Haven Connecticut, 06504;
¢. Edward Randall.

Response to Interrogatory No. 23:

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

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

to inspeét these documents at that location.

.

Response to Interrogatory No. 24:

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

which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

20
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Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Numerous uncatalogued documents responsive to this

request are maintained at The Rockbestos Company, 285 Nicoll

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

to inspect these documents at that location.

Response to terrogat 0.

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

~a. The Rockbestosnbompany, 285 Nicoll Street, New

Raven, Connecticut, 06504;

b. Edward Randall.
esponse to terrogato . 26

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

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and

21
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which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:
Not applicable.
esponse to Interyo [>) o 273

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

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and

. which falls outside’ the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:
Not applicable.
Response to Interrogatory No. 28:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections. The

 interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigatiqn. In addition,
the information sought is so burdensome to ascertain as to be
unjust, harassing, annoying and oppressive because it relates to
numerous products manufactured during a 61 year period and is not
limited to products allegedly used by plaintiff/plaintiff's
decedent or allegedly scold and/or supplied to

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

these objections, Rockbestos responds:

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

previously identified.

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

plaintiff/plaintiff's decedent.

Response to Interrogatory No. 29:

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

the information sought is so burdensome to ascertain as to be

'unjust, harassing, annoying and oppressive because it relates to

numerous products manufactured during a 61 year period and is not

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

these objections, Rockbestos responds:

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

distinctive markings.

Plaintiff has not established that

plaintiff/plaintiff's decedent utilized any product manufactured

by Rockbestos. Rockbestos will attempt to provide all known,

pertinent information for products identified by

plaintiff/plaintiff's decedent.

Response to Interrogatory No. 30:

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

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
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which falls outside the scope of this litigation.
Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

a. -~ b, Examples of packaging or containers
substantially similar to those utilized by Rockbestos during the

defined time period may be inspected at the Rockbestos Conmpany,

285 Nicoll Street, New Haven Connecticut 06504
c. Edward Randall.
Response to Interrogatory No, 31:

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:
Not applicable.

esponse to t ogato O.

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

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

responds:

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

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

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculatéé to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation. 1In addition,

this interrogatory incorrectly assumes that wire and cable

. products, with insulation containing encapsulated and saturated

asbestos, were hazardous. Notwithstanding these objectioens,

Rockbestos responds:

No such brochures or pamphlets relating to Rockbestos

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Rockbestos has never had contract units. Refer to

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

L 24

Re nse to erroga No.

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

these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Not as far as is currently known, but investigation is

continuing.
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() errogato No 6:

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:
None.

Response to Interrogato No.

*

-

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

| Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds

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

which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

. Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

(i) b. IKF 1987 to currently unknown.
h. AIA 1979 to 1982.

Response to Interrogatory No,., 38:

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

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

b. - ¢. Currently unknown, but investigation is

continuing.
esponse to terrogatory No. 39:

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

No such documents were received by Rockbestos on or

near the dates of their dissemination by the Saranac Laboratory

at the Trudeau Foundation.

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

continuing;
esponse to Interrogate c. 40:

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

spons [+ t ogato O.

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.




S LAWHENLE
AT LAW
STREET
OARLAND. CALIFORNIA DABOD?

ATTOR
A8 3 NN

DJORN, F Lt

(4:9) A2 HIDA

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

18

21

22

24

25

26

28

eSPo teryro -) o, 42:

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

ons (=] errogato O.

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

which falls outside the scope of this litigation.
esponse to terrogato O. 44:

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

interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

Response to Interrogatory No. 45:

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

falls outside the scope of this litigation.
Response to Interrogatory No. 47:

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

interrogatory requests detailed information not reasohably

| calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and

which falls outside.the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

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

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

espense to t ogato [+ 2}

”

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

which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

‘ Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.
Response to Interrogatory No. 50:

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Rockbestos has received numerous written communications

relating to lawsuits in which such allegations have purportedly

been made.

Rockbestos is currently unable to identify the first

such written communication, but investigation is continuing.
Regponse to Interrogatory No. Si:

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

interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably

| calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and

which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Yes

a. - f. Currently unknown, but investigation is

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

Yes.

a. - £, éurrently unknown, but investigation is

continuing.
e t terro No. 3

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.
Rockbestos further obijects t6 this interrogator; on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding theSe objections, Rockbestos responds:
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Rockbestos contends it had general lijability coverage
for the relevant time periods; the extent and application of

insurance coverage is currently disputed.

1930 - 1943, unknown;

1943 - 1959, Travelers:

1959 - 1976, Liberty Mutual;
1/1/76 - 9/1/76, Home;

9/1/76~ Present, Self insured.
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Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds
that it is overbroad, burdensome and oppressive. The
interrogatory requests detailed information not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
which falls outside the scope of this litigation.

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:
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No.

esponse to t ogato 0. S55:

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

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

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

Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:

No.

See Preliminary Statement and General Objections.

; Rockbestos further objects to this interrogatory on the grounds

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

which falls outside the scope of this litigation.
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! Notwithstanding these objections, Rockbestos responds:
" No.
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PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL
(C.C.P. 1013, 2015.5)

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

.1ameda County. I am over the age of eighteen years and not a

E—

'party to the within action; my business address is 483 Ninth

]
!
|

1
H

treet, Oakland, California 94607.

R T

I .
:; On the date below, I served this The Rockbestos

Fompany's Responses To General Order 30.00 Interrogatories by
%lacing a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope with
;?ostage thereon fully prepaid, in the United States mail at
f'pakland, Alameda County, California, addressed as follows:

E

SEE ATTACHED LIST(S)

|
t
!
i

|

I declare under penalty of perjury that the above is
E%rue and correct.
i

Executed at Oakland, California on May 54, 1991.

David W. Shelley J
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federal Reserve Sank Building
101 Narket Street, Sixth Floor
Sen Francisco, CA 94105

Attormeys for:
ACands -1Llinoi
Keene

an ‘rm, t.q‘

Parichan, Renberg, {rossman
& Harvey

2350 west Shaw, Suite 130

fresnc, CA 93711

Attorneys for:
General Motors Corp,

Daniel E. Alberti, Esq.
Ropers, Majeski, Kohn,
Sentley, Hagner & Xane
1001 Marshall Street
Redwood City, CA 94063

Attorneys for:

Bonville TrustsWestinghouse Electric
forp.

J. Lawrence Judy, €3q.
Shield & Smith

S30 catifornia St., Ste. 1400
San francisco, CA 104

Attorneys for:

P, Or Refractories,
Arwgtrong World Industries,
Inc, Flexitaliic Gasker,

F _Corp. r f Laims
Resotution

Thomes J. Friel, Jr.

Skjerven, Morril{, RacPherson, Framki:
& friel

601 Wontgomery, ®1900

San Francisce, CA 94111

Attorneys for:

Rome Cable Corp.

8rac Thomas, Esg.
Stumbos § Mason

. 9.0, Sox 868

Sscramento, CA 9580¢

Attormmys for:
“Exceltior

Robert €. Paterson, Esq.

Sullivan, Roche & Johnson
333 Bush St., 18th floor
San Francisco, CA 94104

Attorneys for:

Abex Corporation

Allison Gold, Esqg.

Thelen, Marrin, Johnson & Brigdges
One Kaiser Plaza, Suite 1950
Oskiand, CA 94612

Attorneys for:

Kaiser Atuminum & Chemical Corp./
National Refractories & ¥ine-ats Cor

htel Corp.

Phillip Bormotto, Esq.
Thompson & Neller

3500 American River Drive
Suite #101

Sacramento, CA 95864

Attorneys for:

Lesr Siegler/Royat ind./wosid Bestos

M n Brother Inc.

Eugene 8rown, E3q.
Nardin, Cook, Loper,
Engel & Bergez
Lake Merritt Plazs
1999 Narrison Street, 18th Flr.
Oskiand, CA 94612-3508

Attorneys for:
Hestern MacArthyr/Spencer Turbine
Company

Frenklin E, Bondorno, Esq.
Popelka, Allard, McCowan & Jones
160 West Sants Clars Street
13th Floor

San Jose, CA 95113

Attorneys for:
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freeman Cutlom, Esq.
Ncbonaid & Cullom
635 Sacramento St., Ste 720
San Francisco, CA 94111
Attorneys for:
rane Packing/John-Crane-H il

Wilkes Morgan, Esq.
fronson, Bronson & McXinnon
100 B Street, Ste. 400
Santa Rosa, LA 95401

Attorneys for:
Sacomo-Sierra/
~Airco wWeld

John Ladd, Esq.
1683 folsom Street
$an francisco, CA 946102

Phitlip Bonotto, Esg.
Thompson & Reller

3500 American River Drive
Suite #1017

Sacramento, CA 95864

Attorneys for:

Lear Siegler/Royal Ind /Wortd Bestos
Co./Hopeman Brothers, inc.

Yichard J. Hildebrandt, Esqg.
#ildebrancit & Calatrello
757 West Ninth Street

San Pedro, CA 90731

Attorneys for:

Thorpe Insulation Co.

Bob Chanmnel, E£sq.

Walsworth, Franklin & Bevins

111 Sutter Streer, 19th Floor .
Ssn framcisco, CA 94104

Attorneys for:

Hamilyon Materials, lInc./Dee
Engineering Co.

Anthony Griffin, Esq.

St. Clair, 2appettini,
McFetridge & Griffin

Telesis Tower

One Montgomery Street

Suite 1400

San Francisco, CA 94104

Attorneys for:
Hicolet
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Law Offices of Bruce L, Ahnfeldt
P.0. Box 6078
Napa, C4 94581

Alan R. Brayton, Esq.
grayton & Associates
999 Grant Avenue
9.0, Box 2109
dovato, CA 94948

frank H. Finney, Esq.

Brown & Finney

Peri Executive Center

2033 North Msin Street, Suite 430
Wainut Creex, LA 94596

Werry F, wartnick, Esg.
Cartwright, Slobodin, Bokeiman,
Borowsky, Wartnick,
Moore 3 Harris
101 California St., Suite 2400
San francisco, CA 94111

Rithard F, Gerry, Esq.
'sey, Gerry, Casey,
destbrook, Reed & Hughes
+10 Laurel Street
San Diego, California 9210%

Richard K. Brody, Esq.
Casey, Gerry, Casey,

Westbrook, Reed & Hughes
781 Tuloume

Vetlejo, CA 94590

Law Offices of Jjack K. Clapper
A Professional Corporation

62 Princess Street

Sausalito, CA 94985

Herron & Herron

Ronaid X. MWerron

600 Montgomery Street, 33rd Floor
San francisco, CA 94111

Davis & Thomas

2121 Avenye Of The Stars
Suite 3100

Los Angeles, CA 90067-5010

PIAINTIFY COUNSEL SERVICE LIST

thristopher Gretl, Esq.

The Monadnock Building

685 Market Street, Suite 34D
San-Francisce, CA 94105

Law Offices of
Jeffrey 8. Nerrison
A Lew Corporstion
One Daniel Burnham Court
Suite 220-C
$an Francisco, CA 94109-5460

Hoberg, finger, 8rown, Cox & Moliigan
703 Market

18th Floor

Son Francisco, CA 96103

Law Office of Gloria J. Husick
7080 Donton Way

Suite 222

Dublin, CA 04568

Jarvig, Miller, Brodsky & Baskin
21 Main Street, #1001
San Francisco, CA 94105

David A, WeClain, Esq.

Kszon, MeClain, Edises 3 Simz-
A Professional Law Corporation
171 Twelfth Street, Ste. 300
Oskiland, Californigz 94612

George W. Kilbourne, Esq.
3755 Alhambra Ave., #9
Nartinez, CA 94553

Kenneth L. Xnapp
1109 Quail Street
Newpart Beach, CA $2660

McCarthy, Johnson & Miller
595 Market Street

Syite 2200

San Francisco, CA 94105

Lavw Offices of John €. Rebinsor

A Protessional Cerporation

3465 Notre Dame Orive
Valiejo, CA 94589

Lew Dffices of Sterns,
Walker & Lods

100 First Streer, Ste. 2300

San Francisco, CA 94105

Gerald J, Tiernan
1465 Fell Street
San Francisco, CA 94102



