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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

1 certify that a ue and correct copy of Defendant Union Carbide Corporation d/b/a Union 

Carbide Chemicals and Plustics, Inc.'s Responses to Pluintiffs’ First Set of Interrogatories, First 

Request for Production of Documents, and First Request for Admissions was forwarded via 

facsimile and via certified mail, return receipt requested to Plaintiff's counsel on the day 

of August, 2000, and that all other counsel of record were forwarded a copy of the cover letter 

only via regular mail on the day of August, 2000. 

pues H Kegrrs 
BH 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

Unian Carbide objects to the entire set of Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories, Requests for 

Production and Requests for Admissions on the following grounds. which are hereby 

incorporated by reference in Union Carbide’s responses to individual Interrogatories, Requests
 

for Production and Requests for Admissions below: 

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. |: 

Union Carbide states that trial preparation and factual investigation are ongoing. Union 

Carbide's answers to these Interrogatories, Request for Production and Request for Admissions 

are based on information known to Union Carbide at this time. Union Carbide reserves t
he right, 

however to make reference at the trial or at any hearing in this action to fact
s and dacuments not 

identified in these responses, the existence or relevance of which is later discover
ed by it or ils 

counsel. By this reservation, Union Carbide does not in any way assume a continuing 

responsibility to update its Tesponses to these Jnterrogatories, Request for Production and 

Request for Admissions, and specifically objects to cach of these Interrogatori
cs, Request for 

Production and Request for Admissions to the extent that they seek to impose any such 

continuing obligation upon Union Carbide. 

G ~ OBJECTIO O.2: 

Union Carbide objects to plaintiffs’ Interrogutories, Request for P
roduction and Request 

for Admissions in their entirety on the grounds that they are not
 reasonably framed in terms of 

the facts and subject matier of the present action, with the result that U
nion Curbide is called 

upon to speculute as to what information relevant to the present
 case, if any, may be deemed to 

fall within the scope of the Interragatories, Request for
 Production and Request for Admissions 

as phrased. 
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GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 3: 
Union Carbide ulso objects 10 all Interrogatories, Request for Production and Request for 

Admissions insofar as they would require the disclosure of information protected by the atturney- 

client privilege or work product doctrines. 

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 4: 
Union Carbide abjects to providing information about any asbestos-containing products 

which it has manufactured, sold or distributed, on the grounds that the asbestos fiber in those 

products was encapsulated by or embedded in other material and on the grounds chat the 
plaintiff 

has made no allegation of exposure to those products. According to Union Carbide's best 

presently avuiluble information, these products consist of the following: a tree sprout 
inhibitor 

used primarily to inhibit growth on telephone poles; a phenolic molding compound used in 

electronic parts and products such as switches and radias; a thermoplastic molding material used 

primarily in camera cases, Prestone radiator products; acetylene cylinder liners; a scarfer 

machine: a heat exchanger: and, possibly, certain polyethylene and polystyrene 
or other products 

sold in very limited quantities or on an experimental basis. Union Carbide no longer 

manufactures any of the above products. Union Carbide acquired its Coalinga 
mine site in 1958. 

From 1960-1963, as Union Carbide developed its mining and milling operation, 
Union Carbide 

provided fiber samples to potential customers. From 1963 until June 30, 1985, 
Union Carbide 

mined and sold short fiber chrysotile asbestos initially as "Union Carbide Asbestos" 
and then 

under the trade name Calidria (some distributors marketed Calidria under other trade 
names). 

All responses to these Interrogatories, Request for Production and Request for Admissions 
refer 

to Culidria asbestos only. 

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 5: 

Union Carbide objects to this entire set of Interragatories, Request far Product
ion and 

Request for Admissiona to the extent that they call for information about Union Carbide 

employees or premises, or policies pertuining to Union Carbide employees or pr
emises other than 

Union Carbide's Texas City, TX location. Tnasmuch as the plaintiffs do not allege that they or 

their decedents were ever employed by Union Carbide or worked at an
y job site controlled by 

Union Carbide other than the Texas City, TX location, such information is irrelevant and 

immaterial! to matters at issue in this case. Any pertinent information which the employee or 

premises information about other locations can be said to reflect can be requested directly 

without requesting the irrelevant and immaterial information 
or documentation about employees 

or premises. 

DLENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S 

FIRST SE OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRST REQUEST 

FOR PRODUCTION. AND FIRST REQUEST FOR ADMISSI
ONS: Page 3 

PFirmdoce\ancenprazoria\carpholhwaldrap,ainokd\Piainuit's 1" Sul of in
lerraga & Aequas! for Productian 

5PM PRINT TIMEAUG. §. 

N
o

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1651: Union Carbide's Responses to Plaintiff Arnold Wiley's First Interrogatories, Req…
ACL Doc 16738 · Page 3 of 76

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/16738/3

https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16738/3


PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

These responses ure based on facts known to or believed hy Union Carbid
e Corporation 

d/b/a Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc., at the time of an
swer. Because much of the 

information is sought from many ycars ago and is therefore difficult 
or impossible to reconstruct 

or retrieve, we reserve the right to amend these responses as, and if,
 new or better information 

becomes available or if any error is discovered. These responses are from Union Carbide 

Corporation d/b/a Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc.
’s records and knowledge and not 

those of any former subsidiary or affiliates, predecessors. This 
statement is incorporated by 

reference in each of the following responses. 

DEFENDANT’S RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF'S INTERROGATORIES, 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION, AND REQUEST FOR ADMISS
ION 

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: 

For exch person who has supplicd any information used in answering these 

+inlerrogatories, state the name, address, job title, Jength 
of time employed by Defendant, and a 

year-by-year list of al] other positions, titles, or jobs held whe
n working for Defendant. 

RESPONSE: Objection. It is impossible for Union Carbide Corporation d/b/a Union C
arbide 

Chemicals and Plastics, Inc., to answer this interrogatory. 
Union Carbide Corporation d/b/a 

Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc., has bee
n involved in asbestos litigation for many 

years. During the course of said litigation, its legal represen
tatives have reviewed voluminous 

records of itsel( and others, have conferred with many
 current and former employees and have 

conferred with legal representatives of others, It has become impossible to distinguish sources of 

information in an accurate and meaningful way. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. |: 

Admit that Defendant ordered, purchased or otherwise a
cquired asbestos-containing 

products, asbestos-containing frictian products, a
nd/or machinery requiring the use of asbestos or 

asbestos-containing products. 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S 

FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRST REQ
UEST 

FOR PRODUCTION, ANP FIRST REQUEST FO
R ADMISSIONS- Page 4 
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RESPONSE: See Union General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide 

responds as follows: Adniitted. At times during the operation of Union Carbide facilities, Union 

Carbide ucquired products which contained asbestos in accordance with state-of-the-art safety 

and operation practices for industrial facilities. Union Carbide denies that it necessarily acquired
 

all of the types of products set forth in this Request. 

RE Sf FO ODUCTION NO. 1; 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce al) documents suppor
ting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE; Not applicable. Sce Gencral Objections, which are incorporated herei
n as if fully 

rewritten. Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (4) 

attorney-client privilege, (b) the attormcey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege 

relating fo communications between counsel for defendant and counse
l for other defendants in 

this or other cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to 

communication's between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's 
insurers regarding 

the defense of this claim or claims of this type, (e) any privileg
e relating to confidential trade 

secrets, proprietary information or confidential communications with
 any government agency, (f) 

the expert witness exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party 

communications exemption, (i) the right of privacy, or (j) any other privil
ege. Objection to the 

extent the request seeks information not feasibly calculated to lead to the
 discovery of admissible 

evidence. Objection to the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly 

burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing 

objections and without waiving same, Defendant will supplement. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2: 

Admit that asbestos-containing products, asbestos-containin
g friction products, and/or 

machinery requiring the use of asbestos or asbestos-containing products were utilized on 

Defendant's Premises during the years at issue. 

RESPONSE: See Union General Objection #5. Subject to 
its objections, Union Carbide 

responds as follows: Admitted. At times during the operation of Union Carbide facil
ities, ucc 

acquired products which contained asbestos in accordance with s
tate-of-the-art safely and 

operation practices for industrial facilities. Union Carbide denies th
at it necessarily acquired all 

of the types of products set forth in this Request. 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 2: 

If you admit the foregoing request, please list all asbestos-containing products used at 

Defendant's Premises and for each product state the following: 

a. What these products were used for 

From whom these products were purchased 

Where these products were installed 

Specific persons or contractors who instal] these products 

s
a
o
g
 

ANSWER; See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incor
porated herein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing 

and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2: 

Produce all ordering and sales documents pertaming to the purch
ase or acquisition of 

such usbestos-containing products for use at Defendant's Premises
, including but nat limited to 

invoices, price quotations, purchase orders, requisitions, bills of 
lading, and other purchasing 

and/or shipping documents of the similar nature. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, wh
ich are incorporated herein 

us if fully rewritten. Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected
 by the (a) 

attorney-client privilege, (b) the atlormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege 

relating to communications between counsel! for defendant an
d counsel for other defendants in 

this or other cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to 

communication's between defendant's employees or counsel and de
fendant's insurers regarding 

the defense of this claim or claims of this type, (e) any 
privilege relating to contidential trade 

secrets, proprictary information or confidential communications 
with any government agency, (f) 

the expert witness exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party 

communications exemption, (i) the right of privacy, or (j) a
ny other privilege. Objection to the 

extent the request seeks information not feasibly calculated to 
lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence. Objection to the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly 

burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing 

objections and without waiving same, Defendant will supplement
. 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIF
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3: 

Admit that during the time Plaintiff was working on Defendant's Premises, it was 

foreseeable that ashestos-containing products on Defendant's Premises would or could be 

removed, stripped, replaced or repaired at some ume after 
installation. 

RESPONSE: See Union Genern] Objection #5, Subject to its objections, Union Carbide 

responds as follows: Admitted. At times during the operation of Union Carbi
de facilities, UCC 

acquired praducts which contained usbestos in accordance wit
h state-of-the-art safely and 

operation practices for industrial facilities. Union Carbide denies th
at it necessarily acquired all 

of the types of products set forth in this Request. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 3: 

Please state whether any asbestos-containing products 
in place or in use at Defendant's 

Premises have been abated ut any time. 

a. If so, list each person or company that performed such abatemerit services 

(including address and telephone number) 

b. Stute the dates and locations of each ahatement procedu
re; 

c. State which asbestos-containing products were abated. 

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminar
y Statement, which are incorporated herein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome
, harassing 

and annoying given the parameters and subject ma
lter of this case. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3: 

Produce all documents that im any way pertain to abatement of ashestos-containing 

materials on Defendant's Premises, including but
 not limited to a removal plan or organized 

writlen criteria or schedule for the removal of as
bestos at Defendant's Premises, and in operation 

and maintenance plan. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (u) aulomey-clicnt 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendan
t and counsel for other defendants in this or oth

er 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any ap
plicable privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and d
efendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relat
ing to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or cantidential communications with an
y government agency, (fF) the expert witness 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S 
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exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the
 party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the disc
overy of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly bu
rdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, furassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without 
waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement. 
- 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4: 

Admit that Plaintiff workecl on premises owned by Defendant or by a 

predecessor-in-interest of Defendant. 

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable to eith
er admit or deny this request for admission be

causc 

the investigation for defendant's responses to 
discovery is still ongoing. Therefore, denied. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 4: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or 
in part, produce al! documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which arc incorporated hercin as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product docinne, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defi en
dant and counsel for other defendants in thi

s or other 

cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) 
any applicable privilege relating to commu

nication's 

between defendant's employees or couns
el and defendant's insurers regarding the

 defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (€) any privile
ge relating to confidential trade secrets, prop

rictary 

information or confidential communications
 with any government agency, (f) the expe

rt witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exem
ption, (h) the party communications exemp

tion, (i) 

the right of privacy, or () any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead
 to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, un
duly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and with
out waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement. 

REOUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.
 3: 

If you admit the foregoing request, in wh
ole or in part, produce all documents su

pporting 

your admission that Piaintiff was on
 Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Sce Generul Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLA
INTIFF'S 
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privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and
 counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communicati
on's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defen
dant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to
 confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

infarmation or confidential communications with any 
government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h)
 the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, ar (j) any ofher privilege. Objection to the cxtent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the d
iscovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome
, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waivin
g 

same, Defendant! will supplement. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6: 

Produce all records identifying contractors an
d/or the employees of contractors who were 

on your premises during the years al issue, ‘includi
ng but not limited to sign-in-logs, gate records, 

visitor's logs, identificution badge logs and proce
dures, and other documents of a similar nature. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communicutions between counsel for defenda
nt and counsel for other defendanis in this or 

other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any app
licable privilege relating to communication's 

petween defendant's employees or counsel a
nd defendant's insurers regarding the defense

 of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relu
ting to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communicavions
 with any government agency, (f) the exper

t witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption
, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any olher privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead 
to the discavery of admissible evidence. Ob

jection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, undu
ly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and wi
thout waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 7
: 

Produce all recards pertaining to the method
s and manner of identification of individuals

 

entcring and/or leaving your facilities, during the years at issuc, including
 but not limited to 

fingerprinting or other methods of identifying contractor employces at your premises, and 

specifically including any fingerprinting or
 other records identifying the Plaintiff 

DRFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINT
IFI'S 

FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRST R
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FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST REQUE
ST FOR ADMISSIONS- Page 9 
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RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewntten. 

Objection to the extent the request sceks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and c
ounse! for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any appl
icable privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employccs or counsel and defen
dant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relati
ng to confidential trade secrcts, proprietary 

information or confidential communications w
ith any government agency, (f) the expert wit

ness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, 
(h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privucy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection fo the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to 
the discovery of admissible evidence. Objecti

on to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly
 burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and wit
hout wuiving 

same, Defendant will supplement. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 4: 

Identify the contractors who worked on your
 premises during the years at issue, and fore

 

each, state: 

a. | The type of work performed by the contractor 

b. The dates such work wus performed; 

c. Identify your employee responsible for monitoring, verifying, or instructing 

conceming these services to be per-formed b
y such contractors. 

ANSWER: See General Objections and Pre
liminary Statement, which are incorporated h

erein us 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly b
urdensome, harassing 

and annoying given the parameters and su
bject matter of this case. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 8: el 

Produce the contract documents pertainin
g to the contractors who performed servic

es on 

Defendant's Premises during the years
 at issuc, including but not limited to 

invitations to bid, 

requests for proposals, bids, proposals, scope of work, specifications, blueprints, plans, 

ucceptances, contracts, amendments, add
enda, change orders, and other contract 

documents of a 

similar nature. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney wark product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel f
or defendant and counsel for other d

efendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this cas
e, (d) any applicable privilege rela

ting to communication's 

between defendant's employees or 
counsel and defendant's insurers re

garding the defense of this 
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claim or claims of this type, (€) any privilege r
elating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications 
with any government agency, (f) the expert w

itness 

exemption, (g) the wilness statements exempti
on, (h) the parly communications exemption, 

(1) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the
 discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly
 burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and with
out waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 5: 

Tdentify each emplayee who was responsible 
for allowing contractor employees access to 

Defendant's Premises during the years at i
ssue. 

ANSWER: See General Objections and 
Preliminary Statement, which are incorpo

rated herein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly 
burdensome, harassing 

und annoying given the parameters and 
subject matter of this casc. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5: 

Admit that Plaintiff worked on Defendant'
s Premises where Defendant used or appl

ied 

asbestos-containing products. 

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable to
 either admit or deny this request for admi

ssion because 

the investigation for defendant’s response
s to discovery is still ongoing. Therefore,

 denied, 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO
N NO. 9: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in w
hole or in part, produce all documents

 supporting 

your denial. 
v 

RESPONSE: See Gencral Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection ta the extent the request sccks information protected by the (a) ultamey-cliem 

privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel
 for defendant and counsel for ot

her defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this 
case, (d) any applicable privilege

 relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or co
unsel and defendant's insurers regard

ing the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any
 privilege relating to confidential trad

e secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential commu
nications with any government a

gency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements
 exemption, (h) the party communicati

ons exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks 
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information not feasibly calculated to lead to the di
scovery of admissible evidence, Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensom
e, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, und annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 6: 

Do you contend that Plaintiff was not exposed to asbestos while working al the 

Defendant's Premise(s)? If the answer is anything other t
han "no", identify each and every fact 

which supports this contention. 

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary 
Statement, which are incorporated herein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burd
ensome, harassing 

and annoying given the parameters and subjec
t matter of this casc. Specifically, this Defendant 

objects to the overly broad and unduly burdensome 
language, “identify each and every fact which 

supports this contention.” 

REQUEST FOR ARMISSION NO. 6: 

Admit that Plaintiff, in the course and scope of his work as sn employee of an 

independent contractor, worked around Defen
dant's employees who were using and/or app

lying 

asbestos-containing products. 

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable to either
 admit or deny this request for admission becaus

e 

the investigation for defendant's responses 1o dis
covery is still ongoing. Therefore, denied. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 10: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whol
e or in part, produce all documents suppor

ting 

your 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which ave incorporated herein as if fully rewritlen. 

Objection ts the extent the request seeks information protected by the (4) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine. (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for def
endant and counsel for other defendants i

n this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (
d) any applicable privilege relating to 

communication's 

between defendant's employees or coun
sel and defendant's insurers regarding 

the defense of this 

claim ar claims of this type. (e) any privi
lege relating to confidential trade secrets, 

proprietary 

information or confidential communications
 with any government agency, (f) the expert

 witness 

exemption, (g) the witneas statements
 exemption, (h) the party communicati

ons exemption, (i) 
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the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the disco
very of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burden
some, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and withoul
 waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7: 

Admit that Plaintiff worked on and/or around Defendant's Premises in areas where 

agbestos-containing products were installed, us
ed, prepared for use, replaced or repaired, stor

ed 

or loaded, unloaded or transported. 

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable to either adm
it or deny this request for udmission because 

the investigation for defendant's responses to 
discovery is stil] ongoing. Therefore, denied. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8: 

Admit that in 1950 Defendant was aware that uirb
orne asbestos dust created a potential 

health hazard to those who breathed such dust. 

RESPONSE: Denied. Union Carbide denies that 
it possessed awareness that dust of any type at 

sutficiently high levels could cause health hazurds
. Indeed, Union Carbide employed state-of- 

the-art practices and was recognized as an ind
ustry leader in efforts, including but limited T

o, 

safety practices in efforts to minimize or avoi
d dust inhalation by its or contract employees, 

including, but not limited to, safety practices
, ventilation measures and information pro

vision. 

Union Carbide’s information about specific asb
estos-related hazards, however, developed 

gradually. Union Curhide’s involvement 
with asbestos was primarily as that of an i

ndustrial 

consumer. Union Carbide manufactured s
ome products which had an ushestos content

, and from 

1963-1985, mined and sold a unique short-fiber
 chrysotile used for specialized, non-insutation 

purposes. Union Carbide never manufactur
ed or sold asbestas-containing insulation. 

Accordingly, Union Carbide lacked any s
pecial knowledge or information of the in

sulation 

industry. 

Union Carbide's knowledge conceming potential health hazards possibly associated with 

excessive asbestos [fiber inhalation developed gradually. Sources of information as to possible 

health concerns of which Union Cur
bide is presently awarc included general 

and scientific 

literulure on the topic and reports or m
emoranda by Union Carbide cmployees.

 Upon the 

plaintiff s request, copies of such reports 
and memoranda, which Union Carbide ha

s located, will 

be made available at a suitable time and
 place for review and duplication by the 

plaintiff. 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO 
PLAINTILI'S 

FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIE
S. FIRST REQUEST 

FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST RE
QUEST FOR ADMISSIONS- Page 13 

FiFlimuacotenviccNbrazariaicempbotwaidap,
amoxtP harris 1" Sa) al intarroga & Request for Produci

iun 

n
N
 

nf " FM PRINT TIMEAUG, 9 8: 

t
r
i
 rm pron omeryem ays rn ‘ 

tow ot ‘ ty oe i 

ve 
' Mya HAAG of 4 {

I
~
 

«

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1651: Union Carbide's Responses to Plaintiff Arnold Wiley's First Interrogatories, Re…
ACL Doc 16738 · Page 13 of 76

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/16738/13

https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16738/13


Union Carbide recognizes that the excessive inhalation of asbestos fiber may b
e associated with 

the development of serious und potentially fatal disease. Union Carbide also unde
rstands that the 

onset and development of such discase in a person may be related to an affected
 by, among other 

factors: the particular type of fiber that is inhaled; cigarette smoking; and environme
ntal 

conditions, in addition to the person's medical history and condition. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 11: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in patt, produce all 
dacuments supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewrittcn. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) atlomey-client 

privilege. (b) the ultorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for othe
r defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable pr
ivilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's
 insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confide
ntial] trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any 
government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the p
arty communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request sceks 

information nat feasibly calculated to Iead to the d
iscovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, 
unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 9: 

Admit that Defendant was aware of the presence o
f and/or use of asbestos-containing 

products on Defendant's Premises during the time pe
riod Plaintiff was worldng on Defendant's 

Premises. 

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable to either admit
 or deny this request for admission because 

the investigation for defendant's responses fo disco
very is still ongoing. Therefore, denied. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 12: 

Produce any and all photographs or videographic depictions or tilms depicting the usc by 

you or your employees of any safety precautions (such as containment arcas, warning signs, cic.) 

taken to protect bystanders from the hazards of airborne asbestos resulting from the use of 

ashestos-containing products by your employees al any locations. 

RESPONSE; Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) atlorney-clicnt 

privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases tegurding defense of this case, (d) uny applicable privilege relating Lo communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness slatements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objectian to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

INTERROGATORY_NO. 7: 

Please identify any and all wamings ever given by Defendant, if any, to Plaintiffs 

regarding the hazards of asbestos and the dangers ‘inherent in the inhalation of usbestos fibers. 

ANSWER: Scc Generul Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated he
rein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This intervogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing 

and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 13: 

Produce al] such warnings. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomcy-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege rclating Lo 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants
 in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this cuse, (d) any applicable privilege relating
 to communication’s 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of th
is 

PEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S 
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claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, propr
ietary 

information ar confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the 
expert wilness 

exemption, (g) the witness stulements exemption, (h) the party communications e
xemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evid
ence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, hurassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and Withoul waiving 

sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertain
ing to 

plaintiffs request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 10: 

Admit that Defendant did not distribute any literature or wamings of a
ny kind to its 

employees during the period of time Plaintiff worked on Defendant's Premi
ses regarding the 

potential health hazards to those who breathe airborne asbestos dus
t. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objection #5. Subject to its abjection, Union Carbide Corporation 

d/b/a Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc. responds as follows; Denied. See Union 

Carbide Corporation d/b/a Union Carbide Chemicals und Plastics, Inc. 's response to Request 

Admissions No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 14: 

If you deny the foregoing, praduce all such warnings. 

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-clicnt 

privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and co
unsel for other defendants in this or other 

chases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicab
le privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employecs or counsel and defendant
's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (€) any privilege relating to c
onfidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with a
ny government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party
 communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or Qj) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the dis
covery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome,
 unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waivin
g 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any do
cuments in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S 

FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRST REQUE
ST 
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- Page 16 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 8: 

Describe Defendant's safety policy as it relates to the use of asbestos-containing materials 

at jobsites where Defendant's employces were performing services. In your answer, please state: 

a. when, if ever, Defendant's employees were first warned about the hazards of 

yshestos exposure; and 

b. what instructions, if any, were given to Defendant's employees on the 

identification of materials which might or did contain asbestos. 

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as 

if fully rewritten. Objectian. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing 

and annoying given the paramcters and subject matter of this case. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. }5: 

Produce all such safety policies. 

RESPONSE See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attomcy work product doctrinc, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or oth
er 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communic
ation’s 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense o
f this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade se
crets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the exp
ert witness 

exemption, (g) the wimess statements exempuon, (h) the party communications exemp
tion, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to-the extent the request secks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 
evidence, Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession
 pertaining to 

plainuif("s request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. LI: 

Admit that Defendant consciously decided not to warn its employees of the danger
s of 

asbestos. 
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FIRST SEU OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRST REQUEST 

FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS: Page |7 

FiFirmdacalanvcertbrazoria\campbeliwaldrap,ancichPlainiit's 1° Sel of Interrags & Requasi tor Producilan 

Zo PM PRINT TIMEAUS, 9. >
 

n
n
 

mamas reemate a . 

tava a wba Uy we te 

~
 

C ¢
 

5:03PM

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1651: Union Carbide's Responses to Plaintiff Arnold Wiley's First Interrogatories, Re…
ACL Doc 16738 · Page 17 of 76

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/16738/17

https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16738/17


RESPONSE: See Gencral Objection #5. Subject to its objection, Union Carbide Corporation 
d/b/a Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc. responds as follows: Denied. See Union 

Carbide Corporation d/b/a Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc. 's response to Request 

Admissions No. 8. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 9: 

Do you contend that Defendant specifically warmed Plaintiff about the hazards of asbestos 

and asbestos-containing products? Jf the answer is anything other than "no", identify each and 

every fact which supports this contention. 

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing 

and annoying given the parameters and subject matier of this case. This Defendant specifically 

objects to the overly broud and unduly burdensome lunguage, “identify each and every fact which 

supports this contention.” 

INTERROGATORY NO. 10: 

Describe ull safety precautions taken by you or your employees (such as containment 

areas, warning signs, ventilation systems, cvacuating the premises, ctc,) for the protection of 

bystanders (including but not limited to Plaintiffs) trom the hazards resulting from the use of 

asbestos-containing products by your employecs at any locations. 

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing 

und annoying given the parameters and subject mattcr of this case. 

INTERROGATORY NO. IL: 

Have you ever provided safety equipment to persons working on Defendant's Premises? If 

so, please list the safety equipment provided and indicate: 

when the equipment was first provided 

lo whom the equipment was provided 

under what circumstances the equipment was provided 

Further, identify the person with the mast knowledge of your "safety equipment" 

policies. 

a
o
 
o
D
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ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated hercin as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing 

and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 12: 

Admit that Defendant did not continuously provide face masks to contract employees 

working with or around asbestos from 1945 to the present for the purpose of protecting thesc 

employees from inhaling asbestos. 

RESPONSE: See Gencral Objection #5. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the 

grounds that it is overly broad and not phrased to allow a meaningful admission or denial. 

Subject to its abjections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient 

information to admit or deny insofar as the request has not detined whether, for instance, 

“employees working with or around asbestos” include all employees entering premises which 

contained stute-of-the-urt asbestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response to Request for 

Admissions No, 8. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 12: 

Slate in detail what tests have been conducted with regard to the quantity, quality, or 

threshold limit values of asbestos dust or particles to which workers were exposed while using, 

working with or around, or Installing asbestos-containing products in any of your facilities
. 

Please stute where and when these tests were conducted, by whom these tests were conducted, 

and the resu!ts of any such test. 

ANSWER: Sec General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein us 

if fully rewritien. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing 

and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 13 

Do you contend that Defendunt's representatives, insurance camers and/or agents 

performed any measurements and/or studies prior to 1970 to determine the quantity of asbestos 

fibers in the air at Defendant's facility? If the answer is anything other than "no", identify each 

and every fact which supports this contention. 

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing 
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and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case. This Defendant specifically 
objects to the overly broad and unduly burdensome language, “identify each and every fact which 

supports this contention.” 

INTERROGATORY NO. 14: 

Pleuse state exch time any regulatory agency or other governing body has inspected the 

Defendant's premises to determine if health and safely regulations governing exposure to 

asbestos were being followed. Include in your response the date and results of each inspection, 

and state whether a written report was gencrated. 

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing 

and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 13: 

Admit that you did not erect containment barriers to prevent emission of asbestos dust at 

the worksites where your employees were using asbestos-containing, materials, including the 

worksites where Plaintil! was present. 

RESPONSE: See Gencral Objection #5. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the 

grounds that it is overly broad and not phrased to allow a meaningful admission or denial. 

Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient 

information to admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whcther, for instance, 

“employees working with or around asbestos” include all employees entering premiscs which 

contained state-of-the-art asbestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response to Request for 

Admissions No. 8, 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 16: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole ot in part, produce all documents suppo
rling 

your denial, 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which arc incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the allomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or oth
er 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's 
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hetween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) lhe expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the catent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harussing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiffs request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 14: 

Admit that you did not utilize engineering controls such as isolation or enclosure at the 

worksites where your employees were using asbestos-containing materials, including the 

worksites where Plaintiff was prescnt. 

RESPONSE: See Gencral Objection #5. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the 

grounds that it is overly broad and not phrased to allow a meaningful admission or denial. 

Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient 

information to admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whether, for instance, 

“employees working with or around asbestos” include all employees entering premises which 

contained state-of-the-art asbestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response to Request for 

Admissions Noa. 8. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 17: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce al{ documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE Sec: General Objections, which are incorporated herein us if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) allomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants
 in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relat
ing to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel] and defendant's insurers regarding 
the detense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets
, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f}
 the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the purty communications exemption, (1) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 
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infarmation not feasibly calculated to Icad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSJON NO. 15: 

Admit that you did not utilize ventilation or exhaust systems to divert dust at the 

worksites where your employces were using asbestos-containing materials, including the 

worksites where Plaintiff was present. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objection #5. Union Carbide further abjects to this Request on the 

grounds that it is overly broad and not phrased to allow a meaningful admission or denial. 

Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient 

information to admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whcther, for instance, 

“employees working with or around asbestos" include all employees entering premises which 

contained state-of-the-art asbestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response to Request for 

Admissions No. & 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. L&: 

Tf you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce ull documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the cxtent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary 

information or confidentia) communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness stalements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the ripht of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annaying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO._16: 

Admit that you did not utilize dust collection engineering controls to trap airborne 

asbestos dust at the worksites where your employces were using ashestos-containing materials, 

including the worksites where Plaintiff was present. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the 

grounds that it is overly broad and not phrased to allow a meaningful admission or denial. 

Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient 

information to admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whether, for instance, 

“employecs working with or araund asbestos” include all employees entering premises which 

contained state-of-the-art asbestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response to Request for 

Admissions No, 8. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 19: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents suppo
rting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully Tewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorncy work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant und counsel for other defendants in t
his or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating 10 co
mmunication’s 

between defendant's employees or counsel und defendant's insurers regardi
ng the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secre
ts, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government ag
ency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness staements exemption, (h) the party communica
tions exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or () any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feusibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 
evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnece
ssarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its 
possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 17: 

Admit that you did not require your employees to handle, mix, apply, r
emove, cul or 

score ashestos-containing products in a wet stafe to prevent emiss
ion of airborne asbestos fibers 

at the worksites where your employees were using asbestos-con
taining materials, including the 

worksites where Plaintiff was present. 
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‘ 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the 

graunds that it is overly broad and not phrased to allow a meaningful admission or denial. 

Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient 
information to admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whether, for instance, 
“omployees working with or around asbestos” include al! employees entering premises which 

contained stute-of-the-art ashestos insulation. Sec Union Carbide’s response to Request for 
Admissions No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 20: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce al] documents supporting 
your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein us if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request sccks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 
communications between counsel for defendant und counsel tor other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's 
between defendant's employces or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

ihe extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 
sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18: 

Admit that you did not evacuate the premises prior to the utilization of asbestos- 

containing materials at the worksites where your employees were using asbestos-containing 

materials, including the worksites where Plaintiff was present. 

RESPONSE: See Generil Objection #5, Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the 

grounds that it is overly broad and not phrased to allow a meaningful admission or denial. 

Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds us follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient 

information to admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whether, for instance, 

“employees working with or around asbestos” include all employees entering premises which 

contained state-of-the-art ashestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response to Request for 

Admissions No. 8. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 21: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or In part, produce all documents supporting 
your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewntten. 
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-clicnt 

privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the parly communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead Lo the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 15: 

Have you ever warned workers on Defendant's Premises of the hazards of asbestos and 

asbestos-containing products? If so, describe in detai] the methods of such wamings, who you 

warmed and when. Please include in your response a description of any written warnings relating 

to the hazards of asbestos in place at Defendant's Premises and state when the written warnings 

were installed, how many were installed, and whether they have been removed. 

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, dupli
cative, 

harassing and annoying given the purameters and subject matter af this case. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 16: 

Have you ever had a policy requiring workers on Defendant's premises to
 use respirators? 

If so, pleuse: 

a. state when this policy was implemented, 

b. describe this policy in detail; 

c. stute to whom it applied (i.e. Defendant employees and contractor employees); 

d. and describe what types and brand names of respirators were required by you. 
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ANSWER: See Generul Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing 

and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19: 

Admit that you did not post warning, caution or hazard signs priar to the utilization of 

asbeslos-containing materials by your employees at the worksites where your employees were 

using asbestos-containing materials, including the worksites where Plaintiff was present. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Denied. See Union Carbide's response to Requests for Admissions Nos. 8 and 13. 

_ REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 22: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See Genera} Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel! for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this o
r other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating
 to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel und defendant's insurers regarding the 
defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade sec
rets, proprietary 

information or confidential) communications with any government 
agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the purty communications exemption, 
(i) 

the right of privacy, or ({) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible e
vidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession
 pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 20: 

Admit that you did not issue any warnings to others at the worksites where your 

employees were using asbestos-containing materials, ‘including the worksites where Plaintiff was 

present. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as 

follaws: Denied. See Union Carbide’s response to Requests for Admissions Nos. 8 and 13. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 23: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting 

your denial, 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

cammunications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cnses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (7) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, umbiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 24: 

Produce all documents reflecting payments made to contractors during the years at is
sue, 

including Plaintiffs employer, including but not limited to invoices, bills, check requests, 

requisitions, canceled checks, or other documents of a similar nature reflecting paym
ent for 

services rendered by Plaintiffs employer. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which ure incorporated herein as if fully rowriuten, 

Objection ta the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel tor defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 
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cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating lo confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

cxemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2.1: 

Admit that the use of asbestos-containing materials on Defendant's Premises created a 

substantial risk of Injury. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the 

grounds that it is overly broad and not phrased to allow a meaningful admission or denial. 

Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient 

information to admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whether, for 
instance, 

“employees working with ar around usbestos” include all employees entering premises which 

contained state-of-the-art asbestos insulation, See Union Carbide’s response to Request for 

Admissions No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 22: 

Admit that during the years at issue, Defendant had to power to control Defendant's 

Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its abjections, Union Carbid
e responds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 25: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all docum
ents supporling 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protecied by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the atlomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 
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communications between counsel for defendant and counse] for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's 

berween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements cxemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection fo the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculuted to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 23: 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power to mun
uge the use or 

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable to cither admit or deny this request for admiss
ion because 

the investigation for defendant's responses to discovery is still ongoing. Ther
efore, denied. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 26: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all doc
uments supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which ave incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating fo 

communications between counsel for defendant und counsel for other defen
dants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege rel
ating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers
 regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential tra
de secrets, proprietary 

information or canfidential communications with any gover
nment agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness stalements exemption, (h) the party communi
cations exemption, (1) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information nat feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of adm
issible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 
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same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plainuff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 24: 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power to direct the use or 

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable to either admit or deny this request for admission be
cause 

the investigation for defendant's responses to discovery is still ongoing. The
refore, denicd. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 27: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorncy work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants i
n this or other 

cases regarding defensc of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to co
mmunication’s 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the def
ense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, pr
oprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency
, (f) the cxperl witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications 
exemption, (i) 

the vight of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery af admissi
ble evidence. Objection to 

ihe extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in i
ls possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO, 25: 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power to superintend t
he use or 

conditions of Defendant's Premises. 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S 

FIRST SE'T OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRST REQUEST 

FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST REQUEST FOR ADMISSIO
NS- Page 30 
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RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide re
sponds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 28: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting 

your dental. 

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-clicnt 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating lo 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defenda
nts in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to co
mmunication's 

hetween defendant's employees or counsel und defendant's insurers regarding 
the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, 
proprictary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) t
he expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communication
s exemption, {i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege, Objection to the extent the request secks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissibl
e evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its posse
ssion pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 26: 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power to restrict the usc or 

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections,
 Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 29: 

Tf you deny the foregoing request, In whole or in patt, p
roduce al] documents supporting 

your denial. 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S 

FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRST REQUEST 

FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST REQUEST FOR ADMIS
SIONS- Page 31 
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RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in thi
s or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to com
munication's 

belween defendant's employees or counsel und defendant's insurers reparding the defens
e of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, pr
oprietary 

information or cantidential communications with any government agency, (f
) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications 
exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead ta the discovery of udmissible e
vidence. Objection ta 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnece
ssarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents
 in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 27: 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power
 to regulate the use or 

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objection #5. Subject to its abjections, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 30: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, p
roduce all documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein us if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating: to 

communications between counsel for defendant and 
counsel for other defendants in this or other 

causes regarding defense of this case, (d) any a
pplicable privilege reluting Lo communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defend
ant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege rela
ting to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications wit
h any government agency, (f) the expelt witness

 

excmplion, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) t
he party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or Qj) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to Icad to the dis
covery of admissible evidencc. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdenso
me, unnecessarily 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S 
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FiFirmocslanvica \brazona\campoul waldrap,emnaid\Piainiii's 1+ Sol at irvorrage & Roquas! lor 
Production 

PECSIVED TiMEAUS, @ 4: 257M PEINT TIMEAUG, 9 5:02PM 
ay

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1651: Union Carbide's Responses to Plaintiff Arnold Wiley's First Interrogatories, Re…
ACL Doc 16738 · Page 32 of 76

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/16738/32

https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16738/32


expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession
 pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 28: 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power to govern the use or 

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union 
Carbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 31: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documen
ts supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporuted herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the atlomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for ot
her defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege rel
ating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insu
rers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidentia
l trade secrets, proprietary 

infarmation or confidential communications with any government
 agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party com
munications exemption, (1) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discover
y of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome
, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any docume
nts in its possession pertaining fo 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 29 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power to oversee the u
se or 

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5 Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as 

follaws: Admitted. 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S
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RST REQUEST 

FOR PRODUCTION, AND YRS) REQUEST
 FOR ADMISSIONS- Page 33 

FiFirmdoce\orvicer\prazoria\campbellweidran,arnald\Piainillf's 1" Ser o
f inlariogs & Raquel lor Pradyction 

pean omepenaye 
PyOT MIMP ANG 

wakes hae ae vu PM PRINT TIMEAUG, 9 5:01PM 

I
N
D
 

c
r
i
 

ba) ‘7 ‘ 
w 

wT bh 
7 wan < t

x
 an 

aaa 
Se

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1651: Union Carbide's Responses to Plaintiff Arnold Wiley's First Interrogatories, Re…
ACL Doc 16738 · Page 33 of 76

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/16738/33

https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16738/33


REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 32: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documen
ts supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which ure incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communicutions between counsel for defendant and counsel fo
r other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable pri
vilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers 
regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confide
ntial trnde secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any governme
nt agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the part
y communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of a
dmissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, 
unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objeciions and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any docume
nts in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 30: 

Admit that, during the ycars at issue, Defendant had the 
power to administer the use or 

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to it
s objections, Union Carbide responds as 

fallows: Admitted, 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 33: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, 
produce all documents suppolting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein us if fully rewritten, 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attamey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant 
and counsel for other defendants in thia or other 

cases regarding defense of this cuse, (d) any ap
plicable privilege relating to communication's 

hetween defendant's employees or counsel and def
endant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relat
ing to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any
 government agency, (F) the expert witness 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S 
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NS- Page 34 
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exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party commu
nications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or Gj) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery 
of admissible evidence, Objection to 

the extent the request is averly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unn
ecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documen
ts in its possession pertaining fo 

plaintiff’s request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 31: 

Admit that during the years at issue, Defendant co
ntrolled Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to
 its objections, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 34: 

Tf yau deny the foregoing request, in whole or in p
art, produce al] documents ‘supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which ure incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the uitomey work product doctrine, (Cc) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant a
nd counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any appl
icable privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defe
ndant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (€) any privileg
e relating to confidential trade secrets, propri

etary 

information or canfidential communications 
with any government agency, (f) the expert w

itness 

exemption, (g) the witness slatements exempti
on, (h) the party communications exemption, 

(i) 

the right of privacy, or Qj) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to th
e discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the vequest is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly b
urdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and w
ithout waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendan
t has any documents in its possession pertai

ning 10 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 32: 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant managed the use or condition of 

Defendant's Premises. 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINT
IFF'S 

FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRS
T REQUEST 

FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST REQUEST
 FOR ADMISSIONS- Page 35 
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RESPONSE: Sce General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 33: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce 
all documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and c
ounsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any upp
licable privilege relating to communication's 

hetween defendant's employces or counsel and defenda
nt's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege r
elating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary 

information or confidential communications with any 
government agency, (f) the expert wilness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (
h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the vequest is overly broad, vague, ambiguaus, unduly burde
nsome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without 
waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant 
has any documents in its possession pertaining t

o 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 33: 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant directed the use or condition of 

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subj
ect to tts objections, Union Carbide responds 

as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3
6: 

if you deny the foregoing request, in whole o
r in part, produce all documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request sceks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defend
ant and counsel for other defendants in this o

r other 
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cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege rel
ating lo communication’s 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insure
rs regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confiden
tial trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any governme
nt agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party co
mmunications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of adm
issible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, 
unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any docum
ents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 34; 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant sup
erintended the use or conditions of 

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objection #5. Subje
ct to its objections, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 37: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in p
art, produce al] documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) altomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating [0 

communications between counsel for defend
ant und counsel for other defendants in this 

or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any
 applicable privilege relating to communicatio

n's 

between defendant's employees or counsel a
nd defendant's insurers regarding the defense

 of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege
 relating to confidential trade secrets, propriet

ary 

information or confidential communications wi
th any government agency, (f) the expert witne

ss 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exempti
on, (h) the party communications exemption, 

(i) 

the right of privacy, or Qj) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to th
e discovery of admissible evidence. Objection 

to 

the extenl the request is overly broad, vag
ue, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnece

ssarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and w
ithout waiving 

sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendan
t has any documents in its possession pertui

ning to 

plaintiff's request. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 35: 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant restricted the use or condition of 

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject ta its o
bjections, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 38: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in pa
rt, produce all documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten, 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendan
t and counsel for other defendants in this or o

ther 

cuses regarding defensc of this case, (d) any 
applicable privilege relating to communication'

s 

perween defendant's employees or counsel and
 defendant's insurers regarding the defense of t

his 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relatin
g to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with 
any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, 
(h) the party communications exemption, (i) © 

the right of privacy, or Q) any other privilege
. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information nat feasibly calculated ta lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

(he extent the request is overly broad, vague, umbiguous, unduly
 burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections und without
 waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant 
has any documents in its possession pertaining t

o 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO.
 36: 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant regulated the use or condition of 

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objection #5. Su
bject to its objections, Union Curbide respo

nds as 

follows: Admitted. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 39: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce 
al] documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully cewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request geeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and cou
nsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any upplicuble priv
ilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant'
s insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating
 to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidentis! communications with any g
overnment agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the
 party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege, Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated ta lead to the discove
ry of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguo
us, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, hurassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without w
aiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has a
ny documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 37 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant governed the use or candition 
of 

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subjec
t to its objections, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 40: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole
 or in part, produce all documents supporti

ng 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege. (b) the attormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defe
ndant and counsel for other defendants in 

this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d
) any applicable privilege relating to co

mmunication's 

between defendant's employees or counse] and d
efendant's insurers regarding the defensc of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privileg
e relaling to confidential trade secrets, propric

tary 
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information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness stalements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request sccks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objecti
on to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 38: 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant oversaw the use or condition of 

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See Gener:i| Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union 
Carbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 41: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documen
ts supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel fo
r other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege rel
ating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers 
regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) uny privilege rclating to confidenti
al trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government
 agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communi
cations exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of 
admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unneces
sarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has an
y documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

* DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 39: 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant administered
 the use or condition of 

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its o
bjections, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 42: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part
, produce ull documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege rejating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and
 counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cuyses regarding defense of this case, (d) any ap
plicable privilege relating to communication’s 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defenda
nt's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating
 to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information ar confidential communications wit
h any government agency, (f) the expert witness

 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) 
the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly bur
densome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying, Subject to the foregoing objections and wit
hout waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant h
as any documents in its possession pertuining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 40: 

Admit that Defendant retained some 
control over the manner in which Pla

intiffs work 

was performed. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide lacks direct i
nformation ‘us to whether the Plaintiff work

ed on its 

premises and thus lacks sufficient information 
to admit or deny. Union Carbide’s investigatio

n 

remain on-going, however, and Union Carbid
e reserves its right 1o supplement its response 

as 

information becomes available. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 43: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all 
documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which ure incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorncy work product doctrine, (c) any upplicable privilege relating to 

communications helween counsel for defendant and counsel f
or other defendants in this or other 

causes regarding defense of this casc, (d) any applicable 
privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's 
insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to conf
idential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any
 government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the 
party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discove
ry of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome,
 unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waivi
ng 

sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any docum
ents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 17: 

Do you contend thal at no time during the years at 
issue, Defendant did not have the right 

to advise or, if necessary, control the activities of employees of contractors, working on 

Defendant's Premises, who were engaged in activi
ties which could he potentially hazardous to 

either themselves or to the employees of Defenda
nt? If the answer is anything other than "no", 

identify cach and every fact which supports thi
s contention. 

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement,
 which are incorporated herein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This intcrrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdens
ome, harassing 

and annoying given the parameters and subject
 matter of this case. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 41: 

Admit that Defendunt retained some contro} over th
e manner in which Plaintiffs employer 

performed the work requested by the Defendant. 

RESPONSE: Union Curhide lacks direct inf ormat
ion as to whether the Plaintiff worked on its 

premises und thus lacks sufficient information t
o admit or deny. Union Carbide’s investigation 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINT
IFF'S 
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remain on-going, however, and Union Carbide reserves its right to supplement its response
 as 

infarmation becomes available. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 44: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated hercin as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) aflomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in thi
s or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication
's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defens
e of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, 
proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) 
the expert witness 

. exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communi
cations exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to Icad to the discovery of admissible evidence.
 Objection to 

ihe extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessanly 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will sapplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession 
pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 42: 

Admit that Plaintiff was not entirely free to do the work on Defend
ant's Premises in his own way. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide lacks direct information as to whether the 
Plaintiff worked on its 

premises and thus lacks sufficient information to admit or deny. Un
ion Carbide’s investigation . 

remain on-going, however, and Union Carbide reserves its right t
o supplement its response us 

information becomes available. 

EQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 45: 

{f you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, p
roduce a] documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the altorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating (o 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for othe
r defendants in this or other 
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FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRST REQUEST 

FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST REQUEST FOR APMISSIONS- Page
 43 

FiFlmmducetenviccAbrazoriatcampnelNwaldrap.arnatcAPicinitit's ** Set of Intcoyra
ge & Roques! for Praduclion 

| porrvat TiMbang 9 A 
een Se he AOS, fae 2bPM PRINT TIMEAUG, 9 5:00PM

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1651: Union Carbide's Responses to Plaintiff Arnold Wiley's First Interrogatories, Re…
ACL Doc 16738 · Page 43 of 76

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/16738/43

https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16738/43


cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating t
o communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding 
the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade se
crets, proprietary 

‘nformation or confidential communications with any government agency
, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemp
tion, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible e
vidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pert
aining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 43: 

Admit that Plaintiff's employer was not entirely free to do the work requested by 

Defendant on Defendant's Premises in its own way. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections,
 Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. Sce Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 
1. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 46: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all 
documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten, 

Objection to the extent the request sceks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (h) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and couns
el for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicuble priv
ilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant
's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to c
onfidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with a
ny government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness siatements exemption, (h) 
the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or G) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the disca
very of admissible evidence. Objection ta 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burden
some, unnecessatily 

expensive, harussing, und annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without wa
iving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any 
documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAI
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO, 44: 

Admit that asbestos-containing gaskets were installed al Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as 

Fallows: Admitted. Sce Union Carbide's response to Request No. 1. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 47: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully Tewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicuble privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this o
r other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to commun
ication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding th
e defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, pr
oprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agen
cy, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, 
(i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 
Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant hus any documents in its possession 
pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 45: 

Admit that asbestos-containing pipe covering was installed at Defe
ndant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections,
 Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. See Union Carbide's response to Request No. 
1. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 48: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all do
cuments supporting your 

denial. 
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RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein us if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attommey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other def
endants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege rel
ating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's 
insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidentia
l trade secrets, praprietury 

information ar confidential communications with any governmen
t agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communi
cations exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of a
dmissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, 
unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents 
in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 46: 

Admit that asbestos-containing boilers were installed at D
efendant's Premises. . 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its object
ions, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Unian Carbide lacks sufficient information to adm
it or deny this Request, Union 

Carbide’s investigation remain on-going and Union Carbide reserves
 its right to supplement this 

response as information becomes available. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 49: 

Tf you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part
, produce all documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant a
nd counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applica
ble privilege relating to communication's 

hetween defendant's employees or counsel and
 defendant's insurers regarding the defense of 

this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege r
elating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary 

information or confidential communications with
 any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (2) the witness starements exemption, (h) 
the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

infarmation not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery 
of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vaguc, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, u
nnecessarily 
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expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any docum
ents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 47 

Admit that usbestos-conlaining fireproofing was installed a
t Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient information to admit
 or deny this Request. Union 

Carbide's investigation remain on-going and Union Carb
ide reserves its right to supplement this 

response as information becomes available. Union C
arbide admits that pipe covering containing 

asbestos may huve performed a fire proofing role. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 50: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or 
in part, produce al] documents supparting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if tully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicuble privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defend
ant and counsel for other defendants in this 

or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any ap
plicable privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel an
d defendant's insurers regarding the defense o

f this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege 
relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary

 

information or confidential communications w
ith any government agency, (f) the expert wiln

ess 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exempti
on, (h) the party communications exemption, 

(i) 

the right of privacy, or Qj) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

infarmation not feasibly calculated to 
lead to the discovery of admissible evid

ence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, undu
ly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and snnoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and wi
thout waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendan
t has any documents in its possession pertain

ing to 

plaintiff's request. - 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO.
 48: 

Admit that asbestos-containing joint compo
und was installed at Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5
. Subject to ils abjections, Union Carbi

de responds as 

fallows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient in
formation to admit or deny this Request. U

nion 
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Carbide’s investigation remain on-going and Union Carbide reserves its right to supplement
 this 

response as information hecomes available. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 51: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents suppor
ting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herem as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other def
endants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to com
munication’s 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers reg
arding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential (rad
e secrets, proprietary 

infannation or confidential communications with any government
 agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statcments exemption, (h) the party commu
nications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or @) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissibl
e evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unn
ecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in ifs 
possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 49: 

Admit that ashestas-containing insulation was installed at Defendant
's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objection #5. Subject to its objections,
 Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. Pipe covering constitutes thermal insulation. See 
Union Carbide's response 

to Request No. 40. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 52: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produ
ce all documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See Genera] Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully Tewrillen. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (¢) any applicable privilege relating to 

cammunications between counsel for defendant and coun
scl for other defendants in this or other 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S 

FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRST REQUEST 

FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS
- Page 48 

FiFinmdace\anvceribrazaria\campnaliwaldrenamoid\Piaintro 1 Gal al Insarrags &
 Roquust for Productton 

RA Rm tem Om Tem TA 

I
N
o
 

a
t
m
 

c ‘ 
“i é° 
ue tT : we oe Rake Te ee PM PRINT TIMEAUG. 9, 5:00PM

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1651: Union Carbide's Responses to Plaintiff Arnold Wiley's First Interrogatories, Re…
ACL Doc 16738 · Page 48 of 76

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/16738/48

https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16738/48


cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege
 relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant
's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to conf
idential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any governmen
t agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) th
e party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or Qj) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the disco
very of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambi
guous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harussing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without wai
ving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has a
ny documents in ifs possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 50. 

Admit that such installation was done under your direc
tion, supervision, and/or control. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to
 its objections, Union Carbide responds us 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRORUCTION NO. 53: 

Tf you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in p
art, producc all documents supporting 

your denial, including but not limited to all d
ocuments identifying the entities or individual

s who 

directed, supervised, and/or controlled su
ch *installation activities. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein us if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant
 and counsel for other defendants in this or other

 

cases regarding defense of this cuse, (d) any a
pplicable privilege relating to communication's

 

between defendant's employees or couns
el and defendant's insurers regarding the

 defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege re
lating to confidential trade sccrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communicatio
ns with any government ugency, (fF) the 

expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exem
ption, (h) the party communications exemp

tion, (i) 

the right of privacy, or @j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to le
ad to the discovery of admissible evidence

. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, und
uly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and witho
ut waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defenda
nt has any documents in ils possession perta

ining to 

plaintiff's request. 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLA
INTIFF'S 

PRs SLT OF INTERROGATORIES,
 FIRST REQUEST 

FOR PROPUCTION, AND FIRST REQU
EST FOR ADMISSIONS- Page 49 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 18: 

Please state the first year you learned that persons could suffer physical injury throu
gh the 

inhalation of asbestos fibers and how Defendant became aware of the existence of asbe
stos 

hazards. 

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which ace incorpora
ted herein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing 

und annoying given the parumeters and subject matter of this case. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 54: 

Produce all documents that indicate that asbestos fibers, when
 inhaled, can be hazardous 

to the health of human beings. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating fo 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defenda
nts in this or other 

cuses regarding defense of this casc, (d) any applicable privilege relat
ing lo cammunication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insu
rers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confide
ntial trade secrets, proprictary 

information or confidential communications with any government 
agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the part
y communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery o
f admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, un
necessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in
 its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REOUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5 1: 

Admit that you supervised the health and safety procedur
es implemented by contractors 

working on Defendant's Premiscs. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its object
ions, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Union Carbide Jacks information as to whether 
or to what extent it directly supervised 

the health and safety procedures implemented by contrac
tors working on Defendant’s Premises. 

Union Carbide’s investigation remain on-going. Union 
Carbide did, however, inform and require 

contractors to implement health and safety practices required
 by all employees on its facilities. 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S 

FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, FIR
ST REQUEST 

FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST REQUEST FOR 
ADMISSIONS- Page 50 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 52: 

Admit that you supervised the health and safety practices implemented by Plaint
iffs 

employer. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds 
as 

follows: Union Carbide lacks information as 0 whether or to what extent it directly supervised 

the heulth and safety procedures implemented by contractors working on Defendan
t’s Premises. 

Union Carbide’s investigation remain on-going. Union Carbide did, however, inf
orm und require 

contractors to implement health and safety practices required by all employees on its facilities. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO, 53: 

Admit that you did not protect the Plaintiff from exposure to asbestos on Def
endant's 

Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Unio
n Curbide responds as 

follows: Denied. Scc Union Carbide's response to Request No. 8
. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 55: 

Produce all documents supporting the legal theories and factual bases o
f your defenses set 

forth in your response to Plaintiffs Request for Disclosure under Tex
as Rules of Civil Procedure 

194.2, subparagraph (c). 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the atlomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for oth
er defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privile
ge relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers reg
arding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confi
dential trade secrets, proprietary 

infarmation or confidential communications with any go
vernment agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party comm
unications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery 
of admissihle evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdens
ome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any do
cuments in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSHS TO PLAINTIFF'S 

FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRST REQUEST 

FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS
- Page 51 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 19: 

Do you contend that Plaintiffs exposure to ashestos at Defendant's Premi
ses was not a 

substantial contributing factor in causing his asbestos-related injury?
 If the answer is anything 

other than "no", identity each and every fact which supports this conte
ntion. 

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, whic
h are incorporated herein as 

if fully rewritten, Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing 

and annoying given the parameters and subject mattcr of this case. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 54: 

Admit that Plaintiffs exposure to asbestos at Defendant's Premises was a substantial 

contributing factor in causing his asbestos-related injury. 

RESPONSE: Sec General Objection #5. Subject to its objections
, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Denied. See Union Carbide's response to Request No
. 8. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 56: 

If you deny the forcgoing request, in whole or In part, pro
duce all documents supporting 

your denial, 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and
 counse! for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any appli
cable privilege relating to cammunication's 

between defendant’s employees or counsel and d
efendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relatin
g to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with a
ny government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness stalements exemption, (h)
 the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or Qj) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the dis
covery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly bur
densome, unnecessanly 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without 
waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant h
as any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request, 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIF
E’S 

LIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRST RE
QUEST 

FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST REQU
EST FOR ADMISSIONS- Page 52 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 55: 

Admit that Defendant did not exercise reasonable care to reduce or eliminate the
 risk of 

asbestos-related injury. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Denicd. Sce Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 56: 

Admit that Defendant did not reduce or eliminate the unreasonable risk
 of harm posed by 

the use of asbestos-containing products at Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General] Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Denied. See Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 
8. : 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 57; 

if you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produ
ce al] documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which ure incorporated herein us if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for
 other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privil
ege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defend
ant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to co
nfidential trade secrets, proprictary 

information or confidential communications with any g
overnment agency, (f) the cxpert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the par
ty communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or Q) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is averly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdenso
me, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has uny do
cuments in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 57: 

Admit that Defendant's failure to reduce or eliminate the risk of harm, to Plai
ntiff was a 

substantial factor in bringing about Plaintiffs asbestos-related injury. 

RESPONSE: Sec General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide re
sponds as 

follows: Denied. See Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 38: 

Tf you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents s
upporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the atlammey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendunt and counsel for ather def
endants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relat
ing to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regardi
ng the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trad
e secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government 
agency, (1) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the withess statements exemption, (h) the party communica
tions exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, ar (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discavery of admis
sible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burde
nsome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in
 its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 59: 

Tf you contend that while at the premises on which you or your 
employees were working 

with asbestos-containing matenals, Plaintiff was not exposed to suff
icient quantitics of asbestos 

dust to produce the discase(s) complained of, produce all docum
ents supporting your contention. 

RESPONSE: Scc General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attomcey work praduct doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel 
for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable pr
ivilege rclating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insure
rs regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidentia
l trade secrets, proprictary 

* DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFE’S 

FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRST REQUEST 

FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS: Page 54 
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information or conlidential communications with any government agency, 
(f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the parly communications
 exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information nat feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissi
ble evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, umbiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecess
arily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections und withoul waiving 

same, Defendant will supplemeni if Defendant has any documents in its po
ssession pertaining to 

plainiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 60: 

If you contend that Plainutt is suffering from un asbestos dise
ase as a result of exposures 

other than asbestos dust at the premises on which you or your empl
oyees were working with 

asbestos-containing materials, produce all documents supporting your
 contention. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection ta the extent the requcst seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counse
l for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable 
privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant'
s insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to 
confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any gov
ernment agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h)
 the party communications exemption, (1) 

the right of privacy, or Q) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information nat feasibly calculated to lead to the discover
y of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, 
unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any doc
uments in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6]: 

tf you comend that Plaintiff does not suffer from the asbestos-related disease(s) 

complained of, produce al] documents supporting your 
contention. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten, 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (s) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel far defendant an
d counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any appli
cable privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and de
fendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) uny privilege relating to c
onfidential trade secrets, proprietary 
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information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the
 expert witness 

exemplion, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemp
tion, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the requeat seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible ev
idence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdens
ome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possess
ion pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 62: 

If you contend that Plaintiff was not exposed to asbestos dust at the
 premises on which 

you or your employees were working with asbestos-containing mater
ials, produce all documents 

supporting your contention. 

RESPONSE: See Genera] Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the cxtent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the altormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other def
endants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any upplicable privilege rel
ating to communications 

hetween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's 
insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential
) trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any governmen
t agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communica
tions exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request sccks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery 
of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, 
unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in
 its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 63: 

Produce ull documents used, referred to or relied upon i
n answering uny Interrogatories. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) atlomey-clicnt 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and cou
nsel for other defendants in this or other 

cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applic
able privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant'
s insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating t
o confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with a
ny government agency, (F) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party co
mmunications exemption, (i) 
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the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 
expensive, harassing, and annaying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 64: 

Produce any and all documents and other tangible things which refer to the document 

retention (and/or destruction) policy of Defendant, including the following: 

a, Any document retention and/or destruction policies far Defendant that pertain to 

documents and records, including but not limited to supplements, addenda, 

memoranda, operating bulletins, revisions, or any other superseding ‘instructions 

that referred to the stopping, suspending or resuming of such retention or 

destruction policies. 

b. Any record retention and/or destruction, dumping, or purging policics for 

Defendant that pertain to documents and records created, maintained or stored hy 

electronic and/or magnetic means, including but not limited to records that have 

been microfilmed, microfiched, imaged, scanned, or stored on tapes, disks, 

diskettes, CD-ROM, databases, etc. or on or within any computer hardware, 

backup system, download system, file dumping or other system of information 

management, whether on-site or off-site, including but not limited to supplements, 

addenda, memoranda, operating bulletins, revisions, or any othcr superseding 

instructions that referred to the stopping, suspending or resuming of such retention 

or destruction policies. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information nat feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendunt will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 65: 

Produce any and all documentation, including but not limited to lists, inventories, indices, 

databases or print-outs thereof archives, storage inventories, logs, or other search nids that refer 

or relate to the existence, extent, type. organization, filing system, method of access; or retrieval, 

and/or location of Defendant's documents (maintained or stored on-site or off-site) described in 

the preceding paragraphs. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which arc incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) altomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (}) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to Icad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection 
to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the forcpoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 20: 

Does Defendant have in its possession any books, pamphlets, memoranda, or written 

materials of any kind or character that would indicate that asbestos fibers, wh
en inhaled, can be 

hazardous to the health of human beings? If so, identify the individuals who received, 

maintained, reviewed, or disseminated the information contained in such writte
n materials. 

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are inc
orporated hercin as 

if (ally rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory 1s overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing 

and annaying given the parameters and subject matter of this case. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 66: 

Produce the written materials referred to in the interrogatory ubove. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendant
s in this or other 
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cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s 

between defendant's employecs or counsel und defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

cluim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness slatements exemption, (h) the party communicutians exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) uny other privilege. Objection fo the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plainuff’s request. 

REQUBST FOR ADMISSION NO.58: 

Admit that Plaintiff filed suit against Defendant within two (2) years of the date of 

discovering his asbestos-related condition or the existence of any usbestos -related causes of 

action. 

RESPONSE: This defend:nt is unable to either admit or deny this request for admission becausc 

the investigation for defendant's responses to discovery is still ongoing. Therefore, denied. 

REQUEST FOR ADMJSSJON NO. 59: 

Admit that Defendant is liable for Plaintiffs asbestos related illness. 

RESPONSE: SeeGenerai Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds
 as 

follows: Denied. See Union Carbide's response to Request No, 8. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 60: 

Admit that asbestos is still in use and/or in place on Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE; See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide re
sponds as 

follows: Denied. See Union Carbide's response to Request No. 8. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 61: 

Admit that Defendant no longer uses ashestos on its Premiscs. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Denied. Sec Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 67: 

Produce all documents that reflect, incicate or in anyway relate ta communications 

between you and any manufacturer of asbestos-containing products concerning or related to the 

asbestos contuined in such products. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (bh) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cuses regarding detense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the patty communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any ather privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnccessanly 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request, 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 68: 

Produce all dacurnents disseminated or published by any trade association that contain 

information relating to the hazards of asbestos and all documents which refer to such documents. 

RESPONSE: See Geners! Objections, which are incorporated hercin as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request sceks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases reparding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communicution's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense 
of this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 
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exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

‘the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 69: 

Produce all documents, that relate 1o any inspections by any regulatory agency for the 

purpose of ascertaining whether health or safety regulations were being followed or adhered to at 

uny of your plants. This request specifically seeks any and all such documentation refcrring to 

dust hazards, including but not limited to asbestos in your plants. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the cxtent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the uttormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's cmployces or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness slalements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of udmissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broud, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 70: 

Produce all safety meeting minutes or other documents, that refer to the dangers of 

asbestos safety measures to be used in the vicinity of asbestos at Defendant's Premiscs. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which sre incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection ta the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) altormey-chent 

privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in th
is or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (a) any applicable privilege relating to communica
tion's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the 
defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating lo confidential trade secrets, prop
rietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (1)
 ihe expert witness 
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exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) uny other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks 

information not feasibly calculuted to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 71: 

Produce all contracts, or other documents that relate to abatement of asbestos ut 

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated hercin as if fully Tewritlen. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (u) altorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any upplicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s 

between defendant's employees or counse] and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e} any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, propnetary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant hus any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 72: 

Produce all contracts, or other documents that relate to the installation of asbestos 

products at Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewmntten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) uttomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

Communications between counsel] for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communicat
ion's 

between detendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defe
nse of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trace secrets, prop
rietary 

information or confidential communications with any goverment agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 
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the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks 

information not feasibly culculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the requesi is averly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 73: 

Produce all documents that in any way reflect a removal plan organized written criteria or 

schedule far the removal of asbeslus at Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated hercin as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications hetween counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the reques! is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and withoul waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 74: 

Produce all documents related 10 the medical condition of Plaintiff at anytime during his 

work at Defendant's Premises. This request specifically includes any and all x-rays, x-ray reports, 

medical notes and/or medical records of any kind, annual physical forms, and employment 

records relating to Plaintiffs health. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or 
other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating fo communicatio
n's 

between defendunt's emplayees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defens
e of this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or canfidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 
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exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exempti
on, (i) 

the right of privacy, ar (j) any other pnvilege. Objection to the extent the request secks 

information not feasibly calculated to Jead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in ity passession 
pertaining to 

plaintill’s request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 75: 

Produce Plaintif's entire personnel file from Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections. which are incorparated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel} for defendant and counsel for other d
efendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relat
ing to communication’ 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurcrs
 regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidentia
l trade secrets, proprietary 

information or contidential communications with any governm
ent agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communi
cations exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information nat feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of adm
issible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, 
unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documen
ts in its possession pertaining Co 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 76: 

Produce all documents that reflect the layout of Defendant's Premises, including 
the 

location and dimensions of all buildings and the locatio
n and placement of asbestos-containing 

products. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attomey work praduct doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and co
unsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this cuse, (d) any applicab
le privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defen
dant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relat
ing to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with 
any government ugency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (
h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or () any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 
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information not {casibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

(he extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant. will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 77: 

Produce all documents containing any warnings concerning the possibility of injury 

resulting from the use of ushestos-containing products or exposure to asbestos. 

RESPONSE: See Gencral Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employces or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information ar confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert 
witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption,
 (i) 

the right of privacy, or @) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated ta lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 
Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has uny documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 78: 

Produce all photographs of asbestos products in place or usbestos-containing product
s 

being fubricated or utilized at Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the cxtent the request seeks information protected by the (a) altorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other 
defendants in this or other 

cuses regarding defense of this cuse, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communicution's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers reg
arding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (ec) any privilege relating to contidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government 
agency, (Ff) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemp
tion, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 
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information not (easibly culculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, Objection to 
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 
expensive, harassing, and anroying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Detendant has any documents in ils possession pertaining to 
plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 79: 

Produce all photographs of warning signs or warning statements which are or have been 

in place at Defendant's Premises in the vicinity of ashestos-containing products. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incarporated herein as if fully rewritten. 
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 
privilege, (b) the atlorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's cmployees or counsc] and defendant's insurers regarding the defensc of this 
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications wilh any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege, Objection to the extent the request seeks 
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

Produce all documents relating to any individuals claimed injury as a result of exposure 

to ashestos at Defendant's Premises, including, but not limited to, workers compensation claims. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption. (g) the witness statements exemptian, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

DELENDAN‘'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S 
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, FIRST REQUEST 

FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS- Page 66 
Fifiimducylpnviceribrazorie\cu nape welcrap,aocPlalniif"s 1 Sat of inierrngs § Recuest ‘or Produchan 

RAR en mem cee 
“ ” oa ’ “ 

- we eee SL i
~
)
>
 

o
r
l
 

v
a
y
 

PRINT TIMEAUG, 9. 4:58?M

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1651: Union Carbide's Responses to Plaintiff Arnold Wiley's First Interrogatories, Re…
ACL Doc 16738 · Page 66 of 76

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/16738/66

https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16738/66


the extent the request is overly broad, vague. ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, und annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's requcst. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 81: 

Produce all documents, including but not limited to, corporate minutes, which mention 

the hazards or potential hazards of asbestos. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewnuen, 

Objection ta the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) uny applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this cuse, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the vight of privacy. or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculnted to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing. and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents im ils possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 832: 

Produce ull documents, including invoices, shipping receipts, bills of lading and purchase 

orders, related to the purchase of ashestas-containing products for use at Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (4) attomey-clicnt 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any upplicable privilege relating to com
munication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the def
ense of this 

claim or cluims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets
, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) th
e expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, ar (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to leud to the discovery ot admissible evid
ence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensame, unnecessarily 
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expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 
sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 
plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, &3: 

Produce ali documents relating to inspections by labor inspectors, insurance company 
inspectors or unyore from your company or hired by your company, that included the taking or 

measuring of “dust counts”. 

RESPONSE: See Generu] Objections, which are incorporated hercin as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the atiomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discavery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has uny documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 84 

In the event that Defendant performed or had performed any dust level counts or 

measurements of any of its plants or industrial facilities with respect to asbestos dust, produce 

uny documents, memoranda, or other writings that in any way reflect the results of such studies 

or counts and actions taken as 2 result of such counts or studies, 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication'
s 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of t
his 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the e
xpert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption,
 (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 
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the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in ils possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 85: 

Produce all reports, writings (whether published or unpublished) and/or other 

documentation written, created and/edited by any of your experts that in anyway pertain to 

asbestos and the hazards and/or diseases that may result therefrom. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel] for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's 

between defendant's employecs or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

infarmation not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of aclmissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 86: 

Produce ul! documents which will be used at the time of trial, including all potential 

exhibits and those documents which maybe used to cross-examine other witnesses or in rebuttal, 

and which you contend are relevant to any of Defendant's enumerated defenses in Defendant's 

most recently filed Aaswer, 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the ex:ent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the uttorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

causes regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communicution’s 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (€) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemplion, (g) the witness stulements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 
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information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the exlent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining Lo 

plaintiff's request. . 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 87: 

Produce documents between Defendant und any of its worker's compensation carricrs 

regarding the hazards of asbestos and asbestos-containing products. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (bh) the atlomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communicution’s 

between defendant's employces or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or cluims of this type, (e) any privilege relating Lo confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the e
xpert witness 

exemption. (g) the witness stitements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to leud to the discovery of admissible ev
idence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annaying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaini
ng to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. &8: 

Produce a copy of all regulations, orders, rules and/or policies which have been u
sed 

relating to the safety of the Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections. which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection ta the exten: the request seeks information protected by the (a) mtomey-client 

privilege, (b) ths attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant und counsel for other d
efendants in this or other 

cases regarding defens» of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating lo communication's 

hetween defendant's erployees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding
 the defense of this 

claim or claims of this lype, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trad
e secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government
 agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communi
cations cxemptinn, (i) 

the right of privacy. or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
 evidence. Objection to 
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the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plainuift’s request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 89: 

Produce all documents which contain complaints by employees of the Defendant's 

Premises regarding safety conditions and work place conditions at the Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten, 

Objection to the exfent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work praduct doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel] for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or ot
her 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to c
ommunication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defens
e of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, propri
etary 

information or confidential communicayions with any government ugency, 
(f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemptio
n, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evide
nce. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession
 pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 90: 

Produce all documents which contain complaints by Union representati
ves ot Defendant's 

Premises regarding safety conditions and work place conditions a
t the Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein us if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the atlormey work praduct doctrine, (c) uny applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel} for defendant and counsel for 
other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privileg
e relating to communication's 

between defendant's emplayees or counsel and defendant's insu
rers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating to con
fidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any g
overnment agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the pa
rty communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to Jead to the discovery of admiss
ible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnccessarily
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expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregomg objections and without waiving 

same. Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plainviff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 9]: 

Produce all documents, organizatianal charts or rosters which identify the members of the 

management att he Defendant's Premises and their arcas of responsibility during the time period 

of Plaintiffs work at Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctnne, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
 

between defendant's employees or counsel und defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witn
ess 

exemption, (g) the witness stutements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Suhject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertai
ning to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 92: 

Produce all documents which evidence Defendant's, net worth, including but not limited 

to al} *10-K" forms filed for the last five (5) years. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (4) altorney-client 

privilege. (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications hetween counsel for defendant and counsel for other defenda
nts in this or other 

cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to co
mmunication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers reg
arding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trad
e secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government a
gency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communica
tions exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or G) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissi
ble evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vaguc, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessar
ily 
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expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiffs request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 93: 

Produce all documents which evidence Defendant's purchase, acquisition, sale, or transfer of 

ownership of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the atlormey work: praciuct doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or
 other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communica
tion's 

between defendant's employees or counse! and defendant's insurers regarding the de
fense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, propri
etary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, 
(f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communication
s exemption, (1) 

the right of privacy, or Qj) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 
evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overiy broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in Its 
possession pertaining fo 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 94: 

Produce all indemnity agreements, assignments of liability, subr
ogation agreements und 

other similar documents relating to Defendant's Premises and liabilities arising from said 

ownership. 

RESPONSE: See Genera] Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the cxtcnt the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege. (b) the attomey work prociuct doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communicutions hetween counsel for defendant and counsel for o
ther defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (dl) any applicable privilege relating lo communication's 

hetween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's
 insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to c
onfidential trade secrets, propnetary 

information or confidential communications with any go
vernment agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party comm
unications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information nat feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of
 admissible evidence. Objection to 
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the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has uny dacuments 1 its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 95. 

Produce all contracts pertaining in work done by contractors at Def endant's facility. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Obyection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for cletendant and counsel for other defendants in
 this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to c
ommunication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defi endant's insurers regar
ding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade s
ecrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the 
expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exe
mption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or Gj) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 
evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessanl
y 

expensive, harussing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its pos
session pertaining to 

plaintifl’s request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 96. 

Please praduce any printed material produced or published by Defenda
nt containing any 

warnings concerning the possibility of injury resulting fr
om the use of asbestos-containing 

products or exposure to asbestos? 

RESPONSE: See General Objectians, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks infarmation protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel far defendant and counse
l for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (4) any applicable privileg
e relating to communication's 

between defendant's emplayees or counscl and defendant's 
insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to conf
idential trade secrets, propnelary 

information or canfidential communications with any g
overnment agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) t
he party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy. or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery af adm
issible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broud, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, un
necessarily 

expensive, hurassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 
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same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any 
dacuments in ils possession pertaining to 

plaintifi’s request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 97: 

Produce all documents and other Langible things relating to th
e Plaintiff. 

RESPONSE: See Gencral Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant and
 counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense af this case, (a) any applicable 
privilege relating to communication’s 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defend
ant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relat
ing lo confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communications wit
h any government agency, (1) the expert witness

 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, 
(h) the party communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or Q) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the dis
covery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burd
ensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without Wai
VINg 

sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has an
y dacuments in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 98: 

If you contend that you did not own or contro
l the facility(ies) during anytime period that 

Plaintiff worked (or believes he worked) at t
he facility(ies), please produce a documentati

on that 

supports your contention, ‘including but not limit
ed to documentation pertaining to the purchase, 

sale, acquisition, mergcr, or divestment of corporations, subsidiaries, divisions, or other 

corporate entities or assets that included the purcha
se, sale, acquisition, merger, or divestment of 

the facility(ies); such documentatian 1a #inc
hide, by way of example and nat limitation,

 purchase 

or sule apreements; minules, resolutions, annual r
eports, LOK reports or other state or federal 

agency filings, or deposition, trial testi
mony or affidavits of your corporate repr

esentatives who 

are the most knowledgeable individuals with re
spect to such matters. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

Objection to the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

privilege. (b) the attorney wark product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defenda
nt and counsel for other defendants in this or 

other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (al) any applicable privilege relating ta c
ommunication's 

between clefendant's employces or counsel an
d defendant's insurers regarding the defense o

f this 

claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privile
ge relating to confidential trade sccrets, prop

rietary 
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information or confidential communications with any gove
rnment agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) t
he party communications exemption, (1) 

the right of privacy, or Qj) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 

information nat feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of
 admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome
. unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any docum
ents in ils possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 
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