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all types of asbestos and all types of asbestos-containing products and as a result, that such asbestos
and/or asbestos-containing products are unreasonably dangerous. He may also testify that
Defendant(s) engaged in negligent and grossly negligent conduct in failing to recall their asbestos-
containing products from the market, in failing to warn of the dangers of their products or, with
respect to the Premises Defendant(s) and Railroad Defendant(s), suppliers, and contractors, in
using asbestos-containing products. Further, Dr. Castleman may testify that all Defendant(s)
conspired to suppress information pertaining to the hazards of asbestos, exposure to asbestos-
containing products, and the diseases resulting therefrom. Dr. Castleman may testify that, based
on epidemiological studies, Plaintiff’s/Plaintiff’s Decedent's asbestos-related disease was caused
by his/her exposure to Defendant's asbestos-containing products, or, with respect to premises
cases, to asbestos-containing products manufactured by other entities while working at Premises
Defendant(s)' facilities. Dr. Castleman may also testify that Defendant(s) engaged in negligent and
grossly negligent conduct in failing to warn its/their employees and persons working at Defendant's
facility of the dangers of asbestos, in failing to provide safety equipment for protection from
asbestos exposure and in failing to provide a safe working environment. Consequently,
Defendant(s) deprived Plaintiff/Plaintiff’s Decedent of the right to make an informed choice
concerning his/her exposure to asbestos-containing products. Defense counsel are in possession of
numerous transcripts of Dr. Castleman's prior testimony within which his opinions concerning this
subject have been fully explored. Dr. Castleman may also testify as to his personal research of
various companies, some of which are included in his book “ASBESTOS: Medical and Legal
Aspects.”

Dr. Richard Cohen
19242 Panorama Drive
Saratoga, CA 95070-6225
415-424-5156

Dr. Cohen may testify about asbestos and the diseases caused by asbestos generally. He may
testify that based on the medical and scientific literature available to Defendants, Defendants knew
or should have known that their asbestos-containing products or the use of asbestos-containing
products, could cause disease. He may testify as to his review of the literature and the opinions
and conclusions contained in that literature. He may also testify regarding availability of materials
as substitutes for asbestos and when information concerning these substitute materials appeared in
the medical and scientific literature. He may also testify as to his review of the documents entered
into evidence in this case or reviewed pertaining to Defendants, and as to their conclusions reached
there from that Defendants were negligent, are strictly liable, and acted with wanton and willful
disregard for the rights and safety of Plaintiff/Decedent. Additionally, he may testify as to the
hazardous nature of all types of asbestos and that all types of asbestos-containing products are
unreasonably dangerous. He may also testify that Defendants engaged in negligent and grossly
negligent conduct in failing to recall their asbestos-containing products from the market or in
failing to warn of the dangers of their products or the use of asbestos-containing products. Further,
he may testify that all Defendants conspired to suppress information pertaining to the hazards of
asbestos, exposure to asbestos-containing products, and the diseases resulting there from.
Consequently, Defendants deprived Plaintiff/Decedent of the right to make an informed choice
concerning his/her exposure to asbestos-containing products. Defense counsel are in possession
of numerous transcripts of this experts' prior testimony within which his opinions concerning these
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subjects have been fully explored. Dr. Cohen may testify concerning the reasonable and necessary
medical expenses that the Plaintiff/Decedent has incurred and will incur in the future, as a result
of his/her asbestos-related disease.

Dr. Cohen may testify that medical articles and journals indicated in the 1920s that asbestos could
be hazardous and deadly, and in the 1930s and 1940s indicated that asbestos could cause cancer,
and that it was known or knowable that asbestos was a hazardous and dangerous substance in those
time frames. He may testify regarding the development of knowledge in the medical and scientific
community regarding asbestos and asbestos diseases.

Dr. Cohen may also testify that warnings placed on asbestos-containing products, if any, may have
been inadequate to properly inform users and persons exposed of the significant hazards of
asbestos inhalation.

Dr. Cohen’s opinions will be based upon his review of any and all medical records and available
chest x-rays and/or pathology materials, as well as his expertise in the field, including experience
and training, and his review of historical and more recent medical articles and journals.

Further, Dr. Cohen will testify as to the following specific issues: his background; ethical aspects
of corporate responsibility; warnings; and the state of the art of the medical, scientific and/or
technical literature regarding asbestos. He will testify regarding bystander exposure to asbestos,
"fiber drift," the fact that asbestos products are "toxic" and unreasonably dangerous, the TLV
defense, and that all exposures to asbestos of an occupational level substantially contribute to the
development of mesothelioma. He may testify that the effects of exposure to asbestos at
occupational levels are cumulative in nature. Occupational levels of asbestos exposure to asbestos
are typically many times (tens to hundreds or a thousand fold and greater) above background levels
experienced by those with no exposure to asbestos at occupational levels. Dr. Cohen may also
testify that individuals can be exposed to asbestos outside of the workplace or in a bystander
fashion, but still experience exposure at levels one would expect to see occupationally or directly.
These exposures contribute to the development of asbestos diseases and particularly
mesothelioma. He may also testify regarding “bystander” and “household exposures” to asbestos
and that these types of exposures are known to contribute to cause mesothelioma and other asbestos
related diseases. This expert may testify regarding when it was known that bystander and
household exposures were known to cause disease. Further, He may testify as to the level of
asbestos exposure Plaintiff/Decedent would have received during his/her employment.

Dr. Cohen may testify as to the health aspects of asbestos exposure and to his own personal and
professional writings, publications and editorials; the amount of asbestos exposure it takes to cause
cancer and other asbestos-related diseases; the historical aspects of the development of
OSHA/NIOSH and the history of OSHA/NIOSH regulations and other governmental regulations
regarding asbestos and asbestos exposure. He may also testify that Defendants’ failure to comply
with these regulations constitutes negligence and was a cause of Plaintiff/Decedent’s injuries.

This doctor may testify that pure chrysotile asbestos, in the absence of tremolite, causes
mesothelioma. He may further testify that, in his opinion, chrysotile asbestos mined in the vicinity
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of Coalinga, California, including in Union Carbide’s calidria mines, causes all of the asbestos
disease caused by Canadian chrysotile.

This doctor may testify that chrysotile in asbestos-containing products is contaminated with
tremolite asbestos.

Ronald F. Dodson, Ph.D.

President: Dodson Environmental Consulting, Inc.
Senior Consultant: ERI Consulting, Inc.

2026 Republic Drive, Suite A

Tyler, TX 75701

903-534-5001

Dr. Ronald F. Dodson is a Ph.D. whose specialty is biological electron microscopy (cell biology).
He spent thirty-four years in academia until his retirement in August 2005. His academic
appointments at the time of his retirement were as Professor of Cell biology and Environmental
Sciences at the University of Texas Health Center at Tyler and as Professor of Biology (with
tenure) at the University of Texas at Tyler. His research over those years focused on
pneumoconiosis with a particular emphasis on asbestos-related diseases. Much of the asbestos-
related research involved the determination of ferruginous bodies and uncoated asbestos fibers in
tissue and body fluids as related to establishing past exposures.

He will testify that malignant mesothelioma is a signal tumor for asbestos as its cause, and that
virtually all diffuse malignant mesotheliomas in adult men in the U.S. are caused by asbestos. He
will testify about “fiber burden analysis” in general, and regarding the fiber burden analysis
preformed in this case. He may also testify about testing that he has done on Defendants’ products,
as well as the results of those tests. He will testify that chrysotile asbestos fibers were a cause-in-
fact of Plaintiff/Decedent’s malignant pleural mesothelioma. He will testify that malignant
mesothelioma is always fatal and that there are no cures for asbestos-related diseases. He will
testify that asbestos diseases are incurable and progressive by nature. He will testify that asbestos
fibers do not signal ordinary human senses as to their dangers, and that they are more dangerous
than ordinary people with ordinary senses and characteristics will perceive. In that regard, he may
testify that particular asbestos products are unreasonably dangerous as defined by The Texas
Pattern Jury Charge. He will testify that there is no known safe level of asbestos exposure and that
the permissible exposure level(s) described by OSHA will not, cannot, and are not intended to
prevent all asbestos-related mesotheliomas. He will testify that malignant mesothelioma can be
caused in humans by all asbestos fiber-types chrysotile, tremolite, actinolite, anthophyllite,
amosite, and crocidolite. He will testify that all of these fiber-types are potent. He will testify that
all of these asbestos fiber types cause all forms of asbestos-related disease, including but not
limited to, diffuse malignant mesothelioma, lung cancer, asbestosis, pleural plaques, pleural
thickening, diaphragmatic and pericardial plaques, and pleural effusions. He will testify that the
proposition, if any, that chrysotile-containing products do not cause malignant mesothelioma in
humans, or do so only as a result of asbestos exposures on the order of 25 fiber years, is false.

He may testify generally as to how asbestos diseases are caused, and specifically, as to asbestos
causation in the case of the Plaintiff/Decedent within reasonable scientific probability. He may
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utilize visual aids, slides, photographs, drawings, a flip chart, power point, film, medical articles,
and/or textbooks to assist in explaining any matter about which he may testify. He has published
extensively in peer-reviewed literature on tissue burden of asbestos in occupationally exposed
individuals who had asbestos diseases, including but not limited to, diffuse malignant
mesothelioma, and he may testify regarding those publications, as well as any others that he has
reviewed and identifies as reliable and/or authoritative. A copy of his curriculum vitae is attached
to this supplemental designation.

He will testify that "short" asbestos fibers (those that are less than 5 microns in length) are capable
of causing mesothelioma in humans, and that asbestos fibers, both longer and shorter than 5
microns in length were found pathologically in this case. He will testify that fiber burden analysis
should account for asbestos fibers that are capable of being seen only in the transmission electron
microscope and these analysis should include fibers shorter than 5 microns since these are the
asbestos fibers which more readily relocate to extrapulmonary sites where asbestos induced
diseases such as mesothelioma occur. He will testify that counting asbestos bodies is a poor
indicator of the past presence of chrysotile in human lung and likewise as a marker which can be
related to asbestos diseases, including but not limited to, diffuse malignant mesothelioma. He may
testify that the fiber-burden analysis performed, if any, by the Defense Doctor(s) contains
methodological variations which may result in an inaccurate representation of the nature and
amount of a population of asbestos fibers found in the lung and pleura.

He will testify about the asbestos content and type of asbestos found in talc, and the presence or
absence of talc in products at issue in this case. He will also testify that exposure to asbestos from
talc can and does cause asbestos related diseases, including mesothelioma. He may also testify that
exposures to products containing talc were substantial contributing factors in causing
Plaintiff/Decedent’s mesothelioma, and/or other asbestos related disease. He will also testify about
government regulations relating to asbestos in talc and other products.

He will testify that asbestos diseases are caused by cumulative asbestos exposure. He will testify
that each exposure to asbestos adds to the total dose that causes malignant mesothelioma and is a
substantial contributing factor in causing fatal asbestos disease. He will testify that asbestos
diseases and their causes are well documented currently and historically.

He will testify based upon his review of medical records, pathology materials, expert reports,
deposition testimony in the case, medical and scientific literature, his background, education, and

professional training and all of his opinions will be offered within reasonable scientific probability.

He is available for deposition upon written request.
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Ronald E. Gordon, Ph.D.

Mt. Sianai School of Medicine

One Gustave L. Levy Place

Atran Building 6th Floor, Room 622
New York, NY 10029

212-241-7362

Dr. Gordon’s specialty is biological electron microscopy (cell biology). His research for the past
twenty-five years has involved assessment of asbestos burden in asbestos-exposed
individuals. Dr. Gordon has agreed to testify at the trial of this matter, and will be sufficiently
familiar with the pending action to submit to a meaningful oral deposition concerning the specific
testimony, including any opinion and its basis, that he is expected to testify to at trial.

He will testify that malignant mesothelioma is a signal tumor for asbestos as its cause, and that
virtually all diffuse malignant mesothelioma in adult men in the U.S. are caused by asbestos. \He
will testify that Plaintiff’s mesothelioma (and other asbestos-related conditions) was caused by his
asbestos exposures and by no other cause. He will testify that malignant mesothelioma is always
fatal and that there are no cures for asbestos-related diseases. He will testify that asbestos diseases
are incurable and progressive by nature. He will testify that asbestos fibers do not signal ordinary
human senses as to their dangers, and that he are more dangerous than ordinary people with
ordinary senses and characteristics will perceive. He will testify that there is no known safe level
of asbestos exposure and that the permissible exposure level(s) described by OSHA will not,
cannot, and are not intended to prevent all asbestos-related mesotheliomas. He will testify that
malignant mesothelioma can be caused in humans by asbestos fiber-types chrysotile, tremolite,
actinolite, anthophyllite amosite, and crocidolite. He will testify that all of these fiber-types are
potent. He will testify that all of these asbestos fiber types cause all forms of asbestos-related
disease, including but not limited to, diffuse malignant mesothelioma, lung cancer, asbestosis,
pleural plaques, pleural thickening, diaphragmatic and pericardial plaques, and pleural
effusions. He will testify that the proposition that chrysotile-containing products do not cause
malignant mesothelioma in humans, or do so only as a result of asbestos exposures on the order of
25 fiber years, is false.

He will testify generally as to how asbestos diseases are caused, and specifically, as to asbestos
causation in this case. He may utilize visual aids, slides, photographs, drawings, a flip chart, power
point, film, medical articles, and/or textbooks to assist in explaining any matter about which he
may testify. He has published extensively in peer-reviewed literature on tissue burden of asbestos
in occupationally exposed individuals who had asbestos diseases, including but not limited to,
diffuse malignant mesothelioma, and he may testify regarding those publications, as well as any
others that he has reviewed and identifies as reliable and/or authoritative. A copy of his
curriculum vitae is available upon request.

He will testify that "short" asbestos fibers (those that are less than 5 microns in length) are capable
of causing mesothelioma in humans. He will testify about the methodology and results of any
fiber-burden analyses performed on Plaintiff’s tissue. He will testify that fiber burden analysis
should account for asbestos fibers that are capable of being seen only in the transmission electron
microscope and these analyses should include fibers shorter than 5 microns since these are the
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asbestos fibers which more readily relocate the extrapulmonary sites where asbestos induced
diseases such as mesothelioma occur. He may testify that counting asbestos bodies is a poor
indicator of the past presence of chrysotile in human lung and likewise as a marker which can be
related asbestos diseases, including but not limited to, diffuse malignant mesothelioma. He will
testify that asbestos diseases are caused by cumulative asbestos exposure. He will testify that each
exposure to asbestos adds to the total dose that causes malignant mesothelioma and is a substantial
contributing factor in causing fatal asbestos disease. He will testify that asbestos diseases and their
causes are well documented currently and historically. He will testify that a causal relationship
between asbestos and asbestosis was well documented by the 1930's, lung cancer by the 1940's,
and diffuse malignant mesothelioma on or before 1960. If called upon to do so, he may perform
a fiber burden analysis and testify to the results and his opinions and interpretation of same. He
may also offer opinions concerning the analysis and/or findings submitted by any other expert who
is retained, designated, or otherwise testifies in this matter.

William Longo, Ph.D.
Materials Analytical Services
3945 Lakefield Court
Suwanne, GA 30024
770-866-3200

Dr. Longo is a scientist specializing in the measurement and analysis of materials, determining the
constituent ingredients in materials, and characterizing those materials and ingredients. Dr. Longo
has examined the amount of dust released by mixing and/or manipulating various asbestos-
containing products, including, but not limited to, Kaylo, Unibestos, Carey products, Pabco
products, Mundet products, W.R. Grace products, 85 percent magnesia thermal insulation,
asbestos-containing refractory and castable products, asbestos containing joint compound
products, asbestos-containing floor tile products, including but not limited to Congoleum and
Flintkote floor tile and flooring products, United States Gypsum products, Kaiser Gypsum
products, Micarta panels manufactured by Westinghouse, Flintkote products, asbestos-containing
gaskets and packing manufactured by Garlock, Anchor, Flexitallic, John Crane and other
manufacturers, Johns Manville products (including pipe covering, block, and transite pipe),
Certainteed pipe, as well asbestos-containing brake components, assemblies and gaskets
manufactured by Bendix, FelPro and Carlisle (Motion Control Industries), and has documented
his investigation on videotape. These analyses include current and past techniques used to measure
asbestos content in dust. Dr. Longo will testify on his results from the release of asbestos-
containing dust from the various products that he has tested by either mixing, application, removal
or the normal use of those products. Dr. Longo has quantified both the asbestos content and
asbestos release generated from the aforementioned uses of these materials. Dr. Longo will testify
regarding the general background levels of asbestos release, bystander levels of exposure of the
fiber release, air samples in the personal breathing zone generated from the fiber release, and fiber
release and contamination on clothing and other personal contamination. He will compare his
results of these dust studies by analysis using both particles per cubic foot, fibers per cubic
centimeter, as well as current and past techniques used to analyze asbestos content in dust. Dr.
Longo will testify that the levels of asbestos dust measured during these tests exceeded established
TLVs and PELs in many instances of his product testing. In addition, Dr. Longo has prepared and
will use demonstrative aids regarding asbestos dust release from the various products that he has
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studied and the Defendants’ TLV defense. Dr. Longo will compare and contrast his findings with
other scientific findings. Dr. Longo will offer opinions concerning testing which has been
performed on behalf of Defendants or the lack of testing of Defendants’ products.

Dr. Longo may testify that the dust levels measured in testing one Defendant’s asbestos product
would be similar to the results expected from another Defendant’s similar product with similar
ingredients.

Dr. Longo’s opinions will be based upon his review of any and all depositions, records and
materials, as well as his expertise in the field, including experience and training, and his review of
historical and more recent scientific articles and journals.

Dr. Longo has produced written reports and videotapes of each of the tests he has performed.
Copies are available upon request.

Dr. Longo will testify that they have conducted a chrysotile digestion analysis on Garlock asbestos
sheet gasketing and will testify that such gasketing is contaminated with tremolite asbestos.

Dr. James R. Millette
Millette Technical Consulting
220 Cricket Walk SW
Lilburn, GA 30047
404-375-0979

Dr. Millette is a scientist specializing in the measurement and analysis of materials, determining
the constituent ingredients in materials, and characterizing those materials and ingredients. He has
agreed to testify at the trial of this matter, and will be sufficiently familiar with the pending action
to submit to a meaningful oral deposition concerning the specific testimony, including any opinion
and its basis, that he is expected to testify to at trial. Mr. Millette’s fee for testimony is $440.00
per hour.

Mr. Millette may testify regarding Plaintiff/Decedent’s exposures to asbestos at different times.
Mr. Millette may also testify regarding the material and characteristics of defendants’ asbestos and
asbestos-containing products, release of asbestos fibers from defendants’ asbestos and asbestos-
containing products, industry and regulatory protocols, constituent analysis with respect to the
nature of the materials and the identity of the manufacturer of the materials, product formulae and
product identification.

This expert may further testify concerning the conditions at the sites of Plaintiff/Decedent’s
exposure to asbestos based on testimony of the Plaintiff/Decedent, relevant documents, discovery
responses and/or conversations with other workers who engaged in similar work. He may testify
concerning asbestos exposure resulting from maintenance, repair and construction operations
taking place at those sites.

He may testify regarding direct exposure and bystander exposure to asbestos and specifically that
they were significant contributing factors in the Plaintiff/Decedent’s asbestos exposure. He may
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also testify regarding “household exposures” to asbestos. He may also testify that there are no
known recognized safe levels of exposure to asbestos dust in that there is no level of exposure to
asbestos that has been proven too low to cause the disease mesothelioma. He may testify further
that all types of asbestos are considered by OSHA and EPA to represent hazards and there is no
distinction for regulatory purposes.

Dr. Millette has examined the asbestos content and/or amount of dust released by mixing and/or
manipulating various asbestos-containing products, including, but not limited to, Gaskets,
Packing, Talc and friction products, and has documented many of his investigations on videotape.
These analyses include current and past techniques used to measure asbestos content in dust. Dr.
Millette will testify on his results from the asbestos content and release of asbestos-containing dust
from the various products that he has tested by either application, removal or the normal use of
those products. He will testify about the different types of asbestos likely to be in Defendants’
products. Dr. Millette has quantified both the asbestos content and asbestos release generated from
the aforementioned uses of these materials. Dr. Millette will testify regarding the general
background levels of asbestos release, bystander levels of exposure of the fiber release, air samples
in the personal breathing zone generated from the fiber release, and fiber release and contamination
on clothing and other personal contamination. Dr. Millette may testify that the levels of asbestos
dust measured during these tests exceeded background levels in many instances of his product
testing. In addition, he will compare and discuss other publications and/or studies regarding
asbestos dust content and release from these products. In addition, Dr. Millette has prepared and
will use demonstrative aids regarding asbestos dust release from the various products that he has
studied. Dr. Millette will compare and contrast his findings with other scientific findings. Dr.
Millette will offer opinions concerning testing which has been performed on behalf of Defendants
or the lack of testing of Defendants’ products.

Dr. Millette will testify about the asbestos content and type of asbestos found in talc, and the
presence or absence of talc in products at issue in this case. He may also testify about government
regulations relating to asbestos in talc and other products.

This expert has examined studies of the amount of asbestos fibers released into the breathing zone
during ordinary and foreseeable operations of asbestos products. He may testify that during
foreseeable uses of defendants’ asbestos and asbestos-containing products that those products
released asbestos fibers into the breathing zone of workers, including but not limited to,
Plaintiff/Decedent, in levels that are above background. These products include adhered gaskets
or packing that are removed in whole or in part by scraping, brushing or sanding, brake linings
that are ground, filed or sanded and/or blown out of drums with supplied air, and product scrap
that is swept or blown or vacuumed. He may testify that impregnated and/or encapsulated
products, when disturbed or abraded, can release asbestos fibers into the breathing zone of workers,
like Plaintiff/Decedent, in levels that are above background. He may compare and contrast the
findings with other scientific findings. He may offer opinions concerning testing which has been
performed on behalf of defendants or the lack of testing on defendants’ asbestos and asbestos-
containing products.
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Dr. Millette may testify that the dust levels measured in testing one Defendant’s asbestos product
would be similar to the results expected from another Defendant’s similar product with similar
ingredients.

This expert’s opinion may be based upon his review of any and all records and materials, published
and or expressed opinions of other experts in the field, corporate documents, as well as his
expertise in the field, including experience and training, and his review of historical and more
recent scientific articles and journals as well as government regulations.

Dr. Millette has produced written reports and, in some cases, videotapes of each of the tests he has
performed. Copies are available upon request.

Dr. Steve P. Compton

MYVA Scientific Consultants
3300 Breckinridge, Suite 400
Duluth, GA 30096
770-662-8509

Dr. Compton is a scientist specializing in the measurement and analysis of materials, determining
the constituent ingredients in materials, and characterizing those materials and ingredients. He has
agreed to testify at the trial of this matter, and will be sufficiently familiar with the pending action
to submit to a meaningful oral deposition concerning the specific testimony, including any opinion
and its basis, that he is expected to testify to at trial. Mr. Compton’s fee for testimony is $440.00
per hour.

Mr. Compton may testify regarding Plaintiff/Decedent’s exposures to asbestos at different times.
Mr. Compton may also testify regarding the material and characteristics of defendants’ asbestos
and asbestos-containing products, release of asbestos fibers from defendants’ asbestos and
asbestos-containing products, industry and regulatory protocols, constituent analysis with respect
to the nature of the materials and the identity of the manufacturer of the materials, product formulae
and product identification.

This expert may further testify concerning the conditions at the sites of Plaintiff/Decedent’s
exposure to asbestos based on testimony of the Plaintiff/Decedent, relevant documents, discovery
responses and/or conversations with other workers who engaged in similar work. He may testify
concerning asbestos exposure resulting from maintenance, repair and construction operations
taking place at those sites.

He may testify regarding direct exposure and bystander exposure to asbestos and specifically that
they were significant contributing factors in the Plaintiff/Decedent’s asbestos exposure. He may
also testify regarding “household exposures” to asbestos. He may also testify that there are no
known recognized safe levels of exposure to asbestos dust in that there is no level of exposure to
asbestos that has been proven too low to cause the disease mesothelioma. He may testify further
that all types of asbestos are considered by OSHA and EPA to represent hazards and there is no
distinction for regulatory purposes.
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Dr. Compton has examined the asbestos content and/or amount of dust released by mixing and/or
manipulating various asbestos-containing products, including, but not limited to, Gaskets,
Packing, Talc and friction products, and has documented many of his investigations on videotape.
These analyses include current and past techniques used to measure asbestos content in dust. Dr.
Compton will testify on his results from the asbestos content and release of asbestos-containing
dust from the various products that he has tested by either application, removal or the normal use
of those products. He will testify about the different types of asbestos likely to be in Defendants’
products. Dr. Compton has quantified both the asbestos content and asbestos release generated
from the aforementioned uses of these materials. Dr. Compton will testify regarding the general
background levels of asbestos release, bystander levels of exposure of the fiber release, air samples
in the personal breathing zone generated from the fiber release, and fiber release and contamination
on clothing and other personal contamination. Dr. Compton may testify that the levels of asbestos
dust measured during these tests exceeded background levels in many instances of his product
testing. In addition, he will compare and discuss other publications and/or studies regarding
asbestos dust content and release from these products. In addition, Dr. Compton has prepared and
will use demonstrative aids regarding asbestos dust release from the various products that he has
studied. Dr. Compton will compare and contrast his findings with other scientific findings. Dr.
Compton will offer opinions concerning testing which has been performed on behalf of Defendants
or the lack of testing of Defendants’ products.

This expert has examined studies of the amount of asbestos fibers released into the breathing zone
during ordinary and foreseeable operations of asbestos products. He may testify that during
foreseeable uses of defendants’ asbestos and asbestos-containing products that those products
released asbestos fibers into the breathing zone of workers, including but not limited to,
Plaintiff/Decedent, in levels that are above background. These products include adhered gaskets
or packing that are removed in whole or in part by scraping, brushing or sanding, brake linings
that are ground, filed or sanded and/or blown out of drums with supplied air, and product scrap
that is swept or blown or vacuumed. He may testify that impregnated and/or encapsulated
products, when disturbed or abraded, can release asbestos fibers into the breathing zone of workers,
like Plaintiff/Decedent, in levels that are above background. He may compare and contrast the
findings with other scientific findings. He may offer opinions concerning testing which has been
performed on behalf of defendants or the lack of testing on defendants’ asbestos and asbestos-
containing products. Dr. Compton may testify that the dust levels measured in testing one
Defendant’s asbestos product would be similar to the results expected from another Defendant’s
similar product with similar ingredients.

This expert’s opinion may be based upon his review of any and all records and materials, published
and or expressed opinions of other experts in the field, corporate documents, as well as his
expertise in the field, including experience and training, and his review of historical and more
recent scientific articles and journals as well as government regulations.

Dr. Compton is a consulting scientist with expertise in spectroscopy and microscopy, specializing
in asbestos analysis and research, and particulate characterization by scanning electron and
transmission electron microscopy. Dr. Compton may testify about his experience in the field of
microscopy, his published papers, and presentations at various meetings/conferences.
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Dr. Compton may also testify regarding materials-testing techniques, air sampling techniques,
fiber counting techniques, physical characteristics of asbestos and other minerals, identification of
asbestos and materials and other constituents, methods for analyzing asbestos materials,
releasability of asbestos fibers, and his opinion of the releasability of asbestos fibers from asbestos-
containing products. He may also testify generally as to the characteristics of the various types of
asbestos fibers. His testimony is based on his review of literature, his education and work
experience, and his own research.

Dr. Compton may testify on his results from the release of asbestos-containing dust from the
various products that he and MV A Scientific Consultants has tested by installation, removal or the
normal use of those products. Dr. Compton has quantified the asbestos release generated from the
aforementioned uses of these materials. Dr. Compton may testify regarding the general
background levels of asbestos release, bystander levels of exposure of the fiber release, air samples
in the personal breathing zone generated from the fiber release and fiber release and contamination
on clothing and other personal contamination. He may compare his results of these dust studies
by analysis using units of fibers per cubic centimeter as well as current and past techniques used
to analyze asbestos content in dust. Dr. Compton may testify that the levels of asbestos dust
measured during these tests exceeded background levels in many instances.

Dr. Compton may further testify as to the microscopic testing used to determine fiber release and/or
the quantity of asbestos fibers emitted from the asbestos-containing products he has studied.

Dr. Compton may testify based on hypotheticals propounded by counsel for either the plaintiff or
the defense. Such hypotheticals may include, but are not limited to, factual summaries related to
specific exposures for which there is evidence in the case.

Dr. Compton has produced written reports and, in some cases, videotapes of each of the tests he
has performed. Copies are available upon request.

Dr. David Fractor

Phillips, Fractor & Company, LLC
750 E. Walnut Street

Pasadena, CA 91101

626-744-3540

Dr. Fractor is an economist. He may testify regarding the economic impact of the
plaintiff/decedent’s asbestos-related disease and/or injuries of the plaintiff/decedent and/or his
family members. He may calculate and testify regarding the past, present, and future economic
damages incurred by the plaintiff/decedent and the family members of the plaintiff/decedent
resulting from the plaintiff’s/decedent’s asbestos-related damages, injuries, and death (if
applicable). Additionally, he may testify about past and future lost wages, past and future loss of
earning capacity, and past and future medical expenses, and any other economic damages that the
plaintiff/decedent has suffered or will suffer in the future. He may also testify about the financial
condition of the defendants in the case. His curriculum vitae will be provided upon specific
request.
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Karen Grossman Tabak, Ph.D., CPA

Maryville University, John E. Simon School of Business
12608 Royal Manor Drive

St. Louis, MO 63141

Dr. Grossman is an economist. She may testify regarding the economic impact of the decedent’s
asbestos-related disease and/or injuries of the decedent and/or his family members. She may
calculate and testify regarding the past, present, and future economic damages incurred by the
decedent and the family members of the decedent resulting from the decedent’s asbestos-related
damages, injuries, and death (if applicable). Additionally, she may testify about past and future
lost wages, past and future loss of earning capacity, and past and future medical expenses, and any
other economic damages that the decedent has suffered or will suffer in the future. Her curriculum
vitae will be provided upon specific request.

Dr. Paul Torelli
2600 2nd Avenue, Suite 2204
Seattle, WA 98121

Dr. Torelli is an economist. Dr. Torelli will calculate the present value of any loss of wage, pension,
benefits or other income to plaintiffs and/or the present value of any loss of pension, benefits or
other income to plaintiff, as a result of the inability of Plaintiff to work due to his mesothelioma
and/or premature death of plaintiff. He will base these calculations upon plaintiff's wages, loss and
reduction in benefits, loss of expected benefits, and the additional burden of medical expenses. Dr.
Torelli will calculate any other economic loss to the plaintiffs.

G. Richard Thompson, Ph.D.

John E. Walker Department of Economics
Clemson University

Clemson, SC 29634-1309

Dr. Thompson is an economist. He may testify regarding the economic impact of the
plaintiff/decedent’s asbestos-related disease and/or injuries of the plaintiff/decedent and/or his
family members. He may calculate and testify regarding the past, present, and future economic
damages incurred by the plaintiff/decedent and the family members of the plaintiff/decedent
resulting from the plaintiff’s/decedent’s asbestos-related damages, injuries, and death (if
applicable). Additionally, he may testify about past and future lost wages, past and future loss of
earning capacity, and past and future medical expenses, and any other economic damages that the
plaintiff/decedent has suffered or will suffer in the future. His curriculum vitae will be provided
upon specific request.

William G. Brandt, CPA, ABV, MBA, CFF
P.O. Box 10187t
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110

Mr. Brandt is a forensic economist. He may testify regarding the economic impact of the
decedent’s asbestos-related disease and/or injuries of the decedent and/or his family members. He
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may calculate and testify regarding the past, present, and future economic damages incurred by
the decedent and the family members of the decedent resulting from the decedent’s asbestos-
related damages, injuries, and death (if applicable). Additionally, he may testify about past and
future lost wages, past and future loss of earning capacity, and past and future medical expenses,
and any other economic damages that the decedent has suffered or will suffer in the future. His
curriculum vitae will be provided upon specific request.

Oliver G. Wood, Jr., Ph.D

Economist in Residence, Charleston School of Law
121 Running Fox Rd.

Columbia, SC 29223-3020

Dr. Wood is an economist. He may testify regarding the economic impact of the Plaintiff’s
asbestos-related disease and/or injuries of the plaintiff/decedent and/or his family members. He
may calculate and testify regarding the past, present, and future economic damages incurred by
the plaintiff/decedent and the family members of the plaintiff resulting from the
plaintiff’s/decedent’s asbestos-related damages, injuries, and death (if applicable). Additionally,
he may testify about past and future lost wages, past and future loss of earning capacity, and past
and future medical expenses, and any other economic damages that the plaintiff/decedent has
suffered or will suffer in the future. His curriculum vitae will be provided upon specific request.

Robert W. Johnson

Robert W. Johnson & Associates
4984 El1 Comino Real, Ste. 120
Los Altos, CA 94022

Robert Johnson is an economist. He may testify regarding the economic impact of the
plaintiff/decedent’s asbestos-related disease and/or injuries of the plaintiff/decedent and/or his
family members. He may calculate and testify regarding the past, present, and future economic
damages incurred by the plaintiff/decedent and the family members of the plaintiff/decedent
resulting from the plaintiff’s/decedent’s asbestos-related damages, injuries, and death (if
applicable). Additionally, he may testify about past and future lost wages, past and future loss of
earning capacity, and past and future medical expenses, and any other economic damages that the
plaintiff/decedent has suffered or will suffer in the future. His curriculum vitae will be provided
upon specific request.

James S. Webber, Ph.D. Adjunct Asst. Prof.
University of NY-Albany

School of Public Health 1400 Washington Ave.
Albany, NY 12222

James S. Webber, PhD, MS, BS, Adjunct Asst. Prof., University of New York-Albany, School of
Public Health, 1400 Washington Ave., Albany, NY 12222. Dr. Webber may agree to testify at the
trial of this matter. If so, he will be sufficiently familiar with the pending action to submit to a
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meaningful oral deposition concerning the specific testimony, including any opinion and its basis,
that he is expected to testify to at trial. Dr. Webber’s fee for deposition testimony is $400.00 per
hour.

Dr. Webber is an environmental health scientist specializing in the measurement and analysis of
materials, determining the constituent ingredients in materials, and characterizing those materials
and ingredients from a laboratory and public health perspective. Dr. Webber’s expertise spans over
40 years and includes asbestos research, asbestos analysis, certification of laboratories for asbestos
testing and analysis, environmental chemistry, standards and regulation development, aerosol
research, and trace metal analysis. Dr. Webber has expertise in the analysis of various substances,
including asbestos and talc, through the use of various analytical methodologies and equipment
including x-ray diffraction (XRD), polarized light microscopy (PLM), phase contrast microscopy
(PCM) and transmission electron microscopy (TEM) with selected area electron diffraction
(SAED) and Electron Dispersive Spectroscopy (EDS). He has conducted analysis for asbestos
(measurement, identification, quantification) in thousands of samples of various products and
materials in the public and private sector, and trained other technicians to do so as well. Dr. Webber
received his Ph.D. from the School of Public Health at the State University A Paleolimnolical
Reconstruction of Airborne Asbestos Concentrations in the Fibrous-Talc Region of St. Lawrence
County, New York, from 1872 to 1998. Dr. Webber developed the asbestos laboratory
accreditation program for the New York State Department of Health, assisted in the development
of criteria for EPA accreditation of asbestos laboratories, chaired the ASTM International
Committee D22, Air Quality, and was a peer review group leader for the review of EPA and
NIOSH publications.

Dr. Webber may testify regarding plaintiff’s exposures to asbestos at different times and may
testify concerning his assessment of the various risks which were associated with such exposures.
He may also testify regarding the material and characteristics of defendants’ asbestos-containing
products, release of asbestos fibers from defendants’ asbestos-containing products, industry and
regulatory protocols, constituent analysis with respect to the nature of the materials and the identity
of the manufacturer of the materials, product formulae and product identification. He may further
testify regarding the availability of materials as substitutes for asbestos and asbestos-contaminated
talc and when information concerning these substitute materials/sources appeared in the medical
and scientific literature. Dr. Webber may also testify regarding the asbestos content of different
products during different periods of time. Dr. Webber may further testify that defendants were
aware, or should have been aware, of the hazards of asbestos by the time of Plaintiff’s use of, and
exposure to, their products, as a result of medical, scientific and industrial hygiene literature
available to all Defendants.

Dr. Webber may also testify, based on his experience, training and education, as to the health risks
associated with exposure to asbestos. He may testify regarding direct exposure, bystander exposure
to asbestos and "fiber drift," household exposures, entrenchment and reaeresolization and
specifically that these are hazards associated with asbestos and that they were significant
contributing factors in the Plaintiff’s asbestos exposure. He may also testify regarding “household
exposures” to asbestos and that these types of exposures are known to contribute to cause
mesothelioma and other asbestos related diseases. Dr. Webber may testify regarding when it was
known that direct, bystander and household exposures were known to cause disease. He may
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testify that the cumulative dose of asbestos that a person receives is what increases the risk of
asbestos related diseases, including mesothelioma. He may testify that all exposures above
background are substantial contributing factors to an individual’s disease, and that all of Plaintiff’s
exposures above background contributed to the development of Plaintiff’s diagnosis in this case.
He may also testify that asbestos and asbestos products are toxic and unreasonably dangerous, and
that they are more dangerous than would be contemplated by the ordinary user with ordinary skills
and characteristics common to the community, particularly consumer hygiene and cosmetic
products like talcum powder. He may also testify that there are no safe levels of exposure to
asbestos dust in that there is no level of exposure to asbestos that has been proven too low to cause
the disease mesothelioma. He may testify further that all types of asbestos represent hazards and
that in the science of industrial hygiene, all types of asbestos are understood to cause all asbestos
diseases, including but not limited to, malignant mesothelioma. He may testify that for asbestos
disease risk, the human body cannot distinguish and does not distinguish between “fibers” and
what geologists and mineralogist term “cleavage fragments.”

Dr. Webber may testify regarding the general background levels of asbestos release, bystander and
household levels of exposure of the fiber release, and fiber release and contamination on clothing
and other personal contamination. He may also testify regarding results of dust studies by analysis
of using both particles per cubic foot and fibers per cubic centimeter, as well as current and past
techniques used to analyze asbestos content in dust. Dr. Webber may discuss the dangers of low-
level exposure to asbestos and may testify that there is no safe level of exposure to asbestos. Dr.
Webber has examined studies of the amount of asbestos fibers released into the breathing zone
during ordinary and foreseeable operations of asbestos products and talcum powder products. He
may testify that during foreseeable uses of defendants’ asbestos-containing products that those
products released asbestos fibers into the breathing zone of users, including but not limited to,
Plaintiff, in levels that are above background. These asbestos products include talc, talcum powder,
and talc-containing products and materials. He may compare and contrast the findings with other
scientific findings regarding encapsulated and friable products and materials. He may offer
opinions concerning testing which has been performed on behalf of Plaintiff and Defendants or
the lack of testing on defendants’ asbestos-containing products. Dr. Webber may testify that dust
levels measured in testing one defendants’ asbestos product would be similar to the results from
another defendant’s similar product with similar ingredients.

Dr. Webber may testify that asbestos exposure of the Plaintiff arising from defendants’ asbestos
products or activities involving the use of those products were substantial contributing factors in
Plaintiff’s overall asbestos exposure and were the result of defendant’s failure to exercise
appropriate industrial hygiene controls for suppressing or reducing exposures to asbestos,
including but not limited to truthfully informing regulatory agencies of testing results and
methodologies, removing/replacing the contaminating source(s), and adequately warning Plaintiff
of the dangers associated with asbestos and means to protect herself. He will testify that these
failures by defendants were knowing and/or unreasonable in the time and place in which they
occurred given the information that was available to defendants, medical and scientific literature,
statutes, regulations and/or based on the defendant’s actual knowledge. Dr. Webber’ opinion may
be based upon his review of any and all records and materials, published and or expressed opinions
of other experts in the field, his own publications, corporate documents, as well as his expertise in
the field, including experience and training, and his review of historical and more recent scientific
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articles and journals as well as government regulations. Dr. Webber may testify that medical
articles and journals indicated in the 1920s that asbestos could be hazardous and deadly, and in the
1930s and 1940s indicated that asbestos could cause cancer, and that it was known or knowable
that asbestos was a hazardous and dangerous substance in those time frames. He may testify
regarding the development of knowledge in the medical and scientific community regarding
asbestos and asbestos diseases. Dr. Webber may testify about the research and testing of talc, talc-
containing products, and talcum powder products, including but not limited to Johnson’s Baby
Powder and Shower-to-Shower and other talcum powder products, including historic testing,
testing by government agencies, trade group testing, industry testing, and the testing of other
experts in the field. He may further testify regarding the published work relating to talc, talc-
containing products, and talcum powder products, including on Johnson’s Baby Powder and
Shower-to-Shower. He may testify that this testing has repeatedly shown that talcum powder
products including Johnson’s Baby Powder and Shower-to-Shower, and the source mines, contain
asbestos, and have historically contained asbestos, including tremolite, anthophyllite, chrysotile,
and others. He may further testify that the various talc mines where talc was sourced for talcum
powder products, including Johnson’s Baby Powder and Shower-to-Shower, contained asbestos
fibers that can and did end up in the finished products. He may testify regarding historical literature
about the presence of asbestos in talc, and reports specifically relating to the presence of asbestos
in Johnson’s Baby Powder and Shower-to-Shower and other talcum powder products. He may
further testify regarding tests that show that asbestos is released into the air from use of talcum
powder products, including but not limited Johnson’s Baby Powder and Shower-to-Shower
products, in amounts that are significantly above background levels. He may testify, based on his
review of the case specific materials in this case, as well as all of the materials he has reviewed
and personal tests he has done, that the Plaintiff was exposed to levels of asbestos from use of
talcum powder products that were significantly above background levels. Dr. Webber may also
testify about the historical knowledge regarding contamination of talc with asbestos, the evolution
of methodologies for the sampling, identification, and quantification of asbestos in talc, and
industry involvement (including in trade advocacy groups) in order to prevent regulation of talc
for asbestos content, withhold information from the public, manipulate scientific date, and
advocate for use of testing methodologies and equipment which would allow for a certain
percentage of asbestos to be present in consumer hygiene and cosmetic products.

For additional information, plaintiffs refer defense counsel to the report, declaration and/or
deposition testimony James S. Webber offered or will offer in this case, as well as their testimony
on these issues in other pending or prior cases.

Corporate Witnesses and Other Witnesses: The following witnesses may offer expert as well
as factual testimony.

Robert Marecek (Librarian & Custodian of Records for the N.S.C.)
National Safety Council Office

1121 Spring Lake Drive

Itasca, IL 60143-3201

630-285-1121
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Mr. Marecek will testify live or by deposition regarding the storage retention, authenticity and
business records and/or ancient nature of National Safety Council (NSC) documents as well as
different companies who were members of the National Safety Council. He may also testify
regarding the distribution of NSC documents to members of the NSC. Copies of Mr. Marecek’s
prior deposition testimony in Plaintiff’s possession will be made available for inspection upon
request. Please see, for example, his deposition in Anderson v. Amoco, et al, cause number 00-10-
06613, February 7, 2003, In the 9" Judicial District, Montgomery County, Texas.

Sally J. Wilke (Custodian of IHF documents)
Industrial Hygiene Foundation

34 Penn Circle West

Pittsburgh, PA 15206

Ms. Wilke will testify live or by deposition regarding the storage, retention, authenticity and
business records and/or ancient nature of Industrial Hygiene Foundation (FKA Air Hygiene
Foundation, NKA Industrial Health Foundation, collectively referred to here as IHF) documents
as well as different companies who were members of the IHF. She may also testify regarding the
distribution of IHF documents to members of the IHF. Copies of Ms. Wilke’s prior deposition
testimony in Plaintiff’s possession will be made available for inspection upon request. Please see
her depo in King v. Allied Signal, et al, cause number 2424C-03, January 8", 2000, in the Circuit
Court for the City of Newport News, Virginia.

The following are American Standard Inc. persons with knowledge of relevant facts, who may
be called to testify by prior deposition at trial, some of whom will offer expert testimony. Many of
the witnesses are unavailable for trial, but the most recent contact information would be within the
care, custody or control of American Standard. They may be contacted by and through the attorney
of record who represented them at the deposition:

o Cause No. 764451-5 & 752292-1; Annie Ziemer, et al. v. Owens-Corning, et al.; In the
Superior Court of the State of California in and for the County of Alameda. Deposition of
Deborah Bedard, September 11, 1996.

o Multiple Cause Nos.; In the Circuit Court, 3rd Judicial Circuit, Madison County, Illinois;
Deposition of Carlos Diaz, July 14, 2003.

@ Cause No. BC 332841; Jim Henry, et al. vs. Alfa Laval, Inc., et al.; Superior Court of the
State of California County of Los Angeles; Deposition of Carlos Diaz, November 14, 2005.

@ Cause No. 2005-11196; Paul Sykes and Bonnie Sykes vs. American Standard, Inc. et al.;
In the District Court, Harris County, Texas, 11" Judicial District. Deposition of Dennis
Dorman, December 21, 2005.

o Cause No. 403450; Barbra Kuhl vs. A.P. Green Industries; Superior Court of San
Francisco; Deposition of Marilyn A. Gargano, June 2, 2003.
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Cause No. 938709; Florence Wienhols, et al. vs. Abco Corporation, et al.; Superior Court
of the State of California in and for the County of San Francisco; Deposition of George
Kasparian, March 1, 1995.

Cause No. 938709; Florence Wienhols, et al. vs. Abco Corporation, et al.; Superior Court
of the State of California in and for the County of San Francisco; Deposition of George
Kasparian, March 2, 1995.

Multiple Cause Nos.; Superior Court of New Jersey Law Division, Middlesex County;
Deposition of George Kasparian, July 9, 1996.

Multiple Cause Nos.; Superior Court of New Jersey Law Division, Middlesex County;
Deposition of George Kasparian, July 10, 1996.

Cause No. L-2159-90; Edward & Helen Coffey vs. American Standard, et al.; Superior
Court of New Jersey Law Division, Middlesex County; Deposition of David Hurley,
February 5, 1992.

Cause Nos. 764451-5 Annie Ziemer, et al. v. Owens Corning, et al. & Cause No. 752292-
1 Annette Douglas Boynton vs. American Standard, et al.; In the Superior Court of the State

of California in and for the County of Alameda; Deposition of Colleen A. Koester, May 6,
1997.

Cause No. CV33246-A; Robert & Loy Wheeler vs. AC and S, Inc. et al.; In the District
Court of Hopkins County, Texas, 62" Judicial; Deposition of Mary Jane Mahoney,
September 7, 2001.

Cause No. 991114; Danny Harris, et al. vs. Asbestos Defendants (BHC); In the Superior
Court of the State of California in and for the County of San Francisco; Deposition of Mary
Jane Mahoney, May 27, 1999.

Cause No. CC-99-08033-13; Malcolm Murphy, et al. vs. Owens Corning, et al.; In the
County Court at Law #2, Dallas County, Texas; Deposition of Mary Jane Mahoney, May
16, 2001.

Multiple Cause Nos.; In the Circuit Court 3™ Judicial Circuit, Madison County, Illinois;
Deposition of Mary Jane Mahoney, August 27, 2003.

Multiple Cause Nos.; In the District Court of Orange County, Texas, 128™ Judicial District;
Deposition of Jane Mahoney, September 13, 1994.

Cause No. 01-CI- 01344; James Rehm, et al. vs. Navistar International Corporation, et al.;

Commonwealth of Kentucky, Jefferson Circuit Court, Division Ten; Deposition of Janace
McMonigal, July 31, 2001.
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e Cause No. 084-004436; All Wise & Julian Asbestos Litigation Pending in Madison
County, Illinois vs. American Standard, Inc., et al.; In the Circuit Court of the 3™ Judicial
Circuit, Madison County, Illinois; Deposition of Conrad Arnold, April 9, 2003.

@ Cause No. W-026197-87; Frank Leogrande vs. Renee Corporation, et al. & Cause No. L-
042890-86; James Loretto vs. Passaic Metal, et al.; Superior Court of New Jersey Law
Division, Middlesex County; Deposition of Vincent Olafsen, April 27, 1989.

@ Deposition of John B. Uhl, October 31, 2001.
o Deposition of Janace McMonigal, August 21, 2003.

o Multiple Cause Nos.; In the Circuit Court of the 3" Judicial Circuit, Madison County,
[llinois; Deposition of Alan Greenhagen, June 24, 2003.

o Cause No. BC-332-170; Michael & Marianne Robertson vs. Alfa Laval, Inc., et al.;
Superior Court of the State of California for the County of Los Angeles; Deposition of
Dennis Dorman, May 8, 2006.

@ Cause No. BC-332-560; Tamara Kapraun, et al. vs. Crane Co., Inc. et al.; Superior Court
of the State of California County of Los Angeles; Deposition of Carlos Diaz, September
18, 2006.

o Case No. 06-1599; Hebert, et al. v. Alfa Laval, Inc., et al.; In Middlesex Superior Court,
Cambridge, Massachusetts. Deposition of Dennis Dorman, October 18, 2007.

o Case No. 06-4644; Wands, et al. v. Trane U.S. Inc., et al.; Middlesex Superior Court,
Cambridge, Massachusetts. Deposition of Dennis Dorman, September 3, 2009.

o Case No. 06-4644; Wands, et al. v. Trane U.S. Inc., et al.; Middlesex Superior Court,
Cambridge, Massachusetts. Deposition of Carlos Diaz, October 19, 2009.

David Onuscheck
Brian Rusch
c¢/o ABB, Inc.

The above witnesses will testify live or by video deposition regarding their experience with ABB,
Inc. (and any predecessor or successor), ABB Inc.’s (and any predecessor or successor) knowledge
and conduct, and ABB, Inc.’s (and any predecessor or successor) products.

Bradley Plank
c/o A.O. Smith Corporation

The above witnesses will testify live or by video deposition regarding their experience with A.O.
Smith Corporation (and any predecessor or successor), A.O. Smith Corporation’s (and any
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predecessor or successor) knowledge and conduct, and A.O. Smith Corporation’s (and any
predecessor or successor) products.

Thomas Grubka
c/o Armstrong Industries, Inc.

Mr. Grubka, corporate representative and person most knowledgeable of Armstrong Industries,
Inc. (and any predecessor or successors) will testify live or by video deposition regarding his
experience with Armstrong Industries, Inc. (and any predecessor or successors), Armstrong
Industries, Inc.’s (and any predecessor or successors) knowledge and conduct, and Armstrong
Industries, Inc.’s (and any predecessor or successors) products.

Jimmy L. Franklin
c/o Aurora Pump Company

Mr. Franklin will testify regarding his experience with Aurora Pump Company and Aurora Pump
Company equipment and/or products. Please see his deposition taken May 2005 in A/l May 2005
In Extremis Cases against Aurora Pump, et al, in the Supreme Court of New York County, New
York; and January 16, 2006 in Paul Palmer, et al vs. Georgia-Pacific Corporation, et al, No.
61900, Div. D, in the 18" Judicial District Court, Iberville County, Louisiana. Plaintiffs refer to
and may use at trial other subsequent depositions of Mr. Franklin and/or other representatives of
Aurora Pump Company.

Louis Merz
c/o Borg Warner Corporation

Mr. Merz, corporate representative of Borg Warner Corporation, will testify live or by deposition
regarding various matters related to Borg Warner’s knowledge of the hazards of asbestos, Borg
Warner’s actions in response to the hazards of asbestos, the asbestos content and other aspects of
various Borg Warner friction products, the corporate history and financial condition of Borg
Warner and any other matters relevant to this litigation.

Robert Hornick
c/o Borg Warner Corporation

Mr. Hornick, corporate representative of Borg Warner Corporation, will testify live or by
deposition regarding various matters related to Borg Warner’s knowledge of the hazards of
asbestos, Borg Warner’s actions in response to the hazards of asbestos, the asbestos content and
other aspects of various Borg Warner friction products, the corporate history and financial
condition of Borg Warner and any other matters relevant to this litigation.

Richard Anderson
c/o Borg Warner Corporation (Borg-Warner Morse Tec)

Mr. Anderson, corporate representative of Borg Warner Corporation, will testify live or by
deposition regarding various matters related to Borg Warner’s knowledge of the hazards of
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asbestos, Borg Warner’s actions in response to the hazards of asbestos, the asbestos content and
other aspects of various Borg Warner friction products, the corporate history and financial
condition of Borg Warner and any other matters relevant to this litigation.

Martin Kraft
C/O: Buffalo Pumps Inc.

Mr. Kraft, corporate representative and person most knowledgeable of Buffalo Pumps (and any
predecessor or successors) will testify live or by video deposition regarding his experience with
Buffalo Pumps (and any predecessor or successors), Buffalo Pumps (and any predecessor or
successors) knowledge and conduct, and Buffalo Pumps (and any predecessor or successors)
products.

Martin Gregory Leslie
C/O Buffalo Pumps Inc.

Mr. Leslie, corporate representative and person most knowledgeable of Buffalo Pumps (and any
predecessor or successors) will testify live or by video deposition regarding his experience with
Buffalo Pumps (and any predecessor or successors), Buffalo Pumps (and any predecessor or
successors) knowledge and conduct, and Buffalo Pumps (and any predecessor or successors)
products.

Roderick G. Stohl
c/o Burnham Corporation

Mr. Stohl is a person with knowledge of relevant facts, who may appear by prior written deposition
at any all trials against Burnham Corporation.

Frank J. Costanzo
C/O: BW/IP International, Inc. and Flowserve U.S., Inc.

Mr. Costanzo, corporate representative and person most knowledgeable of BW/IP International,
Inc. and Flowserve U.S., Inc. (and any predecessor or successors, including but not limited to
Byron Jackson Pump Company) will testify live or by video deposition regarding his experience
with BW/IP International Inc., Flowserve U.S., Inc. (and any predecessor or successors, including
but not limited to Byron Jackson Pump Company), BW/IP International Inc., Flowserve U.S., Inc.
(and any predecessor or successors, including but not limited to Byron Jackson Pump Company’s)
knowledge and conduct, and BW/IP International Inc., Flowserve U.S., Inc. (and any predecessor
or successors, including but not limited to Byron Jackson Pump Company’s) products.

Dwayne Meyer
c/o Carboline Company

The above witnesses will testify live or by video deposition regarding his experience with
Carboline Company (and any predecessor or successor), Carboline Company’s (and any
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predecessor or successor) knowledge and conduct, and Carboline Company’s (and any predecessor
or successor) products.

Douglas Ware
c/o CBS Corporation

Mr. Ware, corporate representative and/or person most knowledgeable of CBS Corp. (and any
predecessor or successors) will testify live or by video deposition regarding his experience with
CBS Corp. (and any predecessor or successors), CBS Corp. (and any predecessor or successors)
knowledge and conduct, and CBS Corp. (and any predecessor or successors) products.

Brian Rusch
c¢/o ABB, Inc.

The above witnesses will testify live or by video deposition regarding their experience with ABB,
Inc. (and any predecessor or successor), ABB Inc.’s (and any predecessor or successor) knowledge
and conduct, and ABB, Inc.’s (and any predecessor or successor) products.

Mark Post
c/o Carver Pump Company

The above witness will testify live or by video deposition regarding his experience with Carver
Pumps Company (and any predecessor or successor), Carver Pump Company’s (and any
predecessor or successor) knowledge and conduct, and Carver Pumps Company’s (and any
predecessor or successor) products.

Arthur Long
c/o Circor Instrumentation Technologies, Inc.

The above witness will testify live or by video deposition regarding his experience with Circor
Instrumentation Technologies, Inc. (and any predecessor or successor), Circor Instrumentation
Technologies, Inc. (and any predecessor or successor) knowledge and conduct, and Circor
Instrumentation Technologies Inc.’s (and any predecessor or successor) products.

James Covil

Palmer Covil

Joe Edwards

Charles Finger
Robert Glenn

Jack Waugh

c/o Covil Corporation

The above witnesses will testify live or by video deposition regarding their experience with Covil
Corporation (and any predecessor or successor), Covil Corporation’s (and any predecessor or
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successor) knowledge and conduct, and Covil Corporation’s (and any predecessor or successor)
products.

Anthony Pantaleoni
c/o Crane Co.

Mr. Pantaleoni, corporate representative of Crane Co., will testify live or by video deposition
regarding his experience with Crane Co., Crane Co. knowledge and conduct, and Crane Co.
products.

Robert J. Martin
C/0O Crosby Valve, Inc.

Mr. Martin, corporate representative and person most knowledgeable of Crosby Valve, Inc. (and
any predecessor or successors) will testify live or by video deposition regarding his experience
with Crosby Valve, Inc. (and any predecessor or successors), Crosby Valve, Inc.’s (and any
predecessor or successors) knowledge and conduct, and Crosby Valve, Inc.’s (and any predecessor
or successors) products.

Gerald Beaumont
Theodarit Don Buck
Jacob Cantrell

Bob Ellis

c¢/o Daniel International

The above witnesses will testify live or by video deposition regarding their experience with Daniel
International (and any predecessor or successor), Daniel International’s (and any predecessor or
successor) knowledge and conduct, and Daniel International’s (and any predecessor or successor)
products.

Ronald Duimstra
c/o Fisher Controls International, LL.C

The above witness will testify live or by video deposition regarding his experience with Fisher
Controls International, LLC (and any predecessor or successor), Fisher Controls International,
LLC’s (and any predecessor or successor) knowledge and conduct, and Fisher Control
International, LLC’s (and any predecessor or successor) products.

Thomas Spence
C/O: Flowserve, individually and as successor to Duriron Co. and Durco International, Inc.

Mr. Spence, person most knowledgeable of Flowserve (and any predecessor or successors) will
testify live or by video deposition regarding his experience with Flowserve (and any predecessor
or successors), Flowserve’s (and any predecessor or successors) knowledge and conduct, and
Flowserve’s (and any predecessor or successors) products.
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Richard Johnson
c/o Foster Wheeler Energy Corporation

Mr. Johnson, corporate representative and person most knowledgeable of Foster Wheeler Energy
Corporation (and any predecessor or successors) will testify live or by trial testimony and/or video
deposition regarding his experience with Foster Wheeler Energy Corporation (and any predecessor
or successors), Foster Wheeler Energy Corporation’s (and any predecessor or successors)
knowledge and conduct, and Foster Wheeler Energy Corporation’s (and any predecessor or
successors) products.

C/O: Gardner Denver, Inc.

Mr. Finnamore, corporate representative and person most knowledgeable of Gardner Denver, Inc.
(and any predecessor or successors) will testify live or by trial testimony and/or video deposition
regarding his experience with Gardner Denver, Inc. (and any predecessor or successors), Gardner
Denver, Inc.’s (and any predecessor or successors) knowledge and conduct, and Gardner Denver,
Inc.’s (and any predecessor or successors) products.

David Nash, Jr.
C/O: Gardner Denver Nash, LLC f/k/a The Nash Engineering Company

Mr. Nash, corporate representative and person most knowledgeable of Gardner Denver Nash, LLC
f/k/a The Nash Engineering Company (and any predecessor or successors) will testify live or by
trial testimony and/or deposition regarding his experience with Gardner Denver Nash, LLC f/k/a
The Nash Engineering Company (and any predecessor or successors), Gardner Denver Nash, LLC
f/k/a The Nash Engineering Company’s (and any predecessor or successors) knowledge and
conduct, and Gardner Denver Nash, LLC f/k/a The Nash Engineering Company’s (and any
predecessor or successors) products.

Marjorie A. Drucker
c/o General Electric Company

Ms. Drucker, corporate representative and person most knowledgeable of General Electric
Company will testify live or by video deposition regarding her experience with General Electric
Company, General Electric Company’s knowledge and conduct, and General Electric Company’s
products. Please see her deposition in Gary W. Lenz, et al v. Allis Chalmers Corporation Product
Liability Trust, et al, Case No. 2007-CP-40-5106, dated April 1, 2008, in the State of South
Carolina Court of Common Pleas.

The following are General Electric Company persons with knowledge of relevant facts, who
will appear by prior written deposition at any all trials against General Electric Company, some
of whom will offer expert testimony and some of whom will offer factual testimony. Most of the
transcripts were provided by General Electric Company counsel of record as witness statements,
party opponent admissions or admissions against interest. Many of the witnesses are unavailable
for trial, but the most recent contact information would be within the care, custody or control of
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General Electric Company. They may be contacted by and through the attorney of record who
represented them at the deposition:

e Paul Banaszewski, depositions taken July 22, 2003 in Cotton, et al v. A.P. Green
Refractories Company, et al, No. B-150, 374-AK, In the 60" District Court, Jefferson
County, Texas; July 24, 2008 in McBride, et al v. A.W. Chesterton Company, et al, No. 07-
002192, in the 14" Judicial Circuit Court, Bay County, Florida; December 11, 2003 in
Branon, et al v. Owens-Corning Fiberglas Corp., et al, No. 98-CI-00637, Division Two,
McCracken Circuit Court, Commonwealth of Kentucky; June 23, 2004 in Brown, et al v.
ACands, Inc., et al, No. CJ-2001-10009-63, in the District Court of Oklahoma County,
Oklahoma; January 9, 2004 (Vol. I) and February 11, 2004 (Vol. 1) in Ross, et al v. A.W.
Chesterton, et al, No. CTC 03-421637, Superior Court, San Francisco County, California;
February 24, 2006 (Vol. I) and March 1, 2006 (Vol. 1) in French, et al v. Saberhagen
Holdings, Inc., et al., No. 05-2-09268-8 SEA, Superior Court, King County, Washington;
June 3, 2005 in Zygielbaum, et al v. Asbestos Corporation Limited, et al, No. RG04152563,
In the Superior Court, Alameda County, California; April 13, 2006 in Samuel Stacey v.
American Standard, Inc., et al, No. LT-00835, in the Circuit Court, Richmond County,
Virginia; and May 20, 2009 in Gaia v. Allis Chalmers, et al, No. 373142, Los Angeles
Superior Court, in Lynda Berry v. ANCO Insulations, Inc., et al., Case No. 15-24441,
Fourth Judicial District, Ouachita Parish, Louisiana, on February 24, 2016.

@ Joseph A. Falcon, deposition taken May 29, 1998 in Shirley Hodge, et al v. Pittsburgh
Corning Corporation, et al, No. 94-08602, in the 98" Judicial District, Travis County,
Texas.

e Andrew Forti, deposition taken October 9, 1991 in Clarence Berkhimer, et al v. A-Best
Products Company, et al, No. 1991 of 1866, in the Court of Common Pleas, Cambria
County, Pennsylvania.

@ Frank Sam Frangione, deposition taken December 10, 2003.

e Robert Galvin, deposition taken February 6, 2003 in Nolan, et al v. John Crane, et al, No.
01-L-117, in the Fifth Judicial Circuit Court, Vermilion County, Illinois.

@ David Hobson, deposition taken November 11, 2001.

e David Hobson, deposition taken April 12, 2005 in Gudmundson, et al v. John Crane, Inc.,
et al, No. 03-L-538, in the Third Judicial Circuit, Madison County, Illinois.

@ David Hobson, deposition taken May 20, 2004 (Part I) and July 21, 2004 (Part II) in /n Re:
New York City Asbestos Litigation, in the Supreme Court, New York County, New York.

@ David Hobson, deposition taken October 28, 1992.

e David Hobson, deposition taken December 17, 2001 in Adams, et al v. AC&S, et al, No.
BA3-01-0380418S, in the 