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GENERAL OBJECTIONS

Union Carbide ohjects to the entire set of Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories, Requests for
Production and Requests for Admissions on the following grounds, which are hereby
incorporaled by reference in Union Carbide’s responses to individual Interrogatories, Requests
for Production and Requests for Admissions below:

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 1

Union Carbide stales that trial preparation and factual investigation are ongoing. Union
Carbide's answers to these Interrogatories, Requests for Production and Requests for Admissions
are based on information known to Union Carbide at this time. Union Carbide reserves the right,
however to make reference at the trial or at any hearing in this action to facts and documents not
identified in these responses, the existence or relevance of which is later discovered by it or its
counsel. By this reservation, Union Carbide does mot in any way assyme a continuing
responsibility to update its responses to these Interrogatories, Requests for Production and
Requests for Admissions, and specifically objects 10 each of these Interrogatories, Requests for
Production and Requesis for Admissions to the extent that they seek to impose any such
continuing obligation upon Union Carbide.

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 2:

. Union Carbide objects to plaintiffs’ Interrogatories, Requests for Production and
Requests for Admissions in their entirety on the grounds that they are not reasonably framed in
terms of the facts and subject matter of the present action, with the result that Union Carbide is
called upon to speculate as o what information relevant to the present case, if any, may be
deemed 1o fall within the scope of the Interrogatories, Requests for Production and Requests for
Admissions as phrased.

GENERAL OBJ ECTION NO, 3:

Union Carbide also objects to all Tnterrogatorics, Requests for Production and Requests
for Admissions insofar as they would require the disclosure of information protected by the
attomey-client privilege or work praduct doctrines.

GENERAL ORJECT [ON NO. 4: :

Union Carbide objects 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 that the plaintiff
has made no gllegation of exposure 10 those products. According 10 Union Carbide's best
presently available information, these products consist of the following: a tree sprout jnhibitor
used primarily to inhibit growth on telephone poles; a phenolic molding compound used in
electronic parts and producis such as switches and radios; 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 quuniities 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).
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All responses fo these Interrogatories, Requests for Production and Requests for Admissions

refer to Calidrin asbestos only.

G OBJECTION NO. 5:

Union Carbide objects to this entire set of Interrogatories, Requests for Production and
Requests for Admissions Lo the extent that they call for information about Union Carbide
employees or premises, or policies pertaining to Union Carbide employees or premises other than
Union Carbide's Brownsville, TX location. Inasmuch as the plaintiffs do not allege that they or
their decedents were ever employed by Union Carbide or worked at any job site controlled by
Union Carbide other than the Brownsville, TX location, such information is irrelevant and
immaterial Lo matiers at issue in this case. Any pertinent information which the employec or

premises information about other locations can be said to reflect can be req

vested directly

without requesting the irrelevant and immaterial information or documentation about employees

or premises.
PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

These responses are based on facts known to or believed by Union Carbide Corporation
d/b/a Union Carbide Chemicals and Plustics, Tnc., at the time of answer. Because much of the
information is sought from many years ago and is therefore difficult or impossible to reconstruct
or retrieve, we teserve the right 1o amend these responses as, and if, new or better information
becomes available or if any eror 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.
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DEFENDANT'S RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF'S INTERROGATORIES,
AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION,
AND REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

OGATO 0.l

For each person who - has supplied any information used in answering these
*intcrrogatories, state the name, address, job title, length of time employed by Defendant, and a

year-by-year list of all other positions, titles, or jobs held when working for Defendant.

RESPONSE: Objection. It is impossible for Union Carbide Corporation d/b/a Union Carbide
Chemicals and Plastics, Inc., to answer this intertogatory. Union Carbide Corporation d/b/a
Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc., has been involved in asbestos litigation for many
years. During the course of said litigation, ils legal representatives have reviewed voluminous
records of itself and others, have conferred with many current and former employees and have
conferred with lcgal representatives of others. It has become impossible to distinguish sources of
information in an accurate and meaningful way.

R ST FO SJON NO. 1:

Admit that Defendant ordered, purchased or otherwise acquired asbestos-containing
products, asbestos-containing friction products, and/or machinery requiring the use of asbestos or

asbestos-containing producis.

RESPONSE: Sce Union General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide
responds as follows: Admitted. At times during the operation of Union Carbide (acilities, UCC
acquired 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. '

REQUEST FO ODUCTION NO. L:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole o in part, produce all dacuments supporting
your denial. '
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RESPONSE: Not applicable. See Genera! Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully
rewritien.  Objection to the cxfent the request secks information protected by the (a)
attomey-client privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicuble privilege
relating fo 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, (3}
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. Ohjection 10 the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly
pburdensome, unnecessarily expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject 10 the forepoing

objections and without waiving same, Defendant will supplement.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2:

'

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

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

Defendant's Premises during the yeurs al 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 facilities, UCC
acquired 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.

INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

if you admit the foregoing request, plcasc list all asbestos-containing products used at

Defendant's Premises and for each product stute the { ollowing:

What these products were used for

From whom these products were purchased

Where these products were installed

Specific persons or contractors who install these products

® B0 TP
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ANSWER: Sce General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as
if fully rewritten. Obijection. This interrogalory 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 pertaining to the purchase or acquisition of
such asbestos-containing products for use at Defendant's Premises, including but not limited to
invoices, pricc quotations, purchase orders, requisitions, bills of fading, and other purchasing
and/or shipping documents of the similar nature.

RESPONSE: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein
as if fully rewritten. Objection to the exient the request seeks information protected by the (a)
attorney-client privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (¢) any applicable privilege
velating 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
communication's between defendant’s employees of 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, (3]
the expert witness exemption, (g) the witness stalements exemption, (h) the party
communications exemption, (1) 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 exient 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. 3:

Admit that during the time Plainiiff was working on Defendant’s Premises, it was
foreseeable that asbestos-conlaining praducts on Defendant's Premises would or could be
removed, siripped, repluced or repuired at some time after installation.

RESPONSE: See Union General Objection #5. Subject 10 its objections, Union Carbide
responds as follows: Admirted. At times during the operation of Union Carbide facilities, UCC
acquired products which contained asbestcs in accordance with state-of-the-an 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.

TERROGATORY NO. :
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Please slale whether any asbestos-containing products in place or in use at Defendant's

Premises have been abated at any time.

a. If so, list each person or company that performed such abatement services
(including address and telephonc number)

h. -~ State the dates and locations of each abatement procedure;

c. State which asbestos-contuining praducts were abated.

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as
if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdenseme, harassing

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

UEST FO ODUCTION NO. 3:

Produce all documents that in any way pertain fo abatement of asbestos-containing
materials on Defendant’s Premises, including but not limited to a removal plan or orpanized
written criteria or schedule for the removal of asbestos at Defendant's Premises, and in operation

and maintenance plan.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection o the exient the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorey 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, () the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or () any other privilege. Ohjection 10 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 broud, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the forcgoing objections and without waiving

same, Defendant will supplement.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4:

Admit that Plaintiff worked on premises owned by Defendant

predecessor-in-interest of Defendant.

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

the investigation for defendant’s responses to discovery is still ongoing. Thervefore,
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 4:

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 infanmation 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 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 insurets 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
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harussing, and annoying. Subject 10 the foregoing objections and without waiving

same, Defendant will supplement.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCT JON NO. 5:

Tf you admit the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting

your admission that Plainti (f was on 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) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 10
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 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 secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the wilness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, @)
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, Defendunt will supplement.

REQL/EST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6.
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Produce all records identifying contractors and/or the employees of con
on your premises during the years at issue, 'including but not limited to si En-in-

tractors who were
fogs, gate records,

visitor's logs, identification badge logs and procedures, and other documents of a similar nasure.

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the exient the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctnne, (¢) any applicable privilege relating to
communications hetween 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, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any govemnment agency, (f) the expert witness
exemplion, (g) the witness statements cxemption, (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.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 7:

Produce all records pertaining to the methods and manner of identification of individuals
entering and/or lcaving your facilities, during the years at issue, including but not limited to
fingerprinting or other methods of identifying contractor employees at your premises, and

specifically including any fingerprinting or other records identifying the Plaintiff

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attormey-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 regurding defense of this casc, (@) any applicuble privilege relating to communicution's
petween defendant’s employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (€) any privilege relating 1o confidential trade secrels, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, () the expert witness

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (i) any other privilege. Objection o 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.

]NZIZE&EOGAIO&! NO. 4:
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Identify the contractors who worked on your premises during the years at issue, and fore
each, state:

The type of work performed by the contractor

The dates such work was performed;

Identify your employee responsible for monitoring, verifying, or instructing
conceming these scrvices lo be per-formed by such contractors.

i

o

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

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory 18 overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
and annoying piven the parameters and subject matter of this case,

REQU OR PRODUCTION NO. 8:

Produce the contract documents pertaining to the contractors who performed services on
Defendant's Premises during the years at issue, including but not limited to invitations to bid,
requests for propasals, bids, proposals, scope of work, specifications, blueprints, plans,
acceptances, contracts, amendments, addenda, change orders, and other contract documents of a
similar nature.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which arc 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, (¢) any applicable privilege relating lo
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, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the wilness 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 1o 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. Subiject to the foregoing objections and without waiving

same, Defendant will supplement.

SRROGATORY NO. 5:

Tdentify each employec who was responsible for allowing contractor employces access (o
Defendant's Premises during the years at issue.

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as
i fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing

and annoyinyg given the parameters and subject matter of this case.
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5:

Admit that Plaintiff worked on Defendant's Premises where Defendant used or applied
asbestos-containing products.

RESPONSE; This defendant is unable to either admit or deny this request for admission because
the investigation for defendant’s responses [0 discovery is still ongoing. Therefore, denied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 9:

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

RESPONSE: Scc General Objections, 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 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 exient 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.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6:

Do you contend that Plaintiff was not exposed to asbesios while working at the
Defendant's Premise(s)? If the answer is anything other than "na", identify each and every fact
which supports this contention.

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as
if fully rewritien. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing
and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case. Specifically, this Defendant
objects to the overly broad and unduly burdensome lunguage, “identify each and cvery fact which

supports this contention.”
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6:

Admit thai Plaintiff, in the course and scope of his work as an employee of an
independent contractor, worked around Defendant's employees who were using and/or applying -

asbestos-containing products.

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable to either admit or deny this request for admission because
the investigation for defendant’s responses to discovery is still ongaing. Therefore, denied.

REQL (8) ODUCTION NO. 10:

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

your

RESPONSE:_See General Obijections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request secks information protecied by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the auomcy work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 10
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
cluim 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
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 th
information not fcasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidenc

e request seeks
e. 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.

2OUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7:

Admit that Plaintiff worked on and/or around Defendant's Premises in areas where
asbestos-containing products were installed, used, prepared for use, replaced or repaired, stored

or loaded, unloaded or transported.

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable to either admit or deny this request for admission because
the investigation for defendant’s responses 1o discovery is still ongoing. Therefore. denied.
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ST FO SION NO. 8:

Admit that in 1960 Defendunt was aware that airhomne asbestos dust created a potcntial
health hazard to those who breathed such dust.

RESPONSE: Denied. Union Carbide denics that it possessed awareness that dust of any type at
sufficiently high levels could cause health hazards. Indeed, Umon Carbide cmployed state-of-
the-art practices and was recognized as an industry leader in efforts, including but limited to,
safety practices in efforts lo minimize or avoid dust inhalation by its or contract employees,
including, but not limited to, safety practices, ventilation measures and information provision.
Union Carhide’s information about specific asbestos-related hazards, however, developed
gradually. Union Carbide’s involvement with asbestos was primarily as that of an industrial
consumer. Union Carbide manufactured some products which had an asbestos content, and from
1963-1985, mined and sold a unique short-fiber chrysotile used for specialized, non-insulation
purposes. Union Carbide never manufactured or sold asbestos-containing insulation.
Accordingly, Union Carbide {acked any special knowledge ot information of the insulation
industry.

Union Carbide's knowledge concerming potential health hazards possibly associated with
excessive ashestos fiber inhalation developed gradually. Sources of information as to possible
heslth concerns of which Union Carbide is presently aware included general and scientific
literature on the topic and reports oOf memoranda by Union Carbide cmployees. Upon the
plaintift s request, copies of such reports and memoranda, which Union Carbide has located, will
be made available at a suitable time and place for review and duplication by the plaintiff.

Union Carbide recognizes that the excessive inhalation of asbestos fiber may be
associated with the development of serious and potentially fatal disease. Union Carbide also
understands thut the onset and development of such disease in a person may be related to an
affected by, among other factors: the particular type of fiber that is inhaled; cigarette smoking;

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

UEST FO QDUCTION NO. 11

Tf 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 rewritien.
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 [0
communications betweecn counse! for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
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cases reparding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
peiween defendant's employecs or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or cluims of this type. (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with sny government agency, (N the experl witness
exemplion, (g) the wilness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or () any other privilege. Objection o the extent the request sceks
information not feasibly calculaied to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the oxtent the request is overly hroad, vague, ambiguous, undaly 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 of and/or use of asbestos-containing
products on Defendant's Premises during the time period Plainti(f wus working on Defendant's

Premises,

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable 1o either admit or deny this request for admission because
the investigation for defendant’s responses to discovery is still ongoing. Therefore, denied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 12:

Produce any and all photographs or videographic depictions or films depicting the use by
you or your employces of any safety precautions (such as containment areas, warning signs, etc.)
taken to protect bystanders from the hazards of airborne asbestos resuiting from the use of

asbestos-containing products by your employees at any locations.

SE: See General Ohjections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritien.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (3) attormey-client
privilege, (b) the arorney work product doctrine, (¢) any applicable privilege relating 10
communications between counscl for defendant and counsel (or other defendants in this or other
cases 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, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, propriefary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communicatio
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent 1

ns exemption, (i)
he request secks

information not feasibly calculated 1o lead to the discovery of admissible cvidence. 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

plaintiff’s request.

INTERROGATORY NO. 7

Please identify any and all wamings ever given by Defendant, if any, to Plaintiffs
regarding the hazards of ashestos and the dangers 'inherent in the inhalation of asbestos fibers.

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as
if fully rewritien. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad. unduly burdensome, harassing

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

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 13:

Produce all such warmings.

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-client
privilege, (b) the uttomney work product doctrine, () any upplicable privilege relating to
communications between counse] 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, (¢) any privilege relating 1o 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, (1)

the right of privacy, ar (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
cxpensive, 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 ADMISSION NO. 10:

Admit that Defendant did not distribute any literature or warnings of any kind to its

employees duning the period of time Plaintiff worked on Defendant's Premise

potential health hazards to those who breathe airbome asbestos dust.

s regarding the

RESPONSE: See General Objcction #3. Subject 10 its objection, Union Carbide Corporation

d/b/a Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc.’ responds as follows: Denied. Scc Union
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Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1652: Uni i
- : Union Carbide's Re ia's Fi
T sponses to Robert C. Garcia's First Interrogatories, Reque...

Carbide Corporation d/b/a Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc, s response to Request
Admissions No. 8.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 14:

If you deny the (oregoing, produce all such warnings.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Obijcction to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attormey-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. (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any govemnment 4gency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements excrption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Obijection to the extent the request secks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection 10
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly hurdensome, unnecessarily
cxpensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject 1o the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession periaining to

plaintiff's request.

INTERROGATORY NO. 8:

Describe Defendant's safety policy as it relates to the use of asbestos-containing materials
at jobsites where Defendant's employees were performing services. In your answer, please state:

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

h. what instructions, if any, were given to Defendant's employees on the
identification of materials which might or did contain asbestos.

ANSWER: See General Obijections 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 maiter of this case,

ODUCTION NO. 13:
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Produce ull 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 attorney work product dectrine, (¢) 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, () the expert witness
excmption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (1)
the Tight of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the exient 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, Defendamt will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 11:

Admit that Defendant consciously decided not to wam its employees of the dangers of
asbestos,

RESPONSE: See General Objeclion #5. Subiject to its objection, Union Carbide Corporation
dM/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 warned Plaintiff about the hazards of asbestos
and asbestos-containing products? If the answer is anything other than "no", identify each and
every fact which supports this coniention.

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 paramelers and subject matter of this case. This Defendant specifically
objects to the overly broad and unduly burdensome language, “jdentify each and every fact which

supports this contention S

\
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INTERROGATORY NO. 10:

Describe all safety precautions taken by you or your employees (such as containment
aress, wamning signs, ventilation systems, evacuating the premises, etc.) for the protection of
bystanders (including but not limited 1o Plaintiffs) from the hazards resulting from the use of
asbeslos-containing products by your employees at any locations.

ANSWER; See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as
if fully rewnitten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, undnly burdensome, harassing
and snnoying given the purameters and subject matter of this case.

INTERROGATORY NO. L1

Have you ever provided safety cquipment [0 persons working on Defendant's Premises? If
s0, pleuse list the safety equipment provided and indicate:

4. when the equipment was first provided

b. to whom the equipment was provided

c. under what circumstances the equipment was provided

d. Further, identify the person with the most knowledge of your "safety equipment”
policies.

ANSWER: Sce 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. 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 these
cmployees from inhaling asbestos.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the
pgrounds that it is overly broad and not phrased to allow a meaningful admission or denial.
Subject to its objections, Union Cuarbide 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
contuined state-of-the-art ashestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response 1o Request for

Admissions No. B.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 12:

State in detail what tests have been conducted with regard 1o 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 state where and when these tests were conducted, by whom these tesis were conducted,

and the results of any such test.

ANSWER: Scec General Ohjections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as

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

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

TERROGATORY NO. 13

Do you contend that Defendant's representatives, insurance carpers 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
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

Please stale cach time any regulatory agency or other govermning body has inspected the
Defendant's premises to delermine if health and safety regulations governing exposure to
ashestos were being followed. Include in your response the date and results of cach inspection,

and state whether a written report was generated.

ANSWER: See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as
if fully rewritien. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing

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

0 SION NO. 13:
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Admit thar 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 Plaintiff was present.

RESPONSE: See General Obijection #5. Union Carbide further abjects to this Request on the
grounds that it is overly broad and not phrased 1o allow & 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 stute-of-the-art ashestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response to Request for

Admissions No. 8.

URST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 16

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 10 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 tegarding 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, (&) any privilege relating 10 confidential trade secrels, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any govemment agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, ()
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection 1o the extent the request sceks
information not (easibly calculuted to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, Obijection 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.

ST FO SSION NO.

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 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.
Subiject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as {ollows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient
information to admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whether, for instance,
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“employees working with or around asbestos” include all employees entering premises which
contained state-of-the-art asbestos insulation. See Union Carbidc’s response to Request (or

Admissions No. 8.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 17:

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.

Obijection to the extent the request seeks information protecicd by the (a) attormcy-client
privilege, (b) 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
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant’s insurers regarding 1

communication's
he defense of this

claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary
information or confidential communications with any govemment Bgency, () the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statcments 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 fead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection 10

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessanily
cxpensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the forcgoing 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. 15:

Admit that you did not utilize ventilation or exhaust sysiems to divert dust at the
worksites where your employees were using asbestos-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,
“cmployees working with or around ashestos” include all employees entering premises which
contained state-of-the-art asbestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response to Request for

Admissions No. 8.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 18:

It you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporling

your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection o the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product dacirine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications hetween counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cuses regarding defensc 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, (€) any privilege rclating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary

information or confidential communications with any govemment agency, () the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or () any other privilege. Objection 10 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, Pefendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to

plaintiff’s request.

OR A SSION NO. 16:

Admit that you did not utilize dust collection engineering controls to trap aitborne
asbestos dust at the worksites where your employees were using asbestos-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.
Subiject to its abjections, Union Carbide responds as follows; Union Carbide lacks sufficient
information to admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whether, for instance,
“cmployees working with or around asbestos” include all cmployees entering premises which
contained state-of-the-urt 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 al} documents supporting

your denial.

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

privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
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communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for ather defendants in this or other
cases rcgarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege reluting to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendunt's insurers regarding the detense of this
claim or claims of this type, (€) any privilege relating to confidential trade sccrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert wilness
exemplion, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Obijection to the extent the request secks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objeclion to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
cxpensive, 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, remove, cut or
score asbestos-containing products in a wet staic to prevent emission of airbomne asbestos [ibers

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

N

‘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 (ollows: 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 responsc to Request for

Admissions No. 8.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO 0. 20:

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

your denial.

RESPONSE: See Genersl Objections, which are incorporated herein as it fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (») atiorney-client
privilege, (b) the atomey work product docirine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 1o
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
hetween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claima 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)
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the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Obijection 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 documenis in its possession pertaining to

plaintifl"s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18:

Admit that you did not cvacuate 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 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 fo 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 No. 8.

8] ODUCTION NO. 2{:

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

your denial.

RESPONSE: See Generul 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 atomey 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 defensc 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
clsim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary

information or confidential communications with any government agency. () 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 sceks
information not feasibly calculated 1o lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessanly
expensive, harassing. and annoying. Subject to the forcgoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining 1o

plaintiff's request.

INTERROGATORY NO. 15:
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Have you ever wamed workers on Defendant's Premises of the hazards of asbestos and
asbestos-containing products? If so, describe in detail the methods of such wamings, who you
warned and when. Please include in your response 4 description of any written wamings 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, duplicative,
harassing and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case.

INTERROGATORY NO. 16:

Have you ever had a policy requiring workers on Defendant's premises to use respirators?
If so, plense:

state when this policy was implemented,

describe this policy in detail;

state 10 whom it applied (.. Defendant employees and contractor employees);
and describe what types and brand names of respirators were required by you.

aQo®

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 paramelers and subject matrer of this case.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19:

Admit that you did noi post warning, caution or hazard signs prior to the utilization of
asbestos-containing materials by your employees at the worksites where your employees were
using asbestos-containing materials, including the worksites where Plaintiff was present.

ONSE: See Generul Objection #S. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide rcsponds as
follows: Denied. See Union Carbide’s response to Requests for Admissions Nos. 8 and 13.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 22:

Tf you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.
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RESPONSE: See General Objections, which arc incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request sceks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 10
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
petween defendant's employees or counse! 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. () the expert witness
exemplion, (g) the witness staiements 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 burdcnsome, nnnecessarily
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. 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 Obijection #5. Subject 10 its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Denied. See Union Carbide’s response to Requests for Admissions Nos. 8 and 13.

ST FO ODUCTION NO. 23:

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

RESPONSE: Sece General Obijections, which are incorporated herein s if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) atomey-client
privilege, (b) the sttormey 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 casc, (d) any applicable privilege relating 1o 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 secrets, proprietary
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information or confidential communications with any govemment agency, (f) the expert witness
cxemplion, (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 sccks
information not feasibly calculated to lead 10 the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection 1o
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
plaintif s request.

UEST FO ODUCTION NO. 24:

Produce all documents reflecting payments made to contractors during the years at issue,
including Plaintiffs employer. including but not limited to invoices, bills, check requests,
requisitions, canceled checks, or other documents of a similar nature reflecting payment for
services rendered by Plaintiffs employer.

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if Fully rewritren.
Objcction to the exlent the request secks information protected by the (a) attomey-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege rclating 1o
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
canes 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, (¢) any privilege relating 10 confidential trade sccrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
execmption, (g) the witness statcments excmption, (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 lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Obijection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnccessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement i Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to

pluintiff's request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSTONNO. 2 L

Admit that the use of ashestos-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 & meaningful admission of denial.
Subiject 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,
“cmployces working with or around asbestos” include all employees entering premises which
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contained state-of-the-art asbestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response to Request for

Admissions No, 8.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSJON 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 obijections, Union Carbide responds as

follows: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 25:

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

your denial.

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

Objection 1o the cxtent the request secks information protected by the (a)

attommey-client

privilege, (b) the aitorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicablc 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 commanications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or () any other privilege. Obijection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to tead 1o 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 manage the use or

condition of Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: This defendunt is unable 10 either admit or deny this request for admission because
the investigation for defendant’s Tesponses to discovery is still ongoing. Therefore, denied.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCT [ON NO. 26:

Il 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 exient the request sccks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 1o
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege reluting 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
infarmation or confidential communications with any government agency, () the expert witness
exemption, (g) the wimess stalements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Obijection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead 10 the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subjecl to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

A (@) 0. 24:

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power to direct the use or
condition of Defendant's Premises.

SPONSE: This defendant is unable to either admit or deny this request for admission because
the investigation for defendant’s responses to discovery is still ongoing. Thereforc, denied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 27:

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

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request scecks information protecied by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (h) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege velating 10
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel far other defendants in this or other
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cases 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 confidential wrade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency. () the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness siatfements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the exient 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 1o

plaintiff’s request.

STFOR A SSJON NO, 25:

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power (0 superintend the use or
conditions of Defendant's Premises.

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

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 28:

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

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-client
privilege, (b) the attomey 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 casc, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
cluim or claims of this type. (¢) any privilege relating 10 confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemplion, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, )]
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead 1o the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and snnoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving

sume, Delendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.
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OR A SION NO. 26:

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power to restrict the use or
condition of Defendant’s Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #3. Subject 1o its objections, Union Curbide responds as
follows: Admitied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO., 29:

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 exient the request seeks information protecied by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the aitomey 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 10 communication's
between defendunt's employees or counsel and defendant’s insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential tradc 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, ()
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 admissiblc evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarly
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 10

plaintiff’s request.

o SSION NO. 29:

Admit that, during the ycars at issuc, Defendant had the power {0 regulate the use or
condition of Defendant's Premises.

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

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 30:
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If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: Seec 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 end 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 oF counsel and defendant's insurcrs 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 stalements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (i) 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 1o the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendunt 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 o govem the use or
condition of Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject 1o 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 documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewntten.
Objection 1o the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorncy-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 casc, (d) any applicable privilege relating (o communication’s
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regurding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
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information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness slatements excmption, (h) the party communications exemption, ]
the vight of privacy, or () any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks
information not feasibly caleulated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection o
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
~ cxpensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and withont waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to

plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 29

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power to oversee the use or
condition of Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See Genera!l Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
fallows: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 32: \

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

RESPONSE: Sece 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 defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees oF 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
exemption, (g) the witness staternents excmption, (W) the party communications excmption, ®)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Obijection to the extent the request sceks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Obijection 10
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 1o
plaintiff’s request.

UEST FO SSION NO. 30:
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Admit that, during the years at ;ssue, Defendant had the power 1o administer the use or
condition of Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
tollows: 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 rewritien.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the artorney work product doctrin, (c) any applicable privilege relating o
communications belween 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 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 govemment 8gency, () the expert witness
exemption, (g) the wilness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, @)
the night of privacy, of (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
jnformation 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 o
plaintiff's request.

OR A SSION NO. 31:

Admit that during the years at issue, Defendant controlled Defendant’s Premises.

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

D OR PRODUCTION NO. 34:

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

RESPONSE: Sce Gencral Obijections, which are incorporated herein as if (ully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the awormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 10
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communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege rclating 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 (o confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
excmption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (1)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Obijection to the cxtent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated t0 lead 1o 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

plaintifl"s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 32:

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant managed the use of condition of

PDecfendant'’s Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject 10 its objections, Union Carbide responds as

follows: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 35:

Tf you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in par, produce all documents supporting

your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request secks information protected by the (n) attorney-clicnt
privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 10
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 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 govemnment agency, () the expert witness

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the pary communicatio

ns exemption, (i)

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated o 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 possess

plaintiff's request.
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REOUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 33

Admit that, during the years at issuve, Defendant directed the use or condition of
Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Obijection #3. Subject o its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admitied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 36:

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.
Ohjection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attormey-client
privilege, (b) the attormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 10
communications between counsel {or defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
petween 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 sccrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, () 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.

OR ADMISSION NO. 34:

Admit that, during the years at issus, Defendant superintended the use or conditions of
Defendant's Premises. '

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

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 37:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in pait, produce all documents supporting
your denial. :
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RESPONSE: See General Obijections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritien.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) amorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 10
communications between counsel for defendant and counse! for other defendants in this or other
cascs regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers reparding the defense of this
- claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating 10 confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert wilness
excmption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, @)
the right of privacy, or (i) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated 1o 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 penaining to

plaintif"s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 35:

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant restricted the use or condition of
Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: Sce General Objection #5. Subject t0 its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admitied. /

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 38:

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

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

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

privilege, (b) the attoney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 10
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 counsc! 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, ()
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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 averly 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 posscssion pertaining to

plaintiff's request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSTON NO. 36:

Admit thas, during the years al issue, Defendant regulaicd 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. 39:

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 rewriten.
Objection to the exient 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 rclating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claima of this type, (¢) any privilege relating 10 confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency. (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness staements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) sy other privilege. Objcction to the exicnt the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection o
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 1o

plaintiff"s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 37

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant governed the use or condition of

Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: Scc General Objection #5. Subject 10 its objections, Union Carbide responds as

follows: Admitted.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 40:

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

RESPONSE:_Se¢ General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection io the exient 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 ather defendants in this or other
cases regurding defense of this case, (d) any applicable 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, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential tradc 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 secks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection [0
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambignous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement il 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 General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 41:

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

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Obijection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attomey 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 applicahle privilege relating to communication's
petween defendant's employees of counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defensc of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating 1o confidential trade secrets, proprietary
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information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the wilness staicments exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) uny other privilege. Objection to the exient 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 i Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining 10

plaintiff’s request.

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 objections, Union Carbide responds as

follows: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 42:

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

your denial.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the exient the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the auomey 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 relaling to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendunt's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e} any privilege relating to confidential trade secres, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any govemnment agency, (f) the expert witness
exemptlion, (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, vapue, 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 10

plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 40:
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Admit that Defendant retained some control over the manner in which Plaintiffs work
was performed.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide lacks direct information as to whether the Plaintiff worked on its
premises and thus lacks sufficient information to admit or deny. Union Carbide's investigation
yemain on-going, however, and Union Carbide reserves its right to supplement its response as
information becomes available.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 43:

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 rewntten.
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 this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade sccrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, () the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witmess statements exemption, (h) the paity 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 without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to

plaintiff’s request.

INTERROGAT ORY NO. 17:

Do you contend that ut no time during the years at issue, Defendant did not have the right
to advise or, il necessary, control the activities of employecs of contractors, working on
Defendant's Premises, who were enpaged in activitics which could be potentially hazardous to
either themselves or 1o the employees of Defendant? 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
and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case.
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E ST FOR A SION NO. 41:

Admit that Defendant retained some control over the manmer in which Plaintiffs employer

performed the work requested by the Defendant.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide lacks divect information as to whether the Plaintiff worked on its
- premises and thus lacks sufficient information to admit or deny. Union Carbide’s investigation
yemain on-going, however, und Union Carbide reserves its right to supplement ils response as

information becomes available.

EQUEST FO ODUCTION 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 herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the exicnt the request secks 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 other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
petween defendant's employces or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade sccrets, proprietary
information or confidential communicafions with any government agency, () 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 seeks
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 forcgoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining (o

plaintifi”s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 42:

Admit that Plaintiff was not entirely free 10 do the work on Defendant's Premises in his own way.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide lacks direct information as to whether the Plaintiff worked on its
premises and thus jacks sufficient information to admit or deny. Union Carbide’s investigation

remain on-going, however, and Union Carbide reserves its right to supplement jts response as

information becomes available.

LUEST FO ODUCTION NO. 45:
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If you deny the foregaing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents SUppOrLing

your denial.

RESPONSE: See dencral 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 atlomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 10
communications berween 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
belween defendant's cmployees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential wrade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communicarions with any govemment 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. Obijection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject 1o the foregoing objections and without waiving

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

plaintiff’s request.

SQUEST FO SION NO. 43:

Admit that Plaintiffs employer was not entirely free to do the work requested by

Defendant on Defendant's Premiscs in its own way.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject 1o its objections, Union Carbide responds as

follows: Admitied. See Union Carbide’s responsc 1o Request No. 1.

REQUEST FOR PRODUC TION NO. 46:

If you deny the foregoing request, in wholc 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) attormney-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 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, (€) any pri vilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (N the expert witness
exemplion, (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 calculuted o lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly hroad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
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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 10

plaintiff's request.
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 44:

Admit that asbestos-containing gaskets were installed at Defendant'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. 47:

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

your denial.

'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-client

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privi
ants in this or other

communications between counse! for defendant and counsel for other defend

lege relating to

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. (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprielary
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, unnecessarly
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 1o

plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 45:

Admit that asbestos-containing pipe covering was installed at Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Obijection #35. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as

follows: Admitted. See Union Carbide’s response to Request No. L.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 48:
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If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting your

denial.

RESPONSE: Sce Generul Objections, which arc incorporated herein as il fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client
privilege, (b) the aiomey 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 applicablc 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, () any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witncss stalements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection 1o 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, vaguc, 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

plaintifl’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 46:

Admit that asbestos-containing boilers were installed at Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objectiokns. Union Carbide responds as
follows: Union Carbide lacks suf(icient information to admit or deny this Requests. Union

Carbide’s Brownsville, TX plant was closed in 1983. Union Carbide’s investi

gation remain on-

going and Union Carbide reserves its right to supplement this response as information becomes

available.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 49:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whale 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 secks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the auomey work product doctring, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counscl for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defensc 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
informution or confidential communications with any government agency, () the expert witness
exemption, (2) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications excmption, (i)
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the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection 10 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. Subjcct to the foregoing objections and without Wwaiving
same, Nefendant will supplement it Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to

plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 47

Admit that asbestos-containing fireproofing was installed at 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 Requests. Union
Carbide’s Brownsville, TX plant was closed in 1983. Union Carbide’s investigation remain on-
going and Union Carbide reserves its right 1o supplement this response as information becomes
available. Union Carbide admits that pipe covering containing asbeslos may have performed a

fire proofing role.

ST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 50:

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

your denial.

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewniten.
Qbjection to the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) atlorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product dactrine, (¢) 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 regurding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (€) any privilege relating to confidential trade sccrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, () the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness staternents exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or () any other privilege. Obijection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead 1o the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection 10
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 10

plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 48:

Admil thut asbestos-containing joint compound was instulled at Defend
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RESPONSE: See Gencral Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient information to admit or deny this Requests. Union
Carbide’s Brownsville, TX plant was closed in 1983. Union Carbide’s investigation remain on-
going and Union Carbide reserves its right Lo supplement this response as information becomes
available.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 51:

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 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 Lo 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 secrets, proprictary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness stalements exemption, (h) the party communications cxemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection lo the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated o 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. 49:

Admit that asbestos-containing insulation was installed at Defendant’s Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Admitied. The pipe covering constitute thermal insulation. See Union Carbide’s

response to Request No. 40,

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 52:
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If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: Se: General Objections, which arc incorporated herein as il fully rewritten.
Objection lo the exient the request secks 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
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, () any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
excmption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the purty communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request sceks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discavery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambigunous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject 10 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_50:

Admit that such installation was done under your direction, supervision, and/or control.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds a5
follows: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 53.

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial, including but not limited to all documents identifying the entitics or individuals who
directed, supervised, and/or controlled such *installation activities.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewriten.
Objection fo the exlent the request sccks information protected by the (a) attomey-client
privilege, (b) the attomey work product docirine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
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communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cascs 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, (€) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency. () the expert witness
exemplion, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the cxtent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated o jead 10 the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection 1o
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objcctions and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement il Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining fo
plaintiff's request. '

INTERROGATORY NO. 18:

Please state the first year you learned that persons could suffer physical injury through the
inhalation of asbestos fibers and how Defendunt became aware of the existence of asbestos
hazards.

ANSWER: See General Obijections 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.

UEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 54:

Produce all documents that indicatc that asbestos fibers, when inhaled, can be hazardous
to the health of human beings.

RESPONSE: See General Objcctions, which are incorporated herein us if fully rewriiten,
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 ot counsel and defendant’s insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege reluting Lo confidential trade sectets, 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 pnvacy, or (i) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculared to lcad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarnily

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

UEST FOR A SIONNO.5 1:

Admit that you supervised the health and safety procedures implemented by contractors
waorking on Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Union Carbide lacks information as to whether or to what extent it directly supervised
the health and safety procedures implemented by contractors working on Defendant’s Premises.
The Brownsville, TX plant closed in 1983, Union Carbide’s investigation remain on-going.
Union Carbide did, however, inform and vequire contractors 10 implement health and safety
practices required by all employees on its facilities.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 52:

Admit that you supervised the health and safety practices implemented by Plaintiffs
employer.

RESPONSE: See General Obijcction #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Union Carbide lacks information as to whether or to what extent it directly supervised
the health and safety procedures implemented by contractors working on Defendant’s Premises.
The Brownsville, TX plant closed in 1983. Union Carbide’s investigation remain on-going.
Union Carbide did, however, inform and require contractors 10 implement health and safety

practices required by all employees on its facilities.

ST FO SJON NO, 53:

Admit that you did not protect the Plaintiff from exposure to ushestos on Defendant’s
Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objcction #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Denied. See Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 8.

R T FO ODUCTION NO. 55:
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Produce all documents supporting the legal theories and factual bases of your defenses set
forth in your response to Plaintiffs Request for Disclosure under Texas Rules of Civil Procedure

194.2, subparagraph (¢).

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection 1o the exient the request secks information protected by the () attomey-client
privilege, (b) the attorncy work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cascs regarding defense of this case, (@) any applicable privilege relating 1o 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, () 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 10 the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to tead 1o the discovery of admissible evidence. Obijection 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. 19:

Do you contend that Plaintiffs expasure to asbestos at Defendant's Premises was not a
qubstantial contributing factor in causing his ashestos-related injury? If the answer is anything
other than "no", identify each and every fact which supports this contention.

ANSWER: See General Objcctions and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as
if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing

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

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 54:

Admit that Plaintifls exposure lo asbestos al Defendunt's Premises was a substantial
contributing factor in causing his ashestos-related injury.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to is objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Denied. See Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 8.

!
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 56:

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 1o the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (¢) 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 10 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 secrels, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (N the expert witness
exemption, () 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. Objcction 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. 35:

Admit that Defendant did not excrcise reasonable care 1o reduce or eliminate the risk of
asbestos-relaled injury.

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 ADMISSION NQO. 56:

Admit that Defendant did not reduce or eliminate the unreasonable risk of harm posed by
the use of asbestos-containing products al Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Obijection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Denied. Sce Union Carbide’s response 10 Request No. 8.

REOUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 57:

11 you deny the foregoing request. in whole or in part, preduce all documents supporting
your denial.
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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 attormey work product dactrine, (c) any applicuble 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 defendlant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating 1o confidential trade secrels, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (N the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemplion, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Obijection 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 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 ADMISSION NO. 57:

Admit that Defendant's failure to reduce or eliminate the risk of hamm, to Plaintiff was a
substantial factor in bringing ahout Plaintiffs asbestos-related injury.

RESPONSE; See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Denicd. See Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 8.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 58:

Tf 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 rewritlen,
Objection to the exient the request secks 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
botween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, () any privilege relating 10 confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information ar confidential communications with any government agency, (P the expert witness
exemplion, (g) the witness staicments exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection io the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admisaible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject 1o the foregoing objections and without walving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining 10
plaintiff's request.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. §9:

Tf you contend that while at the premises on which you or your employees were working
with asbestos-containing materials, Plaintiff was not exposed to sufficient quantities of asbestos
dust 1o produce the disease(s) complained of, produce all documents supporting your contention.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) artomey-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 privilege relating to communication's
berween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant’s insurers regarding the defense of this
cluim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any povernment agency, (f) the expert witness
excmption, (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 (o the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendunt has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 60:

If you contend that Plaintiff is suffering from an asbestos discuse as a result of exposures
other than asbestos dust at the premises on which you or your employees were working with
asbestos-containing materials, produce all 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 (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) 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 communication's
hetween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant’s insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relating 10 confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) Lthe party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection Lo the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of sdmissible 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
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same, Defendant will supplement if Defendunt has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintifT’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 61:

If you contend that Plaintiff daes not suffer from the ashestos-related disease(s)
complained of, produce all documents supporting your contention.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the exient the request seeks information protected by the (a) atomey-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 dcfense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
hetween defendunt'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 secrels, 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 1o 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.

UEST FO ODUCTION 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 ashestos-containing materials, produce all documents
supporting your contention.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Obijection 10 the exient the request secks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the atormey work product doctrine, (¢) 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, () any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
excmption, (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 admissiblc evidence. Obijection 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
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 63:

Produce all documents used, referred to or relied upon in answering any Interrogatories.

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritien.
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
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 counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defensc of this
claim or claims of this type, () any privilege relating fo 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 1o 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
cxpensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the forcgoing 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 for Defendant that pertain to
documents and records, including but not limited to supplements, addenda,
memorands, 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 policies for
Defendant that pertain to documents and records created, maintained or stored by
electronic and/or magnetic means, including but not limited to records that have
been microfilmed, micvofiched, imaged, scanned, or stored on tapes, disks,
disketies, CD-ROM, databases, etc. or on or within any computcr hardware,
backup sysiem, 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 other superseding
instructions that referred to the stopping, suspending or resuming of such retention
or destruction policies.
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RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewrilten.
Objection lo the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) atlorney-client
privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (¢) 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 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, 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 io the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdcnsome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing ohjections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining (o
plaintiff’s request.

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 aids that refer
or relate to the existence, exlent, type, organization, filing system, method of access: or retrieval,
and/or location of Defendant’s documents (maintained or stored on-site of off-site) described in
the preceding paragraphs.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which arc incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objcction to the cxtent the request secks information protccted by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attomney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 10
communications hetween counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cascs regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant’s employees or counscl and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, () any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness stalements cxemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection 1o the extent the request sceks
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 snnoying. 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. '

SRROCGATORY NO. 20:
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Does Defendant have in ils possession any books, pamphlets, memoranda, or written
materials of any kind or character that would indicate that asbestos fibers, when inhiled, 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 written materjals.

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 PRODUCTION NO. 66:

Produce the written materials referred (o in the interrogatory above.

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 counse! for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this casc, (d) any applicahle privilege relating to communication's
between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant’s insurers regarding the delense of this
claim or claims of this type, (€) any privilege relating to confidential trude secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications cxemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the cxtent 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, undunly 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
plaintifl’s request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 58:

Admit thar Plaintiff filed suit against Defendant within two (2) years of the date of
discovering his usbestos-related condition or the existence of any asbestos -related causes of

acuon.

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable 1o either admit or deny this request for admission because
the investigation for defendant’s responses to discovery is still ongoing. Therefore, denied.
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EQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 59:
Admit that Defendant is liable for Plaintiffs asbestos related iliness.

RESPONSE: Sec General Objection #5. Subject to its abjections, 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 responds as
follows: Denied. Union Carbide’s Brownsville, TX plant was closed in 1983. See Union
Carbide’s response to Request No. &,

UEST FOR ADMISSIO 0.6}:
Admit that Defendant no longer uses asbestos on its Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject Lo its objections, Union Carbide responds as
follows: Denicd. Union Carbide’s Brownsville, TX plant was closed in 1983. See Union
Carbide’s response to Request No. 8.

UEST FO ODUCTION NO. 67:

Produce all documents that reflect, indicate or in anyway relate to communications
hetween you and any manufacturer of ashestos-containing products concerning or related to the
asbestos contained 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) attomey-client
privilege, (b) the attommey 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
hetween 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 canfidential 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
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infarmation not. feasibly calculated Lo lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objcction 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 ita possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 68:

Produce all documents disscminated 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 General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewriten.
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 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, propnetary
information or confidential communications with any gavernment agency, (f) the expert wilness
excmption, (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 1o
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
cxpensive, 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 to any inspections by any regulatory agency for the
purpose of ascertaining whether health or safety regulations were being followed or adhered to at
any of your plants. This request specifically seeks any and all such documentation referring to

dust hazards, including but not limited to asbestos in your planis,

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritien.
Objection to the cxtent the request seeks information protected by the (a) atlormey-client
privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendunt and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cuses regarding defense of this casc, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
petween defendant's cmployees 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
exemption, (g) the wilness 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 seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead (o the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject 1o the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendunt will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintif(’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 70:

Produce all safety meeting minutes or other documents, that refer to the dangers of
asbestos safety measures Lo be used in the vicinity of ashestos 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) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel (or 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, (¢) 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 cxemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the exient 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
cxpensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject 1o 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. 7.

Produce all contracls, or other documents that relate to abalement of asbestos at
Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE:_Scc General Objections, which are incorporated hercin as if fully rewrilten.
Obijection 10 the extent the request seeks informarion protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendunt and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relaling 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 sccrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, () the expert witness
cxemption, (g) the witness statements cxemption, (h) the parly 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
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the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject 1o the faregoing 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. 72

Produce all contracts, or other documents that relate to the installation of ashestos
products at Defendant's Premises.

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 defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating 10 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 sccrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (D 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 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 Defendunt hay any documents in its possession pertaining to

plaintiff's request.

REQUEST FO ODUCTION NOQ. 73:

Produce all documents that in any way reflect a removal plan organized written criteria or
schedule for the removal of asbestos at Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as il fully rewritien,
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the () 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 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, (¢) any privilege relating Lo confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any govemment agency, (D the expert witness
exemption, (g) the wilness stalements exemption, (h) the party communications excmption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the exient the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissiblc evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
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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.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 74:

Produce all documents related to 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 rcports,
medical notes and/or medical records of any kind, annual physical forms, and employment
records relating to Plaintiffs health.

RESPONSE: Sec 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 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 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 10 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
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 PRODUCTJON NO. 75:

Produce Plaintiffs entire personnel file from Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Ohjections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request secks information protecied by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorncy work product doctrine, (¢) 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 dofense of this
claim or claims of this type, (€) any privilege relating to confidential tradc sccrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, () 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 Lo lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily

PLAINTIFF'S ANSWERS TO MATER DISCOVERY AND
SUPPLEMENTAL DISCLOSLIRES PURSUANT 10 RULE 194 - Page 64
FFimdacs\anvicericameron\garcia, roberiPlaintis 1% Saf of infarmgs & Request for Production

RECEIVED TIMEAUG, & £:.0[PM PRINT TIMEAUG. 4. T7.087M

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1652: Union Carbide's Responses to Robert C. Garcia's First Interrogatories, Reque.

ACL Doc 16739 - Page 64 of 76 Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/16739/64


https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16739/64

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. 76:

Produce all documents that reflect the fayout of Defendant's Premises, including the
location and dimensions of all buildings and the location and placement of ashestos-containing
products.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which arc incorporuted herein as if fully rewritten.
Obhjection to the extent the vequest sccks 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 of this case, (d) any applicuble 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, (€) any privilege relating to confidential trade sccrets, 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. Obijection 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, vagne, 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
plaintifl"s request.

FOR PRODUCTION NO. 77:

Produce all documents containing any warnings concerning the possibility of injury
resulting from the use of asbestos-containing products or exposure to asbestos.

RBSPONSE; See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as il fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request sceks information protected by the (a) attomey-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating io
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 confidentisl 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 (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead o the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
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the extent the request is overly broad, vagne, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, i.mneccssan'ly
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without wiiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

U OR PRODUCTION NO. 78:

Produce all photographs of asbestos products in place or asbestos-containing products
being fabricated or utilized at Defendant’s Premises.

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 work product doctrine, (c) any applicuble privilege rclating to
communications between counse! for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defensc of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
beiween 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 govemnment agency, (f) the expert witness
cxemption, (g) the witness statements excmption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) uny other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
infonmation not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the cxtent 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 it Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REOUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 79:

Produce all photlographs of warning signs or warning statements which arc or have been
in place at Defendant's Premises in the vicinity of 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, (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 reparding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
between defendant’s cmployees 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 govemment agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications cxemption, (i)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculuted to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Obijection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
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cxpensive, harnssing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement il Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining 10
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 80:

Produce all documents relating to any individuals claimed injury as a result of exposure
to asbestos at Defendant's Premises, including, but not limited to, workers compensation claims.

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections. which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection 1o 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 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, (€) any privilege reluting 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 10
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

plaintif’s request.

UEST FO ODUCTION NO. 8}:

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 rewritten.
Objection to the cxient 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 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, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (P 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 1o lead o the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
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the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
cxpensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement il Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining 10
plaintifl’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. §2:

Produce all documents, including invoices, shipping receipts, bills of lading and purchase
orders, related to the purchase of asbestos-containing products for use at Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Obijection to the exteni the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorncy-client
privilege, (b) the atiorney 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 relaling 10 communication's
between defendant’s employees or counsel and defendant’s insurers regarding the defensc of this
claim or claims of this type, (€) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communicajions with any government agency, (f) the expert wilness
exemption, (g) the wilness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (1)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated 1o 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. 83:

Produce all documents relating to inspections by labor inspectors, insurance company
inspectors or anyone from your company or hired by your company, that included the taking or

measuring of "dust counts”.

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 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, (iJ) 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, (¢) 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, (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
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the extent the vequest is overly broad. vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without wajving
same, Defendant will supplement it Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining 10
plaintiff”s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 84

In the event that Defendant performed or had performed any dust level counts or
messurements of any of its plants or industrial facilities with respect to asbestos dust, produce
any documents, memoranda, or other writings that in any way reflect the results of such studies
or counts and actions taken as s result of such counts or studies.

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated hercin as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the extent the request secks information protected by the (u) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work praduct doctrine, (¢) sny 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 prjvilege relating (o confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communicalions with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
Fxcmption. (g) the wilness stalements txemption, (h) the party communications exemption, @)
he right of privacy, or (i) any other privilege. Obijection to the extent the request seeks
nformation not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
he extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
pxpensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the forcgoing objections and without waiving
ame, Defendant will supplement if Detendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff's request.

UEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 83:

Produce all reports, writings (whether published or unpublished) and/or other
Hocumentation written, created and/edited by any of your experts that in anyway pertain (o
psbestos and the hazards and/or diseases that may result therefrom.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Dbjection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, () any applicable privilege relating to
-ommunications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
sases regarding defense of this case, (J) any applicable privilege relating (0 communication’s
hetween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant’s insurers regarding the defense of this
Maim or claims of this type, (€) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary
nformation or confidential communications with any government agency. (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the wilness slalements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i)
he right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
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information not feasibly calculated 1o Visud to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, hurassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has uny documents in its possession pertaining 10
plaintiff's request,

EQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. if:

Produce all documents which will be used at the time of trial, including all potential
exhibits and those documents which miybe used to cross-cxamine other witnesses or in rebuttal,
and which you contend are relevant to any of Defendant’s enumerated defenscs in Defendant's

most recently filed Answer.

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 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, proprietary
information or confidential communicaiions with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements ¢xemption, (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 lepd to the discovery of admissible evidence. Obijection 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 perfaining to
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. R7:

Produce documents between Defendant and any of its worker's compensation carriers
regarding the hazards of asbestos and asbestos-containing products.

RESPONSE: See Qeneral Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritien.
Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client
privilege, (b) the attorey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendunt and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, () any 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, (€) any privilege relating to confidential trade sccrets, proprietary
information or confidential communicaijons 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
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information not feasibly calculated 1o liad 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
plaintif"s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. §8:

Produce a copy of all regulations, orders, rules and/or policies which have been used
relating to the safety of the 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) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work prouuct doctrine, (c) any applicablc privilege relating to
communications between counsel for defendunt and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable 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 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 lend to the discovery of admissible evidence. Obijection 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
plaintiffs request.

OR 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 Objcctions, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Obijection to the cxtent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 10
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cuses regarding defense of this case, (i) any applicable privilege relating to communication's
pbetween defendant's cmployees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege relafing to confidential trade sccrets, proprietary
information or confidential communicatjons with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemplion, (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 1o 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
plaintiff’s request.

UEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 90:

Produce all documents which conlain complaints by Union representatives of Defendant’s
Premises regarding sufety 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 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
heiween defendant’s employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defensc of this
claim or claims of this type, (c) any privilege relating 1o confidential trade secrets, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, () the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness statements uxemption, (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 10
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 Deiendant has any documents in its possession pertaining 10
plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 9l

Produce all documents, organizational charts or vosters which identify the members of the
management at the Defendant's Premises and their areas 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 o ihe extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client
privilege, (b) the attorncy 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
belween 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 communicalions with any government agencys (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 o 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 its possession pertaining to
plaintitt’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 92:

Produce all documents which evidence Defendant’s, net worth, including but not limited
to all “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 cxent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the atiomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
communications between counse] 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, (N the expert wilness
excmption, (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 request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant wil) supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff's request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 93:

Produce all documents which evidence Defendant's purchase, acgisition, sale, or transfer of
ownership of Defendant’s Premises.

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as il fully rewritten.
Objection to the exient the request seeks information protected by the (u) attorney-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (¢) 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, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary
information or confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness
exemplion, (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 admissible evidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily
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expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subjcct 10 the foregoing objections and without waiving
same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintiff's request.

LEST FO ODUCTION NO. 94:

Produce all indemnity agreements, assignments of liability, subrogation agreements and
other similar documents relating to Defendant's Premises and liabilities arising from said
ownership.

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which arc incorporated herein as if fully rewntten.
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 or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any 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, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any govemnment agency, (P the expert witness
exemption, (g) the witness stalements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (1)
the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lcad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection 1o
the extent Lhe 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 Defendunt has any documents in its possession pertaining to

plaintiff’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 95.

Produce all contracts pertaining to work done by contractors at Defendant's facility.

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which are incorporated hercin as if fully rewritten.
Objection 10 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, (€) any privilege relating to confidential trade sccrets, proprietary
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 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, unnccessarily
expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject fo the foregoing objections and without waiving
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sume, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to
plaintift’s request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 96.

Please praduce any printed material produced or published by Defendant containing any
wamings concemning the possibility of injury resulting from the use of asbestos-containing
products or exposure to asbestos?

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritien.
Obijection 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 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
excmption, (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 admissible 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
plaintilfs request.

SQUEST FO ODUCTION NO. 97:
Produce all documents and other tangible things relating to the Plaintiff.

RESPONSE: Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection to the exient the roquest qeeks information protected by the (a) artorncy-client
privilege, (b) the atiomey work product doctrine, (¢) 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
hetween 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 sccrets, 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, or () any other privilege. Obijection t0 the extent the request seeks
information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible cvidence. Objection to
the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessanly
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expensive, hurussing, and annoying. Subject 1o 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. 98:

If you contend that you did not own or control the facility(ics) during anytime period that
Plainti T worked (or believes he worked) at the facility(ics), please produce a documentation that
suppoits your contention, ‘including but not limited to documentation pertaining to the purchase,

sale, acquisition, Merger, or divestment of corporations, subsidianes,

divisions, or other

corporate entities or assets that included the purchase, sale, acquisition, merger, or divesiment of

the facility(ies); such documentation to *include, by way of example and not
or salc agreements, minutes, resolutions, annual reports, 1 OK reports or 0

limitation, purchase
ther state or federal

agency filings, or deposition, trial testimony or affidavits of your corporate representatives who

are the most knowledgeable individuals with respect to such matters.

RESPONSE:_See General Objections, which are incorporatcd herein as if fully rewritten.
Objection 1o the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) auomey-client
privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicuble privilege relating 1o
communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicuble privilege relating 1o communication's
between defendant's cmployees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this
claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secreis, proprietary
information or confidential communications with any govemnment agency, (f) the expert witness

exemption, (g) the witness starements cxemption, (h) the party communications exemption, ()
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 cxtent the request is overly broad. vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections an

d without waiving

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

plaintiff’s request.

PLAINTIFF'S ANSWERS TO MATER DISCOVERY AND
SUPPLEMENTAL DISCLOSURES PURSUANT TO RULE 194 - Puge 76
F\Flm\docs\nnmu\cammn\gurc‘a. roberfPlainilirs 1 Set of inlarrogs A Reguast fof Praduciion

RECEIVED TIMEAUS, &  6:CI°M PRINT TIMEAUG. 4. T:0TPM

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1652: Uni i
- : Union Carbide's Res ia's Fi
ST ponses to Robert C. Garcia's First Interrogatories, Reque...

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law
asbestosclaims.law/library/16739/76


https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16739/76

