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Pursuant to this Court’s order of November 26, 2003, debtor/respondent
W.R. Grace and its affiliated debtors (collectively “Grace”) respectfully submit
this response to the Emergency Petition for a Writ of Mandamus filed in Case No.
03-4526.

INTRODUCTION

The five asbestos bankruptcies assigned to Judge Wolin by Judge Becker’s
order of November 27, 2001, present an enormous challenge, and Judge Wolin
responded to that challenge by adopting novel and unorthodox procedures. These
cases, accordingly, do not fit neatly into established doctrinal pigeon-holes, but
instead present novel and far-reaching issues. Under these circumstances, careful
analysis is particularly appropriate, including due consideration of both the
potentially significant differences, as well as the similarities, among the five cases.

The mandamus petition filed in this case, however, is simply a “me too”
effort to piggy-back on the mandamus petition previously filed in the Owens
Corning case, No. 03-4212. Rather than discussing the facts particular to the
Grace bankruptcy, the petition simply parrots the arguments and facts set forth in
the Owens Corning petition and requests the same relief. Petitioners thus fail to
address what, in Grace’s view, is the fundamental and threshold question presented
here: whether expedited mandamus relief is necessary and appropriate in this case

above and beyond any such relief granted in the Owens Corning case.
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Given that mandamus is a drastic and extraordinary remedy that is to be
rarely invoked, it does not appear that petitioners have carried their heavy burden
in this regard. All proceedings in this case have been stayed in the district court
pending the resolution of the Owens Corning petition, so that no separate
emergency relief is warranted here: the parties in this case can simply await the
ruling in Owens Corning and then apply it here in a deliberate manner. If Judge
Wolin’s use of Messrs. Hamlin and Gross is inherently inconsistent with any
permissible role for court advisors, then even substantial differences in the quantity
and quality of the work performed by those advisors in the various bankruptcies
may be legally irrelevant. But if the particulars of what they did matter, case-
specific factual development will be required.

Grace consistently has sought to avoid becoming a vehicle for the strategic
agendas of others, and continues to pursue that approach here. Regardless of
whether it has faired well or poorly in its case before Judge Wolin, Grace has not
sought recusal and has not supported the recusal motions of others, Accordingly,
this response will acquaint the Court with the background and status of the Grace
case in particular, and also point out that petitioners do not appear to have satisfied

the rigorous standard for mandamus relief.

2
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FACTUAL BACKGROUND
1. The purpose of the Grace case

Grace filed for bankruptcy on April 2, 2001, a casualty of the dramatic
upswing in asbestos claims over the previous year. In submissions made on the
first day of the case, Grace recited the financial strength of the company and set
out comprehensively the core problem that had to be solved in the Chapter 11
cases: to ascertain Grace’s true asbestos liability, separating the small number of
meritorious claims from thousands of claims of dubious legal merit. Grace also
analyzed the procedures uniquely available in Chapter 11 for addressing this
problem. In essence, Grace proposed the deployment of both the bankruptcy
claims process and the traditional rules of litigation to address key issues
underpinning Grace’s legal liability.

2, Proceedings prior to the assignment to Judge Wolin

The Grace case originally was assigned to Judge Farnan of the District of
Delaware. Early on, Judge Farnan called upon Grace to flesh out its proposal for
defining liability by crafting a proposed case management order. Such an order
was submitted and the matter was fully briefed. A hearing on this crucial aspect of
the case was set for November 27, 2001. But the hearing was cancelled that very

morning because Judge Farnan had just learned that the case was to be re-assigned.

3
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3. The new organization adopted by Judge Wolin

As the Court already has been informed by others, Judge Wolin convened an
informal meeting of all interested parties shortly after the cases were reassigned.
At that meeting, Judge Wolin described the broad outlines of an organization that
would be used to accomplish the very substantial task he had undertaken. The
basic elements included the division of the work in each case between the district
and bankruptcy courts, the use of court advisors, and the invitation of ex parte
communications to facilitate the prosecution of the cases.

While Grace did not and has not determined the degree to which each of
these elements is novel, its impression was that the scheme as a whole was indeed
without precedent. At the same time, there was no question but that the challenge
faced by the district court was, as Judge Wolin since has described it,
“extraordinary.” Regarding potential conflicts, Grace raised a concern regarding
Judge Dreier, due to prior litigation in which his firm represented Grace. Grace
was not aware at the time of the role being played by Messrs. Hamlin and Gross in
the G-I Holdings case.

4. Proceedings in the Grace case since the reassignment

The Grace case essentially revolves around four liability issues: (1) liability
for asbestos personal injury; (2) liability for asbestos property damage; (3) liability

for property damages arising out of a particular attic insulation product (ZAI) that

4
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contains trace amounts of asbestos; and (4) fraudulent conveyance claims arising
out of 1996 and 1998 transactions that effectively spun off two significant portions
of Grace’s operations to Fresenius Medical Care Holdings, Inc., and Sealed Air
Corporation, respectively.

Once the case was reassigned, these various litigation matters were divided
up among District Judge Wolin and Bankruptcy Judge Fitzgerald. Significant
progress has been made on the two litigation tracks assigned to Judge Fitzgerald,
i.e., property damage and ZAI. The fraudulent conveyance claims were intensively
litigated before Judge Wolin and were settled on the eve of trial. J udge Wolin also
assumed responsibility for the personal injury litigation, but that litigation has not
progressed significantly to date.

This recitation is relevant to ascertaining the impact of Messrs. Gross and
Hamlin on the Grace case specifically. Previous to the recusal effort, it had been
Grace’s impression that Mr. Hamlin had done nothing of any consequence specific
to the Grace case. It was Grace’s further understanding that Mr. Gross’s sole
substantial contribution to the Grace case consisted of his apparently successful
exertions as a mediator between the tort claimants, on the one hand, and Sealed Air
and Fresenius, on the other hand, in the fraudulent conveyance cases. The proposed
settlements of those cases, if both approved, could yield over $1 billion in benefit

to the Grace estates.

5
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More detailed scrutiny of the fee applications now confirms that Messrs.
Gross and Hamlin have had no apparent impact on the Grace case specifically,
excepting only the settlement of the fraudulent conveyance litigation. Mr. Hamlin
has spent only six hours on activities specific to the Grace case. See Hamlin Fee
Application Excerpts (attached at Tab A). This time encompassed the discrete task
of drafting a memo regarding an appeal pertaining to property damage claims. See
id. The only other time that Mr. Hamlin has billed to the Grace case is a one-fifth
allocation of the approximately 38 total hours that he has billed evenly to all five
cases. See id. The fee applications do not describe work on any issue relating to
the interests of future claimants.

Mr. Gross, for his part, was only involved in the Grace case to act as a
mediator in connection with the Fresenius and Sealed Air litigation. Beyond this
activity, Mr. Gross’ fee applications reflect only 1.60 hours billed specifically to
the Grace case for a single phone call with Mr. McGovern. See Gross Fee
Application Excerpts (attached at Tab B). The only other time billed to the Grace
case is a one-fifth allocation of the approximately 560 total hours billed by Mr.
Gross and his associates evenly to all the five cases. See id.

5. Grace’s motion for appointment of a Futures Representative

Given the posture of the case until this year, there was little need to put a

Futures Representative in place. Activity in the Grace case consisted largely of

6
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litigation collateral to the main issue of liability for asbestos personal injury claims,
and settlement discussions with representatives of current claimants showed no
tangible prospect for a consensual plan of reorganization.

Following resolution of the fraudulent conveyance litigation, settlement
discussions commenced again. And while, once again, these discussions proved
unsuccessful, the process pointed up the need to obtain a Futures Representative.
Finding candidates for this position who would be acceptable to all parties was not
easy: there are very few people who both have the necessary background and also
have not taken positions historically which no party finds problematic. Grace
considered a variety of possible candidates, including Messrs. Gross and Hamlin.
All candidates had both positivesAand negatives. Grace and the Personal Injury
Committee ultimately agreed upon Mr. Hamlin. Counsel for the Property Damage
Claimants, Unsecured Creditors, and Equity holders were still pondering the matter
when Grace’s application was filed. At that time, no counsel had stated that any
Committee would object.

By this time, Grace was aware of Mr. Hamlin’s service as Futures
Representative in the G-I Holdings case. This fact supported, rather than detracted
from, his qualifications to act in a similar capacity in the Grace case. Grace
obviously was aware of Mr. Hamlin’s role as an advisor to Judge Wolin as well.

This too was regarded as a positive factor. Grace was and is unaware of any

7
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assignment made to Mr. Hamlin as an advisor that would create a conflict with his
service aslxa Futures Representative, and his relationship with Judge Wolin as an
advisor held out the promise that his actions as a representative would reflect not
only advocacy for the interests of future claimants but also consideration of the
interests of the bankruptcy case as a whole.

Grace therefore was set to file the application for Mr. Hamlin’s appointment
on Monday, October 13, which was the last day such an application could be filed
in order to be heard by Judge Fitzgerald at the next omnibus hearing. After the
close of business the prior Friday, counsel for Grace learned that a recusal motion
had been filed in the Owens Corning case. This motion was obtained by Grace'’s
counsel on Monday, October 13. Grace felt that Mr. Hamlin’s prior involvement
as an advisor in the Grace case was minimal, and Grace proceeded to file the
application.

The evolving efforts to use Grace’s application in aid of those seeking
recusal in the Owens Corning case began shortly thereafter. Grace first was served
with a subpoena by the movants in Owens Corning, seeking broad discovery
regarding the conduct of the Grace case. Grace responded by expressing a
willingness to negotiate more limited discovery. All discovery related to recusal
was stayed by Judge Wolin shortly thereafter, on October 23, 2003. Discovery

then was sought by the petitioners here, who inquired into the circumstances
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surrounding Grace’s application for the appointment of Mr. Hamlin. Because this
too appeared to be related to the Owens Corning case, and because the Court since
had issued orders in connection with that case, Grace moved to hold its application
in abeyance until the Owens Corning matter had been resolved. After Grace
afforded petitioners certain discovery, they agreed to suspend any further request
for discovery until the application was revived. Finally, during a subsequent
omnibus hearing, Judge Fitzgerald stated that she did not believe Mr. Hamlin could
serve as a Futures Representative, and Grace withdrew its application.

The petition for mandamus in the Owens Corning case was filed on October
27, 2003. At that time, no motion to recuse or disqualify Judge Wolin had been
filed with respect to the Grace case. On November 5, 2003, in response to a stay
entered by this Court in the Owens Corning proceeding two days earlier, Judge
Wolin stayed all proceedings before the district court in this case and other related
asbestos bankruptcies. Despite that stay, on November 14 petitioners moved to
recuse Judge Wolin from the Grace case. Then, a mere seven days later,
petitioners filed their petition for mandamus in this Court requesting either
(a) recusal of Judge Wolin, or (b)an order that Judge Wolin ‘“expedite

consideration” of petitioner’s week-old recusal motion.

9
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ARGUMENT

As stated at the outset, Grace expresses no view regarding the legal
underpinnings for the recusal motions filed in the Owens Corning case or this case.
The legal issues are novel, and the factual record is minimal. Perhaps most
important, petitioners have not even attempted to satisfy their burden of proving
that mandamus relief is necessary and appropriate in the Grace case above and
beyond any such relief in the Owens Corning case—presumably because they are
more interested in creating the appearance of a “growing consensus” favoring
recusal, Credit Suisse First Boston Br. of Nov. 21, 2003 at p-4, than in providing
solid legal analysis of the relevant issues.

I. The Factual Record In This Case Has Not Been Developed.

The roles undertaken by Messrs. Hamlin and Gross in the G-I Holdings case
are well-defined: to act as (and on behalf of) a statutory representative of future
claimants. The allegedly conflicting role of advising Judge Wolin, however, is less
clear on its face and requires scrutiny of the facts. Those facts may, and apparently
do, vary by case. The facts that may be critical are likely those bearing upon the
scope and substance of the advisory role. The overarching consideration is
“whether a reasonable person, knowing all the acknowledged circumstances, might
question the district judge’s continued impartiality.” In re School Asbestos Litig.,

977 F.2d 764, 781 (3d Cir. 1992).

10
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In the Grace case, there could well be advisory roles that might create a real
or apparent conflict. The clearest case would be one in which the advisors spoke
to the merit or value of future claims against Grace. But the record now before the
Court does not reflect that Messrs. Hamlin or Gross were asked for or furnished
any such advice in the Grace case.

Indeed, none of the active litigation has implicated future claimants, and
none of the settlement discussions have gotten past an impasse with current
personal injury claimants. It is precisely these facts which have accounted for the
absence of a Futures Representative—there has been no need for such a
representative because matters relating to future claims simply have not been on
the table.

It is possible, of course, that Messrs. Hamlin and Gross were asked to advise
Judge Wolin on issues relating to future claims in general, without reference to the
Grace case in particular. Again, however, there is no record of this before the
Court. The absence of any evidence that Messrs. Gross and Hamlin were asked to
advise Judge Wolin with regard to future claims also has a corollary: there is no
evidence that the activities of those individuals in the G-I Holdings case have
played any part in the Grace case.

In the Owens Corning case, this Court at least has the benefit of the

affidavits of the advisors ordered by the district court on October 28, 2003. Here,
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there is no such record, yet petitioners forge ahead as if absence of a factual record
1s immaterial, or as if the factual record from Owens Corning fits all the cases.

In a similar vein, petitioners focus on ex parte contacts with reference to the
Owens Corning case or all five related asbestos bankruptcies generally. Pet. at 18-
21. But the nature and scope of the involvement of Messrs. Hamlin and Gross has
varied substantially from case to case. In fact, Judge Wolin has adjudicated very
few issues of any kind in the Grace case and none have related to asbestos personal
injury claims, much less the future personal injury claims that are the focus of
Messrs. Hamlin and Gross in the G-I Holdings case. Specifically, in the Grace
case, Judge Wolin has decided only:

* to affirm Judge Fitzgerald’s Order denying the motion of the ZAI
Claimants to strike the Proofs of Claim filed by Grace on behalf of
such Claimants. See 8/30/02 Order, Docket No. 2646.

® to decline to accept the appeal of J udge Fitzgerald’s Order
establishing a Bar Date for Asbestos Property Damage Claims,
approving a Proof of Claim Form, and approving a Bar Date Notice
Program. See 8/16/02 Order, Docket No. 2555.

* to vacate Judge Fitzgerald’s Order denying certain asbestos claimant’s
request to modify the scope of the preliminary injunction entered by

the Bankruptcy Court enjoining certain actions from proceeding

12
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against Maryland Casualty Company and remanding for further
proceedings. See 7/16/02 Order, Case No. 02-1549, Docket No. 20.
® to approve the settlement agreement with Fresenius with respect to
certain fraudulent conveyance claims that could yield an
approximately $100 million benefit to the Grace estates. See 6/25/03
Order, Case No. 02-2211, Docket No. 522.
® various issues regarding discovery and the standard of proof for
fraudulent conveyance claims. In this connection, Judge Wolin was
explicit that he was not reaching the issue of estimating personal
injury liability for any purpose other than to decide solvency as of
1998. See 7/29/02 Opinion, Case No. 02-21 1, Docket No. 121.
None of these matters specifically involved current, much less future, personal
injury claims. If the factual record is relevant to determining whether the roles
played by Messrs. Hamlin and Gross violated the rules of propriety, then this
mandamus petition fails to engage the factual record, and further case-specific
factual development is warranted.

II.  Mandamus In The Grace Case Appears Unwarranted And Unwise.

As the Supreme Court and this Court have emphasized time and again, a
writ of mandamus is an “extraordinary remedy” appropriate “only [in] exceptional

circumstances amounting to a judicial usurpation of power.” Will v. United States,
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389 U.S. 90, 95 (1967) (internal quotation omitted); see also In re Federal-Mogul
Global, Inc., 300 F.3d 368, 378-79 & n.6 (3d Cir. 2002); In re Flat Glass Antitrust
Lirig., 288 F.3d 83, 91 (3d Cir. 2002); Sporck v. Peil, 759 F.Zd 312, 314 (3d Cir.
1985). Accordingly, mandamus is “rarely invoked,” In re United States, 273 F.3d
380, 385 (3d Cir. 2001), and appropriate only where “the party seeking ... the writ
ha[s] no other adequate means to attain the relief he desires,” Kerr v. U.S. Dist. Ct.,
426 U.S. 394, 403 (1976). Needless to say, “comity between the district and
appellate courts is best served by resort to mandamus only in limited
circumstances.” Kelly v. Ford Motor Co., 110 F.3d 954, 964 (3d Cir. 1997).

Either the issues presented by petitioners are identical to the issues presented
by the Owens Corning petition, or they are not. If the issues are indeed identical,
then this Court’s ruling in Owens Corning can be swiftly applied by any district
court receiving this case. If the issues are not identical, then it makes sense for the
parties to have an opportunity to review this Court’s decision in Owens Corning
and analyze whether any of the differences are dispositive. Accordingly, whether
any relief is appropriate in this case can and should be decided in light of Owens
Corning, and in the interim there is no prejudice to petitioners here because all
proceedings in the district court have been stayed. Petitioners have not
demonstrated any need for this Court to “pile on” Judge Wolin by entertaining and

resolving more mandamus petitions than necessary. The extent to which there are

14

C:\Docunents and Settings\dwc\Local Settings\Temporary Intervet Files\OLKS\Mandamus response.doc



factual and legal differences between this case and Owens Corning, and the extent
to which such differences bear on the recusal issue, can be addressed in a
deliberate, non-emergency fashion based upon this Court’s resolution of the Owens
Corning petition.

In short, in light of Owens Corning, petitioners in this case have “adequate
alternative means to obtain the relief” they are seeking, Mallard v. United States,
490 U.S. 296, 309 (1989): by filing an amicus brief in that case, and then
subsequently arguing in the district court that the result in that case should (or
should not) govern here. Certainly petitioners’ gratuitous and belated mandamus
petition should not force the district court, Grace, or this Court to opine
prematurely on how the recusal issues presented in Owens Corning compare with
the undeveloped facts in this case. Petitioners simply do not appear to have met
the demanding mandamus standard, wholly apart from the merits of their
substantive claims.

That petitioners have no need of emergency relief is demonstrated by their
delayed reaction to the October 23 recusal motion in Owens Corning. It was the
movants in Owens Corning who first sought to reach out to the Grace case,
causing the issuance of a subpoena for discovery into Grace’s just-filed application

for appointment of a Futures Representative. Grace initiated discussions with
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counsel for the Owens Corning movants concerning the scope of the proposed
discovery, but the discovery was stayed shortly thereafter by Judge Wolin.

It was only after discovery was stayed with respect to the recusal motion in
Owens Corning that petitioners here commenced their own discovery effort,
propounding formal discovery into the Grace’s application for the appointment of
Mr. Hamlin as a futures representative. The timing of this discovery in relation to
the stayed discovery strongly suggested that the motive had nothing to do with the
Grace case itself and everything to do with serving the interests of the recusal
motion in Owens Corning. Moreover, petitioners made no effort to reach out to
Grace informally to obtain information, contrary to a well-established practice of
doing so in the past. Both because the discovery appeared linked to the recusal
motion and because this Court had just issued its order of October 30 indicating its
intent to take up the recusal issue, Grace felt that the most appropriate posture was
simply to remain neutral. Accordingly, it filed a request that its application for
appointment of a futures representative be held in abeyance. After Grace agreed to
furnish documents reflecting communications related to its application, petitioners
agreed to suspend any further discovery.

Nevertheless, petitioners belatedly moved for recusal of J udge Wolin. Their
motion was filed one month after the recusal motion in Owens Corning. It also

came after the petition for mandamus in Owens Corning, after this Court’s
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issuance of a stay and briefing schedule in Owens Corning, and after Judge
Wolin’s stay of proceedings involving the Grace bankruptcy. Then, only one
week after moving for recusal, petitioners sought a petition for mandamus from
this Court. Why petitioners could not wait more than a week for a district court
decision, when they had waited over one month after the recusal motion in Owens
Corning to file their own copycat motion, is not explained in the .petition. Also
unexplained is why petitioners require the extraordinary relief of mandamus when
they are the beneficiaries of a stay of proceedings before the district court. It thus
appears that petitioners have not carried their heavy “burden to demonstrate that
[their] right to the writ is clear and indisputable.” Federal-Mogul, 300 F.3d at 379

(quotation omitted).
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CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Grace does not believe that recusal in this case
should or must be addressed by way of expedited mandamus proceedings. Rather,
recusal should be considered first in the district court with this Court’s guidance

from In re Owens Corning.
Dated: December 3, 2003
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150 JFK Parkway, CN 1000

Short Hills, NJ 07078-0999



Overnight Delivery
Douglas Gordon

607 Market Street
Suite 103

Knoxville, TN 37902

Overnight Delivery

Afshin Miraly

Law Department-City Hall
93 Highland Ave.
Somerville, Ma 02143

Overnight Delivery
Roxie Huffman Viator
2728 Western Ave.
Orange, TX 77630

Overnight Delivery
Stephen Donato

1500 MONY Tower I
Syracuse, NY 13221-4976

Overnight Delivery
Brnian L. Hansen

1600 Atlanta Financial Center

3343 Peachtree Rd., N.E.
Atlanta, GA 30326

Overnight Delivery
Anthony F. Parise

Office of University Counsel
300 CCC Building, Garden Avenue

Ithaca, NY 14853

Overnight Delivery

Ted N. Pettit

Case Bibelow & Lombardi
A Law Corporation

Pacific Guardian Center, Mauka Tower
737 Bishop Street, Suite 2600

Hoolulu, HI 96813

Overnight Delivery
Jeffrey T. Wegner

1650 Farnam Street
Omaha, NE 68102-2186

Overnight Delivery

Ben Furth

201 Sansome Street

Suite 1000

San Francisco, CA 94104

Overnight Delivery
Gerard G. Pecht

1301 McKinney

Suite 5100

Houston, TX 77010-3095

Overnight Delivery
Ronald D. Gorsline
1000 Tallan Building
Two Union Square

Chattanooga, TN 37402-2552

Express Mail

Thomas L. Lewis
Lewis & Slovak

P.O. Box 2325

Great Falls, MT 59403

Express Mail

Lori Gruver Robertson
Linebarger Goggan
PO Box 17428

Austin, TX 78760



W. R. Grace Core Group Service List
Case No. 01-1139 (JKF)

Document Number: 84603

07 — Hand Delivery

09 — Overnight Delivery

(Counsel to Debtors and Debtors in
Possession)

Laura Davis Jones, Esquire

David Carickhoff, Esquire

Pachulski, Stang, Ziehl, Young & Jones
919 North Market Street, 16th Floor
P.O. Box 8705

Wilmington, DE 19899-8705

(Counsel to Debtors and Debtors in
Possession)

Hamid R. Rafatjoo, Esquire

Pachulski, Stang, Ziehl, Young & Jones
10100 Santa Monica Boulevard, Suite 1100
Los Angeles, CA 90067-4100

(Copy Service)

Parcels, Inc.

Vito I. DiMaio

10th & King Streets
Wilmington, DE 19801

Hand Delivery

(Counsel to Official Committee of
Unsecured Creditors)

Michael R. Lastowski, Esquire
Duane, Morris & Heckscher LLP
1100 North Market Street, Suite 1200
Wilmington, DE 19801-1246

Hand Delivery

(Local Counsel to DIP Lender)
Steven M. Yoder, Esquire

The Bayard Firm

222 Delaware Avenue, Suite 900
P.O. Box 25130

Wilmington, DE 19899

Hand Delivery

(Local Counsel to Asbestos Claimants)
Marla Eskin, Esquire

Campbell & Levine

Chase Manhattan Centre

1201 N. Market Street, Suite 1500
Wilmington, DE 19801

Hand Delivery

(Counsel for The Chase Manhattan Bank)
Mark D. Collins, Esquire

Deborah E. Spivack, Esquire

Richards, Layton & Finger, P.A.

One Rodney Square

P.O. Box 551

Wilmington, DE 19899

Hand Delivery

(Counsel for Property Damage Claimants)
Michael B. Joseph, Esquire

Ferry & Joseph, P.A.

824 Market Street, Suite 904

P.O. Box 1351

Wilmington, DE 19899

Hand Delivery

(United States Trustee)

Frank J. Perch, Esquire

Office of the United States Trustee
844 King Street, Room 2311
Wilmington, DE 19801

Hand Delivery

(Equity Committee Counsel)
Teresa K. D. Currier

Klett Rooney Lieber & Schorling
1000 West Street, Suite 1410
Wilmington, DE 19801

Overnight Delivery

(Counsel to Debtor)

James H.M. Sprayregen, Esquire
James Kapp, I1I, Esquire
Kirkland & Ellis

200 East Randolph Drive
Chicago, IL 60601



Overnight Delivery
(W. R. Grace & Co.)
David B. Siegel

W.R. Grace and Co.
7500 Grace Drive
Columbia, MD 21044

Overnight Delivery

(Official Committee of Unsecured
Creditors)

Lewis Kruger, Esquire

Stroock & Stroock & Lavan LLP
180 Maiden Lane

New York, NY 10038-4982

Overnight Delivery

(Official Committee of Personal Injury
Claimants)

Elihu Inselbuch, Esquire

Rita Tobin, Esquire

Caplin & Drysdale, Chartered

399 Park Avenue, 27" Floor

New York, NY 10022

Overnight Delivery

(Official Committee of Property Damage
Claimants)

Scott L. Baena, Esquire

Member

Bilzin Sumberg Dunn Baena Price &
Axelrod LLP

First Union Financial Center

200 South Biscayne Blvd, Suite 2500
Miami, FL. 33131

Overnight Delivery

(Equity Committee Counsel)

Philip Bentley, Esquire

Kramer Levin Naftalis & Frankel LLP
919 Third Avenue

New York, NY 10022

Overnight Delivery

Peter Van N. Lockwood, Esquire
Julie W. Davis, Esquire

Trevor W. Swett, ITI, Esquire
Nathan D. Finch, Esquire

Caplin & Drysdale, Chartered
One Thomas Circle, N.-W.
Washington, DC 20005

Overnight Delivery

(Counsel to Official Committee of
Unsecured Creditors)

William S. Katchen, Esquire
Duane, Morris & Heckscher LLP
One Riverfront Plaza, 2" Floor
Newark, NJ 07102

Overnight Delivery
(Counsel to DIP Lender)
J. Douglas Bacon, Esquire
Latham & Watkins

Sears Tower, Suite 5800
Chicago, IL. 60606



ATTACHMENT A




: THLOTT Y
IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT O G

i FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE L
merra -6 AH 9-UI
In Re: Gceneral Asbestos Chapter 11 CLERK
U5, BARKKYR ICY COURT
Case Nos. 00-4471, 003859, 6F 0eL ANAGE
' 00-4470,
- ‘ 01-1139 through 01-1200
| 01-10578, et al.
01-2094 through 01-2104
00-3837 through 00-3854

j : FIRST APPLICATION OF C. JUDSON HAMLIN
: FOR COMPENSATION FOR SERVICES RENDERED AND REIMBURSEMENT

OF EXPENSES AS A COURT APPOINTED ADVISOR

5 FOR THE PERIOD FROM JANUARY 1, 2002 THROUGH FEBRUARY 28, 2002

Name of Applicant: C. Judson Hamlin
Authorized to Provide .
Professional Services to: Alfred M. Wolin, U.S.D.J.
Date of Order: . . -December 28, 2001

Period for whiéh Compensation and
‘Reimbursement Are Sought: January 1, 2002 through February 28, 2002

Amount of Compensation Sought as
Actual, Reasonable and Necessary: $11,160.00

- Amount of Expense Reimbursement Sought
as Actual, Reasonable and Necessary: $14.20

Thisisan: X interim final application

The tolal time cxpended for fee application preparation is approximately hours and the
corresponding compensation rcquested is approximalely §  N/A__ .

——

- - If this is not the first application filed, disclose the following for cach prior application:

387063 Lacal Form 101 (Fec Applicaifon Cover Sheet)




ATTACHMENT B -
TO FEE APPLICATION
Name of Position of the Applicant, Number of | Hourly Total Billed | Total
Professional | Ycars in that Position, Prior Relevant | Billing Rate Hours Compensation
Person Experience, Year of Qbtaining License | (Including
to Practice, Area of Expertise chapges)
i C. Judson | Admitted to Practice in 1963 $450.00 26.30 $11,160.00
: Hamlin
| Grand Totat: $450.00 2630 $11,160.00
Blended Rate:
' COMPENSATION BY PROJECT CATEGORY
Project Category ‘ Total Hours Total Fees
General Asbestos Advisor 2630 : $11,160.00 |
.
- ]

387067 [acal Form 102 (Fee Application/Attachment B)




EXPENSE SUMMARY

Expense Category

-Service Provider (if applicable) Total Expenses

Computer Assistcd Legal Research

Facsimile (with rates)

Telephone, Postage, Photocopying

Outside Reproduction

Qutside Research

Filing/Court Fees

Court Reporting

Courier & Express Carriers (e.g.,
Federal Express)

Federal Express $14.20

Tolls, Parking

387067

Local Form 102 (Fec Appllcation/Attachment B)




UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

IN RE: ARMSTRONG WORLD
INDUSTRIES, INC., et al.

Debtors.

IN RE: W. R. GRACE & co.,

»
.
-
-
-
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.

at al.,

Debtors.

IN RE: FEDERAL MOGUL
GLOBAL, INC., T & N
LIMITED, et al.,

Debtors.

IN RE: USG CORPORATION,
a4 Delaware Corporation,

at al.,

Debtqta.

IN RE: OWENS CORNING,

et al.,

.
.
.
.
.
.
.
3
.
.
.
-
-
-
-
-
-
'
-
-
-
.
-
.
-
.
-
-
-
.
K3
.
-
-

Dabtoras.

IN RE:

GENERAL ASBESTOS

Chapter 121
Case Nos. 00-4471, 00-4469, 00-4470
(Jointly Adminigtered)

Chapter 11
Case Nos. 01-1139 through 01-1200
(Jointly Administered)

Chapter 11.
Case Nos. 01-10578, at al.
(Jointly Administaered)

Chapter 11
Case Nos. 01-2094 through 01-2104
(Jointly Adminiatered)

Chapter 11
Case Nog. 00-3837 through 00-3854
(Jointly Administered)

Objections due: May 16, 2002

Hearing date set only if
cbjections are timaly filed

FIRST APPLICATION OF THE COURT APPOINTED
ADVISOR C. JUDSON HAMLIN, ¥OR AN INTERIM
ALLOWANCE OF FEES FOR ACTUAL AND NECESSARY
SERVICES RENDERED AND FOR REIMBURSEMENT OF
EXPENSES INCURRED FOR THE PERTOD
JANUARY 1, 2002 THROUGH FEBRUARY 28, 2002




TO THE HONORABLE ALFRED M. WOLIN, U.S8.D.J.:

Pursuant to 11 U.S.C, §330 and §331 and Rule 2016 of the
Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure, C. Judson Hamlin hereby
moves this Honorable Court for an Order allowing an interim
allowance of reasonable compensation with reapecﬁ to the five
above-captioned Chapter 11 cases for professional services

rendered in hig capacity as a Court Appointed Advisor in

- comnection with the Court’s management of these very large,

mass-tort bankruptcy cases, in the amount of $11,160.00 and
reimbursement of related expenses of $14.20 for the period of
January 1, 2002 through February 28, 2002.

In support of thisg Application and pursuant to Bankruptcy
Rule 2016, C. Judson Hamlin respectfully represents as
follows:

1. On various dates, the debtors in the above-captioned
cases filed voluntary petitions for reorganization xelief
under Chapter 11 of Title 11 of the United States  Code, 11
U.S.C. §§101-1330. The debtors continue to operate their
businesses and manage their properties as debtors-in-
pPossession pursuant to sections 1107(a) and. 1108 of the
Bankruptcy Code.

2, On December 28, 2001, the Court appointed C. Judson
Hamlin and several other persons as “Court Appointed Advisors*
to assist the Court as set forth in that Order and in
subsequent Orders with the management of the above-captioned
very large, mass-tort bankruptcy cases and to undertake such

duties as ' the Court has and may in the future assign to C.

87076




Judson Hamlin. A copy of this Order is attached hereto asp
Exhibit A.

3. By its Order dated March 19, 2002, the Court
withdrew the reference to the Bankruptcy Court for any
application for allowance of fees and/or costs by Court

Appointed Advisors and gave leave to the Court Appointed

Advisors to file interim fee applications in accordance with

the directions set forth therein. A copy of this Order is
attached hereto as Exhibit B. Thisg Application is the first
such application by C. Judson Hamlin.

4. There is no agreement or understanding between C.
Judson Hamlin and any other person, other than the .memberé.
ansociates and employees of the law firm of Purcell, Ries,
Shannon, Mulcahy & 0’Neill, of which C. Judson Hamlin is of
coﬁnsel, for the sharing of compensation received or to be
received for services rendered in connection with these
proceedings.

5. No agreement exists with any person or entity
regarding the rate or amount of compensation C. Judson Hamlinp
shall receive in connéct:ion with his appointment by this
Court. The hourly rate of $450.00 is reasonable and customary
for an attorney of C. Judson Hamlin‘s experience rendering
services guch as those involved with his appointment as Court
Appointed Advisor. '

6. C. Judson Hamlin has expended a total of 26.3 hours
in rendering professional services as a Court Appointed
Advisor. The time’ spent and the sgervices rendered were

337076 3




reascnable in relation to the size and complexity of the
matters handled, not duplicative of other services rendered,
and necegsary to the administration of the debtors’ estates.
An  overall billing statement is attached as Exhibit C.
Exhibit C sets forth the total hours spent by C. Judson Hamlin
related to all five consolidated bankruptcies.

7. The billing statement attached as Exhibit C presents
the hours expended in incrementes of one-tenth of an hour, with
A description of the service rendered for each entry.

8. In addition to the time expended in .rendering -
services, C. Judson Hamlin incurred out-of-pocket expenses in
connection with his appointment as Court Appointed Advisor in
the amount of $14.20. These expenses were reasonable in
relation to the size and complexity of the matters handled,
not duplicative of other expenses incurred, and necessary to
the administration of the debtors’ estates.

9. C. Judson Hamlin respectfully submits that the
compensatién for services and reimbursement of expenses
requesﬁed is consistent with the nature and extent of the
services rendered for the period Januvary 1, 2002 through
- February 28, 2002, the size and complexity of the case, the
time, labor and special expertise brought to bear on the
questiong, and other related factors.

10. A proposed form of Order is submitted herewith.

WHEREFORE, C. Judson Hamlin respectfully requests that an
interim allowance of compensation for fees for services

rendered and reimburgement of costs be allowed, in the amount

387076 1




of $11,174.20 subject to disgorgement as may be directed in a
final Order of allowance at the conclusion of these Chapter 11..
cases. |

~ WHEREFORE, C. Judson Hamlin further respectfully requests
that the interim allowance of his fees and costs be allocated
evenly among the debtors as to all consolidated proceedings as
set forth in Exhibit C for a total ‘amount of $11,174 .20,
resulting in each debtor paying $2,234.84. The sum of fees
and costs allowed against each debtor pursuant to this interim
allowance shall total $2,234.84 against Federal-Mogul Global,
Inc.; $2,234.84 against W. R. Grace & Co.; $2,234.84 against
Armstrong World Industries, Inc.; $2,234.84 against Owens

Corning; and $2,234.84 against U.S.G:

— / 2 [
[

387076 -
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
‘FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

In Re: General Asbestos Chapter 11

Cuse Nos. 00-4471, 00-4469,
00-4470,
01-1139 through 01-1200
01-10578, et al,
01-2094 through 01-2104
00-3837 through 00-3854

'SECOND APPLICATION OF PURCELL, RIES, SHANNON, MULCAHY & O'NEILL
ON BEHALF OF C. JUDSON HAMLIN FOR COMPENSATION FOR SERVICES
. RENDERED AND REIMBURSEMENT QF EXPENSES AS A COURT APPOINTED

ADVISOR FOR THE PERIOD FROM MARCII 1, 2002 THROUGH OCTORER 28, 2002

Narié of Applicant: C. Judson Hamlin

Authorized to Provide Professional Services ~ Alfred M. Wolin, U.S.D.J.
{o:
_> ~ Dale of Order: ‘December 28, 2001
Period for which Compensationand March 1, 2002 through October 28, 2002
‘Reimbursernent Ave Sought:
Amount of Compénsation Sought as Actual, $ 14,760.00
Reasonable and Necéssary: '
Amount of Expense Reimbursement Sought as $41.95
Actual, Reasonable and Necessary: ,

Thisisan: X interim __final application

: '_T'he total tinlc expehded for fee application preparation is approximately hours and the
corresponding compensation requested is approximately § __N/A'

If this is not the first application filed, disclose the following for each prior application:.

'C Inas;qn Hamlin's First Fee Applicatiod was prepared entirely by Budd Larner Gross Rosenbaum Greenberg & '
Sade, P.C (*Budd Lamer™). To avoid duplication, the time expended and compensation requested appears oaly on
Budd Lamer's Second Fee Apgplication.

100274296.10C

514




b

.

Requested Approved
" Date Filed Period Fees Expenses Fees Expeoses
Covered ‘
$/3/2002 171/02 -- $11,160.00 $14.20 $11,160.00 | $14.20
2/28/02

(002742961300




ATTACHMENT B
- TO FEE APPLICATION _
Name of Position of the Applicant, Number of Hourly Total Bitled Tatal
Professional Vears in that Position, Prior Relevaat Biting Rate | Hours Compeasation
l'erson Expericact, Year of Obtafulng License to (locludiag
Practice, Avea of Expertise changes)
C. Judson Admitted to Practicc in 1963 $450.00 338 $14,760.00
Hamlin :
’— .
Grand . $450.00 $14,76000
Total:
Blcnded
Rate:
COMPENSATION BY PROJECT CATEGORY

' Projcct Category Total Hours Total Fees
General Asbestos Advisor 6.3 $2,835.00

| WR. Grace 6.0 $2,700.00

| USG Comporation 4.0 $1,800.00
Armstrong World Industries T 8.0 $3,600.00

{ Owens Corning 7.0 $3,150.00
Federal Mogul Global 0.5 $225.00
Travel Time ’ 2.0

$450.00

R

|(00274297.00C}




EXPENSE SUMMARY

Expense Category Service Provider (if applicable) Total Expenses

. Computer Assisted Legal
Research

Facsimile (with ratcs) $0.25 per page I SLSO

Telephone, Postage, -
Photocopying

- | Outside Reproduction

-Qutside Research

Filing/Court Fecs

| Court Reboﬂing

Travel Expenses Parking ‘ 1 $26.85

Couricr & Express Carriors | Federal Expross i $13.60
Other (explain) '

Local Form 102 (Fee Application/Attachment B)

{00274297.D0OC}
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

INRE: ARMSTRONG WORLD :  Chapter 11
INDUSTRIES, INC., ct al., {  Case Nos, 00-4471, 00-4469, 00-4470
' ¢ (Jointly Administered
Debtors, :
H
INRE: W, R. GRACE & CO,, ¢  Chapter1l
etal, : Case Nos, 01-1139 through 01-1200
’ ¢ (Jointly Administered
Debtors. :
 IN RE: FEDERAL MOGUL :  Chapter 11
‘GLOBAL, INC,, T & N ¢ Casc Nos, 0110578, et al
. LIMITED, et al., ! (Jolntly Admlntnered
Debtors. H
IN RE: USG CORPORATION, ! Chapter11
a Dehwxre Corporation, : Case Nog. 01-2094 through 01-2104
etal, ¢ (Jolatly Administered
’ chtors. :
IN RE; OWENS CORNING, ¢ Chapter 11
et al, : : Case Nos. 00-3837 through 00-3854
¢ (Jointly Administered
Debtars. Hearing datesc ndyifobjectons re tmely

IN RE: GENERAL ASBESTOS
| SECOND APPLICATION OF PURCELL, RIES, SHANNON,

-MULCAHY & O'NEILL FOR COMPENSATION FOR
SERVICES RENDERED AND REMURSEMENT OF

(00274293.00C}




TO THE HONORABLE ALFRED M. WOLIN, U.S.D.J.;
Pursuant to 11 U.S.C. §330 and §331 and Rule 2016 of the General Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure, Purcell, Rics, Shannon, Mulcahy & O'Neill (“Purceil Ries™) hereby moves this

" Honorsble Court on behalf of C. Judson Hamlin for an Order awarding an interim allowance of

reasonsble compensation with respect to the five above-captioned Chapter 11 cases for
pl;ofmional scxvices rendered in C, Judson Hamlin’s capacity as a Court Appointed Advisor in
conncction with the Court’s management of thesc very large, mass-tort banlkauptcy cases, in the
amount of $14,760.00 and reimbursement of related expenses of $41.95 for the period of March
1, 2002 through October 28, 2002,

In support of this Application and pursuant to Bankruptcy Rule 2016, C. Judson Hamlin

respectfully represents as follows:

I On various dates, the deblors in the sbove-captionod cascs filed voluatary
petitions for reocganization relief under Chapter 11 of Title 11 of US.C. §§101-1330. The
debtors continue to operate their busineese# and manage theif propexties as déb(om’in-posseasion
pursuant to §§ 1107 (a) ind 1108 of the Bankrupicy Code.

2. On December 28, 2001, the Court appointed Mr. Hamlin end several other
persons as "Court Appointed Advisars® to sssist the Court, as set forth in that Ocder and in
subscqueat Orders, with the management of the sbove-captioned very large, mags-tart

'bankmptcy cases and to undertake such duties as.thc Court has and may in the future usxgn fo

Mr. Hamlin, A copy of this Order is annexed hereto as Exhibit A_

3. ByntsOxderdatedMarchw 2002, meCounwnﬂzdmwthcrefawcetoﬂw
Bankmpwy Court tbrany application for allowance of fees and/or costs by Court Appointed
AdvuonandgavcleavctotthouxtAppomtchdmorstoﬁleuummfeeapplicatiomin .

(00274295.p0c}2




accotdanccwiﬁlthcdilécﬁonssetforﬂl‘thacin.AcopyofﬂxisOrderisannexedhcmtoas
Exhibit B. This Application is the second such application by C. Judson Hamlin.

4 There is no agreement or understanding between Mr. Hamlin and any other
pemon,oﬂwrﬂmnthemembm,associawGandanploymofﬂmhwﬁrmomeeﬂRiesof
which Mr. Hamlin is of counsel, for the shariug of compensation received or to be recoived for
mﬁmmdundhwnmionw{mmmpmedm

S. No agreementexistswimanypersonormﬁtymgudingdlcmeor‘mountof
compengation Mr. Hamlin shall receive in connection with his appointment by‘this Court. The
hourly rate of $450.00 is reasonable and customary for an attomey of Mr. Hamlin's experience

 rendering services such ag thoge involved with his appointment as Court Appointed Advisor.

6. Mr. Hnmhnhasexpmdedatolxlof338hoummrmdcnngpmfesﬂm!alm
asaCourtAppomtchdvrsor ThcumcSpentandthesewmesmdmdwcmmwmblem
relation (o the sizc and complexity of the matters handled, not duplicative of othcr services
rendeted, and necessary to the administration of the debtors’ estates. An overall billing
statemcrnxsaltachedasBxhlbltsCsctungfotﬂnhctotalhomspentbyMr Hamlin refated to all
five consolidated bankruptcies,

7 lhebﬂhngstatcnmtattaehedasExmmepmmthchomcxpendodm

o "mcmnents of one-tenth of an hour, with a description of the service rendered for each catry.

8. Inaddmontothenmeexpendedmmdmngmwes,CJudsonHamhnmcumd

_ out-of-pockct expenses in connection with his appaintment as a Court Appmntod Advisor in the
.am0unt of $41.95, as set forth i in Exhibit C, These expemes were reasonable in relation o thc
_snzc and complexity of the matters handled, not duplicative of other expenses incurred, and |

- ‘ecessary to the administration of the debtor’s cstatcs.

{00374295.00¢}3




9. C. Judson Hamlin respectfully submitz that the compensation for zervices and

reimbursement of expenses requested is consistent with the natute and extent of the gervices

readered for the period March 1, 2002 through October 28, 2002, the size and complexity of the
case, the time, labor and special expertise brought to bear on the questions, and other related

' factors.

10. C. Judson Hamliu. having reviewed Local Rule 2016-2 regarding compensation

and reimbursement of expenses, certifies that this application complics with the requircments of
Lacal Rulc 2016-2.

1. A proposed form of order is submitted herewith. _
WHEREFORE, C. Judson Hamlin respectfully requests that an interim allowmce of

‘compcnsatxou for fees formcesrmdqedandmmbursemau of costs be allowed, in the

amount of $14,801.95, subjecttodxsgorgancntasmaybednrecmdmnﬁndOrda'ofauowame

<atthecouclusnouofthese0hapterllcases

- WHEREFORE, C. Judson Hamlin further respectfully requests that the . interim

allowance of his fees snd costs be allocated among the debtors as follows:

L Evenlyanmngtlwdebtorsastoaﬂconsolidstedpmceedingz_usctforthm
Exhibit C for a total amouat of $3,326.95, resulting in each debtor paying $665.39;
2. Plus tho sddional sums of $2,700.00 es to tho deblor W.R. Grace; $1,800.00 as

' to the debtor USG Corparation; $3,600.00 as to the debtor Armstrong World Industrics;

$3A 150.00 as to the debtor Owens Coming; and $225.00 as to the debtorFedaalMoguL
The sum of focs and costs allowed against cach debtor pursiant to this intecim sllowance shall

total $890.39 against Federal-Mogul Global, Inc; §3,365.39 against W. R. Grace & Co,;

$4,265.39 against Armstrong World Industries, Inc.; $3,815.39 agamst Owens Coming; and

{e0z274295.p0C}4




$2,465.39 against U.S.G. Corporation.

Dited: /7] 9/0 23002

C. N HAMLIN
Co inted Advisor

{00274295.00C)S
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Purcell, Riec, Shannon, Mulcahy & O0'Heill, Ecqs.
Crogsroads Business Center :
Dhe Fluckemin Way F O Box 734
Bedamintter, NI 07921-07549
(908) 453-3800

Octobar 2@, 2002
Hilled through 10/28/02
Cliont # 0930-14554-004 CaH

HON. ALFRED WOLIN
U.8. DISYRICT COURT, NI

CASE CAPTIONa U.S. DISTRICT COURT BANKRUPTCY MATTERS
OUR TAX I.D.: 222017746

. Balance forward as of bill numbar 003 dated 07/09/072 $13,012.461
Payments raceived cince last b1l (last paymant 08/20/02) $ 4,704.52
A/R Adjusiments aade since lact bill % 3,4246.85
Net balance Torward * 2,681,249
FOR FROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDGERED
03/18/02 CIJH Review of published asbastos litigation article

forwardad by ». Gross «50 hrs 450 /hr 223.00 -
03/721/702 €I Reneipt and review of Urders and procedures Tor
few applications «50 hre 450 /hr 225.00 -
03/14/02 CIH Review nf article submitted by U, Drier res
ARbestos victim claias 1,00 hrs 450 /hr 450.00
03/14/02 X4 Review of confidential memorandus subaitted oy
insurance interests addressing substantive and
procedural issues. 1.00 hrs 450 /hr 430.00
08/17702 CJH Meeting and canference at U.8. District
Courthause, Newark, NJ with J. Wolin, D. Oross,
J. Keefe, J. Drier, Pro-f. Mcgovern ,
3.00 twe 480 /he 1,350.,00
05717702 CIH Travel to and fram Newack at 1/2 tiase
) 2.00 hrs 225 /v . 450,00
08/10/02 CIH Review and remwarch of motion and briefs filed in :
. 4pplication of Official Commitiee of asbepetos
praperty damage claimants for leave to appaal
decision of The Bankruptcy Court in the matter of
(U.R. GRACE & ©0.) 3.00 hrs 450 /he 1,3%0.00
08/12/702 CaH brafting and editing of mean regarding :
application by Official Commsittee of Asbes tas
Fraperty Damage claimant for leave to appeal
decision of Bankmiptcy Court in the Matter of
(W.R. GRACE & CD.) 3.00 hrs 450 /hr 1,3%0.00
08/17/702 CIH Research anda review of action for leave to appmal
(BY 'USG) | 2.00 hre 450 /hr 900.00
08717702 CIH Draftting of sesc regarding merits of USG esotian
for{Jd. wWOLIN) 200 hrs 4% /hr

T=785 P.04/08 F-1%1

(; t

200.00




< s cflent

. 'Nuv-ﬂl'ﬂl Dd:lps  From- 1705 P.03/85

TUCHON L ALFRED WOL IN
0930~-14554~Q04 CIM
09/Q7/02 CIR Review of bLriefs and appendix and dratt aeno res

Plaintift motion faor leave to appeal in
(ARM3ITRONG) matter 4.00 hrs 4a%0 /br
Reasarch and drafting of neao regarding motion
for leave to appeal in (ARMSTRONG)

4.00 hes 450 /hr
Telephane conference with E. WOHLFORTH raa
various lagal isnsues applicable to all casas
(BHARED BY ALL BANRUPTCY CAGESB)

09714702 CIH
Q972365702 CI

«30 hre A4S0 /hr
Continues drafting of meas rer Plant )

(OUEN CORNING) appeal 1.00 hrs 450 /hr
Receipt and {initfial review o€ appaal in (FEDERAL,
FMOGLR.) Computer Sales XIntl. «30 hrs 4350 /br
Final drafting of memo res: Plant Appeal re (OWENS

09/30/02 CIH
09/30/02 CIH

10707702 CIH

CORMNING) bankruptcy natter 3.00 hea 450 /b
10708702 CIH Final edit o&f (ONENS CORNING) mang
1.00 bre 430 /hy
C. JUDSON HAMLIN CJH COUNSEL. 2.00 hrs 228 /hr
Ca JUDSON HAMLIN CJIH COUNSEL, S1.80 his 450. /he
3380 hra

DISBUREBEMENTS
Parking fees foar C. J. Hamlin at Hewari Caurt
Parking fees far GC. J. Hamlin at Hewark Court
Parking fear for C. J. Hamlin at Newark Court
Facsimile chirge at € -.25 per pages;
Fedaral Express from C. J. Hamlin to Evans
Wohfarth
Total disburcements for this matter

BILLYING SUMMARY

C. JUDSON HAMLLIN CJH COUNSEL.
C. JUDSQM HAMLIN CJH COUNSES.

YOTAL FEES
TOYAL DIGPBURSEMENTS

TOTAL CHARGES FOR THIS BILL
UNPAID BALANCE

TOTAL BALANCE

F=181
PAGE. 2

1,800.00

1,800.00

135.00
480.00
225.00
2,250.00
450 .00

450.00
14,310.00

8.9%
8.95
8.%5
1.50

13.60

W g o D S BN S

+ 21.95

450.00
14,310.00

$14,760.

L 2 41.95

— ey ietmy

$14,801.95

s 2,581.24

e e O —

$17,483.19




IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

In Re: Gencral Asbeslos Chapter 11

Case Nos. 00-4471, 00-4469,
00-4470,

f 01-1139 through 01-1200

01-10578, el al.

01-2094 through 01-2104

00-3837 through 00-3854

! THIRD APPLICATION OF PURCELL, RIES, SHANNON, MULCARY & O’NEILL ON
i BEHALF OF C. JUDSON HAMLIN FOR COMPENSATION FOR SERVICES
; RENDERED AND REIMBURSEMENT OF EXPENSES AS A COURT APPOINTED

ADVISOR FOR THE PERIOD OF NOVEMBER 1, 2002 THROUGH MARCH 31, 2003
A .

Name of Applicant: " C. fu'dson Hamlin »
Authorized (o Provide Professional Services Alfied M. Wolin, U.S.D.J.
lo:
i Date of Order: Deccember 28, 2001
. Pcriod for which Compensation and March 1, 2002 through October 28, 2002
Reimbursement Arc Sought:
; Amount of Compensation Sought as Actual, $3,447.00
j Reasonable and Necessary: '
! .
~ Amount of Expense Reimburscment Sought as $30.21

Actual, Reasonable and Necessary:
Thisisan: X interim  __final application

The total time expended for fce application preparation is approximately hours and the
corresponding compensution requested is approximately §__ N/A'

If this is not the first application filed, disclose the following for each prior application:

' C. Judson tlamlin's Third Fee Application was prepared entircly by Saiber Schlcsinger Satz & Goldstein, L.T.C.,
("SSS&G") and Nomris, McLaughlin & Marcus, LL.C,(*"NMM"). To avoid duplication, the time expended and
compensution requested appears only on SSS&G's First & NMM's Second Fee Applicution.

{00274296,00C)
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Requested Approved
Date Filed Period ~ Fees Expcnses ‘Fecs Expenscs
Covered
51312002 1/1/02 -- $11,160.00 $14.20 $11,160.00 | $14.20
2/28/02 .
12/5/2002 3/1/02- $14,760.00 $41.95 $14,760.00 | $41.95
10/28/02
—

{00274296.1%C}




ATTACHMENT B
TO FEE APPLICATION
Name of Position of the Appticant, Number of Hourly Total Biited Total
Professional Years fo that Peaition, Prjor Relevant Billing Rate | Hours Compensation
1 Person Experience, Year of Obtalning License to (including
Practice, Area of Expertisc changes)
| C. Judson Admitted to Practice in 1963 $450.00 5 | $2,250.00
Hlamlin
Lynn Paralegal, N/A $95.00 12.6 $1,197.00
Citrino ' )
Cirand $545.00 17.6 $3.447.00
"] Total: —
Blended
Rate:
COMPENSATION BY PROJECT CATEGORY
Project Category Total Hours Total Fecs ]
| General Asbestos Advisor 5.10 $ 484.50 i
W.R. Grace .60 $ 57.00
 USG Corporation ] 0.9 $ 8550
Armstrong World Industries 1.2 $ 114.00
Owens Corning 1.8 $ 171.00
Federal Mogul Global ) 0.8 3 2,535.00

100274297 PO




EXPENSE SUMMARY
| Expense Category Service Provider (if applicable) Total Expenses
Computer Assisted Legal
Research

Facsimile (with rates)

Telephone, Postage,
Photocopying

Qutside Reproduction

O_utsidc Research

Filing/Court Fees

Court Reporting

“Travel Expenses

Couner & Express Carriers

Federal Express

$30.21

Other (explain)

{00274297.00C}
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARFE.

IN RE: ARMSTRONG WORLD
INDUSTRIES, INC,, et al.,

Debtors.

INRE: W, R. GRACE & CO.,
et al,

Debtors,

IN RE: FEDERAL MOGUL
GLOBAL, INC., T & N
LIMITED, et aL,

Debtors.

IN RE: USG CORPORATION,
a Dclaware Corporation,
et al,,

Debtors.

IN RE: OWENS CORNING,
ct al.,

Debtors.

1N RE:

LT IRNTY

GENERAL ASBESTOS

Chapter 11 _
Casc Nos. 00-4471, 00-4469, 00-4470
(Jointly Administcred)

Chapter 11 _
Casc Nos. 01-1139 through 01-1200
(Jointly Administcred)

Chapter 11
Casc Nos. 01-10578, et al
(Jointly Administered)

Chapter 11
Case Nos, 01-2094 through 01-2104
(Jointly Administered)

Chapter 11
Casc Nos, 00-3837 through 00-3854
(Jointly Administcred)

Heuring dwe set only if objections ars timely
filed :

THIRD APPLICATION OF PURCELL, RIES, SHANNON,
MULCAHY & O'NEILL FOR COMPENSATION FOR
SERVICES RENDERED AND REIMBURSEMENT OF
EXPENSES ON BEHALF OF C. JUDSON IIAMLIN AS A
‘COURT APPOINTED ADVISOR FOR THE PERIOD FROM
NOVEMBER 1, 2002 THROUGH MARCH 31, 2003

~ {00274295.D0C}




TO THE HONORABLE ALFRED M. WOLIN, U.S.D.J.;

Pursuant to 11 U.S.C. §330 and §331 and Rulc 2016 of the General Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure, Purcell, Rics, Shannon, Mulcahy & O'Neill (“Purccll Rics”) hereby nioves this
Honorable Court on behalf of C. Judson Hamlin for an Order awarding_an interim allowancc of
reasonable compensation with respect to the ﬁvc above-captioned Chapler 11 cascs for
profcssionél’ services rendered in C. Judson Hamlin’s capacity as a Court Appointed Advisor in
connection with the Court's management of these very large, mass-tort bankruptcy cases, in the
amount of $3,447.00 and reimbursement of related cxpenscs of $30.21 for the period of
November 1, 2002 through March 31, 2003.

In support of this Application and pursuant to Bunkruptcy Rule 2016, C. Judson Hamlin

respect{ully represents as follows:

I. On various dates, the deblors in the above-captioncd cases filed voluntary
petitions for reorganization relief under Chapter 11 of Title 11 of U.S.C. §§101-1330. The

debtors continue to opcrate their businesses and manage their properties as dcbtors-in-pbssession

pursuant to §§ 1107 (a) and 1108 of the Bankruptcy Code.

2. On Dccember 28, 2001, the Court appointed Mr. Ilm'nlin and severul other
persons as “"Court Appointed Advisors” to assist the Court, as set forth in that Order and in
subscquent Orders, with the management of the above-captioned very lérgc, mass-tort
bankruptcy cases and 1o undertake such duties as the Court has and may in the future assign to
Mr. Hamlin. A copy of this Order is annexed hereto as Exhibit A

3. By its Order dated March 19, 2002, the Court withdrew the reference 1o the
Bankruptcy Court for any applicution for allowance of fees and/or costs by Court Appointed

Advisors and gave leave to the Court Appointed Advisors to filc intcrim fee applications in

{N0274295. voc} 2




accordance with the directions set forth thercin. A copy of this Order is annexcd hereto as
Exhibit B. This Application is the tlnrd such application by C. Judson Hamlin.

4, There is no agreement or understanding between Mr. Hamlin and any other
person, other than the members, associales and employces of the law firm of Purcell Ries of
which M. [lamlin is of counsel, for the sharing of compensation received or to be received for
services rendérod in conncction with these proceedings.

5. No agreement exists with any person or entity regarding the tule or amount of
compensation Mr. Ilamlin shall receive in connection with his appointment by this Court. The
hourly rate of $450.00 is reasonable and cuslomary for an attorncy of Mr. Hamlin's experience
rendering services such as thosc involved with his appointment as Court Appointed Advisor.

6.' Mr. Hamlin and other professionals assaciated with Purcell Rics cxpended a total
of 5 hours in rendering professional services related to C. Judson Hamlin's position as a Court
Appointed Advisor. The time spent and the services rendered were reasonable in rclation to the
sizc and complexity of the matters handled, not duplicative of other servwm rendered, and
necessary to the administration of the debtors’ estates, Overall Billing statements are altached as
Exhibit C setting forth the total hours speat by Mr. Hamlin and his associates related 1o all five
»consolidated bankruptcies.

7. The billing statements attached as Exhibit C presents the hours expended in
increments of one-tenth of an Bow, with a description of the service rendered (or cach entry.

8. In addition to the time cxpended in rendering scrvices, Purcell Ries incurred out-
of-pocket expenses in connection with C. Judsén Hamlin's appointment as a-Court Appointed

- Advisor in the amount of $30.21, as set forth in F:xh.ibil C. These expenses were rcasonable in

relation to the size and complexity of the matters handicd, not duplicative of other expenses

100274295.p0c) 3




incurred, and necessary to the administration of the debtor’s estates.

9. C. Judson Hﬁlin reSpéclfully submits that the compensation for services and
rcimburscment of expenses requested is coqsistent with the nature and extent of the scrvices
rendered (or the period November-1, 2002 through March 31, 2003, the size and complexity of
the case, the time, labor and special expertise brought 10 bear on the questions, and other related
fuctors,

10.  C. Judson Hamlin, having reviewed Local Rule 2016-2 regarding compensation
and reimbursement of expenses, certifies that this application complies with the requirements of
. Local Rulc 2016-2.

11. A proposed form of order is submitted herewith.

WHEREFORE, C. Judson Hamlin respectfully requests that an intcrim allowance of

- compensation for fees for services rendered and reimbursement of costs be allowed, in the
-amount of $3,447.20, subject to disgorgement as may be directed in a final Order of allowance at
the conclusion of these Chapter 11 cascs.

WHEREFORE, C. Jjudson ﬁamlin further respectfully requests that the intcrim
allowance of his fees and costs be allocated among the debtors as follows:

I. 'Rvenly among the deblors as W all consolidated proceedings as set forth in
Exhibit C for a total amount of $514.70, resulting in each debtor paying $102.90;

2. Plus the additional sums of $57.00 as to l.hc debtor W.R, Grace; $85.50 as (o the
debtor USG COqioralion; $114.00 as to the debtor Armstrong World Industries; $171.00 as to the
debtor Owchs Corning; and $2535.00 as to the debtor Federal Mogul.

WHEREFORE, the sum of fees and costs allowced against cach dchtor pursuant to this

interim allowancc shall total $2,637.90 against Federal-Mogul Gilobal, Inc.; $159.50 against W.

{00274295.u0c} 4




Dated:

R. Grace & Co.; $216.90 against Armstrong World Industries, inc.; $273.90 against Owens

Corning; and $188.40 against U.S.G. Corporation,

Appointed Advisor

2003

100274295.00¢) 5
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Purcelil, Ries, Shannon, Mulcahy & 0'Neill, Esqs.
Crossroads Businecss Center
fine Pluckenic Way F 0 Box 794
Bedninster, NI 07921-075%4
(FOR) 4£88-3800

April 17, 2003
Billed through Q4/10/03
Client # Q0?30-14354-007 CIH

HON. ALFRED WOLIM
U.S. DISTRICT COURT, MJ

CAGE CARTION: U.S. DISTRICT COURT BQHKRUPTCY MATTERS
OUR TAX T.Duz 22-20177484

Balance forward as of bill number Q05 dated 01/31/03 $ 2,488.29
FOR PROFESSTONAL SERVICES RENDERED
0371070 LC Review file and create case index (.&); identity,

analyze and index documents for case index update

(-7} dntegrate correspondence and pleadings (A1)
into index (.P?) and update case index (-5}

2.50 tirg ?9 /he Z237.590
03/°246/703 .G Identify, analyze and index doacumens for
summation vedate «30 hrs 25 sty a7.50
03727703 ILC Continue to identivy, analyze and index documents
for summation update. ~60 hrs 3 /he 97-.00
24709703 LC Tdentify, analyze and index documents for case
index updats. «30 hrs 3 /hr 47 .50

294/10/03 IL.C Freparation of documents Torr preliminary index
re: testimony before the Senate (.4); update case
indax (.2); review and analvsis of documents for
caze irndex update and inegrate documents into

index (.4), 1.00 hrs ?3 /hr 285.00
LYNH CITRIND 35.10 hrs %5 /hr 484 . 50
330 hrs
DIKBURSEMENTS
Federal Exprese from C. J. Hamlin to Whi tney
Chelnik, Esq. - 11.48
Federal Express from C. J. Hamlin to E. Evans
Wohlforth, Jr. ‘ 18.73

‘Total disbursements for this matter % 30.21
EYLLING SUMMARY
LYNN GITRTHO : ' 434.50

TOTAL FEES : & 484.50




*

. HON. ALFRED WOLIN : FaGce 2

Glient #

0950-14554~007 CIH

TGTAL DISBURSEMEMTS $ 30.21
TOTvAL CHARGES FUOR THIS ERILL % 314,71
UNFPAID BALAMCE % 2.488.29

B o L

TaTal RALANCE t 35,203.00




Purcell, Ries, Shannon, Mulcahy & O°beill, Esqs.
Crogsroads Business Center
One Fluckemin Way F 0 Bax 734
Bedminster, NJ O7921-07%5%4
(208) 4%8~-3800

April 17, 2003
Billed through 04/10/03
Client & 0950/4-14554-001 CIH

OWENS CORMNING

CASE NaAME: OUWENS CORNING
(QUR TAX 1.D.: 22-2017766

FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES REMDERED

QZ/03/G63 LT Cantinue organization of decuments for databaze
entry Tor Juwens Corning.

Od/03 703 LC Review, index and update database correspondence,
dizcovery and pleadings for Oweas Corning.

Q2/Oq/035 LG Retrieve and prepare documents ez Opinione for
Ouens Coraing.

0371003 I.C Tdentify, analyze and index documents for case
irdex update for Owens Corning.

BILLING SQUMHMARY
LYNN CITRIMO 1.80 hre 25 /br

TOTAL FEES 1.80 hrs

TOTAL CHARGES FOR THIS BILL

e

=40 hrs
«30 hrs
«10 hrg

1.00 hrs

2009 0023 000 ey o mmm onwe.

171.00

—— e e e 1440 20 e e

+

171.00



Purcell, Ries, Shannon, Mulcahy & 0 Neill, Esgs.
‘ Crossrcads Business Center
Dne Pluckemin Way F G Box 754
Bedminster, NI 079210754
(P08) 458-3800

April 17, 2003

Billed through 04/10/03

Client H 0F50/E-18554-001 CJIH
W.R. GRACE
CASE NAMESs W.R. ORACE
OUR TAX I.D.: 222017766

FOR PROFESSIONAL. SERVICES RENDERED

OX/33703 LC Identify, analyze and index documents for case
index update general file, W.R. Grace ~60 hrs

EILLING SLMMARY

LYNN CITRINO &0 brs @5 /hr S7.00

Bt e L D

TATAL FEES 60 hrg 4 57.00

e et e ke s S48 ey £

TOTAL CHARGES FOR THIS RBILL L3 S7.00




Purcell, Ries, Bhannon, Mulcahy & O‘Neill. Esgs.
Crossroads Business Center
One Fluckemin Way F 0 Box 7549
Bedninster, NJ 07921-0754
(208) &59-3800

April 17, 2003

Eilled through 04/10/03

Client & . 0930/C-14554—-001 CIH
ARMSTRONG
CASE NAME ARMSBTRONG
OUR TAX YI.D.: 22-2017764

FOR FPROFESSIOMAL SERVICES RENDERED

02/03703F LC Continue organization of documents for databace

entry for Arastrong. «30 hrs
Q270370 .G Review, index and update database pleadings for )
armstrong. ' .50 hrs
0Z2/03/03 LC Review, index and update database correspondencea,
' discovery and pleadings for Arastrong. -30 tus
02/704/03 1. Retrieve and prepare docuwsents re: Opinions for .
Arastrong. ’ «10 hrs

BILLING SuMitaryY

LYNN CITRIMO 1.20 hrz 95 /he 114.00

e e e et bt ke

TOTAL FEES 1.20 tws & 114.00

TOTAL CHARGES FOR THIS BILL $ 114.00




FEDERAL mMOGUL

CASE MNAME:

OUR TAX I.D.:

Purcelly, Ries, Shannon, Mulcahy & 0'Neill, Esqgs.
Crossroads Husiness Ceanter
One FPluckemin Way F O Fox 754
Badminster, NI 07921-0754
(208) 458~3800

April 17, 2003
Eilled through 04/10/03

Client # 0950/D-145854-001 CIH

FEDERAL MOGUL.
222017764

FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED

02703703
02703703

92703703

Q217703
02/18/703

Q2/19/G3

Q3/31/03

iLCc

tc

LC

i

CIH
CJIH

LC

LC

Continue organization of documents for database
aniry for Federal Mogul.

Review, index and update database plsadings for
Federal Moqul.

Review, index and update databage correspandence,
discovery and pleadings for Federal Mogqul.

Search Internet — United State Bantruptoy Court,
Delaware for apinion by Judge Kandall MNewsome for
appeal for Federal Mogul.

Research and drafting meagrandum for the couwrt
re: isaues in CSI appeal in Federal Mogul.

Final edit of memorandum for District Court re:z
CSI appeal in Federal Mogul matter.

Draftt cover explanatory note Torwarding CS8I wv.
Federal Mogul original documents to £. Evans
Waohl¥orth,

Identify, analyze and index documents for case
index update general file, Federal Mogul..

BILLING sUMMARY

C. JUDSON HAMLIN £JH COUNMSEL
LYNN CITRINO

5.00 hrs

TOTSL FEES 8.00 hrs

TOTAL CHARGES FOR THIS EBILL

430 /he
3.00 hrs ?5 /hr

-30C hrs
90 hrs

.40 hrs

.80 hrs
4.00 hrs

1.00 hra

« 920 hrsg

Z24.250.00
285,00

S b S SO0 By St o e

% 2,535.00

b e . et e e

+ 2,535.00



furcell, Ries, Bhannan, Mulcahy & O0'Neill, Esqgs.
Crossroads Rusiness Caenter
One Pluckemin Way F 0 Rox 754
Bedminster, NI O7971-0754
(P08) 458-3800

April 17, 2003
Billed through 04/10/03

Client o OR50/E-149584~001 CJIH

U.3. GYPsSuUm

CASE NARE: U.8. BYPSUM
OUR TAX T.D.s 222017766

FOR FROFESSYONAL SERVICES REMDERED

02/04/03 LC Retrieve and prepare documents res Opinions for
U.5. Gypsum.

03/31/703 LC Identify, analyze and index documents for case
index update general file, H.8. Gypsum

04/10/03 I.C Update U.B. Gypsum case index.

BILLING SurMaRY

LYNN CTLTRING o «?0 hrg 5 /hr

TOTAL FEES -?0 hrs

TOTAL CHARGES FOR THIS BILL

85.50

A 000 a1y e e oy e

T

88. 50

$

88.50
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SR

IN TYIE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT R R
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE ) “ 012
' | WIHY -6 K S L

InRe: General Asbestos Chapler 11 ' CLERY,
va RaviAur 1o Y COURT
Case Nos. 00-4471, 00-4468] i i GF GALARARE
00-4470, :
01-1139 through 01-1200
01-10578, ct al.
01-2094 through 01-2104
00-3837 through 00-3854

FIRST APPLICATION OF BUDD, LARNER, GROSS, ROSENBAUM,
GREENBERG & SADE, P.C. FOR COMPENSATION FOR:
SERVICES RENDERED AND REIMBURSEMENT OF EXPENSES
ON BEHALF OF DAVID R. GROSS AS A COURT APPOINTED ADVISOR

FOR THE PERIOD FROM DECEMBER 27, 2001 THROUGH FEBRUARY 28, 2002

Namc of Applicant: Budd, Lamer, Gross, Rosenbaum,
Greenberg & Sade, P.C.

Authorized to Provide

Profcssional Services to: Alfred M. Wolin, U.S.D.J.

Dale of Qvder: December 28, 2001

Period for which Compensation and

Reimbursement Are Sought: December 27, 2001 through February 28,
. 2002

Amount of Compensation Sought as

Actual, Reasonable and Necessary: $54,285.00

Amount of Expensc Rcimburscmcm Sought '

as Actual, Reasonablc and Necessary: $1,589.95

Thisisan: X _ interim (inal application

The total time cxpended for fee application preparation is approximately _ hours and the

. corresponding compensation requosted is approximatcly $(to be included on second application).

If this is not the first application filed, disclose the following for cach prior applicatiox;r

387261 Local Form 101 (Fce Application Caver Sheet)




ATTACIIMENT B

TO FEE APPLICATION
Name of Position ofn the Applicant, N.umber of Hourly Tolal Billed Total .
Professional | Years in that Position, Prior Relevant | Billing Rate Hours Compcpyation
Person Expcrience, Year of Obtaining License | (inctuding
to Practice, Area of Expertise chanpes)
DavidR. | Partner, admitted to practiccin | $450 97.8 $44,010.00
Gross 1960
Marchetti. | Partner, admitted to practice in $300 03 - $90.00
Kathleen C. | 1981
Sonya M. 1 Scaior Associate, admitted to $225 15.0 $3,375.00
Longo practice in 1995 A
Whitney R. | Associate, admitted to practice in | $150 43.0 $6,450.00
Chelnik 2001 :
KevinR. [ Paralegal $75 0.8 $60.00
Daniels
- -
Donna R. | Paralegal $75 4.0 $300.00
Deency
Grand Total: 160.9hrs  $54,285.00
LBlendcd Rate:
COMPENSATION BY PROJECT CATEGORY
Project Category _ ‘Total Hours Total Kees
Gicncral Asbestos Advisor 160.9 $54,285.00
387263
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EXPENSE SUMMARY

| Expense Category i Scrvic;l’rouvidcr @r ;;.)plicablc) - Total Expet;ses_
Telephone Charges $5.62

[ Parking/Tolls S111.00 )
Photocopying $500.50
Fé_csimiiol‘ .$6S.00

| Logal Research Services Westlaw $485.67
Meals ' $171.21

_Milcage $17.36 N
Courier & Express Can:ic.rs (c.g., Fedcral Express ' ) $27.59
Federal Express)

L Travel Expenscs $206.00 ]

387263

Loca) Form 102 (Fee Application/Attachment B)




UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

IN RE: ARMSTRONG WORLD

INDUSTRIES, INC., et al.,

Debtors.

IN RE: W. R. GRACE & CO.,

et al.,

Debtors.

IN RE: FEDERAL MOGUL
GLOBAL, INC., T & N
LIMITED, et al.,

Dabtors.

IN RE: USG CORPORATION,
a Dalaware Corporation,
et al.,

Debtors.

IN RE: OWENS CORNING,
et al.,

Dabtorsa.

IN RE;

GENERAL ASBESTOS

Chapter 11
Case Nos. 00-4471, 00-4469, 00-4470
(Jointly Administered)

Chapter 11
Case Moa. 01-1139 through 01-1200
(Jointly Adminietered)

Chapter 11
Case Nos. 01-10578, et al.
{(Yointly Administered)

Chapter 11
Case Nos. 01-2094 through 01-2104
(Jointly Adminigtered)

Chapter 11
Case Nos, 00-3837 through 00-3854
(Jointly Administered)

objections due: May 16, 2002
Haearing date set only if
objections are timely filed

FIRST APPLICATION OF B8UDD, LARNER, GROS3,
ROSENBAUM, GREEMBERG & SADE, P.C. ON BEHALF OF

THE COURT APPOINTED ADVISOR DAVID R. GROSS
AN INTERIM ALLOWANCE OF FEES FOR ACTUAL
NECESSARY SERVICES RENDERED AND

REIMBURSEMENT OF EXPENSES INCURRED FOR
PERIOD DECEMBER 27, 2001 THROUGH FEBRUARY
2002

FOR
AND
FOR

THE
28,




TO THE HONORABLE ALFRED M. WOLIN, U.S.D.J.:

Pursuant to 11 U.S.C. §330 and §331 and Rule 2016 of the
Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure, Budd, Larner, Gross,
Rosenbaum, Greenberg & Sade, P.C. (“Budd ILarner”) hereby moves
this Honorable Court.on behalf of David R. Gross for an Order
-awarding an interim allowance of reasonable compensation with
respect to the five above-captioned  Chapter 11 cases for
professional services iendered in David R. Gross’ capacity as
a Court Appointed Adviso? in cbnnection with the Court’s
mﬁnagement of these very large, mass-tort bankruptcy cases, in
the amount of $54,285.00 and reimbursement of related expenses
of $1,589.95 for the period of December 27, 2001 through
February 28, 2002.

In support'of this Application and pursuant to Bankruptcy
Rule 2016, Budd Larner respectfully represents as follows:

1. on various dates, the debtors in the above-captioned
cases filed voluntary petitions for reorganization relief
under Chapter 11 of Title 11 of the United Staﬁes Code, 11
U.S.C. §§101-1330. The debtors continue to operate their
businesses and vmanage their properties as debtors-in-
possession pursuant to sectioms 1107(a) and 1108 of the
Bankruptcy Code. ‘

2. On December 28, 2001, the Court appointed David R.
Gross and several other persone as “Court Appointed Advisors®
to assist the Court as set forth in that Order and in
subsequent Orders with the management of the above-captioned

very large, mass-tort bankruptcy cases and to undertake such

387310




duties as the Court has and may in the future assign to David
R. Gross. A copy of this Order is altached hereto as Exhibit
A.

3. By its Order dated March 19, 2002, the Court
withdrew the reference to the Bankruptcy Court for any
application for allowance of fees and/or costs by Court
Appointed Advisors and gave leave to the Court Appointed
Advisors to file interim fee applications in accordance with
the directions set forth therein. A copy of this Order is-
attached hereto as Exhibit B. This Application is the first
such application by Budd Larner on behalf aof David R. Gross.

4. There is no agreement or understanding between David
R. Gross and any other person, other than the wmembers,
-aséociates and employees of the law firﬁ of Budd Larner of
which David R. Gross is a mémber for the sharing of
compensation received Or to be received for services rendered.
in connection with these proceedings.

5. No agreement exists with any person or entity
regarding the rate or amount of compensation David R. Gross
shall receive in connection with his appeintment by this
Court, ?he hourly rate of $450.00 is reasonable and customary
for an attorney of David R. Gross’ experience rendering-
services such as those involved with his appointment as Court
Appointed Advisor. The hourly rate of £300.00 is reasonable
and customary for an attorney of Kathleen C. Marchetti’s
experience rendering services such as those involved in this

matter. The hourly rate of $5225.00 is reasonable and
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customary for an attorney of Sonya M. Longo‘s experience
rendering services such as thoge involved in this mattexr. The
hourly rate of §$150.00 is reasonable and customary for an
attorney of Whitney R. Cﬁelnik's experience rendering services
such as those involved in this matter. The hourly rate‘of
$75.00 is reasonable and customary for paralegal services.

6. David R. Gross and other professionals associated
with Budd Larner have expended a total of 160.9 hours in
rendering professional services related to David R. Gross’
position as a Court Appointed Advisor. The time spent and the
services rendered were reasonable in relation to the size and
complexity of the matters handled, not duplicative of other
services rendered, and necessary to the administration of the
debtors' estates. An overall billing statement is attached as
Exhibit C. Exhibit C sets forth the total hours spent by
‘David R. Gross and otﬁer professionals'associatéd with Budd
Larner related to all five consolidated bankruptcies.

7. The ‘billing statément attached as Exhibit C presents
the hours expended in increments of one-tenth of an hour, with
a description of the service rendered for each entry.

8. In addition to the time expended in rendering
services, Budd Larner incurred out—of-pécket expeﬁses in
connection with David R. Gross’ appointment as a Court
Appointed Advisor in the amount of $1,589.95. These expenses
were reasonable in relation to'the size and complexity of the
matters handled, not duplicative of other expenses incurred,

and necessary to the administration of the debtors' estates.

387310 4




9. Budd Larner, oﬁ behalf . of David R. Gross,
respectfully submits that the compensation for services and
reimbursement of expenses requested is consistent with the
nature and extent o¢f the services rendefed for the period
December 27, 2001 through February 28, 2002, the size and
complexity of the case, the time, labor and special expertise
brought to bear on the questions, and other related factors.

10. A proposed form of Order is submitted herewith.

WHEREFORE, David R. Gross respectfully requests that an
interim allowance of compensation for fees for services
rendered and reimbursement of costs be allowed, in the amount
of $55,874.95 subject to disgorgement as may be directed in a
final Order of allowance at the conclusion of these Chapter 11
cases.,

WHEREFORE, David R. Gross further respectfully requests
that the interim‘allowance of Budd Larmer's fees and costs be
allocated evenly among the debtors as to all consolidated
proceedings as set forth in Exhibit C for a total amount of
$55,874.95, resulting in each debtor paying $11,174.99. The
sum of fees and costs allowed against each debtor pursuant to
this interim allowance shall total $11,174.99 againgst Federal-
Mogul Global, 1Inc.; $11,174.99 against W. R. Grace & Co.;

$11,174.99 against Armstrong World Industries, Inc.;

387310




" 611,174.99 against Owens

U.S.G. Corporatian.

387310
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Corning: and $11,174.99 against

2002

David R. Gross
Court Appeinted Advisor
BUDD LARNER GROSS ROSENBAUM
GREENBERG & SADE, P.C.

150 John F. Kennedy Parkway

Short Hills, NJ 07078-0999
(973) 379-480G
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BUDD LARNER GROSS ROSENBAUM GREENBERG & SADE, P.C.

150 John F. Kennedy Parkway CN 1000
Short Hills, N.J. 07078-0999
(973) 379-4800 Fax (973) 379-7734
Tax ID: 22-2321266

April 19, 2002

Bill Number 48069
File Number 008507-00001 .

General Asbestos Bankrupley Commillee
clo Honorable Alfred M. Wolin

United States District Court

Martin Luther King Jr. Federal -

Building and Courthause

Room 4069

50 Walnul Street

P.O. Box 999
Newark, NJ 07101

FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

Re: General Asbestos (PA & Delaware Bankruptcy)

LEGAL SERVICES

Through February 28, 2002

12127101
12/31/01
01/03/02
01/04/02

- 01/07/02

01/08/02
01/08/02

01/10/02
01/10/02
01/11/02

01711/02
01/11/02
01/11/02

DRG
DRG
DRG
DRG
DRG
DRG

DRG

WRC
WRC
WRC

WRC
WRC
WRC

Meeting with Judge Wolin and F. McGovern

Meeting and telephone call re: agenda

Telephone conference re: agenda

Meeting at USDC re: speciat masters

Meating at USDC re: special masters
Telephone-conference with (Name Withheld); conference
with J. Keefe

Review of documents; telephone conference F.
McGovern re: N.Y.C. case .

Meet with D. Gross re: case background

Meet with D. Novack re: asbestos background material
Telephone call to Judge Wolin's Clerk re. orders;
research Order No. 31 from In re: Silicone Breast
Implants litigation

Review notes from meeting with D. Gross

Research Supreme Court cases re: ADA

Review file from D. Gross re: class actions

3.00 Hrs
1.20 Hrs
1.60 Hrs

10.00 Hrs

4.00 Hrs
1.80 Hrs

4.20 Hrs

2.00 Hrs
0.50 Hrs
0.40 Hrs

0.20 Hrs
0.30 Hrs
0.50 Hrs
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" General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee

Re: General Asbeslos (PA & Delaware Bankruptcy)

01/14/02
0114102

01714/02

01/14102

01/14/02
01/14/02
01/15/02
01/15/02

01/15/02

01/16/02
01/16/02

01/16/02
01/16/02
01/17/02

01/17/02

- 01/18/02

01/18/02
01/18/02
01/21/02
01/22/02
01/23/02
01/23/02

01/23/02
01/24/02

01/24/02
01/24/02
01/24/02

DRG
SML

WRC

WRC

WRC
WRC
DRG
WRC

WRC

WRC
WRC

WRC
KRD
WRC

WRC
DRG

WRC
WRC
DRG
DRG
WRC
WRC

WRC
WRC

WRC
WRC
KRD

Meeting re: 706 panel; telephone calls to (Name
Withheld) re; same

Conference with W_ Chelnik re: court orders and related
calendar matters

Meel with D. Gross re: orders issued by Judge Wolin;
lelephene call to G, Hanson re: same: research orders
on line; review same and prepare outline of due dates
Meet with O. Gross re: correspondence; review file for
same

Review asbestos materials

Meel with S. Longo re: calendar

Meeting at USDC with Judge Wolin

Telephone call to Judge Wolin's Clerk re:
correspondence; review file for same

Meet with D. Gross re: calendar and in-office meeting
scheduled for January 18th

Review asbestos materials

Meel wilh K. Daniels re: calendar: review
correspondence from K. Daniels re: same

Research re: debtor's information

Meelings with IT Department re: electronic calendar
Review Supreme Court cases re: class actions and
research articles re: 706 panels

Research article requested by Judge Wolin
Preparation for and meeting at Short Hills with J. Keefe,
C. Hamlin, W. Dreier and F. McGovern (management
commiltee) and Judge Walin

In-office conference re: case strategy

Review orders and correspondence

Review of all submissions by various parties

Review materials; telephone calls with (Name Withheld).

Telephone call to Judge Wolin's clerk; review file
Review meeting notes from January 18, 2002 and
prepare memorandum

Meet with K. Daniels re: calendar

Review correspondence from K. Daniels; meet with K.
Daniels re: calendar

Research Third Circuit case requested by D, Gross
Review and revise memorandum to D. Gross

Update calendar ‘

1.80 Hrs
0.20 Hrs

2.50 Hrs

0.60 Hrs

1.50 Hrs
0.10 Hrs
3.00 Hrs
0.60 Hrs

0.40 Hrs

1.00 Hrs
0.30 Hrs

0.60 Hrs
0.40 Hrs
4.50 Hrs

0.20 Hrs
7.50 Hrs

5.00 Hrs
0.30 Hrs
2.50 Hrs
1.00 Hrs
0.20 Hrs
5.00 Hrs

0.30 Hrs
0.20 Hrs

0.50 Hrs
0.30Hrs
0.40 Hrs
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: General Asbestos Bankruplcy Commiittee

Re: Genceral Asbestos (PA & Delaware Barnkruptcy)

01/25/02
01/26/02
01/28/02

01/28/02
01/28102

01729102

01/29/02
01/29/02
01/30/02
01/30/02
01/30/02
01/31/02
01/31/02

01/31/02

02/05/02
02/05/02
02/06/02

02/07/02
02/07/02

02/07/02
02/08/02

- 02/111/02

WRC
DRG
DRG

WRC
WRC

DRG

DRG
SML
DRG
KM
WRC
DRG
SML

WRC

SML

WRC

WRC

DRG
SML

WRC
SML

DRG

Telephone call to Judge Wolin's clerk

Conference at USDC re: procedures

Meeting with (Name Wilhheld) and F. McGovem re:
insurance issues, lelephone conference re: same
Review and revise calendar entries

Review and file correspondence and order from Judge
Wolin

Meeting at Shorl Hills with (Name Withheld) and at
USDC with Judge Wolin (Name Withheld) and
management commiltee

Telephone conferences wilh (Name Withheld), J. Keefe
and C. Hamlin }

Review calendar re: pending proceedings

Preparation for and meeting at Judge Wolin's Chambers
Confer with W. Chelnik and D. Gross concerning
upcoming evenls

Meet with D. Gross and K. Marchetti re: case status
Telephone conversation with Judge Wolin; telephone
conversations with (Name Withheld) re: February
meetings

Raview court documents re: pending proceedings;
conference with W. Chelnik re: same

Telephone call to Judge Wolin's clerk re: February 8lh

-hearing; review file for related documents; research

briefs re: mation lo transfer

Obtain overview of pending motions before Judge Wolin
relating to friction defendants

Research filings in Federal-Mogut Global, Inc. re: hiearing
set for February 8th

Research and prepare filings for S. Longo re: hearing on
mations to transfer

Meeting with management committee

Review motion papers re: transfer of friction claims and
requested Daubert hearing

Research filings from Pennsylvania District Court

Attend oral argument on friction defendants' motion to
transfer claims to bankruptcy court in Wilmington,
Delaware

Preparation for and mesting with Judge Wolin (Name
Withheld) and F. McGovern at USDC

Page 3

"0.20 Hrs
3.00 Hrs
3.00 Hrs

0.70 Hrs
0.20 Hrs

5.10 Hrs

0.80 Hrs
0.10 Mrs
7.00 Hrs
0.30 Hrs
Q.80 Hrs
Q.80 Hrs
0.30 Hrs

0.80 Hrs

0.80 Hrs
0.70 Hrs
2.50 Hrs

2.10 Hrs
3.20 Hrs

0.30 Hrs
10.20 Hrs

4.50 Hrs
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. Gene}al Asbestos Bankruplcy Committee

Re: General Asbestos (PA & Delaware Bankruplicy)

02/11/02
02/12/02
02/13/02

02114/02

02/16/02
0211 9/02>

02/19/02

. 02/20/02
02/21102
02/22/02
02/22/02

02/22/02
02/22102

02/25¢02
02/27/02

02/27/02
02/28/02

02/28/02

WRC
DRG
DRG

DRG

WRC
DRG

WRC

DRG
DRG
DRG
SML

WRC
DRD

WRC
DRG

WRC
DRG

WRC

Meet with S. Longo re;: February 8lh hearing in Delaware;

0.20 Hrs

meet with D. Gross re; same
Conference re appeal and Judge Wolin's Order 1.00 Hrs
In-office conference wilh (Name Withheld) re: hearing 1.50 Hrs
before Judge Wolin on 2/14 re: compensation; telephone
conference re: appeal and Judge Wolin's order
Meeting at Judge Wolin's Chambers with (Name 8.80 Hrs
Withheld); discussion with £. McGovem re; individual
bankruptcies; telephone conference wilh (Name
Withheld); meeting at Short Hilis with (Name Withheld)
re: insurance issues
Review message from C. McCarthy; prepare and 0.50 Hrs
distribute documents lo management committee
Telephone conference with Judge Wolin and (Name 2.50 Hrs
Withheld) '
Review correspondence from G. Hanson and Judge 0.50 Hrs
Wolin's opinion re: motion 1o transfer: prepare ’
memorandum o S. Longo and D. Gross re: same
Tetephone conference with Judge Wolin, F. McGovern, 1.50 Hrs
(Names Withheld)
Meeting with Judge Waolin 3.50 Hrs .
Telephone calls to F. McGovem, (Names Wilhheld) 2.10Hrs
Conferences with D. Deeney re: file organization .0.20 Hrs
Meet with D. Deeney re: consolidation Order; review file 0.50 Hrs
Review documents, pleadings, correspondence 4.00 Hrs
regarding general information, conference with W.
Chelnik regarding asbestos documents: prepare and
organize files, correspondence and pleading boards
Review articles re: asbestos litigation 1.00 Hrs
Meeting at Judge Wolin's Chambers with management 6.20 Hrs
Committee and (Name Withheld) re: Federal Mogul
(Travel at 1/2 time)
Attend meeling with management committee re: case 6.00 Hrs
strategy (Travel at 1/2 time)
Telephone calls re: bankruptcy; review cases:; telephone 2.80 Hrs
calls with (Name Withheld) and F. McGovern

- Review correspondence and orders from G. Hanson 0.10 Hrs

TOTAL LEGAL SERVICES

$54,285.00
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‘ Gene}al Asbestos Bankruplcy Committee

Re: General Asbestos {PA & Delaware Bankruptcy)

LEGAL SERVICES SUMMARY

Gross, David R. 97.80 Hrs  450/hr $44,010.00

Marchetti, Kathleen C. 0.30 Hrs  300/hr $90.00

Longo, Sonya M. 16.00 Hrs  225/hr $3,375.00

Chelnik, Whitney R. 43.00Hrs  150/hr $6,450.00

Deeney, Oonna R. 4.00 Hrs 75/hr $300.00

Daniels, Kevin R. 080 Hrs  75/hr $60.00

160.90 Hrs 7 $54,285.00

DISBURSEMENTS

Through February 28, 2002

Telephone : $2.00

Federal Express — . $27.59

Parking/Tolls '$111.00

Mileage . $17.36
- Photocopies-inoffice ' $500.50

Online Services-Westlaw $485.67

Telecopies . $65.00

Travel - - $206.00

Meals $171.21

Long Distance Telephone Charges $3.62

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $1,580.95
TOTALTHISBILL  $55,874.95
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
¥OR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

INRE: ARMSTRONG WORLD
INDUSTRIES, INC., et al,,

Debtors.

IN RE: W. R. GRACE & Co.,
et al,,

Debtors.

IN RE: FEDERAL MOGUL

etal,
Debtors,

GLOBAL, INC., T & N LIMITED,

IN RE: USG CORPORATION,
a Delawarc Corporation, et al.,

Debtors.

IN RE: OWENS CORNING,
et al.,

Dcbtors.

-

Chapter 11

Case Nos. 00-4471, 00-4469,
00-4470

(Jointly Administered)

Chapter 11

Case Nos. 01-1139 through
01-1200

(Jointly Administered)

Chapter 11
Case Nos. 01-10578, ct al.
(Jointly Administered)

Chapter 11

Casc Nos. 01-2094 through
01-2104

(Jointly Administercd)

Chapter 11

Case Nos. 00-3837 through
00-3854

(Jointly Administered)

Hearing date set ouly if
objections arc timely filed

FIRST APPLICATION OF D. R, GROSS & ASSOCIATES, LLC
- FOR COMPENSATION FOR SERVICES RENDERED AND
REIMBURSEMENT OF EXPENSES ON BEHALF OF DAVID R. GROSS
AS A COURT APPOINTED ADVISOR FOR THE PERIOD FROM'
SEPTEMBER 1, 2002 THROUGH NOVEMBER 7, 2002

TO THE HONORABLE ALFRED M. WOLIN, U.S.D.J.:

(00275172.00C)

z\10




Pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 330 and § 331 and Rule 2016 of the Federal Rules of -
Bankruptcy Procedure, D. R. Gross & Associates, LLC (“Gross & Associates™) hereby
moves this Honorable Court on behalf of David R. Gross for an Order awarding an
interim allowance of reasonable compensation with respect to the five above-captioned
Chapter 11 cases for professional services rendered in David R. Gross's capacity as a
Court Appointed Advisor in connection with the Court’s management of these very large,
mass-tort bankrupicy cases, in the amount of $49,118.00 and reimbursement of related
expenses of $236.80 for the period of September 1, 2002 through November 7, 2002.

| In support of this Application, Gross & Associates respectfully represents as
follows:

1. On various dates, the debtors in the above-captioned cases filed voluntary
petitions for reorganization relief under Chaptex 11 of 'fiﬁe 11 of the United States Code,
11 US.C. §§ 101-1330. The debtors continue to operate their businesses and manage
their properties as debtors-in-possession pursuant to seotxons 1107(a) and 1108 of the
Bankruptcy Code.

2. On December 28, 2001, the Court appointed David R. Gross and several
other persons as Court Appointed Advisors (“Advisors”) to assist the Court as set forth in
that Order, and in subsequent Onders, with thc management of the above-captioned very
large, mass-tonbanh-uptcycm and to undertakc such dutics as the Court has and may
in the future assign to David R. Gross. A copy of this Order is annexod hereto as Exhibit
A

3. By its Order dated March 19, 2002, the Court withdrew the reference to

the bankruptcy Court for any application for allowance of foes and/or costs by the

{00375172.DOC} 2




t

Advisors and gave leave to the Advisors to file interim fee applications in accordance
with the dircctions set forth therein, A copy of this Order is annexed hereto as Exhibit B.
This application is the first such application by Gross & Associates on behalf of David R.
Gross.
‘4, For the compensation period from September 1, 2002 through November
7, 2002, there was no agreement or understanding between David R, Gross and any other
puuon.otherthmthcmcmbm,umdatesmdanpbyeesof&w&Associm,of
which David R. Gross is 2 member, for the sharing of compensation received or to be
reccived for services rendered in connection with these proceedings.! _
5. Noagmementcxiatswidnmypemouormtityreprding&nemor'
amount of compensation David R. Gross shall receive in connection with his appointment
by this Court. The hourly rate of $450.00 is reasonable and customary for an attorney of

+ David R. Gross's experience rendering services such as those involved with his

appointment as an Advisor. The hourly rate of $160.00 is reasonable and customary for
an attorney of Whitney R. Chelnik’s experience rendering services such as those involved
in this matter.

6. David R. Gross and other professionals associated with Gross &
Associates have expended a total of 126.10 hours totaling $49,118.00, in rendering
professional services related to David R. Gross™s position as a Court Appointed Advisor.
Thetimespcmmmewvioesm\demdwmwasombleinrelaﬁontothcaizeand

complexity of the matters handled, not duplicative of other services reandered, and

! Since November 11, 2002, Mr. Gross has become a member of Saiber, Schlesinger, Satz & Goldstein,
L.L.C,, Onc Gateway Center, 13* Floor, Newark, NJ 07102. However, throughout the catire compeasation
pctiodoovuedby&:inppﬁcnﬁon,Sevwmberl,zooz through November 7, 2002, he was & member of
only D. R. Gross & Associatcs, L.L.C.

{00275172.00C) 3




necessary to the administration of the debtors® estates. An overall billing statement is
annexed hereto as Exhibit C setting forth the total hours spent by David R. Gross and
other professionals associated with Gross & Auomtu related to all five consolidated
bankyuptcies.

7. The billing statement annexed hereto as Exhibit C' prescnts the hours
expended in increments of one-tenth of an hour, with a description of the service
rendered for each entry.

8. In addition to the time expended in rendering services, Gross & Associates
incurred out-of-pocket expenses in connection with David R. Gross’s appointment as a
Court Appointed Advisor in the amount of $236.80. These cxpenses werc rcasonable in
relation to the size and complexity of the matters handled, not duplicative of other
expenses incurred, and necessary to the administration of the debtors® estates.

9. Gross & Associates, on behalf of David R. Gross, respectfully submits that
the compensation for services and reimbursement of expenses requested is consistent
with the nature and extent of the services rendered for the period September 1, 2002
through November 7, 2002, the size and complexity of the cases, the time, labor and
specfal expertise brought to bear on the questions and other related factors.

10. David R. Gross, having reviewed Local Rule 2016-2 regarding
compensation and reimbursement of expenses, certifies that this application complies
with the requirements of Local Rule 2016-2. |

1. Aproposed form of Order is submitted herewith.

WHEREFORE, David R. Gross respectfully requests that an interim allowance

of compensation for fees for services rendered and reimbursement of costs be allowed, in

{00275172.D0C} 4




the amount of 549,354.80 subject to disgorgement as may be directed in a final Order of
allowance at the conclusion of thesc Chapter 11 cases.

WHEREFORE, David R. Gross further respectfully requests that the interim
allowance of Gross & Associates’ fees and costs be allocated syenly among the debtors
umaﬂconaoﬁdatecproceedingsassetforﬂlinExhibithorawamountof
$49,354.80, resulting in each debtor paying $9,870.96. The sum of fecs and costs
allowed against cach debtor pursuant to this interim allowance shall therefore toal
$9,870.96 against Federal-Mogul Global, Inc.; $9,870.96 against W. R. Grace & Co.;
$9,870.96 against Armstrong World Industries, Inc.; $9,870.96 against Owens Coming;

and $9,870.96 against U.S.G. Corporation.
DAVIDR. %%

Court Appointed Advisor

D.R. GROSS & ASSOCIATES, LLC
Clo Saiber, Schlesinger, Satz & Goldstein
One Gateway Center

13* Floor :

Newark, New Jersey 07102

(973) 622.3333

DATED: December 4 , 2002

{00275172.00C) S




D. R. Gross & Associates, L1.C
55 Madison Avenue, Suite 400
Morristown, NJ 07960
973.285.3355 RAX 973.285-3356

December 1, 2002
Bill Number:01
File No. 8507-1

General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee

C/o Honorable Alfred M. Wolin

United States District Court

Martin Luther King Jr. Federal
Building & Courthouse, Room 4069

50 Waluut Street

Newark, New Jersey 07101

FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED

Re: General Asbestos (PA & Delaware Bankruptcy)
LEGAL SERVICES RENDERED

Through November B, 2002

09/03/02 DRG Meeting with Judge Wolin re

Grace/Sealed Air 5.2 Hrs
09/04/02 DRG Telephone conferences with
(REDACTED} and [REDACTED] 1.8 Hrs

09/06/02 WRC Telephone Conference with

Evans Wohlforth re: fee

applicationsa; conference

with David Groes re: same 0.3 Hre
09/09/02 DRG Meeting with Judge Wolin,

(REDACTED] and Evans

Wohlforth 4.8 Hrs
09/10/02 DRG Telephone conferences re:

Liberty, Armstrong and

Sealed Air 3.4 Hrs
09/11/02 DRG Telephone conferences re:

Liberty, Armstrong and

{00275349.D0C) 1




09/11/02

09/12/02

09/13/02

09/13/02

09/15/02

08/17/02

08/17/02

09/18/02

09/18/02

08/19/02

09/19/02
08/21/02

08/22/02
09/25/02

100225349.D00C}

DRG

DRG

DRG

WRC

DRG

DRG

DRG

DRG

DRG

DRG

DRG
DRG

Sealed Air -

Telephone conferences with
Francis McGovern and Evang
Wohlforth re: Sealed Air and
Owens Corning meeting
Telephone conference with
Francis McGovern and Judge
Wolin re: Grace/Sealed Air
Review documents re: Sealed
Air/Grace and Federal Mogul
Conference with David Groas
re: bill; conference with
Diane Souza re: updated bill

and payment frowm first fee

application; telephone
conferences with Evans
Wohlforth re: second fee
Application

Telephone conferences with
(REDACTED] and [REDACTEDI]

re: Sealed Air

Sealed Air meeting in NYC re:
settlement diacusgions with
{REDACTED]

Review bills re: February -
August; revise same; prepare
correspondence to Budd Larner
detailing revisions to be made
Conference with bDavid Gross
re: meal charges; telephone
conferences with Pat Mundrick
re: revisions

Appearance at United States
District Court before Judge
Wolin re: Sealed Air motion
and meeting

Telephone conference with
[REDACTED]

Telephone conferences with
Francis McGovern and Judge
Wolin re: Liberty

Telephone calls re: Armstrong
and Sealed Air

Telephone calls re: Sealed Aix
Meeting with Francis McGovern,
Judge Wolin, plaintiff and
defense attorneys re:

3.4 Hxs

2.1 Hrs

1.8 Hrs

2.6 Hrs

.50

1.50

.50

Hrsg

Hrg

Hrsg

Hra

Hrs

Hrs
Hrs




09/26/02
09/27/02

10/01/02
10/02/02

10/03/02

10/03/02

10/07/02

10/08/02

10/098/02

10/10/02
10/15/02

10/17/02

10/18/02

10/21/02

10/23/02

10/23/02

(00275349.00C}

DRG

DRG

DRG

DRG

DRG

DRG

DRG

DRG

DRG

‘DRG

DRG
DRG
DRG

RWRC

Halliburton

Meeting with Judge Wolin and
Francis McGovern at United
8tates District Court
Telephone conference with
Court, Francis McGovern and
counsel for Sealed Air
Conference call with Court
Review PpPg coxrespondence -
Mt. McKinley; telephone
Conference with Francis
McGovern and Judge Wolin re:
Gen Re )

Meet with Suzanna Loncer from
Norris McLaughlin re:
Preparation of gecond fee
application; review filings
and procedure of first fee
application

Meeting with. Judge Wolin and
Francis McGovern re: Sealed
Air/Grace; review documents
to Court by parties
Preparation and appearance
before Judge Wolin _

Review documents; telephone
conference with Francig

‘McGovern

Review documents; telephone
conference with Judge Wolin
and Francis McGovern

Telephone conference re:
insurance

Taelephone conferences with
{redacted] re: insurance igsues
Appearance befare Judge Wolin;
weeting with Judge Wolin and
insurance representatives
Telephone conferences with Judge
Wolin and Prancig McGovern
Meeting with Judge Wolin
[redacted)

Telephone conferences re:
various settlements

Draft firsgt fee application

for D.R. Gross & Asgociates;
review previoug applications;

41.00 Hrs
4.00 Hrg
1.50 Hrs

5.20Hra

2.50Hrs

- 70Hrs

3.80Hrs

4.80Hrs
3.80Hrs

2.00Hrs
1.00Hrs

2.10Hrs

1.60Hrs
2.00Hrs
5.00Hxs

2.20Hra




researxch forms from Delaware

Court site; review local rules 2.00Hrs
10/24/02 WRC Prepare proposed Orders and

revise application; review and

revise bill; telephone conference

with Suzanna Loncar re: same;

revise application re: fees

and time period 3.40Hrs
10/25/02 WRC Various telephone conferences

with all debtors re: payment of

fees; prepare correspondence

re: same 2.30Hxs
10/28/02 DRG Telephone conferences re:
various bankruptcy matters 1.80Hrs

10/28/02 WRC Various telephone conferences
re: USG payment of fee
applications; calls to Suzanna
Loncar re: same; telephone calls

re: Armstrong payments -90Hxs
10/29/02 DRG Telephone conferences with
Francis McGovern 1.00HY8

10/30/02 DRG Telephone conferences with
Francis McGovern re: Sealed
Air/Grace and Armstrong 1.80Hrs
10/30/02 WRC Telephone call from Suzanna
Loncer re: payments; calls to
" Jd. Keefe re: same .30Hrs
11/04/02 WRC Prepare second application re:
Dreier; review materials from
Norris McLaughlin re: bills
and service lists; telephone
conferences re: same; review
. D.R. Gross & Associates’
application 5.20Hxa
11/04/02 DRG Telephone conferences with
insurance representatives and
Plaintiffs’ counsel re: Grace

and Arwmstrong 2.80Hra
11/04/02 WRC Revige first fee application

re: D.R. Gross & Associates " .50Hrs
11/05/02 DRG vVarious telephone calls and

meeting re: insurance issues 3.40Hrs

11/05/02 WRC Review and revige bills re:
Dreier, Hamlin, Keefe & Budd
Larner; prepare second
application re: Hamlin & Keefe;
review updated research re:

{00275349.DOC} 4




11/07/02 DRG

11/07/02 WRC

gservice lists; telephone calls
re: revised bills

Review documents re: Grace; -
review correspondence to Court
from various parties

Telephone calls re: revised
billings

TOTAL LEGAL SERVICES

LEGAL SERVICES SUMMARY
Gross, David R. 99.80 Hrs 450/hr
Chelnik, Whitney R. 26.30 Hrs 160/hr

DISBURBEMENTS

126.10 Hrs

Through November 8, 2002

Long Distance Telephone Calls

Parking

Meals

{00275349.00C}

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS

TOTAL THIS BILL

7.80Hrs

2.00Hxs

" <40HxrB
$49,118.00
$44,910.00
$ 4,208.00
$49,118.00
s 12.37
S 61.85
s 162.58
] 236.80
$49,354.80




. ..II.Ill...................IIIIIIIIIIIII--r*

IN THE uﬁiéﬁngééékss BANKRUPTCY COURT

?ﬁﬁJiﬁgiPﬁﬂFﬁ;q% OF DELAWARE
In Re: General Asbestos . .. ZQLJ Chapter 11

L5 BANSFLETCY COURI
SISTRIC) OF BELAWARE Case Nos. oo.
4471, 00-4469,

00-4470, 01-1139

" through 01-1200, |

01-10578, et al.,
01-2094 through
1-2104 and ¢0-
3837 through po-
3854.

.SECOND FEE APPLICATION OF BUDD, LARNER, ROSENBAUM,
GREENBERG & SADE, P.C. FOR COMPENSATION FOR SERVICES

MARCH 1, 2002 THROUGH AUGUST 31, 2002 1IN CONJUNCTION
WITH THE COURT APPOINTMENT OF DAVID R. GROSS AS AN ADVISOR

Name of Applicant: Budd, Larner, Rosenbaum,
: ' Greenberqg & Sade, p.C.

Authorized to Provide

Professional Services to: Alfred M. Wolin,
U.8.D.J.
Date of Order: December 28, 2001

Period for which Compensation and
Reimbursement Are Sought : March 1, 2002 through
: Augugt 31, 2002

Amount. of Compensation Sought. as

Actual, Reasonahle and Necessary: | $126,659.00
Amount of Expense Reimbursement Sought

as Actual, Reasonable and Necessary: $9,043.94

This isg an: x interim final application

419880 Local Form 101 (Fee Application Cover Shect)

5200




‘

the correspondi

$16,132.50.

If this is not the firs
following for each prio

ng compensation requested is approximately

t application filed, disclose the
r application:

Requested Approved
Date Period Fees Expenges Fees Bxpenses
Filed Covered
5/06/02 12/01- $54,285.00 | 61,589.95 $54,285.00 | 81,589.95
02/02 .
419880

Local Form 10 (Fee Application Cover Shee()




A 4
.

ATTACHMENT B
TO FEE APPLICATION

Name of Position of the Houxrly Total Total
Profeasional Applicant, Number of Billing Billed Compenasation
Parson Yeara in that Pogition, Rate Hourg
Prior Ralevant (including
: Experienca, Year of changes)
j Obtaining License to
1 Practice, Ares of
. Expertiasa
David R. Former Partner, $450 226.50 $101,925,.00
: Gross ‘admitted to practice
- ; in 1960
Joseph J. | Partner, admitted to | $290 9.10 $2,639.00
Schiavone |practice in 1980
Sonya M. Counsel, admitted to $225 13.60 $3,060.00
] Longo practice in 1995
Whitney R. | Associate, admitted $150 104.50 §15,675.00
{ Chelnik to practice in 2001
Kevin R, |Paralegal '$75 - 0.20 . $15.00
Daniels ’
) Donna R. Paralegal ' $75 44.60 $3,345.00
Deeney ‘
E Grand Total:
398.50 hrs. $126,659.00
| | Blended Rate:

COMPENSATION BY PROJECT CATEGORY

5 | Project Category | Total Hours ‘Total Fees
-1 Case Administration {281.60 $110,526.50
Employment /Fee 116.90 816,132,590
{ Applications

EXPENSE SUMMARY

Expense Categdry Service Provider (if Total Expenges |

} applicable)
; Telephone Charges ' $18.22
419876 Lecal Form 182 (Fee Application/Attachment B)

- “—.



Parking/Tolls $168.00
Photocopying _ ' $6,504.75
Facsimile ' ' $100.00
Legal Research Sexrvices | Pacer . $§7.07
{ Train Fare ' $35.00
Mileage ' e $17.05
Courier & Express | Pederal Express, J.E.M, $444 .89
Carriers (e.g., Federal Messenger Service and
Expresas) Pogtage
] Travel Expenses Lodging and Taxis $1,748.96
419876 : Lecal Form 102 (Fee AppMeation/Attackment B)

-ilII.I.lII-llll-.ll.llllIlIIlll-lllIlIIIIIIIIIII-------



UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY -COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

. 3
IN RE: ARMSTRONG WORLD :
INDUSTRIES, INC., at al.,:

Debtors.

IN RE: W. R. GRACE & CO.,
et al.,

Debtors.

IN RE: FEDERAL MOGUL
GLOBAL, INC., T & N
LIMITED, et al.,

Dabtors.

IN RE: USGA CORPORATION,
a Delaware Corporation.
et al., :

Debtorg.

IN RE: OWENS CORNING,
et al.,

Debfora.

IN RE: GENERAL ASBESTOS

Chapter 11
Case Nos. 00-4471, 00-4469, 00-4470
(Jointly Administered)

Chapter 11
Case Nos. 01-1139 through 01-1200
(Jointly Administered)

Chapter 11
Case Nos. 01-10578, et al.
(Jointly Administered)

Chapter 11 .
Cage Nos. 01-2094 through 01-2104
{Jointly Administared)

Chaptar 11
Case Nos. 00-3837%7 through 00-3854
(Jointly Administered)

Objections due: January 13, 2003
Hearing date sat only if
objections are timely filad

SECOND APPLICATION OF BUDD, LARNER, ROSENBAUN,
GREENBERG & S8ADE, P.C. ON BEHALF QF THE COURT
APPOINTED ADVISOR DAVID R. GROSS FOR AN INTERIM
ALLOWANCE OF FEES FOR ACTUAL AND NECESSARY
SERVICES RENDERED AND FOR REIMBURSEMENT OF
EXPENSES INCURRED FOR THE PERIOD FROM MARCH 1,
2002 THROUGH AUGUST 31, 2002




TO THE HONORABLE ALFRED M. WOLIN, U.S.D..J.:

Pursuant to 11 U.S.C. 5330 and §331 and Rule 2016 of the
Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure, Budd, Larner,
Rosenbaum, Greenberg & sade, Pp.C. (*Budd Larner~) hereby moves
this Honorable Court for an Order awarding a asecond interim
allowance of reasonable compensation with respect to the five
above-captioned Chapter 11 cases for professional services
rendered in conjunction with the Court Appointment of David R.
Gross as an Advisor in connection with the Court’s management

of these very large, mass-tort bankruptcy cases, in the amount

.of $126,659.00 and reimbursement of related expenses of

$9,043.94 for the period from March 1, 2002 through Augqust 31,
2002,

In support of this Application and pursuant to Bankruptcy
Rule 2016, Budd Larner respectfully represents as follows:

1. On various dates, the debtors in the above-captioned
cases filed voluntary petitions for reorganization relief
under Chapter 11 of Title 11 of the United States Code, 11
U.s.C. 8§5101-1330. The debtors continue to operate their
businesses and manage their properties ag debtors-in-
pPossession pursuant to Sections 1107(a) and 1108 of the
Bankruptcy Code.

2. On December 28, 2001, the Court appointed David R.

Gross and several other attorneys as *Court Appointed

Advisors” to assist the Court as set forth in that Order and




in subsequent Orders with the management of the above-
captioned very large, masa-tort bankruptcy cases - and to
undertake such duties as the Court may assign. A copy of the
Appointment Order is attached hereto as Exhibit a.

.3' By its Order daﬁed March 19, 2002, the Court
withdrew the reference to the Bankruptey Court for any
application for allowance of fees and/or costs by Court
Appointed Advisors and gave leave to the Court Appointed
Advisors to file interim fee applications in accordance with
the directions set forth therein. 2 copy of the March 19,
2002 Order is attached hereto as Exhibit B. This Application
is the second such application by Budd Larmer,

4. There is no agreement or underatanding between the
niembers’, associates and employees of Budd Larner and. any other
individuals or entities for the sharing of compensation
received or to be received by this firm for services rendered
in connection with these proceedings.

5. No agreement exists with any person ox entity
regarding the rate or amount of compenaation Budd Larmer shall
receive in co_nnectién with the appointment of David R. Gross
by this Court. The hourly rate of $450.00 is reasonable and
customary for an attorney of David R. Gross’ experience in
rendering services such as thoge involved with his duties as a
Court Appointed Advisor. The hourly rate of $290.00 is
reasonable and customary for an attorney of Joseph S.
Schiavone’s experience in rendering services such as those

involved in this matter. The hourly rate of $225.00 is

425723 3




reaéon&ble and customary for an attorney of my'experieqce in
rendering serviées such as thoge involved in thig matter. The
hourly rate of $150.00 is reasonable and Customary for an
attorney of Whitney R. Chelnik‘s experience in rendering
services such as those involved in this matter. The hourly
rate of £75.00 is reasonable and Cuatomary for parale§a1
servicesg, ’

6. David R. Gross and other proféssionals asgociated
with Budd Larner have éxpended a total of 398.50 hours in
rendering professional servicesg through August 31, 2002
related to David R. Gross’ position as a Court Appointed
Advisor, The time Spent and the services rendered were
reasonable in relation -to the size ‘and complexity of the.
matters, handled, not .duplicative of other Services . rendered,
and necessary to the administration of the debtors-’ estates.
An  overall billing Statement is attached as  Exhibit .
Exhibit C sets forth the total hours spent by David R, Gross
and other professionals aasociated with Budd Larner.

7-  The billing statement attached as Exhibit c presents
the hours expended in increments of one-tenth of an hour with
& description of the service rendered for each entry.

8. In addition to the time expended in rendering
gervices, Budd Larner incurred out-of-pocket éxpenses in

comnection with David R. @ross appointment as a Court

425723 4




Appointed Advisor in the améunt of $9,043.94. These expenses
were reasonable in relation to the size and complexity.of thé
matters handled, not duplicative of other expenses inéu;red,
and necessary to the administration of the debtors' estates.

9. Budd Larner respectfully submits that the sought
compensation for services and reimbursement 'of expenses is
conaistent with the nature and extent of the services rendered
for the period from March 1, 2002 through August 31, 2002, the
gize and complexity of the case, the time; labor and special
expertise brought to bear on the queations, and other related
factors.

10. A proposed form of Oxder is submitted herewith.

WHEREFORE, Budd Larner respectfully requesta that an
interim allowance of' compensation for fees for services
rendered and reimbursement of costs be allowed in the amount
of $135,702.94, subject to disgorgement as may be directed in
a final Order of allowance at the conclusion of these Chapter
11 cases. .

WHEREFORE, Budd Larner further respectfully requests that
the interim allowance of its fees and costs be allocated
‘evenly among the debtors as to all consolidated proceedings as
set forth in Exhibit C for a total amount of '$135,702;94,
resulting in each debtor paying $27,140.59. The sum of fees
and coste allowed against each debtor pursuant to this interim

allowance shall total $27,140.59 against Federal -Mogul Global,

Inc.; $27,140.59 against W. R. Grace & Co.; $27,140.59 against




Armstrong World Industries, Inc.; $27,140.59 against Owens

Corning; and $27,140.59 against U.S.G. Corporation.

éﬂwo

50 M. LON ,

B LARNER B{PSENBAUM

G BERG & E, P.C.

150 John F. Kennedy Parkway
Short Hills, NJ 07078-0999
(973) 379-4800

-Dated: December 31, 2002




EXHIBIT C




. BUDD LARNER ROSENBAUM GREENBERG & SADE, P.C.
150 John F. Kennedy Parkway CN 1000
Short Hills, N.J. 07078-0999
(973) 379-4800 Fax (973) 378-7734
Tax ID: 22-2321266

Octaber 31, 2002

Bill Number 56179
File Number 008507-00001

General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee
c/o Honorable Alfred M. Wolin

United States District Court

Martin Luther King Jr. Federal

Building and Courthouse

Room 4069

50 Walnut Street

P.O. Box 999

Newark, NJ 07101

FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

Re: General Asbestos (PA & Delaware Bankruptcy)

LEGAL SERVICES
Through August 31, 2002

Case Administration

03/01/02 DRG Review Federal Magul material; interoffice conference 2.50 Hrs
with S. Longo {G101]
03/02/02 DRG Recsipt and review comespondence; telephone 1.10 Hrs
conversation with F. McGovern [G101])
03/04/02 SML Review calendar re: pending matters [G101] 0.10 Hrs
03/05/02 WRC Telephone calls from D. Gross; telephone call to J. 3.00 Hrs
Barbee re: March 15th mesling; prepare correspondence
to J. Barbee re: March 15th meeting; telephane calls to
W. Dreier, J. Keefe, C. Hamlin and F. McGovern re;
scheduling of March 14th meeting; telephone calis to G.
Hanson re: March 14th meeting; prepare memorandum
to D. Gross re: scheduling of meetings on March 14th
and 15th [G101] '
03/06/02 DRG Telephone calls to F. McGovern, Judge Wolin and 0.50 Hrs
experts re: statistics {G101]

Page 1




General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee

* Re: General Asbestos (PA & Delaware Bankruptcy)

03/06/02

03/07102

03/08/02
03/08/02

03/11/02

03/13/02

03/13/02
03/14/02

03/14/02

03/14/02
03/15/02

03/15/02

03/15/02
03/17/02

03/18/02
03/18/02

03/19/02

03/22/02

WRC

WRC

DRG

DRG

WRC

WRC
DRG

DRG
N
DRG

Jis

WRC
DRG

DRG
WRC

WRC

DRG

Telephone calls with F. McGovemn, W, Dreler, C. Hamlin,
J. Keefe and G. Hanson re: possible meeting of the
management committee [G101]

Review correspondence and prepare memorandum to D.
Gross re: same; telephone calls with F. McGovern, E.
Wohlforth; meet with D. Gross re: Federal Mogul meeting
{G101]

Conference with (Name Withheld) and F. McGovern
[G101]

Update files with opinions from Judge Wolin and notes
regarding Federal Mogui [G101)

Meeting in New York City with (Name Withheld) and
representative from (Name Withheld) re: insurance
issues [G101]

. Telephone calls with C. Hamlin and G. Hanson re:

management committee meeting {G101]

Review article re: asbestos lawsuits [G101]

Breakfast meeting with Francis McGovern; meeting with
Judge Wolin, etal. [G101]

Dinner meeting with F. McGovern et al. re: Federal
Mogui [G101]

Preparatian for meetings with Federal Mogul
representatives {G101]

Meeting at Short Hills office re: Federal Mogul with
{Names Withhald) [G101]

Preparation for attendance at meeting with Federal
Mogul representatives; preparatory meeting with D.
Gross re: same [G101] :
Attend meeting re: Federal Mogul bankruptcy and
insurance issues {G101]

Telephone confarence with (Names Wnthheld) re:
Faderal Mogul [G101]

Teleconference; meeting with (Name Withheld) {G101]
Telaphone call to F. McGovern re: possible meeting
dates (G101}

Review memorandum and article from J. Schiavone re;
California insurance decision; research case referred to
in article; prepare memorandum to D. Gross and J.
Schiavone re; same {G101)

Conference call on Federal Mogul with (Name Withheld)
[G101)]
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0.70 Hrs

0.40 Hrs

2.60 Hrs
0.30 Hrs

3.00 Hrs

0.20 Hrs

0.50 Hrs
8.00 Hrs

380 Hrs
2.10 Hrs
6.00 Hrs

5,90 Hrs:

3.00 Hrs
1.10Hrs -

4.50 Hrs
0.20 Hrs

1.00 Hrs

1.00 Hrs




General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee

Re: General Asbestos {PA & Delaware Bankruptcy)

03/22/02

03/22/02
03/25/02

03/26102
03/28/02

03/29/02
04/01/02
04/01/02
04/01/02
04/04/02
04/05/02

04/05/02

04/05/02

04/08/02

04/09/02

- 04/09/02

- 04/09/02

04/10/02

JJS

DRD
WRC

SML
DRD

DRG

DRG

SML -

Teleconference with (Name Withheld); follow-up
teleconference with David Gross; review of cases {G101]
Review documents and prepare files for D. Gross {G101]
Review e-mail.correspondence from G. Hanson re:
recent orders; review orders [G101]

Review file re: pending proceedings [G1 01)

Conference with W. Chelnik regarding fee application
and service list; research Pacer for service fist;
conference with 8. Longo regarding research results
{G101]

Telephone conference with (Name Withheld) and F.
McGovern re: insurance [G101] _

Telephone call on documents from (Name Withheld) re:
insurance companies; preparation for meeting {3101]
Review Liberty Mutual's position re: interest in Armstrong
World Industries bankruptcy proceeding [G101)

. Review and organize incoming mall for attomey review

. [G101] :

DRG

Dinner meeting with Judge Wolin, F. McGovern and

- (Name Withheld) {G101]

DRG
WRC

WRC
WRC

ORG

SML

WRC

DRG

Meeting at Judge Wolin's Chambers (Namas Withheld)
and £. McGovem [G101]. .

Review correspondence from G. Hanson re: order
appainting W. Dreier; review same [G101]

Telephone call from D. Gross re: Apiil 26 meeting {G101)
Telephone calls with offices of C. Hamlin, W. Draeier, J.
Keefe and F. McGovern re: scheduling meeting for April
26, 2002; call to G. Hanson to confirm time and date;
draft memorandum to D. Gross re: same {G101 1
Meeting with (Name Withheld) and others re:
bankruptcies [G101].

Conference with W. Chelnik re: proposed revisions to bilt
{G101]

Telephone calls with C.Hamlin's office re: scheduling
meeting for April 26th; telephone calls to F. McGovern
and J. Bridgers re: same; meet with C. McCarthy re:
same; telephone call from G. Hanson re: Judge Wolin's
availability {G101]

Meeting with (Name Withheld) and others. re:
bankruptcies [G101}
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1.10 Hrs

0.80 Hrs

0.20 Hrs

0.10 Hrs
5.00 Hrs

220 Hrs
260 Hrs
1.30 Hrs
0.20 Hrs

3.00Hrs

6.20 Hrs

020 Hrs

0.10 Hrs
0.40 Hrs

3.50 Hrs

0.10 Hrs .

1.00 Hrs

3.50 Hrs




General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee

Re: General Asbestos (PA & Delaware Bankruptcy)

04/11/02

04/11/02

04/11/02

04/11/02

04/12/02

04/12/02

04/16/02
04/15/02

04/15/02

04/16/02

04717102

04/18/02
04/18/02

04/18/02

04/22/02
04/22/02

SML

WRC

WRC

WRC
DRG

WRC

'DRG

DRG

WRC

DRD

WRC

DRG
WRC-

DRD

DRG
WRC

Review and revise firm's time entries and associated
expenses during March 2002; review and revisa draft
application of W. Dreierin support of fae application and
accompanying proposed service list; conference with W.
Chelnik re: draft materials {G101] ‘

Review correspondence re: insurance matters; meet with
C. McCarthy re: same [{G101]

Telephone call to F. McGovem re: fee application and
April 26 meeting; telephone call to J. Bridgers re: fee
application and time sheets for F. McGovern [G101)
Telephone call from D. Gross re: April 26 meeting at

~ Judge Wolin's chambers [G101}

Telaphone conference with Judge Wolin and (Name
Withheld); review material re: Insurance issues (G101)
Telephone call from D. Gross re: April 26 meeting;
telephone calis to W. Dreier, J. Hamlin and F. McGovern
re: alternative dates for meeting {G101]

Dinner meeting with Judge Wolin [G101]

Telephone confarence with (Name Withheld) and Judge
Waolin [G101]. : _
Conference with D. Gross re: rescheduling of meeting; -
telephone calls to J. Keefe's office; draft memorandum to

" D. Gross re: J. Keefe's availability {G101)

‘Conference with W. Chelnik regarding counsel fist
(G101}

Conference with D. Gross re: available dates for
management committee meeting; revisw memorandum
to D. Gross te: same; telephone calls with W. Dreier, J.
Keefe, and C. Hamlin's office; draft memorandum to D.
Gross re: availabllity {G101]

Dinner with "A" Team and (Name Withheld) {G101}
Telephone call from C. Hamin's office re: availability
{G101] _

Conference with W. Chelnlk requesting Order from
Judge Waolin appointing special master; document
retrieval [G101]

Teleconference with Management Committee. [G101] -
Conference with D. Gross re: avallable dates; telephone
calls to Judge Wolin and management committee re:
May 28 meeting [G101]
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1.10 Hrs .

0.10 Hrs

0.30 Hrs

0.10 Hrs
2.00 Hrs
0.30 Hrs
3.20 Hrs
1.20 Hrs

0.30 Hrs

0.30 Hrs

0.30 Hrs

2.50Q Hrs
0.10 Hrs

0.40 Hrs

2.50 Hrs

0.30 Hrs




General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee

Re: Ge.m_eral Asbestos (PA & Delaware Bankruptcy)

04/23/02

04/23/02

04/24/02
04/24/02
04/25/02
04/27/02

-04/29/02
04/30/02

- 04/30/02
05/02/02
05/03/02

05/06/02
05/07/02

05/07/02
05/07/02
05/07/02

05/07/02
05/07/02

05/08/02
05/08702

05/09/02
05/10/02

05/14/02

DRG

WRC

DRG
DRG
DRG
DRG

DRG
DRG

WRC
DRG
DRG

DRG
DRG

DRG
DRG
WRC

WRC
WRC

DRG
SML

DRD

WRC

DRG

Telephone conference with Judge Wolm and F.
McGoavemn [G101]

Lonfarencas with D. Gross re: management committee
meetings; prepare comespondence to management
committee re: same; telephone calls to J. Bridgers re: F.
McGovemn's availability [3101]

Meeting in Hartford with CEO's [G101]

Travel to and from Connecticut (at 1/2 time) [G101)}
Telephone canference with F. McGovern, (Name
Withheld) and CEQ's [G101]

Caonference and meeting with F. McGovern re; general
strategy and various bankruptcies [G101)

Telephone call re: scheduling {G101]

Telephone calls and conferences with CEQ's of Hartford,

Travelers and Liberty Mutual [G101]

Conference with D. Gross re: research; conduct and
prepare research re: {Name Withheld] and involvement
of {Name Withheld] {G101]

Telephone calls re: insurance issues {G101]
Telephone calls, review bankruptcy rules - referenced
case [G101]

Meating with (Name Withheld) [G101]

Attend meeting with General Counsel of Travelars,
Hartford, Liberty and CNA [G101]

Prepare for meeting re: same [G101]

Travel to and from meefing (at 1/2 time) {G101]
Attend meeting with {[Names Withheld] re: insurance
issues [G101]

Travel to and from meeting at 1/2 tima (G101]
Prepare correspondence to J..Keefe, C. Hamlin and W.
Dreier re: insurance memorandum {G101]

Re: telephone calls with Judge Wolin, F. McGovemn,
Travelers and Hartford {G101]

Conference with D. Deeney re: docketing of the
applications [G101]

Organize documents {G101)]

Telephone call from D. Trafelette's office re: mailing
address [G101)

Meeting with Judge Wolin; telephone conference with
Liberty Mutual General Counsel {G101)
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1.00Hrs -

0.50 Hrs

5.50 Hrs
1.50 Hrs
210 Hrs
4.60 Hrs

1.20 Hrs
4.60 Hrs

0.80 Hrs
4.20 Hrs
2.40 Hrs

1.50 Hrs
5.00 Hrs

1.00 Hrs
1.00 Hrs.
3.50 Hrs

0.70 Hrs
0.20 Hrs

1.50 Hrs
0.20 Hrs

0.30 Hrs
0.10 Hrs

8.00 Hrs




General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee

Re: General Asbestos (PA & Delaware Bankruptcy)

05/14/02

05/15/02

05/15/02
05/16/02

05/17/02
05/17/02

05/20/02

05/21/02
05/22/02
05/28/02
05/29/02

05/29/02
06/29/02

056/29/02

05/30/02
05/30/02

05/31/02

06/12/02

06/12/02

06/12/02

06/13/02

SML

DRG

SML
DRG

DRG
DRD

SML

DRG
DORG
DRG
DRG

SML
WRC

DRD

ORG
DRD

DRG

DRG

DRG

DRD

DRD

Conferences with W. Chelnik re: caertification of no
objection, electronic filing and pro hac vice application
[G101]

Telephone canferencas with Judge Wolin and F.
McGovern re: matters - Armstrong [G101]

Confarence with W. Chelnik re: electronic filing [G101]
Telephone conferences with David Cain, Judge Wolin
and Evans Wohiforth [G101]

Meeting with Judge Wolin and "A" team and mesting with

lawyers from Armstrong {G101]

Organize documents in preparation of 2nd. fee
application; call from M. Davis regarding e filing [G101]
Conference with D. Deeney and W. Chelnik re: service of
certifications of no objaction and review draft
correspondence [G101]

Telephone conference re: Federal Mogul/Armstrong
[G101] . . .
Dinner meeting with Judge Wolin, (Name Withheld) re:
‘McGovemn [G101]

Conference calls with McGovem, (Names Withheld) re:
Liberty Mutual [G101]

-Meeting with Judge Wolin re: Armstrong matter at

U.5.D.C. in Newark [G101]

Review article re: Judge Wolin {G101]

Review article re: Judge Wolin; prepare memorandum to
file and D, Gross re: same [G101]-

Review Delaware District websita for our certificates of
no objection; call to M. Davis regarding same [G101]
Telephane calls re: Liberty Mutual counsel (Ace) [G101]
Confarence with W. Chelnlk regarding letter objection
regarding faes for F. McGovern [G101]

Conference call with Francis McGovern, (Name
Withheld) re: Liberty Mutual [G101)

Telephone conferences with Liberty Mutual, {Name
Withheid) Judge Wolin and Francis McGovam re:
Armstrong [G101]

Telephone calls with (Name Withheld) re: Federai Mogul
[G101]

-Call to Delaware Bankruptcy Court regarding electronic

filing; call from Delaware Bankruptcy Court; conference
with W. Chelnik regarding electronic filing [G101]
Review docket for objections; organize file {G101]
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0.20 Hrs

2.60 Hrs

0.10 Hrs
1.60 Hrs

7.00 Hrs
0.80 Hrs

0.10 Hrs

2.20 Hrs
3.40 Hrs
4.40 Hrs
4.20 Hrs

0.20 Hrs
0.20 Hrs

1.50 Hrs

3.50 Hrs
0.40 Hrs

1.30Hrs

6.40 Hrs

0.50 Hrs

0.60 Hrs

1.50 Hrs




General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee

Re: General Asbestos (PA & Delaware Bankrupicy)

06/14/02
06/17/02
06/17102
06/18/02
06/19/02
06/20/02
06/20/02

06/21/02

06/24/02

06/26/02

06/26/02

06/28/02

06/28/02
06/28/02

06/28/02
07/01/02

07/02/02
07/02/02

07/02/02

07/08/02
- 07/10/02
07/11/02

07/12/02

ORD
SML
DRD
DRG
PRG
DRG
DbRG
DRG

WRC

DRG

WRC.

DRG

DRG
WRC

WRC
DRG

DRG
DRG
ORG

SML
DRG
DRG

DRG

Review dockets for certificates of no objection [G101)]
Conference with W. Chelnlk re: matter status {G101]
Status conference with S. Longo regarding pending
matiers [G101] '
Telephone calls re: Liberty and (Name Withheld) re:
London Insurance Market [G101]

Dinner meeting with Judge Wolin, Francis McGovem,
(Name Withheld) re: Honeywell [G101]

Prepare for and appear at Bankruptcy Court before
Judge Gambardella; meeting with Kevin Irwin [G101]
Telephone conferences with (Names Withheld) and
Judge Wolin's chambars {G101)

Telephone conferences with Francis McGovern and
Liberty re: meeting [G101}

Review correspondence from G. Hanson re: interim
orders; review orders; prapare correspondence to D.
Deeney [G101]

Meeting with Federal Mogul; conference call with (Name
Withheld) [G101]

Conferences with D. Gross re: scheduled conferences;
attend meating with D. Gross and Federal Mogul
representatives re: Federal Mogul {G101].

Preparation and appearance at meeting in NYC at
Hartford offices {G101]

Travel to and from meeting (at 1/2 time) [G101]
Attend conferences with various insurers re: insurance
Issues [G101]

Travel to and from New York City at 1/2 time [G101]
Praparation and appearance in Washington for meeting
with General Counsel, (Names Withheld) Francis
McGovemn and attorneys from Choate Hall and Akin
Gump {G101]

Telsphone conferences re: Liberty [G101]

Review e-mails [G101]

Telephona conferences with Francis and Judge Wolin re:

Amnstrong [G101]

Conference with W. Chelnik re: matier status [G101]
Telaphone conference re: London matter [G101]
Maseting in New York City with Doris Polk - Owens
Coming, Judge Wolin, Francis McGovem and counsel
[G101]

Telephone conferences with Liberty, Akin Gump re D/J
action; telephone conference with (Names Withheld) re:
same [G101]
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2.00Hrs
0.10 Hrs
0.60 Hrs
2.80 Hrs
430Hrs
8520 Hrs
1.80 Hrs
1.60 Hrs

0.20-Hrs

6.20.Hrs

2.20 Hrs

4.00 Hrs

1.00 Hrs
4.00 Hrs

1.00 Hrs
11.00 Hrs

210 Hrs
2.80Hrs
1.60 Hrs

0.10 Hrs

1.80 Hrs
7.30 Hrs

210 Hrs




General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee

[

Re: General Asbestos (PA & Delaware Bankruptcy)

07/15/02 DRG Review materials re: Armstrong; telephone calls ra: 3.80 Hrs
: Owens Coming; lengthy telsphone conference - Owens
Coming {G101}
07/16/02 DRG Telaphone conferences with Francis McGovern and 1.40 Hrs'
Judge Wolin [G101)
07/18/02 DRG Raview file re: Liberty Mutual [G101] 1.10 Hrs
07/19/02 DRG Raview file re: Liberty Mutual [G10o1] 1.40 Hrs
07/22/02 DRG Telephone calls re: Liberty Mutual; telephone calls re: 2.60 Hrs
Armstrong [G101] ,
07/22/02 DRD Raview PACER for signed arders [G101] 1.50Hrs -
07/25/02 DRG Meeting with Judge Wolin [G101] 140 Hrs -
08/14/02 DRG Telephone conference with Francis McGovern re: 0:20 Hrs

Grace/Mogul [G101]
08/21/02 DRG Meeting with Francis McGovern, (Name Withheld) and 4.00 Hrs -
o Judge Wolin [G101]
08/26/02 DRG Conferencs with Judge Wolin [G101} "3.00 Hrs
08/26/02 DRG Meeting with (Name Withheld); conference re: strategy - 3.60 Hrs
: asbastos ligation [G101] ‘

B Case Administration Totals : - 281.60HRS $110,626.50
Fee/Employme ications : :

03/05/02 SML  Conference with W. Chalnik re: fee application; review 020 Hrs
proposed documents re: same for law clerk [G1 04]

03/05/02 WRC Telephore call to E. Wohlforth re: joint fee applications; 1.50 Hrs
review and prepare documents for E. Wohiforth re: fee
application; meet with S. Longo re: fee application [G104]

03/06/02 SML Telephone conference with law clerk re: proposed 0.20Hrs.
application; conference with W. Chelnik re: proposed
application re: reimbursement of consultants 1G104)

03/06/02 WRC Telephane calls from E. Wohiforth re: fee applications:; 0.30Hrs
review correspondence from E. Wohiforth; meet with S.
Longo re: same [G104]

03/08/02 SML Raview draft fee application documents from law clerk; 0.60 Hrs
conference with D, Gross re: same and telephone
conferences with law clerk re: same [G104]

03/08/02 WRC Maet with S. Longo re: fee application; telephone calls to  0.50 Hrs
F. McGoavern, J. Keefe and W. Dreler re: fee
applications {G104}

03/10/02 SML Review draft bill in support of fee application and revise 0.20 Hrs
same [G104]

03/11/02 SML  Telephone conference with law clerk re: fee application 0.30 Hrs
materials; conference with W. Chelniik re: same {G104]
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

In Re: General Asbestos Chapter 11
' Case Nos. 004471, 00-4469,
004470,
00-1139 through 01-1200
01-10578, ct al.
01-2094 through 01-2104
00-3837 through 00-3854

FIRST APPLICATION OF SAIBER SCHLESINGER SATZ & GOLDSTEIN, LLC
FOR COMPENSATION FOR SERVICES RENDERED AND
REIMBURSEMENT OF EXPENSES ON BEHALF OF DAVID R. GROSS AS A
COURT APPOINTED ADVISOR FOR THE PERIOD FROM NOVEMBER 11,
2002 THROUGH MARCH 31, 2003

Name of Applicant: Saiber Schlesinger Satz & Goldstein, LLC
Authorized to Provide
Professional Services to: Alfred M. Wolin, US.DJ.
Date of Order: December 28, 2001
Period for which compensation and
reimbursement is sought: November 11, 2002 through
March 31, 2003

Amount of Compensation sought as
actual, rcasonable and necessary: $60,829.00

Amount of Expense Reimbursement
Sought as act al, reasonable and necessary: ~ $ 3,784.90

Thisis an: X_interim __ final application

The total time expended for fee application preparation is approximately 27.3 hours
and the corresponding compensation requested is approximately $4,354.00.}

' Saiber Schlesinger Satz & Goldstein and Norris Mcl aughlin & Marcus prepared all the fee
applications for the Court Appointed Advisors. Therefore, the time cxpended sppears only on the applications
of David Gross and William Drieir.

{00275166.DOC)




If this is not the first application filed, disclose the following for each prior
application:

! REQUESTED ~ __ APPROVED
Date Filed { Period Fees Expenses | Fees Expenses
Covered

- DR

{00275166.D0C)




ATTACHMENT B

TO FEE APPLICATION

"Name of Position of the Applicant, Hourly | Total | Total

Professional { Number of Years in the Billing | Billed | Compcnsation

Person Position, Prior Relevant Rate Hours
’ Experience, Year of Obtaining

License To Practice, Arca of

Gross, Partner, admitted to practice in | $450 1255 | $56,475.00

David R. 1960
| Chelnik, | Associate, admitted to practice | $160 | 2590 | $ 4,144.00
| Whitney R. | in '
| 2001 e

White, Associate, admitted to practice | $150 14 |$ 21000

David R. in

2002 1

| Grand 152.8 | $60,829.00

Total: .

COMPENSATION BY PROJECT CATEGORY

[ Project Category Total Hours Total Fees '

General Asbestos Advisor 125.5 $50,475.00

Fee Applications 27.3 $ 435400

ot e

{00275169.100)




EXPENSE SUMMARY
Expense Category Service Provider (if Total Expenses

' _| applicable)

Telephone Charges & Faxes | $45.77

Parking/Tolls

Photocopying 3 $1,162.50

Qutside Duplicating $1,264.37

Legal Rescatch Scrvices | Westlaw

Mcals o $ 839.80
| Postage - $ 173.80
| Couricr & Express Carriers | Federal Express $ 221.71

Travel Expenses $ 7695

{00275169.H0C)
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

IN RE: ARMSTRONG WORLD
INDUSTRIES, INC,, et al.,

Debtors.

INRE: W. R. GRACE & Co.,
et al.,

Chapter 11

Casc Nos. 00-4471, 00-4469,
00-4470 .

(Jointly Administercd)

Chapter 11
Casc Nos. 01-1139 through
01-1200

(Jointly Administered)
Dcbtors.
IN RE: FEDERAL MOGUL. : Chapter 11
GLOBAL, INC,, T & NLIMITED, : Case Nos. 01-10578, ct al.
el al, : (Jointly Adminis(ered)
Debtors.
TN RE: USG CORPORATION, ~ " Chapter 11
a Delaware Corporation, et al., Case Nos. 01-2094 through
01-2104
(Jointly Administered)
Dcbtors.
IN RE: OWENS CORNING, Chapter 11
etal, Casc Nos. 00-3837 through
00-3854
(Jointly Adminislered)
Debtors.
Llearing date set only if
objections are timcly filed
IN RE: GENERAL ASBESTOS

FIRST APPLICATION OF SAIBER SCHLESINGER SATZ &
GOLDSTEIN, LLC FOR COMPENSATION FOR SERVICES
RENDEREDAND REIMBURSEMENT OF EXPENSES ON BEHALF OF
DAVID R. GROSS AS A COURT APPOINTED ADVISOR FOR THE
PERIOD FROM NOVEMBER 11, 2002 THROUGH MARCH 31, 2003

1

TO THE HONORABLE ALFRED M. WOLIN, US.D.J.;
{00275172.00C) 1

%8390




Pursuant 10 11 U.S.C. § 330 and § 331 and Rule 2016 of the Federal Rules of
Bankruptcy Procedure, Saiber Schlesinger Satz & Goldstcin, LLC (“SSS&G™) herehy
moves this Honorable Court on behalf of David R. Gross for an Order awarding an
intcrim allowance of" reasonable compensation with respect to the five above-captioned
Chapter 11 cuses for professional services rendered in David R. Gross’s capacity as a
Court Appointed Advisor in connection with the Court’s management of thesc very large,
mass-lori bankrupley cases, in the amount of $60,829.00 and rcimbursement of related
expenses of $3,784.90 for the period of November 11, 2002 through March 31, 2003.

[n support of this Application, SSS&G respectfully represents as follows:

1. On various dates, the dcbtors in the above-captioned cases filed voluntary
pelitions for reorganization relief under Chapter 11 of Title 11 of the United States Code,
IT US.C. §§ 101-1330. The debtors continuc to operate their businesses and manage
their properties as debtors-in-possession pursuant to sections 1107(a) and 1108 of the
Bankruptcy Code.

2. On December 28, 2001, the Court appointed David R. Gross and several
other persons as Court Appointed Advisors (“Advisors™) to assist the Court as set forth in
that Order, and in subsequent Orders, with thc management of the abovc-captioned very
large, mass-tort bankruptcy cases and to undertake such duties as the Court has and may
in the future assign to David R. Gross. A copy of this Order is annexed hereto as Exhibit
Al

3. By its Order dated March 19, 2002, the Court withdrew the reference 1o
the bankruptcy Court for any application for allowance of fees and/or costs by the

Advisors and gave leave to the Advisors to file interim fee applications in accordance

{10275172.00C) 5




with the direclions set forth thorein. A copy of this Order is annexed hereto as Exhibit B.
This application is the first such application by SSS&G on behalf of David R. Gross.!

4. For the compensation period from November 11, 2002 through March 31,
2003, there was no agreement or understanding between David R. Gross and any other
person, other than the members, associatcs and employees of SSS&G, of which David R.
Gross is a member, for the sharing of compensation reccived or to be received for
services rendered in connection with these proceedings.

h No agreement exists with any person or entity regarding the rate or
amount of compensation David R. Gross shall receive in conncction with his appointment
by this Court. The hourly rate of $450.00 is reasonable and customary for an attorncy of
David R. Gross’s experience rendering services such as thosc involved with his
appointment as an Advisor. Thc hourly ratc of $160.00 is reasonable and customary for
an attorncy of Whitney R. Chelnik’s cxperience rendering services such as those involved
in this malter. The hourly rate of $150.00 is rcasonablc and customary for an attomey of
David M. White's experience rendering services such as those involved in this matter.

6. David R. Gross and othcr profcssionals associated with SSS&G have
cxpended a total of 152.8 hours totaling $60,829.00, in rendering professional services
related (o David R.-Gross’s position as a Courl Appointed Advisor. The time spent and
the services rendered were reasonable in relation to the size and complexity of the matters
handled, not duplicative of other services rendered, and necessary to the administration of
the debtors’ estates. An overall billing statement is annexed hereto as Exhibit.C selling
forth the total hours spent by David R. Gross and other professionals associated with

SSS&G related to all five consolidated bankruptcics.

! Previous applications have been (iled by Budd Larner Gross Rosenbaum Greenberg & Sade and D.R.

Gross Associntes on behalf of David R. Gross as a Court Appoinied Advisor.
(002751 72.000) 3




7. ‘The billing statcment annexed hereto as Exhibit C presents the hours
expended in increments of one-tenth of an hour, with' a description of the service
rendered for each entry.

8. In addition to the time expended in rendering services, SSS&G incurred
out-of-pockct expenses in conmection with David R. Gross’s appointment as a Court
Appointed Advisor in the amount of $3,784.90. These expenses werc rcasonable in
rclation to the size and complexity of the matters handled, not duplicative of other
cxpenses incurred, and neccssary to the administration of the debtors’ estates.

9.  SSS&G, on behall of David R. Gross, respectfully submits that the

. conmipensation for services and reimbursement of cxpenses requested is consistent with
the naturc and extent of the services rendered for the period November 11, 2002 through
March 31, 2003, the size and complexity of the cases, thc time, labor and special
expertise brought to bear on the questions and other rclated factors.

10,  David R. Gross, having reviewed TLocal Rulc 2016-2 regarding
compensation and reimbursement of expenscs, ccrtifies that this application complies
with the requirements of Local Rulc 2016-2.

11. A proposcd form of Order is submitted hercwith,

WHEREFORE, David R. Gross respectfully requests that an interim allowance
ol compcnsation for fees for services rendcred and reimbursement of costs be allowed, in
the amount of $64,613.90 subjcct to disgorgement as may be dirccted in a final Order of
allowance at the conclusion of these Ch';lpler 11 cascs.

WHEREFORE, David R. Gross further respectfully requests that the interim

allowance of SSS&G's fees and costs be allocated amony the debtors as follows:

{40275172.DOC} 4




1. -Evenly among the debtors as to all consolidated procecdings as sct forth in
Exhibit C for a total amount of $13,540.22, resulting in each debtor paying $2,708.04.

2. Plus the additional sums of $720.00 as to thc debtor W.R. Grace;
$4,635.00 as to the debtor Ammstrong World Industries; $8,482.50 as to the debtor Owens
Cornings and $30,021.32 as to the dcbtor Federal Mogul.

WHEREFORE, the sum of fees and costs allowed apainst each debtor pursuant
to this interim allowance shall therefore total $32,729.36 against Federal-Mogul Global,
Inc.; $3,428.04 against W. R. Grace & Co.; $7,343.04 Armstrong World Industrics, Inc.;

$11,190.54 against Owens Comning; and $2,708.04 against U.8.G. Corporation.

4=

DAVID R. GROSS
Court Appointcd Advisor

Saiber, Schicsinger, Satz & Goldstein, LLC
One Gateway Center

13" Eloor

Newark, New Jerscy 07102

(973) 622-3333

DATED: April 25, 2003

{00275172.D0C} 5
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SAIBER SCHLESINGER SATZ & GOLDSTEIN, LLC
One Gateway Center
13th Floor
Newark, New Jersey 07102-5311
Fed Tax ID 22-1800684

March 31, 2003

Bill Number 86627
File Number 08195-000001

General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee
United States Bankruptcy Court

Martin Luther King Jr. Federal Bullding &
Courthouse

Room 4069

50 Walnut Street

Newark, NJ 07102

Attn: Honorable Alfred M. Wolin

Re: In re: General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee

FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

Thru March 31, 2003

Date Atty Description Time
11/11/02 WRC Review correspondence from S. Loncar re: status of fee 0.40 Hrs
applications and service list; draft replies re: same

11/14/02 WRC Telephone conferences with S. Lancar re: fee 0.30 Hrs
 applications
11/16/02 WRC Telephone conference with S. Loncar re; McGovern and 0.20 Hrs
: service list

11/18/02 DRG Review file re: insurance matter 2.40 Hrs

11/18/02 DRG Review T/D/P re; Armstrong 2.60 Hrs

11/19/02 DRG Meetings with Judge Wolin, McGovern, Drier; meeting at  11.00 Hrs
Weitz & Luxenberg re: Federal Mogul

11/20/02 DRG Telephone conferences with Francis McGovern re: 1.30 Hrs
Federal Mogul .

11/21/02 DRG Meeting re: Owens Coming 6.20 Hrs

11/21/02 WRC Continue preparation of fee applications re: Hamilin and 0.60 Hrs
Keefe

Page 1
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. General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee

Re: In re; General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee

Date
12/02/02

12/02/02
12/02/02

12/03/02
12/03/02

12/04/02

12/05/02

12/09/02
12/09/02

12111102
12/11/02

Atty

DRG

WRC

WRC

DRG
WRC

WRC

WRC

DRG
WRC

WRC
WRC

De t

Telephone conference with Judge Wolin and F.
McGovern re: asbestos program

Review and revise bill; various telephone conferences
with S. Loncar re: fee applications; prepare e-mail
commespondence re: same

Review revised bill re: D. R. Gross & Associates; prepare
1st fee application, cover sheets, notice and proposed
Order re: same

Review file re: Federal Mogul

various telephone conferences with S. Loncar re: fee
applications and filing procedures; telophone conterence
with E. Wohlforth re: filing procedures; revise fee
applications re: Hamlin, Keefe and Gross; review and
revise bill re: D. R. Gross & Associates; review research
re; service list and revise same

review corraspondence from S. Loncar; telephone call to
same; telephone call to J. Keefe re: fee application;
review bill re: F. McGovem and prepare fee application
re: same; exchange various correspondences with S.
Loncar re: quarterly filings; telephone calls to F.
McGovern; telephone calls to document service; review
service list and conference with D. Souza re: same,
review and finalize all fee applications

review and finalize fee appfications, notice and cover
sheets re: Hamiin, Dreler, Gross and Keefe; prepare
correspondence to clerk re: filing of same: talephone
conference with S. Loncar re: same; review service list;
file applications with clerk and serve on counsel list;
prepare certificate of service; various telephone
conferences with document service

Meeting with Deanne Seemer re: Federal Mogul
telephone call from F. McGovem,; review and revise fee
application re: F. McGovern; prepare comrespondance to
F. McGovem re: same

telephone call to Budd Larner re: final bill

telephone conference with Delaware clerk re: filings;
review PACER re: docket search; prepare
correspondence to S. Loncar re: same
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Time
2.50 Hrs

0.30 Hrs

1.40 Hrs

1.40 Hrs
360 Hrs

5.40 Hrs

5.20 Hrs

4.00 Hrs
0.60 Hrs

0.10 Hrs
0.50 Hrs
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General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee

Re: Inre: General Asbestos Bankruptcy Commitiee

Date Afly Description Time

12112702 DRG Meeting at Caplin Drysdale (Insulbuch, McGovem, 5.00 Hrs
Seemer, et al) re: Federat Mogul

12/43/02 DRG Meeting with Judge Wolin and Francis McGoverm re: 2,00 Hrs
Federal Mogul

12/16/02 WRC conference with D. Souza re: November billing entries, 0.20 Hrs
review and revise redactions

12117102 ORG Telephone conference with Hamlin re: Federal Mogul 1.40 Hrs

12118102 DRG Meeting with Armstrong, Liberty Mutual re: Federal 3.40 Hrs
Mogul

12/18/02 WRC telephone conference with S. Loncar re: certificates of no 0.40 Hrs
objection; review file and prepare correspondence re.

same

12/19/02 DRG Meeting with Judge Wolin and E. McGovern re: Federal 5.20 Hrs
Mogul; attend status conference in open Court; further
juncheon meetings with Judge Wolin, F. McGovern and
€. Wohiforth

12/19/02 DRG Dinner meeting with Judge Wolin, Judge Fitzpatrick and 4,20 Hrs
Francis McGovem ré. Owens Coming and Federal Mogul

12/20/02 DRG Status conference call with Francis McGovem and Court ~ 2.00Hrs
re: Owens Corning meseting;

12/20/02 DRG Telephone calls 1o Seemer and Macker re: Federal 0.70 Hrs
Mogul

12/20/02 DRG Status conference call with Francis McGovern and Court 2.00 Hrs
re: Owens Corning meeling:

12/20/02 WRGC telephone conference with U.S. Trustee's office re: fee 0.40 Hrs
application of D. Gross; conference with D. Souza re:
same; review bill re: redactions and time entries; various
correspondences with S. Loncar re: same

12/23102 WRC telephone conference with E. Wohfforth re: signed 1.10 Hrs
Orders awarding compensation and amending D. Gross
application, various telephone conferences with S.
Loncar re: certifications of no objection and proposed
orders; review various correspondences re. same; review
fite re: first certificates of no objection

12127102 DRG Conference re: Armstrong and Liberty 2.00 Hrs
12/27/02 DRG Telephone conference with Macker re: Federal Mogul 1.00 Hrs
1212002 DRG Telephone conference with Macker re: Federal Mogul 1.00 Hrs

12/30/02 WRC amend order re: D Gross fee; prepare correspondence 0.90 Hrs
to Judge Wolin re: same; telephone conference re: same
12/31/02 WRC telephone call from Judge Wolin's chambers re. 0.60 Hrs
proposed Order; review certificates of no objection and
prepare same for 0. Gross; telephone conterence with J.
Keefe re: certificate of no objection; telephone
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« General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee

Re: In re: General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee

Date

01/02/03

01/02/03

01/02/03
01/02/03

01/03/03
01/06/03
01/06/03
01/07/03
01/07/03

01/07/03
01/07/03

01/07/03

01/14/03
01/21/03

01/23/03
01/24/03
01/24/03

01/27/03
01/28/03
01/30/03

01/30/03
01/31/03

Atty

WRC

WRC

WRC
OMW

DRG
DRG
WRC
DRG

DRG

WRC
WRC

WRC

WRC
WRC

DRG
ORG
DRG

DRG
DRG
DRG

DRG
DRG

Description

conference with D. Gross re: same

review correspondence from J. Keefe re: certificate of no
objection; prepare correspondence re: filing and service
on counsel list

various telephone conferences with K. Schweniger of
Federal Mogui re: Keefe's payment; review application of
J. Keefe: conferences with D. White re: same; telephone
call to Court re: same

review Budd Larner Second Fee Application

review of Interim Fee Appillcation of J. Keefe re:
distribution of fees

Telephone conference with Macker re: Federal Mogut
Telephone conference with Macker re: Federal Mogul
telephone conference with S. Loncar re: payments;
prepare various correspondences to S. Loncar re: same;
telephone calls with J. Keefe re: same

Attend meeting with D. Seemer re: Federal Mogut;
preparation for same

Attend meeting with Liberty re: Armstrong; preparation
for same

conference with D. Gross re: payments

telephone conferences with E. Wohliforth and J. Keefe re:

additional payment; prepare memorandum fo file re:
same

telephone conference with K. Schweniger re: Federal
Mogul payments; review first fee application of D. R.
Gross & Assodiates and amended Order; prepare
memorandum to file re: same

review correspondence from 8. Longo re: urvedacted bill
tetephone call from Bankruptcy Court re: filings; review
file re: same

Meeting with Judge Wolin re: overall Asbestos Program
Telephone conference; review plan re: Owens Coming
Telephone conferences with Bederson & Company re
representation of Future’s representative re: Owens
Corning, et al '
Telephone conference re: Federal Mogul et al.

Meeting here with Deanne Seemer re: Federal Mogul
Meeting with Francis McGovem and Judge Woln re:
Federal Mogul and Owens Coming

Meeting at Honeywell re: Federal Mogul/Bendix
Meeting at Honeywell with Francis McGovem re: Federal
Mogul
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Time

0.30 Hrs

0.70 Hrs

0.10 Hrs
1.40 Hrs

1.00 Hrs
3.20 Hrs
0.40 Hrs
4.10 Hrs
4.00 Hrs
0.10 Hrs
0.20 Hrs

0.20 Hrs

0.10 Hrs
0.20 Hrs

- 3.50 Hrs

2.80 Hrs
2.60 Hrs

2.00 Hrs
2.50 Hrs
7.50 Hrs

4.00 Hrs
4.00 Hrs




s General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee

Re: In re:. General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee

Date
02/04/03

02/04/03
02/10/03
02/10/03
02/11/03

02/11/03

02/11/03

02/12/03
02/19/03

02/19/03
02/20/03

02/27/03
03/04/03

03/10/03
03/18/03

0321/03

03/27/03
03/28/03

Atty
DRG

WRC
WRC
WRC
DRG

WRC

WRC

DRG
DRG

DRG
WRC

DRG
DRG

ORG
DRG

DRG

DRG
WRC

Description

* Conference with Judge Wolin and Francis McGovem re:

asbestos issues

review correspondence from C. Hamlin re:
December/January bilting

telephone conference with E. Wohiforth re: BL's fee
application and certificate of no objection

prepare correspondence to S. Loncar re: Hamlin fee
application _ ,

Telephone conferences with Judge Wolln.and €.
Wohlforth re meeting with W. R. Grace

telephone conference with B. Jeffords re: specificity of
billing entries; prepare memorandum to Advisors re:
same; conference with D. Gross re; redaction and
specificity of bills

review file re: Budd Lamer Second Fee Application and
Gertificate of No Objection; conference with D. Gross re:
same '

Review insurance issue; telephone conference with D.
Cain/Hartford re: same

Telephene call from General Counsel, Federal Mogul re
progress plan; meeting with Judge Wolin re USG, et al
Meeting with Judge Wolin re USG, et al

review and revise bill re: December and January to clarify
entries

Meeting with Judge Wolin; telephone conference with
Francis McGovem re Federal Mogul

Telephane conference with Deanne Seamer, Judge
Wolin and Francis McGovern re: Federal Mogul
Meeting with Judge Wolin re: all bankruptcy matters
Telephone conferences with Court and Francls
McGovem re various bankruptcy matters

Telephone conference with Judge Wolin and Francis
McGovem re: overall asbestos program

Conference call with Judge Wolin

receipt and review of correspondence from C. Hamlin re:
apparent holdbacks and missing payments

TOTAL FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

Page §

Jime
2.10 Hrs

0.10 Hrs
0.20 Hrs

0.10 Hrs

1.60Hrs.

0.40 Hrs.

0.20 Hrs

“1.40 Hrs

1.10 Hrs.

3.10 Hrs
0.30 Hrs

2.30 Hrs

3.60 Hrs

2.10 Hrs

2.10 Hrs
1.00 Hrs

2.60 Hrs
0.10 Hrs

$60,829.00
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General Asbestos Bankruptcy Committee

Re: In re: General Asbastos Bankruptcy Commiittee

LEGAL SERVICES SUMMARY
David R. Gross 125.50 Hrs 450/ $56,475.00
Whitney R. Chelnik 25.90 Hrs  160/Mr $4,144.00
David M. White 1.40 Hrs  150/hr $210.00
152.80 Hrs $60,829.00
DISBURSEMENTS
Thru March 31, 2003
Federal Express $185.71
meals $630.98
misc. fees and disbursements $208.82
messenger service $36.00
outside duplicating service $1,264.37
photocopying $1,162.50
postage $173.80
telephone and fax charges $45.77
travel $76.95
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS
TOTAL THIS BILL

Payments received after the date of this invoice will not be reflected until the next invoice.
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$3,784.90

$64,613.90




