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L6.22 FILE COPY IN TBE UNITEB STATES DISTRICT COURT 
i FOR THE EASTERN DISTRIeT OF PENlrlSYLVANIA 

BONNIE T. HAYDEN and 
JULZUS A. HAYDEN 

vs.  

APPLETON PAPBRS INC. 

ARXQLD CORPOR~TION 
and 

: CIVIL A C T I O N  

NO. 86-5232 

PLAINTIFSS' PRE-TRIAL NEMORANDCIN 

I. NP.TURE OF ACTION AND BASIS OF JURISDICTIOEI 

In September,  1984, Bonnie Aayden va5 exposed to significant 

Levels of forxialdehyde which w e r e  e m i t t e d  f r o m  carbonless copy paper 

farms. Defendant Apeleton Papers Inc. (APoletOn p a p e r s )  originally 

manufactured t h e  carbonless copy paper .  Defendant Arnold Corporatian 

[ A r n o l d )  p r i n t e d ,  treated, collated and marketed the forms. 

As the r e s u l t  o f  t h i s  significant exposure to Zormaldehyde, 

~ L S .  Hayden developed an allergic sensftization ko formaldehyde. 

Presently, even minimal expasures to formaldehyde will cause an 

a l l e c g i c  r e a c t i o n .  M r s .  Hayden i s  precLuded from all employment and 

isolated t:am social and pecsonaf activities. P l a i n t i f f s  have €fled a 

-c iv i l  suit for damages in light of t h e  i n j u r i e s  s u f f e r e d  by  M r s .  

Hayden. Jurisdiction is based upon diver$ity pursuant to 28 U . S . C .  

section 1332. 

12. STATENENT OF FACTS 

On -septeaber 10, 1984 t h e  clerical workers  at 8 fi G 
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xrnufactuting f o r  the f i r s t  time used  c a r b o n l e s s  copy paper forms 

printed by Defendant Arnold Corporation with the c a r b o n l e s s  copy papec  

manufactured by Defendant Appleton Papers Inc. All o f  the employees 

immediately n o t i c e d  an o f f e n s i v e ,  ovecwhelaing and irritating edor 

emanating from the Defendants' products, S e v e r a l  of the employees 

suffered acute p h y s i c a l  r e a c t i o n s  to the c a r b o n l e s s  copy paper.  

Haadling the carbonless copy paper caused c o n t a c t  dermatitis. 

Bteathing the odors, caused drying of the s k i n  around the mouth and 

nasc, watering e y e s ,  hoarsene6s .  nausea and headaches .  

Unfortunately, t he  most: s e v e r e  symptoms were  suffered by 

iaorrnre Hdyden. Although Mrs. Bayden attempted to continue her work ,  

her symptoms worsened and persisted. she  ha5 been unable to return t o  

work since October,  1 8 8 4 .  A s  t h e  result of the exposure  to Defendants' 

preduct, M r s .  Hayden h a s  became alleryicslly s e n s i t i z e d  tra exposure to 

fsrmaldehyde.  Even relatively minimal  levels of exposure will r e s u l t  

rn the constriction a f  her larynx,  central nervous system depression, 

respiratory irritation and headaches.  

h c s .  Hayden's employer initally attempted t o  teduce the 

exposure by drying the Fapec a t  a commeccial facilfty. Although some 

af t he  dampness w a s  ceiaoved, the workers concinued to s u f f e r  symptoms 

vhile handling the DeEendants' product .  After a s h o r t  perlad of time, 

the employer discarded the forms. F:om the fall of 1 9 8 4  t o  the 

-present ,  the employer has used carbon copy forms a s  an e f f e c t i v e  

replacement. 

6 c G nanufacturing immediately c o n t a c t e d  the Arnold 

Corporation and was referred t o  Appleton Papers. D e s p i t e  being told 

that workers were  suffering t h r o a t  irritation, uatesiny aye-s, s k i n  
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rsshes, nausea and c h e s t  congestion, Appletoa Papers  took no 

af f i rmat ive  steps to reduce the risk of f u r t h e r  i n p r y  t o  t h e  8 & G 

Ksnufacturfng employees. Rather, Appleton Papers misrepresented 'chat 

the  emisslons itom the carbonless copy paper were not toxic and that 

there  w e r e  no health risks associated with t h e  use O f  it8 pcoducts in 

Teneral, or of t h i s  sample in p a r t i c u l a t .  

The Defendants' response i n  t h i s  case was the same 

b o i l e r - p l a t e  response it has given to the hundreds of other  h e a l t h  

complaints it ha5 rece ived arising from the u s e  of i t s  carbonless copy 

paper products. F r o m  1976 through 1986. Appletan Papers  received over 

750 reports of adverse health r e a c t i o n s  fcom use of i t s  carbonless copy 

paper products. P r i o r  to the  fall o €  1984, the Defendant: had received 

innumerable repor t s  o f  persoh3  suffering the e x a c t  same type of 

enjuries s u f f e r e d  by M r s .  Hayden as a r e s u l t  o f  the  use of its product .  

The symptoms d i s p l a y e d  by t h e  CO-employees of Mrs. aayden, 

the symptoms displayed bj Mrs. Hayden, the medical  tes t  r e s u l t s  and the 

-Defendants' tasting of t h e i r  products, a l l  corroborate  tha t  t h e  

particularly significant t o x i c  substance  emitted in this case  was 

-formaldehyde.' By the f a l l  O f  1 9 8 4 ,  the potential health hszatds  o f  

1 .  The back of a sheet of cazboaless copy paper i s  coated with 
microcapsules  of solvents. (Referred to as a "coated hack" or 
"can). The microcapsules ace constructed with ei thcr  a melamine 
farmaldehyde resin OK a natural material, such as pig fat.  ho 
microcapsules ace broken when one applies pressure tu the tag of 
the paper- The solvents. released from the broken microcapsules 
theu react with the caatad front o f  the next page of the carbolrless 
copy paper. (Referred to  as a .coated Eront' or 'CF'). 

Furmaldehyde can be released if the coated back i6 made 6 t h  it 
maXalPiae-fornaldehyde zesin and the res in  partially decrmposes, for  
erample because o f  poor cuciag. increase iB humidity, or increase 
in  temperature. - 
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tacemaldthyde wecc well known to the De&endants, bath in geneca l  f:orn 

the reports in t h e  medical and scientific l i t e r a t u r e  and in specific 
because o f  the Defendants'  testing of the product as w e l l  a s  

information provided t o  them by their chemical S u p p l i e r s .  In 1983, the 

Defendant commissioned a "safety study" f o g  i t s  black print carbonless 
copy paper,  such as was u$cd by M C S .  Hayden. Eleven out o: the 

twenty-four persons tested r u f f a r e d  adverse p h y s i c a l  r e a c t i o n s  t o  the 

type of carbonless copy paper used by Plaintiff. The PeEendant 

interpreted this f o r t y  f i v e  percent ( 4 5 % )  positive response a s  proo f  

t h a t  its product w a s  "cafe". 

Regulation o f  exposure ta foemaldehycie. both i n  occupat iona l  

and residential settings, i s  a subject of tremendous concecn.  On 

November 22, 1987, the Occupational Safety and Health Administration 

ordered a t w o- t h i r d s  [eduction in the permissible exposure l i m i t  to: 

Earnaldehyde, The Agency r e p o r t e d  that t h e  reduction would be expected 

to reduce t h e  number o f  Ca$es of respiratory irritation among worksss 

by 6 , 0 0 0  a year and :o reduce dermatitis cases by o v e r  11,000 annual ly .  

This reduction i n  occupational exposure CO formaldehyde was expected to 

reduce .the medical and associated costs of formaldehyde r e l a t e d  

uccupational illnesses by up to $ 3 5 . 5  million a y e a r .  

Since L982, A p p l e t o n  Papers has been aware that i t s  product 

emitted significant levels of formaldehyde. The Defendant ha5 

aLtetempted, however, to trivialize the significance of the expasute and 

the associated h e a l t h  consequences. Appleton Papers has  €elt compelled 

to mount thi: vigorous campaign t h a t  its product does not: emit harmful 
- 
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Irevels a f  focmaldehyde. The Campaign i s  in response  t o  loss of its 

customers who have l earned  t h a t  Apple ton  Papers' product emits  

Formaldehyde and i s  i n  response  to other c i v i l  lawsui ts  where Appleton 

papst has  been sued by other  i n d i v i d u a l s  injured by exposure to 

fa  ma 1 de h y d e .  

The primacy souscc for the eaission o €  formaldehyde is the 

melamine focns ldehyde  resin used t o  make the microcapsules on the  

c a a t e d  back of t h e  c a e b a n l e s s  copy p a p e e .  The Defendant can, however, 

make i t s  product out of natural m a t e r i a l s  which emit nu de teck ib lc  

l e v e l s  o f  focmaldehyde. Appleton Papers  I n c .  has admitted that the 

car&onless copy paper form5 u s e d  by f irs-  Hayden could have been sade 

wi-th Che na tura l  materials, thereby  reducing the risk o f  injury .  

The Defenlants marketed a product  which posed a significant 

rLsk o f  injury to f o r e s e e a b l e  users. In the i n s t a n t  c a s e ,  the 

Dsfendants' product  e m i t t e d  significant levels of formaldehyde. 

uespf te  t h e i r  a u s c c n e s s  as to the  p t e n t i a l  health r i sks ,  the 

mefendants provided a b s o l u t e l y  na warnings to f o r e s e a b i e  users but 

cnther falsely represented that t h e i r  product was " s a f e " .  The 

Wfendants  had available an a l t e r n a t e  formulstion a f  their product 

which would have sisnificantly reduced the r i s k  of  i n j u r y .  I t  chose 

nat to advise  f o r e s e e a b l e  users  o f  t h i s  s a f e r  a l t e r n a t i v e  product .  AS 

the e e s u l t  of the Defendants '  negligence, d e f e c t i v e  product and 

m i s r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s ,  Hrs. Hayden w i l l  spend the c c s t  of her life 

-significantly i s o l a t e d  and precluded f r o m  a l l  r e g u l a r  emgloyment. 

-5- 
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rrz DAMGES SOUGHT ay PLAINTIFFS 

At the time of her i n j u r i e s ,  Bonnie Hayden was forty-four 

years o l d  and IS a part-time employee f o r  B h G Kanufacturing, xrs .  

Hayden earned $8.912.00 annually. AS a r e s u l t  of the restrictions 

frpased by her  injury, Mrs. Wayden is precluded from all employmeat i n  
the competitive laboe  market. xrs. Xaydan has not returned to w o c k  

sirrce the toxic exposure to Defendants' product. Mrs. Hayden seeks the 

Pair and reasohable campensatinn f o t  her  105s Of earnings and permanent 

loss Qf earning capaci ty .  Xobart P. Wolf, a v o c a t i o n a l  e x p e r t ,  has 

evaluated t h e  loss of earning capacity to be in excess of $160.000.00. 

As reasonable and necessary aedical treatment o€ her injury, 

Mrs. Hayden has received medical treatment €tom Pr. Hedrick and DC. 

Mansmann. Mrs. Bayden seeks reimbursement for the past, present and 

futute  medical treatment. 

As a r e s u l t  of her in juCieS ,  f i ts ,  Wayden cannot be eXpO8Ed to 

even minimal l e v e l s  of focmaldehyde, even levels which a r e  encountered 

in normal settings. A S  a r e s u l t  of h e t  i n j u t i e s ,  Mrs. Hayden does now, 

and will f a r  the rest af her life, suffer a l l e c g i c  reactions which 

include upgar airway irritation, constriction of her  larynx, fatigue, 

and c e n t r a l  nervous system depression. In order to accommodate these 

restrictions, MKS. saydcn i s  isolated from most social, family, and 

wark a c t i v i t i e s .  H C S .  Hbyden seeks damaves €or the pain, suffering, 

emotional distress, and LOSS of l i f e ' s  atdinacy pleasures which wecc 

caused by the Defendants' conduct and defective product. 

Julivs Hayden seeks damages for the Loss of the services, 

soc ie ty  and fellawship o f  his w i f e ,  Bcnnir Rayden. 
* 
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LV . PLAINTIFFS' WITNESSES 

s i n c e  the  issues of l i a b i l i t y  and damaqes overlap so 

-significantly i n  t h i s  case,  P l a i n t i f f s  will offer all o f  t h e  witnesses 

a s  l i a b i l i t y  and damage w i t n e s s e s  except for Robert Walf, who will 

t e s t i f y  a s  a damage witaess o n l y .  

1. Ela ine  8 .  P a n i t z ,  W.D. 
~ a s t  w i n d s o e  p ro fe s s iona l  Park 
1 n r l e  Road Extension 
Heightstown. NJ  08520  

D C .  P a n i t z  w i l l  t e s t i f y  as both a fac t  w i t n e s s  and as an 
expect w i t n e s s  o n  behalf  o f  Plaintiffs. D r .  P a n i t z  graduated  Hagna Cum 
T&ude frgm vassar College and than a t t ended  Karvard fledical school.  
Dr. p a n i t z  is boacd c e r t i f i e d  in I n t e r n a l  Medicine and specializes i n  
t h e  acea of  occupa t iona l  and environmental  medicine. Fcom 1975 through 
1981, D r .  P a n i t z  was the  Medical Direc tor  f o r  HeGeaw-Rill. rne.  During 
t h e  c o ~ c s e  cf h e r  work, Or. P a n i t z  has t r e a t e d ,  counseled and examined 
s e v e r a l  people who have become s e n s i t i z e d  t o  formaldehyde as a r e s u l t  
af ocsupatlonal txporutc. 

2 .  DC. Thaddeus J. Godish, Ph-D. 
Indoor Aic Quality S e r v i c e s ,  Inc.  
5008 Isabella Lane 
KunCfe, I N  4 7 3 6 4  

DZ- Godish w i l l  t e s t i f y  a s  bnth a fact w i t n e s s  and an expert  
u i t n e s s  an b e h a l f  of the Plaintiffs. D K .  Godish is a professor  of 
NaCural Resoutces and t he  D i r t c t o r  Bf the Indaor A i r  Quality Rcseacch 
Laboratory. For a t  least the past Six years .  Dr. Cadish has devoted 
his research and studies to  the p o t e n t i a l  herlth ef fec ts  of 
brmaldchyde and the i n d u s t r i a l  hygiene monitoring and samppling methods 
to determine l e v e l s  of exposure t o  formaldehyde. 

3 .  or. Alan Bcoughbon. M . D .  
Ant i body As say Labo ca t o  r i e s 
8 0 5  West LaVeta Avenue 
S u i t e  201 
Oranqe, CA 92668  

DC. sroughton will t e s t i f y  as  both  a fact  and e x p e r t  witness 
an b e h a l f  o f  P l a i n t i f f s .  Dc. Broughton is a boacd c e r t i f i e d  
pathologist and the medical d i r e c t o r  of the Antibody Assay 
L a b o r a t o r i e s .  Dr. BrOUghtOn completed t e s t i n g  on a blood sample from 
" m e  Eaydcn. 

* - 
.. 
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4 .  De. G .  Winfield Hedrick, 8.D. 
30 south SchooL Lane 
Souderton. PA L8964 

~ r .  Hedeick w a s  and 1s the Plaintiffs’ f a m i l y  physician. Jr. 

5 .  Dr. Norman Lou% 
Penn Foundation for Hental aealth 
807 Lawn Avenue 
Sellorgville, PA 18960 

Hedcick will testify as  a €&et witness. 

DK. LOUX is and was the P l a i n t i f f s ’  consulting psychiatrist 

6. F S i t z  R. Hensch.31 

f r m  1 9 6 9  to the p c t s c n t .  DC. toux will t e s t i f y  as  a fact w i t n e s s .  

E n g l i s h  Villayc 
Apartment 26-A5 
North wales. ?A 19454 

X r .  Honschel w a s  the supervisor of Bonnie Bayden at the  tine 
of her  occupational c x p o s u c e  during 1 9 8 4 .  

7. Joan F i n k b i n d e r  
8 .  L o c i  Souder 
9 .  Linda smallwood 

c/o 8 6 G Xanufacturing 
3067 Unionville P i k e  
AatEield, PA 1 9 4 4 0  

ns. Finkbinder, Hs. Souder and Ms. Smallwood were 
.co-employees of xes. Hayden a t  the time of nrs. Hayden‘s exposure in 
-September,  1984.  

10. Richard DiNunziw 
2 6  I n d i a n  V a l l e y  Lane 
Telford, PA 19969 

ME. D i N u n z i o  was a Sal85 and purchasing iaanager at m s .  
layden’s p l a c e  of employment at the time of her  exposure i n  September, 
1 9 8 4 .  

11. Lorraine Edmunds 
c/o B & G manu€acturing 
3067 Uhlcnvrlls P i k e  
H a t f i e l d ,  PA 1 9 4 4 0  

M c s .  zdmunds is a sen ior  manaqtr. and spouse of  t h e  owner of 
B & G Manufacturing, Plaintiff‘s employer. 

-a- 
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i 12. Jaaes Burns 
c / o  B G G nanufactucing 
3067  Unionville Pike 
Hatfield, PA 19440 

607- 257- 0466 P -  9 

Mr. Burns was a senior manager a t  S b G Maaufacturing at the 

13. JoseDh L .  Mi tche l l  

time of X t s .  Hayden’s exposure in September, 1984. 

9 3  lhth s t r e e t  
aenasha, W I  54952  

f i r .  n l t c h e l l  was a technical s e r v i c e  representative for 
.peeendant Appleton Papers I n c .  in September, 1904. 

1 4 .  Michael Fred Stevens 
314 East Glendale S t r e e t  
AQQletOn, WI 54910 

Mr. Stevens  was the h e a l t h  and s a f e  y specialis 

15. David G. Ashley 
209 Waldo Drive  
Chestertown, Hb 

-Ds-fendant Appleton Paper6 Inc. in September, 1984.  
€ 0  r 

nr. Ashley was the p l a n t  manager at the Chcstertaun, Maryland 

16. john noofe 

facility for Defendant Arnold Corporation in September, 1984.  

927 Regida Drive 
Baltimore, W 

nc. Moore was the quality c o n t r o l  manager for  the 
Ctrestertown. naryland facility for Defendant Arnold Corporation in 
September,  1984. 

1 7 .  P a t r i c i a  Duffimld 
RD 1, Bax 168 
Wyalusing. PA 

Mrs. Duffiald I s  the s i s t e r  o f  Bonnie Hayden. 

18. Johanna 8 .  Fine 
4023 windsor Avenue 
Philadelphia, PA 19143 

Hs. Fine i s ’ a  personal acquaintance of Mrs .  Bayden through 
X r s .  Hayden’s church. 

-9- 
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19.  Jay naydtn 

2 1 .  Bradley Hayden 
2 0 .  T i m  Hayden 

1902 Keystone Drive  
B a t f i e l d .  PA 

Jay Hayden, Timothy Hayden and Bradley Hayden a r e  t h e  
chFldren of Bdnnie  and Julius Bayden. 

2 2 .  Robert  Wolf 
1228 Liberty Bell Drive 
Cherry Hill, NJ 0 8 0 0 3  

H r .  Wolf, a diplomet of  t h e  American Board of V o c a t i o n a l  
z x p e r t s ,  will testify as an e x p s r t t  w i t n e s s  a t  the time of t r i a l  
rxqaeding t he  loss of earnings  and earning c a p a c i t y  suffered by H c s .  
Xayden as the result of t h e  injuries she has suotaiesd. 

2 3 .  J u l i u s  A.  nayden 
1902  Keystone Drive 
Hatfield, PA 

2 4 .  Bonnie T. Hayden 
1 9 0 2  Keystone Drive 
H a t f i e l d ,  PA 

Plaintiffs r e s e r v e  the r f q h t  t o  call any w i t n e s s  listed by 
* i t h e r  of the Defendants in t h e i r  P r c- T r i a l  nemcrandum. Plaintiffs 
also reserve the r i g h t  to supplement t h e i r  l i s t  of witnesses in 
apzcrdance w i t h  Local Rules and a l s o  folloridg cemplction of the 
o l ~ t s t a n d l n g  discovery which i n c l u d e  d e p o s i t i o n s  of the  corporate 
designees o f  t h e  Defendants. 

V .  EXH 5 ?ITS 

1, Sample o f  form. 

2 .  Diary of f i i c h a e l  Stevens ( S t e v e n s  N o .  1 3 ) .  

3 .  N o t e s  made by Jaseph  Hitchell (mi tche l l ,  Ex. KO. 1). 

4 .  L e t t e r  f t a m  Joseph M i t c h e l l  sent t o  Dave A s h l e y  

5 .  Technical s e r v i c e  Bulletin (Mitchell No. 7 )  of Appleton 

I 

cegarding subject paper (5ept., 1964) ( K L t c h e l l  No. 4 ) .  

Pa@ees I n t .  
* 

2 References are  t o  the Exhibit numbers Eor the deposition of  the  
parson Listed. 
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6. 

7.  

8 .  

9. 

19. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

1 4  I 

1 5  + 

16. 

17. 

18 a 

Technlcal Services Bulletin I n i t c h e l l  No. 6 1  of A p p i e t m  
Papers  Inc. 

Memorandum to KC. Stevens :rom J. Mitchell regarding 
n e e t i n y  o f  12/84 (Mitchell No. 1 3 ) .  

In-house memorandum of A p p l e t o n  Papers IRC. from M . F .  
Stevens, Re: Complaints of 6 h C Manufacturing. 
(9 /19 /84 )  (Hitchell 2, Ashley 3 ) .  

In-house memorandum of Appleton Paprcs  InC. from M . F .  
Stevens, Re: Complaints of B L C Manufacturing; 
( S t e v e n s  15) a 

Letter f r o m  B & C Manufacturing Company to Joseph 
fiitchell, Appleton Paper Xnc. dated Septembet 1 9 ,  1 9 8 4 ;  
(DiNunzio 2, Mitchell 3 ,  Stevens 16). 

In-house memdrandun o f  A p p l e t o n  Pagers Inc. from M.P. 
Stevens, Re: Canvecsation with Dave Ashley o f  Acnold 
Graphics: ( 9 / 2 8 / 8 4 )  ( S t e v e n s  17, Ashley 4 ) .  

Letter of October 18, 1984 to Acnold  Corpor.atIon from 
Richard DiNunzio of B t G HanufaCtUring. (DiNunzio 2). 

L e t t e r  from David G. Ashley  of Arnald Carpacation dated  
October 23, 1 9 8 4  to nike Stevens of Appleton Papers Inc. 
with attachments. ( S t e v e n s  18). 

In-hqu$e memorandum of Appleton Papers InC. dated  
October 3 0 ,  1984 from J . T .  Ashman. Re: "Head Analys i s "  
of NCR caebanlesr p a p e r  Prom B G Manufacturing. 
(Ashman 21. 

Letter from Appleton Papets Inc., by Nichael F. Stevens 
dated  October 31, 1984 d i r e c t e d  to David G. Ashley, 
Arnold Corporation. [Stevens 161. 

In-house memorandum of Agplekon Papers I n c .  from R.F. 
Stevens regarding telephone conversation with Leonard F. 
G i r s h .  (Stevens 19). 

In-house memorandum of  Appleton Papers Inc.  per M.F. 
Stevens, Re: Telephone conversation w i t h  Dwight Staubs 
o f  A c n o l d  Eorpozation. (Stevens 21). 

Material S a f e t y  Data Sheet of Appleton Papers Inc., Re: 
Carbonless paper. IMikehell 5,s; S t e v e n s  231.  

19.- Material safety Data sheet from SICPA N e w  J C C S B y ,  Re: 
L i f o  DeSenSitiZing Printing Ink, Ink formula Ed9 179G. 
(Ashley 6). 

-11- 
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20. 

Zl.. 

22 .  

23 

2 4 .  

2 5 .  

2 6 .  

2 7 .  

20 L 

2 9 .  

3 0 .  

31 1 

32. 

3 3 .  

3 4 .  

3 5 .  

Complaint r r p o r t  dated September 17, 1984 by Arnold 
Graphics Industries, Rei Ei 6 G Hanufacturing Company. 
[Moore I, Ashley 2 1 .  

nemo frQut L. A q t i s s ,  sales representative f o r  Arnold 
Corporat ion w i t h  attachments dated October  16, 1904, 
Novembec 7, 1 9 8 4  and October 19, 1984. ( A s h l e y  8 ) .  

In-house menorandun of Arnold Corporation from Becky 
Morris to Leon A g t i s s .  

In-house memorandum from D w i g h t  Stdubs, Arnold  
Corporation to Paul Roere, Re: 8 fi G complaint. 

Letter fcom Joseph L. Hitchell of Appletoo Papers Inc .  
t o  Dave Ashley a€ Arnald Corporation dated September la, 
1 9 8 4  with attachment Material Safety Data Sheet.  

In-house iemorandum of the Arnold Cocporatlon dated 
September 2 1 ,  1904. (Ashley 7J .  

Memorandum of Leon A g r i s s  to Dave Ashley of Arnold 
corporation dated October 16, 1984. 

L e t t e r  from SICPA North America by zamea F. Shaw dated 
November 27, 1984 to Dan Cole of the Arnold Corporation. 
( A s h l e y  51. 

P amphl et : "Plain T a l k  About Safe ty  of Cacbonless 
~ e p e r " .  (Stevens 2 4 ) .  

aesulta of acute t o x i c i t y  studies of NCR paper Re: 
formaldehyde emanation. 

F i n a l  repost:  d study to determine the potential 
emanation 0 5  formaldehyde vapor f com carbonless CQPY 
papet Pur Applctan Papers Xnc.; conducted by Hszel ton 
Laboratories America, Inc., March 11, 1985. (Stevens 
7 ) .  

P r o t o c o l  to determine  emanation {5/1Q/83). 

D r a f t  of i n t e r i m  report  {8 /29 /831 .  

Draf t  f i n a l  :?port ( 8 / 2 9 / 8 3 ) .  

In-house evaluation by Appleton. 

In-house evaluation by Appleton t9 /22 /83 ) .  
4 

36. C o s t .  

37. Execut ive  sommasy. 

-12- 
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3 8 .  

39. 

40. 

4 1 .  

4 1  

4 3 .  

4 4 .  

4 5 .  

4 6 .  

4 7 .  

4 8 .  

49 1 

5 0 .  

51. 

5 2 .  

5 3 .  

p. 13 

Memo: N.F. Stevens to R.C. J e z e r c i  Re: Latest "Gockel 
Ttsta of results fcam Hazelton Raltech. 

Document 194. R e s u l t s  of formaldehyde enissions from 
NCR paper. (Stevens 41. 

Dotument 194: Formaldehyde emissions (Stevens 5). 

rnvestiqation into formaldehyde emission fcom NCR paper, 
memo:  I4.F. Stevens tO R.C. J s z e r c  (11/9/81). 

Report  No. 83-023-70 safety study of paper samples for  
Appleton Papers Inc.; S i l l  Top Research, Inc.; June 23, 
1983. (Stevens l o a ) .  

Report No. 83-06-965-70 s a f e t y  study of paper samples 
f a t  Appleton Papers Inc . :  Hill Tog Research. Inc.; 
October 17, 1983. (Stevens lab). 

Summary o f  Will Top studies (11/22/83) (Stevens 11). 

Appleton Papers I nc . :  in-house request f o r  Analytical 
Services Analysis and Complaint T e s t  record regarding E 
& C Manufbcturing Paper (Ashman 1). 

Head space analysis on Subject p a p e r  perfarmed by the 
Instit.Jte of Pager Chemistry. (Ashman 3. 6 ) .  

Investigation i n t o  the N U t U K e  and Degree o f  Focmaldchyde 
Emissions Prom Carbonless Paper (Stevens 6). 

L i s t s  of n a j o c ,  Minor and Trace Ingredients of 
Carbonless copy Paper with Material SaEety Data S h e e t s  
(Stevens No. 3 1 .  

L e t t e c  from M. Stevens to Walter Chcestak (Stevens 8). 

Cover  letter from Appleton Pipets Inc. t o  NIOSB w i t h  
attached bibliography and record regarding summary of 
health incilent complaints. (S tsvens 9). 

demo: Propored statement about formaldehyde ( S t e v e n s  
12 )  * 

nemo: Formaldehyde statement 3/24/82 with condensation. 

Heno: Sources o f  Statement Positions on Formaldehyde 
(3/23/821. 

54, Xemo:  Formaldehyde statement ( 3 / 3 1 / 8 2 )  (Stevens 2 2 ) .  

5 5 .  Memo: Formaldehyde statement (12/20/82). - 
-13- 
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5 6 .  

5 7 .  

58 + 

59. 

60 - 
61. 

6 2 .  

63. 

6 4 .  

6 5 .  

6 6 .  

6 7 .  

68. 

70. 

71. 

7 2 .  

13. 

Appleton Papers  Affirms S a f e t y  of I t s  Brand of 
carbonless P a g e t .  

Shipmant and purchase order and records from Appleton 
papers ~ n c .  to Arnold Corpocatian (Ex.  A. to Defendant 
Appleton Papers  Inc. .  AnSwers t o  Intarroqatoriea). 

p a t e n t s  r e :  products manufactured by Defendant Applekoa 
P a p e r s  Inc. (EX. e to Defendant's Answers to 
Interrogatories). 

Harks, et al., " C o n t a c t  U r t i C r i a  and Airway Obstruction 
Erom Carbonless Copy Paper" (Stevens 14). 

nema: w.P. Stevens to E.F. 5ush ( 1 2 / 7 / 8 2 )  re: June 17 ,  
1982  A r t i c l e  i n  Trenton Times). 

memo : R . C .  3 e z e r c  t o  J . W .  Tucner [ 3 / 2 4 / 8 2 )  CE: 
Formaldehyde. 

Memo: M . F .  Stevens to R.C. J e z c r c ,  Re: Final Results 
of occupational Formaldehyde Measurements. (33/2/82). 

medical cecords of or .  B e d r i c k .  

n e d i c s ?  records of Df. Dulcey. 

F t e p O C t  from Dr. Btoughton Analytical Asrays Laboratory 
r e :  8 .  layden.  

Xepnrt of D c .  S c r t o n  Cohen, dated November, 1987. 

witness statement o f  F C i t Z  Herschel. 

Employer's R e p o c t  of Inquiry re: Fritz Renschel. 

Bonnie Hayden's attendance r e c o r d s ,  B h G Mfq. 

Letter from Pr. G i r s h  t o  Joseph ni tche l l  o f  Appletcn 
P a p e t s  dated November 1. 1984 .  (Mi tche l l  No. 101. 

Letter of November 2 ,  1984 from Richael P. Stevens,  
Appletan Papers ,  I n c .  to DC, Girsh. [Stevens 2 0 ) .  

Letter of Novenbar 12. 1984 from Leonard G i r s k  to 
Appleton Papers 1nc.  

74 .  Letter of December 14, 1984 from nichael Stevens o f  

7 5 ,  Letter  o t  Or. t i r s h  dated January 2, 1985 t o  Michael 

Appleton Papers ine-  to ~ r .  Gicsh. 

S t e v e n s  o f  Appleton Papers Inc.  with attachment. - 
-1 4- 

2 a r - l i a b i l . i t y  and damages w i t h i n  four ( 4 )  days. 

VTI. S?PCIAL  CONRENTS 

One of the disputed issues i n  t h i s  matter i s  the e x t e n t  o f  

eqmaura srrf€eced by Mrs. Hayden as the r e s u l t  o f  the emission o f  

-chemicals from the Defendants' pcoducts.  P l a i n t i f f s  intend to p r o v ~  

-15- 
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the e x t e n t  e t  this exposure both  thcough lay and e x p e r t  testimany, 

including the expert testimony o f  D r .  P a n i t z ,  who examined E I L s .  Kayden, 

E w a u s e  of the significant o v e r l a p  of liability and damage w i t n e s s e s ,  

Plaintiffs reques t  t h a t  t h i s  matter not be b i f u r c a t e d .  

 he Defendant bppleton Papers Inc. has designated as 

-Cunfidential c e r t a i n  documents and testiheny which have been produced 

xnd taken during t h i s  litigatian. Oisclosure of this information t e  

.the jury is essential t o  t h e  presentation of the P l a i n t i E f s '  case. The 

nKEendsnk has waived any claim to confidentiality by the  disclosute of 

-.some of thesa  documents to t h i r d  p a r t i e s .  Plaintiffs d e s i r e  and i n t e n d  

tro present these docume3ts to the J u t y  within t h e  limits prescrihed by 

the Confidentiality Order.  

Re s p e c  t f u l l  y Submitted , 
GALFAND, BERGER, SENESKY, L m r E  fi MARC:I 
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