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_ CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that a true and correct cop
y of Defendant Union Carbide Corp

oration d/b/a Union 

Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc.
’s Responses to Plaintiffs’ First Set 

of Interrogatories, First 

Request for Admissions and First 
Request for Production of Documen

ts was forwyrggd via 

Fackimnile and via certified mail, ret
umn receipt requested to Plaintiff's c

ounsel on the day 

of August, 2000, and that all other c
ounsel of record were forwarded a co

py of the cover letter 

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

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

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

incorporated by reference in Union C
arbide’s responses fo individual Inter

rogatories, Requests 

for Production and Requests for Admi
ssions below: 

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 1 

Union Carbide states that trial preparati
on and factual investigation are ongoing

. Union 

Carbide's answers to these Interrogator
ies, Requests for Production and Requ

ests for Admissions 

are based on information known fo 
Union Carbide at this time. Union C

arbide reserves the right, 

however to make reference at the t
rial or at any hearing in this action 

to facts and documents not 

identified in these responses, the exi
stence or relevance of which is later

 discovered by it or its 

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

responsibility to update its responses to these Interrogatories, Requests for Produc
tion and 

Requests for Admissions, and specifi
cally objects to each of these Interrog

atories, Requests for 

Production and Requests for Admi
ssions to the extent that they se

ek fo impose any such 

continuing obligation upon Union
 Carbide. 

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 2: 

Union Carbide objects to plaintiffs’ Interropatories, Requests for Production and 

Requests for Admissions in their 
entirety on the grounds that they a

re not reasonably framed in 

terms of the facts and subject matte
r of the present action, with the re

sult that Union Carbide is 

called upon to speculate as to wha
t information relevant to the prese

nt case, if any, may be 

deemed to fall within the scope of 
the Interrogatories, Requests for Pro

duction and Requests for 

Admissions as phrased. 

GENERAL OBJ ECTION NO. 3: 

Union Carbide also objects to all 
Interrogatorics, Requests for Produc

tion and Requests 

for Admissions insofar as they wo
uld require the disclosure of info

rmation protected by the 

attorney-client privilege or work 
praduct doctrines. 

GENERAL OBJECT JON NO. 
4: 

Union Carbide objects to providing
 information about any asbestas-c

ontaining products 

which it has manufactured, sol
d or distributed, on the grounds

 that the asbestos fiber in tho
se 

products was encapsulated by or 
embedded in other material and on

 the grounds that the plaintiff 

has made no allegation of expo
sure to those products. According to Union Carbide's 

best 

presently available information, t
hese products consist of the follow

ing: a tree sprout inhibitor 

used primarily to inhibit growth 
on telephone poles; a phenolic m

olding compound used in 

electronic parts and producis auch
 as switches and radios; a thermopl

astic molding material used 

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

machine; a heat exchanger; and, 
possibly, certain polyethylene an

d polystyrene or other products 

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

manufactures any of the above p
roducts, Union Carbide acquired 

its Coalinga mine site in 1958. 

From 1960-1963, as Union C
arbide developed its mining 

and milling operation, Union 
Carbide 

provided Fiber samples to potential
 customers. From 1963 until J

une 30, 1985, Union Carbide 

mined and sold short fiber chry
sotile asbestos initially as "Uni

on Carbide Asbestos" and then
 

under the trade name Calidria 
(some distributors marketed C

alidria under other trade name
s). 
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All responses to these Interrogatories, Requests
 for Production and Requests for Admissions 

tefer to Calidria asbestos only. 

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 5: 
Union Carbide objects to this entire set of Interrogato

ries, Requests for Production and 

Requests for Admissions to 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 Carhide’s Brownsville, TX location. I
nasmuch as the plaintiffs do not allege that the

y or 

their decedents were ever employed by Unio
n Carbide or worked at any job site controll

ed by 

Union Carbide other than the Brownsville, T
X location, such information is irrelevant and 

immaterial to matters at issue in this case. An
y pertinent information which the employee o

r 

premises information about ather locations ca
n be said to reflect can be requested directly 

without requesting the irrelevant and immaterial in
formation or documentation about employees 

or premises, 
PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

These responses are based on facts known 
to or believed by Union Carbide Corporatio

n 

d/o/a Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics
, Inc., at the time of answer. Because much of the 

information is sought from many years ago a
nd is therefore difficult or impossible to recon

struct 

or retrieve, we reserve the right to amend thes
e responses as, and if, new or better informati

on 

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

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

 

those of any former subsidiary or affilia
tes, predecessors. This statement is incor

porated by 

reference in each of the following respo
nses. 
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DEFENDANT'S RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF'S
 INTERROGATORIES, 

AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION, 

AND REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION 

OGATO Ow): 

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 Jist of all other positions, titles, or jobs held when working for Defendant. 

RESPONSE: Objection. It is impossible for Union Carbide Corporat
ion d/b/a Union Carbide 

Chemicals and Plastics, Inc., to answer th
is interrogutory. Union Carbide Corporation d/b/a 

Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc.
, has been involved in asbestos litigation f

or many 

years. During the course of said litigation, ils leg
al representatives have reviewed volumino

us 

records of itself and others, have conferr
ed with many current and former employ

ees and have 

conferred with legal representatives of oth
ers. It has become impossible to distinguish so

urces of 

information in an accurate and meanin
gful way. 

R ST FO SION NO. 1: 

Admit that Defendant ordered, purchased or otherwise acquired asbest
os-containing 

products, asbestos-containing friction
 products, and/or machinery requiring

 the use of asbestos or 

asbestos-containing products. 

RESPONSE: Sce Union General Obj
ection #5. Subject to its objections, 

Union Carbide 

responds as follows: Admitted. At t
imes during the operation of Union Ca

rbide facilities, UCC 

acquired products which contained asbe
stos in accordance with state-of-the-art s

afety and 

operation practices for industrial facilit
ies. Union Carbide denies that it necess

arily acquired all 

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

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N
O. 1: 

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

ents supporting 

your denial. 
) 
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RESPONSE: Not applicable. See Gener
al Objections, which are incorporated he

rein as if fully 

rewritten. Objection to the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) 

attorney-client privilege, (b) the atto
mey work product doctrine, (c) any a

pplicuble privilege 

relating to communications between c
ounsel for defendant and counsel for 

other defendants in 

this or other cases regarding def
ense 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 rela

ting 0 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 rig
ht of privacy, or (j) any other privilege

. Objection to the 

extent the request seeks information 
not feasibly calculated to lead to the d

iscovery of admissible 

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

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

objections and without waiving same
, Defendant will supplement. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO
. 2: 

Admit that asbestos-containing pr
oducts, asbestos-containing friction

 products, and/or 

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

Defendant's Premises during the
 yeurs al issue. 

RESPONSE: See Union General
 Objection #5. Subject to its obje

ctions, Union Carbide 

responds as follows: Admitted. At t
imes during the operation of Union Ca

rbide facilities, UCC 

acquired products which contain
ed asbestos in accordance with s

tate-of-the-art safety and 

operation practices for industrial fa
cilities. Union Carbide denies that 

it necessarily acquired all 

of the types of products set forth in t
his Request. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 2: 

Mf you admit the foregoing re
quest, pleasc list all asbestos-

containing products used at 

Defendant's Premises and for each
 product stute the f allowing: 

What these products were used
 for 

From whom these products were
 purchased 

Where these products were in
stalled 

Specific persons or contractors w
ho instal] these products 

The first year each product was 
no jonger purchased and installe

d on Defendants Premises 

c
R
o
O
o
P
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ANSWER: Sce General Objections and Prelimin
ary Statement, which are incorporated herein as 

if (ully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdens
ome, harassing 

and annoying given the parameters und sudje
ct matter of this case. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2: 

Produce all ordering and sales documents p
ertaining to the purchase or acquisition of 

such asbestos-containing products for use at D
efendant's Premises, including but not limite

d to 

invoices, price quotations, purchase order
s, requisitions, bills of lading, and other 

purchasing 

and/or shipping documents of the similar 
nature. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections and Pr
eliminary Statement, which are incorporated 

herein 

as if fully rewritten. Objection to the extent the request seeks in
formation protected by the (a) 

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

 privilege 

relating to communications between cou
nsel for defendant and counsel for other

 defendants in 

this or other cases regarding defense o
f this case, (d) any upplicable privilege relating to 

communication's between defendant's employ
ees or counse! and defendant's insurers regar

ding 

the defense of this claim or claims of th
is type, (c) any privilege relating to confi

dential trade 

secrets, proprietary information or confid
ential communications with any governm

ent agency, (f) 

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

communications exemption, (i) the rig
ht of privacy, or () any other privilege.

 Objection to the 

extent the request secks information not
 feasibly calculated to lead to the discove

ry of admissible 

evidence. Objection to the extcnt the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, un
duly 

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

objections and without waiving same, Defen
dant will supplement. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3:
 

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

foreseeable that asbestos-containing praducts on Defend
ant's Premises would or could be 

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

RESPONSE: See Union General Obj
ection #5. Subject to its objections, 

Union Carbide 

responds as follows: Admitted. At ti
mes during the operation of Union Carb

ide facilities, UCC 

acquired products which contained asb
estcs in accordance with slate-of-the-art

 safety and 

operation practices for industrial facilitie
s. Union Carbide denies that it necessaril

y acquired all 

of the types of products set forth in th
is Request. 

TERROGATORY NO. 3: 
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Please slate 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 ubstement services 

(including address and telephonc number) 

b. ° State the dates and locations of each abatement procedur
e; 

c. State which asbestos-contuining products were abat
ed. 

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

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

and annoying given the parameters and subject matt
er of this case. 

VEST FO ODUCTION NO. 3: 

Produce all documents that in any way pertain to abatement of asbestos-containing 

materials on Defendant's Premises, includi
ng but not limited to a removal plan or or

ganized 

written criteria or schedule for the removal of asbes
tos at Defendant's Premises, and in operation 

and maintenance plan. 

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

Objection to the extent the request seeks information protected by the (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 communicatio

n’s 

between defendant's employees or counsel 
and defendant's insurers regarding the defens

e of this 

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

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

ness 

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

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

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

on to 

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

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

same, Defendant will supplement. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4:
 

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

predecessor-in-interest of Defendant. 

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable to e
ither admit or deny this request for admiss

ion because 

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

 denied. 
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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 rcquest 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 de
fendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

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

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

ness 

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

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

information not feasibly calculated to lead to t
he 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 wit
hout waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement. 

EQUEST FO ODUCTION NO. 5: 

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

your admission that Plainti [f was on Defen
dant's Premises. 

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

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

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

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

n this or other 

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

mmunication's 

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

 of this 

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

, proprietary 

information or confidential communicat
ions with any government agency, (f)

 the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statement
s exemption, (h) the party communic

ations exemption, (i) 

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

information not feasibly calculated to le
ad to the discovery of admissible evidence

. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, va
gue, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unne

cessarily 

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

same, Defendant will supplement. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO
. 6: 
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Produce all records identifying contractors an
d/or the employees of contractors who were 

on your premises during the years at issue, ‘in
cluding but not limited to si gn-in-logs, gate rec

ords, 

visitor's logs, identification badge logs and 
procedures, and other documents of a simila

r nature. 

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 docinne, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

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

her 

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

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

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

tary 

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

itness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exempt
ion, (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 l
ead to the discovery of admissible evide

nce. Objection to 

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

me, unnecessarily 

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

same, Defendant will supplement. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 7: 

Produce all records pertaining to the metho
ds and manner of identification of individu

als 

entering and/or leaving 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 o
r 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) attomey-client 

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

communications between counsel for defe
ndant and counsel for other defendants in t

his or other 

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

icuation's 

between defendant's employees or counse
l and defendant's insurers regarding the d

efense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any pr
ivilege relating to confidential trade sec

rets, proprietary 

information or confidential communi
cations with any government agenc

y, (f) the expert witness 

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

s exemption, (i) 

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

information not feasibly calculated 
to lead to the discovery of admissible

 evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly bro
ad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burd

ensome, unnecessarily 

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

same, Defendant will supplement. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 4: 
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Identify the contractors who worked on your premises dur
ing the years at issue, and fore 

each, stute: 

a. The type of work performed by the contractor 

b. The dates such work was performed; 

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

concerning these services to be per-formed by such co
ntractors. 

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

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

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

REOU OR PRODUCTION NO. 8: 

Produce the contract documents pertaining to the contr
actors who performed services on 

Defendant's Premises during the years at issue, incl
uding but not limited to invitations to bid, 

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

acceptances, contracts, amendments, addenda, cha
nge orders, and other contract documents of a 

similar nature. 

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

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

privilege, (b) the attorney 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 applicabl
e privilege relating to communication's 

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

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

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

ess 

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

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

information not feasibly calculated to lead to th
e 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. 

SRROGATORY NO. 5: 

Identify each employee who was responsible 
for allowing contractor employees access to 

Defendant's Premises during the years at is
sue. 

ANSWER: See General Objections and P
reliminary Statement, which are incorpora

ted herein as 

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

and annoying given the parameters and subj
ect matter of this case. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5: 

Admit that Plaintiff worked on Defendant's Premises wher
e Defendant used or applied 

asbestos-containing products. 

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

the investigation for defendant's responses fo disco
very is still ongoing. Therefore, denied. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 9: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in p
art, praduce 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 privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defenda
nt and counsel for other defendants in this or 

other 

cases regarding defense of this case. (d) a
ny applicable privilege relating to communic

ation’s 

between defendant's employees or counsel
 and defendant's insurers regarding the de

fense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (€) any privileg
e relating to confidential trade secrets, propri

etary 

information or confidential communications wi
th any government agency, (f) the cxpert witne

ss 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemptio
n, (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. Ob

jection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, v
ague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unn

ecessarily 

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

same, Defendant will supplement. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 6: 

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

Defendant's Premise(s)? If the answe
r is anything other than “no", identif

y each and every fact 

which supports this contention. 

ANSWER: See General Objections an
d Preliminary Statement, which are inc

orporated herein as 

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

and annoying given the parameters 
and subject matter of this case. Specifically, this Defendant 

objects to the overly broad and unduly burd
ensome lunguage, “identify each and every f

act which 

supports this contention.” 

PLAINTIFF'S ANSWERS TO MATER DISC
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SUPPLEMENTAL DISCLOSURES P
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6
: 

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

independent contractor, worked around De
fendant's employees who were using and/o

r applying | 

asbestos-containing products. 

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable t
o either admit or deny this request for ad

mission because 

the investigation for defendant's response
s to discovery is still ongoing. Theretore,

 denied. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 
10; 

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

 supporting 

your 

RESPONSE: _See General Objections, 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 atlomcy work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for
 defendant and counsel for other defe

ndants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this ca
se, (d) any applicable privilege rel

ating to communication's 

between defendant's employees or c
ounsel and defendant's insurers regar

ding the defense of this 

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

de secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential comm
unications with any government

 agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statement
s exemption, (h) the party communic

ations 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 evi

dence, Objection to 

the extent the request is overly br
oad, vague, ambiguous, unduly bur

densome, unnecessarily 

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

nd without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement. 

ZOUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7: 

Admit that Plaintiff worked on 
and/or around Defendant's Premis

es in areas where 

asbestos-containing products wer
e installed, used, prepared for use

, replaced or repaired, stored 

or loaded, unloaded or transpo
rted. 

RESPONSE: This defendant is un
able to either admit or deny this re

quest for admission because 

the investigation for defendant's r
esponses to discovery is still ongoi

ng. Therefore. denied. 

PLAINTIFF'S ANSWERS TO M
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ST FO SION NO. 8: 

Admit that in 1960 Defendant was
 aware that airborne asbestos dust

 created a potential 

health hazard to those who brea
thed such dust. 

RESPONSE: Denied. Union Carbi
de denies that it possessed awarene

ss that dust of any type at 

sufficiently high levels could caus
e health hazards. Indeed, Union C

arbide employed state-of- 

the-arl practices and was recognized
 as an industry leader in efforts, inclu

ding but limited to, 

safety practices in efforts to minim
ize or avoid dust inhalation by its

 or contract employees, 

including, but not limited to, safe
ty practices, ventilation measures

 and information provision. 

Union Carbide’s information abo
ut specific asbestos-related hazard

s, however, developed 

gradually. Union Carbide’s invo
lvement with asbestos was primar

ily as that of an industrial 

consumer. Union Carbide manufa
ctured some products which had 

an asbestos content, and from 

1963-1985, mined and sold a uni
que short-fiber chrysotile used for

 specialized, non-insulation 

purposes. Union Carbide never m
anufactured or sold asbestos-cont

aining insulation. 

Accordingly, Union Carbide lack
ed any special knowledge or infor

mation of the insulation 

industry. 

Union Carbide's knowledge concer
ming potential health hazards possibly associated with 

excessive asbestos fiber inhalat
ion developed gradually. Sources of information as to po

ssible 

health concerns of which Uni
on Carbide is presently aware included ge

neral and scientific 

literature on the topic and 
reports oF memoranda by U

nion Carbide employees. 
Upon the 

plaintiff s request, copies of suc
h reports and memoranda, whic

h Union Carbide has located, w
ill 

he made available at a suitable 
time and place for review and du

plication by the plaintiff. 

Union Carbide recognizes that t
he excessive inhalation of asbes

tos fiber may be 

associated with the development o
f serious and potentially fatal disea

se. Union Carbide also 

understands that the onset and d
evelopment of such disease in a

 person may be related to an 

affected by, among other factor
s: the particular type of fiber th

at is inhaled; cigarette smoking,
 

and environmental conditions, 
in addition to the person's medi

cal history and condition. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO
N NO. U1: 

If you deny the foregoing re
quest, in whole or in part, pr

oduce all documents support
ing 

your denial. 

; 

RESPONSE: See General O
bjections, 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 atforney work product doctrinc, (c) any applicable privilege relating [0 

communications between c
ounsel for defendant and co

unsel for other defendants i
n this or other 
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cases reparding defense of this case, (d)
 any applicable privilege relating to comm

unication's 

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

 defense of this 

claim or claims of this type. (e) any privileg
e relating to confidential trade secrets, proprie

tary 

information or confidential communicatio
ns with any government agency, (f) the e

xpert witness 

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

tion, (i) 

the right of privacy, or Gj) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request sccks 

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

Objection to 

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

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

same, Defendant will supplement. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 9:
 

Admit that Defendant was aware of the 
presence of and/or use of asbestos-contai

ning 

products on Defendant's Premises dur
ing the time period Plaintiff was work

ing on Defendant's 

Premiscs. 

RESPONSE: This defendant is unable t
o either admit or deny this request for ad

mission because 

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

enied. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 12
: 

Produce any and all photographs or vid
eographic depictions or films depicting t

he use by 

you or your employces of any safety p
recautions (such as containment areas,

 warning signs, etc.) 

taken to protect bystanders from the 
hazards of airborne asbestos resulting 

from the use of 

asbestos-containing products by yo
ur employees at any locations. 

SE: See General Objections, wh
ich are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. 

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

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 10 

communications between counscl fo
r defendant and counsel for other def

endants in this or other 

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

ng to communication’s 

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

ing the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (c) an
y privilege relating to confidential t

rade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential comm
unications with any governmen

t agency, (f) the expert witness
 

exemption, (g) the witness statemen
ts exemption, (h) the party communi

cations exemption, (i) 

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

information not feasibly calculated
 to lead to the discovery of admiss

ible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly 
broad, vague, ambiguous, undul

y burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoyi
ng. Subject to the foregoing objectio

ns and without waiving 
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game, Defendant will supplement if Defend
ant has any documents in its possession pert

aining to 

plaintiff?'s request. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 7: 

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

regarding the hazards of asbestos and the
 dangers ‘inherent in the inhalation of asb

estos fibers. 

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

orated herein as 

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

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

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.
 !3: 

Produce all such warnings. 

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

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

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

communications between counsel for 
defendant and counsel for other defend

ants in this or other 

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

ing to communication's 

between defendant's employces or cou
nsel and defendant's insurers regardin

g the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type. (e) any pr
ivilege relating to confidential trade sec

rets, proprietary 

information or confidential communic
ations with any government agency

, (f) the expert witness 

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

ons exemption, (i) 

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

seeks 

information not feasibly calculated t
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 

samc, Defendant will supplement if D
efendant has any documents in its pos

session pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO
. 10: 

Admit that Defendant did not dis
tribute any literature or warnings 

of any kind to its 

employees during the period of ti
me Plaintiff worked on Defendant's

 Premises regarding the 

potential health hazards to those who
 breathe airbormme asbestos dust. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subject to its objection, Union C
arbide Corporation 

d/b/a Union Carbide Chemical
s and Plastics, Inc.) responds 

as follows: Denied. Sce Union 
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Carbide Corporation d/b/a Union Car
bide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc, ‘s response to Requeal 

Admissions No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO
. 14: 

If you deny the foregoing, produce all
 such warnings. 

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

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

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

communications between counsel for de
fendant 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 insur

ers regarding the defense of thi
s 

claim or claims of this type. (e) an
y privilege relating to confidential t

rade secrets, proprictary 

information or confidential communic
ations with any government agency,

 (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statemen
ts exemption, (h) the party communi

cations exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy. or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the requ
est secks 

information nat feasibly calculate
d to lead to the discovery of admis

sible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguo
us, unduly burdensome, unnece

ssarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoy
ing. Subject to the foregoing objecti

ons and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement 
if Defendant has any documents in

 its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 8: 

Describe Defendant's safety policy a
s it relates to the use of asbestos-cont

aining materials 

at jabsites where Defendant's empl
oyees were performing services. In

 your answer, please state: 

a. when, if ever, Defendant's employees w
ere first warned about the haza

rds of 

asbestos exposure; and 

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

identification of materials which
 might or did contain asbestos. 

ANSWER: See General Objec
tions and Preliminary Statemen

t, which are incorporated herei
n as 

] 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly b
road, unduly burdensome, ha

rassing 

and annoying given the param
eters and subject matter of th

is case. 

ODUCTION NO. Li: 
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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) attomey-client 

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

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

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

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

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

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

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the 
party 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 dis
covery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

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

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. LI: 

Admit that Defendant consciously decided not t
o wam its employees of the dangers of 

asbestos. 

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

d/fofa Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc
. responds as follows: Denied. See Union 

Carbide Corporation d/b/a Union Carbide Chemica
ls 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 asbes

tos 

and asbestos-containing products? If the answe
r is anything other than "no", identify each and

 

every fact which supports this contention. 

ANSWER: See Gencral Objections and
 Preliminary Statement, which are incorp

orated herein as 

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

and annoying given the parameters and sub
ject matter of this case. This Defendant specifically 

objects to the overly broad and unduly burdens
ome language, “identify each and every fact whic

h 

supports this contention . \ 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 10: 

Describe all safety precautions taken by yo
u or your employees (such as containment 

areas, warning signs, ventilation systems, evacua
ting the premises, etc.) for the protection of 

bystanders (including but not limited to Pl
aintiffs) from the hazards resulting from t

he use of 

asbestos-containing products by your emplo
yees at any locations. 

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

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

and annoying given the parameters and subje
ct matter of this case. 

INTERROGATORY NO. U1: 

Have you ever provided safety equipmen
t to persons working on Defendant's Pre

mises? If 

a0, please list the safety equipment provided a
nd indicate: 

when the equipment was first provided 

to whom the equipment was provided 

under what circumstances the equipment w
as provided 

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

policies. 

P
O
 T
F
 

ANSWER: Sce General Objections and
 Preliminary Statement, which are incorp

orated herein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatary 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 contin
uously provide face masks to contract

 employees 

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

rotecting these 

employees from inhaling asbestos. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. 
Union Carbide further objects to this Requ

est on the 

prounds that it is overly broad and n
ot phrased to allow a meaningful ad

mission or denial. 

Subject to its objections, Union Curbide 
responds as follows: Union Carbide lack

s sufficient 

information to admit or deny insofar as t
he request has not defined whether, for in

stance, 

“employees working with or around asbes
tos” include all employees entering premis

es which 

contuined state-of-the-art asbestos insulat
ion. See Union Carbide’s response 10 Req

uest for 

Admissions No. 8. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 12: 

State in detail what tests have been conducted 
with regard lo the quantity, quality, or 

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

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

Please state where and when these tests wer
e conducted, by whom these tests were cond

ucted, 

and the results of any such test. 

ANSWER: See General Objections and Pr
eliminary Statement, which are incorporate

d 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. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 13 

Do you contend that Defendant's representatives, insurance carriers and/or agents 

performed uny measurements and/or 
studies prior to 1970 to determine the

 quantity of asbestos 

fibers in the air at Defendant's facilit
y? If the answer is anything other than "

no", identify each 

and every fact which supports this conten
tion. 

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

rated herein as 

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

and annoying given the parameters and sub
ject matter of this case. This Defendant specifically 

objects to the overly broad and unduly burd
ensome language, “identify each and every fa

ct which 

supports this contention.” 

OGATORY NO. 14: 

Please state each time any regulatory 
agency or other governing body has in

spected the 

Defendant's premises to determine if health and safety regulations governi
ng exposure to 

asbestos were being followed. Include in
 your response the date and results of cac

h inspection, 

and state whether a written report was ge
nerated. 

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

porated herein as 

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

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

[@) SION NO. 13: 
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Admit that you did not erect containment ba
rriers to prevent emission of asbestos dust a

t 

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

ng the 

worksites where Plaintiff was present. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5, 
Union Carbide further objects to this Req

uest on the 

grounds that it is overly broad and not phra
sed to allow a meaningful admission or deni

al. 

Subject to its objections, Union Carbide res
ponds as follows: Union Carbide lacks suffi

cient 

information to admit or deny insofar as th
e request has not defined whether, for inst

ance, 

“employees working wilh or around asbesto
s” include all employees entering premises w

hich 

contained state-of-the-art asbestos insulat
ion. See Union Carbide's response to Re

quest for 

Admissions No, 8. 

URST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 16: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in
 whole or in palt, produce al] docume

nts supporting 

your denial. 

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

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

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

communications between counsel far de
fendant and counsel for other defendant

s in this or other 

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

mmunication's 

between defendant's employees or cou
nsel and defendant's insurers regarding

 the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any p
rivilege relating 10 confidential trade s

ecrets, proprietary 

information or confidential commun
ications with any government ug

ency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statement
s exemption, (h) the party communica

tions exemption, (1) 

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

information not feasibly calculated t
o lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence. Objection to 

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

ily 

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

and without waiving 
* 

same, Defendant will supplement if D
efendant has any documents in its pos

session pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

ST. FO SSION NO. 

Admit that you did not utilize 
engineering controls such as is

olation or enclosure at the 

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

worksites where Plaintiff was presen
t. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection
 #5. Union Carbide further objects t

o this Request on the 

grounda that it is overly broad and not 
phrased to allow a meaningful admissio

n or denial. 

Subject to its objections, Union Carbid
e responds as follows: Union Carbide l

acks sufficient 

information to admit or deny insofar a
s the request has not defined whether, 

for instance, 
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“employees working with or around asbestos”
 include all employees entering premises whic

h 

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

Admissions No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 17: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in who
le or in part, produce all documents supp

orting 

your denial. 

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

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

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating [0 

communications between counsel for 
defendant and counsel for other defend

ants in this or other 

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

ng to communication's 

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

ing the defense of this 

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

 secrets, proprictary 

information or confidential communicati
ons with any government Bgency, (f) the

 expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statement
s exemption, (h) the party communica

tions exemption, (1) 

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

information not feasibly calculated to l
ead to the discovery of admissible evide

nce. Objection to 

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

expensive, harassing, and annoying, Subject to the forcgoing objections and without 
waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if De
fendant has any documents in its posses

sion pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 15:
 

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

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

worksites where Plaintiff was present,
 

RESPONSE: See General Object
ion #5. Union Carbide further obj

ects to this Request on the 

grounds that it is overly broad an
d not phrased to allow a meaningf

ul admission or denial. 

Subject to its objections, Union C
arbide responds as follows: Unio

n Carbide lacks sufficient 

information to admit or deny insofa
r as the request has not defined whet

her, for instance, 

“employees working with or around 
asbestos” include all employees enter

ing premises which 

contained state-of-the-art asbestos i
nsulation. See Union Carbide’s resp

onse to Request for 

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

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

g 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Sse 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 hetween counsel for defend
ant and counsel for other defendants in this 

or other 

cuses regarding defense of this casc, (d) a
ny applicable privilege relating to communic

ation’s 

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

e defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (€) any 
privilege rclating to confidential trade 

secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communication
s with any government agency, (f) the e

xpert witness 

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

exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other p
rivilege. Objection to the extent the request see

ks 

information not feasibly calculated t
o lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence. Objection fo 

the extent the request is overly b
road, vaguc, ambiguous, unduly b

urdensome, unnecessarily 

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

d without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Def
endant has any documents in its possess

ion pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO
. 16: 

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

asbestos dust at the worksites wher
e your employees were using usbes

tos-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 n
ot phrased to allow a meaningful adm

ission or denial. 

Subject to its objections, Union Ca
rbide responds as follows: Union C

arbide lacks sufficient 

information to admit or deny insofar
 as the request has not defined whethe

r, for instance, 

“employees working with or around asb
estos” include all cmployces entering pr

emises which 

contained state-of-the-art asbestos ins
ulation. See Union Carbide’s respons

e to Request for 

Admissions No. 8. 

UEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 19: 

If you deny the foregoing request, 
in whole or in part, produce al] doc

uments supporting 

your denial. 

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

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

privilege, (b) the attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 
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communications between counsel for defenda
nt and counsel for other defendants in this or

 other 

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

 communication's 

between defendant's employees or counsel
 and defendant's insurers regarding the de

tense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any p
rivilege relating to confidential trade s

ccrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communication
s with any government agency, (f) the e

xpert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exe
mption, (h) the party communications exe

mption, (1) 

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

information not feasibly calculated to l
ead to the discovery of admissible eviden

ce. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly br
oad, vague, ambiguous, unduly bur

densome, unnecessarily 

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

same, Defendant will supplement if Defe
ndant has any documents in its possession

 pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1
7: 

Admit that you did not require your e
mployees to handle, mix, apply, remov

e, cut or 

score asbestos-containing products in a 
wet statc to prevent emission of airborne

 asbestos fibers 

at the worksites where your employee
s were using asbestos-containing mate

rials, including the 

worksites where Plaintiff was present. 
‘ 

RESPONSE: See General Objecti
on #5. Union Carbide further objec

ts to this Request on the 

grounds that it is overly broad and no
t phrased to allow a meaningful admis

sion or denial. 

Subject to its objections, Union C
arbide responds as follows: Unio

n Carbide lacks sufficient 

information to admit or deny insofar
 as the request has not defined whethe

r, for instance, 

“employees working with or around 
asbestos” include all employees enter

ing premises which 

contained state-of-the-art asbestos ins
ulation, See Union Carbide’s respons

e to Request for 

Admissions No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR. PRODUCTION 
NO. 20: 

If you deny the foregoing reques
t, in whole or in part, produce a

ll documents supporting 

your denial. 

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

Objection to the extent the request seeks in
formation protected by the (u) attorney-client 

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

communications between counsel
 for defendant and counsel for ot

her defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this ca
se, (d) any applicable privilege re

lating to communication's 

hetween defendant's employees 
or counse! and defendant's insure

rs regarding the defense of this 

claim or claima of this type, (e) an
y privilege relating to confidential t

rade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential comm
unications with any governmen

t agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness state
ments exemption, (h) the party com

munications exemption, (i) 
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jhe 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 burde
nsome, unnecessarily 

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

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

g to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18: 

Admit that you did not cvacuate the prem
ises prior to the utilization of asbestos- 

containing materials at the worksites where your employees we
re using asbestos-containing 

materials, including the worksites where Pl
aintiff was present. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Unio
n Carbide further objects to this Request on th

e 

grounds that it is overly broad and not p
hrased to allow a meaningful admission 

or denial. 

Subject to its objections, Union Carbide res
ponds as follows: Union Carbide lacks suffi

cient 

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

“employees working with or around asbest
os” include all employees entering premises

 which 

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

Admissions No. 8. 

0 ODUCTION NO. 21: 

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

ts supporting 

your denial. 

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

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

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

communications between counsel for defe
ndant and counsel for other defendants in t

his or other 

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

ommunication's 

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

ng the defense of this 

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

 secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communic
ations with any government agency,

 (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness slaterents
 exemption, (h) the party communicat

ions 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 discovery of admissibl

e evidence. Objection to 

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

y 

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

same, Defendant will supplement if Defend
ant has any documents in its possession per

taining to 

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 metho

ds of such wamings, who you 

warmed und when. Please include in 
your response 4 description of any wr

itten wamings relating 

to the hazards of asbestos in place a
t Defendant's Premises and state wh

en the written warnings 

were installed, haw many were in
stalled, and whether they have bee

n removed. 

ANSWER: See General Objection
s and Preliminary Statement, which

 are incorporated herein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This
 interrogatory is overly broad, undu

ly burdensome, duplicative, 

harassing and annoying given the 
parameters and subject matter of t

his case. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 16: 

Have you ever had a policy re
quiring workers on Defendant'

s premises to use respirators? 

If so, please: 

state when this policy was impleme
nted, 

describe this policy in detail; 

state to whom it applied (7.¢. De
fendant employees and contract

or employees); 

and describe what types and b
rand names of respirators wer

e required by you. 

a
A
a
q
g
r
P
 

ANSWER: See General Objec
tions and Preliminary Stateme

nt, which are incorporated her
ein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly b
road, unduly burdensome, ha

rassing 

and annoying given the param
eters and subject matter of t

his case. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION 
NO. 19: 

Admit that you did not post w
arning, caution or hazard sign

s prior to the utilization of 

asbestos-containing material
s by your employees at the 

worksites where your emplo
yees were 

using asbestos-containing mate
rials, including the worksites 

where Plaintiff was present. 

RESPONSE: See General O
bjection #5. Subject to its objections, Un

ion Carbide responds as 

follows: Denied. See Union
 Carbide’s response to Reque

sts for Admissions Nos. 8 an
d 13. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO
N NO. 22: 

Tf you deny the foregoing r
equest, in whole or in part, 

produce all documents supp
orting 

your denial. 
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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 10 

communications between counsel
 for defendant and counsel for oth

er defendants in this or other 

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

ng to communication’s 

between defendant's employees or c
ounse) and defendant's insurers rega

rding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) an
y privilege relating to confidential 

trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential commun
ications with any government age

ncy, (F) the expert witness 

exemplion, (g) the witness statemen
ts exemption, (h) the party communi

cations exemption, (i) 

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

information not feasibly calculat
ed to lead to the discovery of adm

issible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguo
us, unduly burdensome, unnece

ssarily 

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

and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if 
Defendant hus any documents in its 

possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSIO
N NO. 20: 

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

employees were using asbestos-con
taining materials, ‘including the wor

ksites where Plaintiff was 

present. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Objecti
on #5. Subject to its objections, Union Ca

rbide responds as 

follows: Denied. See Union Car
bide’s response to Requests for 

Admissions Nos. & and 13. 

EST FO ODUCTION_NO. 23: 

If you deny the foregoing req
uest, in whole or in part, pro

duce all documents supportin
g 

your denial. 

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

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

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

communications between counsel
! for defendant und counsel for o

ther defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of th
is casc, (d) any applicable pr

ivilege relating to communicat
ion's 

between defendant's employee
s or counsel and defendant's i

nsurers regarding the defense 
of this 

claim or claims of this type, 
(c) any privilege relating to c

onfidential trade secrets, prop
rietary 
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information or confidential communi
cations with any government agenc

y, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statement
s exemption, (h) the party communica

tions exemption, (i) 

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

information not feasibly calculated t
o lead 10 the discovery of admissible

 evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguou
s, unduly burdensome, unnecessa

rily 

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

nd without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if D
efendant hus any documents in its pos

session pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

VEST FO ODUCTION NO. 24: 

Produce all documents reflecting pa
yments made to contractors during t

he years at issue, 

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

requisitions, canceled checks, 
or other documents of a simil

ar nature reflecting payment f
or 

services rendered by Plaintiffs employ
er. 

RESPONSE: Sec 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 couns
el for defendant and counsel fo

r other defendants in this or oth
er 

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

relating to communication’s 

between defendant's employces 
or counsel and defendant's insure

rs regarding the defense of this 

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

nfidential trade secrets, propri
etary 

information or confidential co
mmunications with any gover

nment agency, (fF) the expert w
itness 

exemption, (g) the witness state
ments excmption, (h) the party c

ommunications exemption, (1) 

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

information not feasibly calcul
ated to lead to the discovery o

f admissible evidence. Object
ion to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambig
uous, unduly burdensome, u

nnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and anno
ying. Subject to the foregoing object

ions and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement
 if Defendant has any documents

 in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSI
ON NO. 2 1: 

Admit that the use of ashes
tos-containing materials on 

Defendant's Premises create
d a 

substantial risk of Injury. 

RESPONSE: See General Obje
ction #5. Union Carbide furthe

r objects to this Request on the 
° 

grounds that it is overly broad 
and not phrased to allow a mean

ingful admission or denial. 

Subject to its objections, Uni
on Carbide responds as follow

s: Union Carbide lacks suffi
cient 

information to admit or deny
 insofar as the request has no

t defined whether, for instan
ce, 

“employees working with or
 around asbestos” include all

 employees entering premise
s which 
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contained state-of-the-art asbestos insulation
. See Union Carbide’s response to Request 

for 

Admissions Na, 8. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2
2: 

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

 Defendant's 

Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. S
ubject to its objections, Union Carbide res

ponds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 25:
 

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

 supporting 

your denial. 

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

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

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

communications between counsel f
or defendant and counsel for other d

efendants in this or other 

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

ting to communication's 

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

ing the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) an
y privilege relating to confidential t

rade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communica
tions with any government agency, (

f) the expert witness 

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

ons cxemption, (i) 

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

information not feasibly calculated t
o lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence. Objection to 

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

ly 

expensive, harassing, and annoyin
g. Subject to the foregoing objection

s and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if 
Defendant has any documents in its p

ossession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSIO
N 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 defendant ig un
able to either admit or deny this re

quest for admission because 

the investigation for defendant's r
esponses to discovery is still ongoin

g. Therefore, denicd. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCT TON NO. 26: 

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

g 

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

communications between counsel for defend
ant and counsel for other defendants in this o

r other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) a
ny applicable privilege relating to communic

uation's 

between defendant's employees or counsel
 and defendant's insurers regarding the de

fense of this 

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

ietary 

information or confidential communicati
ons with any government agency, (f) t

he expert witness 

exemption, (g) the wimess statements e
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 lea
d to the discovery of admissible evidence.

 Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broa
d, vague, ambiguous, unduly burden

some, unnecessarily 

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

nd without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defen
dant has any documents in its possession 

pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

A (@) O. 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 e
ither admit or deny this request for admi

ssion because 

the investigation for defendant's r
esponses to discovery is still ongoin

g. Therefore, denied. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION 
NO. 27: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in wh
ole or in part, produce all documents s

upporting 

your denial. 

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

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

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

communications between counscl 
for defendant and counsel far other

 defendants in this or other 
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cases regarding defense of this cas
c, (d) any applicable privilege rela

ting to communication's 

between defendant's employees 
or counsel and defendant's insur

ers regarding the defense of thi
s 

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

ial trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential com
munications with any governme

nt agency, (f) the expert witnes
s 

exemption, (g) the witness statemen
ts exemption, (h) the party communi

cations 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 admissib

le evidence. Objection to 

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

rily 

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

 and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement i
f Defendant has any documents in 

its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

ST FORA SSJON NO, 25: 

Admit that, during the years at is
sue, Defendant had the power to 

superintend the use or 

conditions of Defendant's Premises.
 

RESPONSE: See General Object
ion #5. Subject to its objections,

 Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO
N NO. 28: 

Tf 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 d
octrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between couns
el for defendant and counsel for

 other defendants in this or othe
r 

cases regarding defense of this
 casc, (d) any applicable privil

ege relating to communication's
 

between defendant's employee
s or counsel and defendant's 

insurers regarding the defense 
of this 

claim or claims of this type, 
(c) any privilege relating to co

nfidential trade secrets, propri
etary 

information or confidential 
communications with any go

vernment agency, (f) the exp
ert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness sta
tements exemption, (h) the pat

ty communications exemption,
 (i) 

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

information not feasibly cal
culated to lead to the discov

ery of admissible evidence. 
Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, am
biguous, unduly burdensom

e, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing. and 
annoying. Subject to the foregoing ob

jections and without waiv
ing 

gume, Defendant will supplem
ent if Defendant has any doc

uments in its possession perta
ining to 

plaintiff's request. 
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ORA SION_NO. 26: 

Admit that, during the years 
at issue, Defendant had the p

ower to restrict the use or 

condition of Defendant's Premis
es. 

RESPONSE: See General Obje
ction #5. Subject to its objecti

ons, Union Carbide responds as
 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION 
NO, 29: 

If you deny the foregoing reques
t, in whole or in part, produce a

ll documents supporting 

your denial. 

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

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

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

communications between counsel
 for defendant and counsel for othe

r defendants in this or other 

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

e relating to communication's 

between defendant's employee
s or counsel and defendant's i

nsurers regarding the defense o
f this 

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

ntial trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential c
ommunications with any gove

rnment agency, (f) the expert
 witness 

exemption, (g) the witness stat
ements exemption, (h) the party 

communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) a
ny other privilege. Objection to the extent the r

equest seeks 

information not feasibly calcu
lated to lead to the discovery 

of admissible evidence. Objec
tion to 

the extent the request is over
ly broad, vague, ambiguous, 

unduly burdensome, unnecessa
rily 

expensive, harassing, and ann
oying. Subject to the foregoing objec

tions and without waiving 

same, Defendant will suppleme
nt ‘f Defendant has any docume

nts in its possession pertaining
 to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSI
ON NO. 29: 

Admit that, during the year
s at issue, Defendant had t

he power fo regulate the us
e or 

condition of Defendant's Premis
es. 

RESPONSE: See General Ob
jection #5. Subject to its obj

ections, Union Carbide resp
onds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTI
ON NO. 30: 
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If you deny the foregoing requ
est, in whole or in part, produ

ce all documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See Gencral 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 counse
l for defendant and counsel for 

other defendants in this or other
 

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

e relating to communication's 

between defendant's employccs
 of counsel and defendant's ins

urers regarding the defense of 
this 

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

dential trade secrets, proprietar
y 

information or confidential co
mmunications with any gover

nment agency, (f) the expert w
itness 

exemption, (g) the witness stal
ements exemption, (h) the party

 communications exemption, (i
) 

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

information not feasibly calcu
lated to lead to the discovery 

of admissible evidence. Objec
tion to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, am
biguous, unduly burdenso

me, unnecessarily 
. 

expensive, harassing, and a
nnoying. Subject to the foregoing obj

ections and without waiving
 

same, Defendant will suppleme
nt if Defendant has any docume

nts in its possession pertaining
 to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION
 NO. 28: 

Admit that, during the years
 at issue, Defendant had the

 power to govern the use or
 

condition of Defendant's Premi
ses. 

RESPONSE: See General O
bjection #5. Subject to its 

objections, Union Carbide r
esponds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO
N NO. 31: 

If you deny the foregoing req
uest, in whole or in part, pro

duce all documents supporti
ng 

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 attorney work product doct
rine, (c) any applicable privilege relating [0 

communications between 
counsel for defendant und 

counsel for other defendant
s in this or other 

cases regarding defense af t
his case, (d) any applicable p

rivilege relating to communic
ation’s 

between defendant's employ
ees or counsel and defendan

t's insurers regarding the d
efense of this 

claim or claims of this type
. (e) any privilege relating 

to confidential trade secrets,
 proprietary 
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information or confidential comm
unications with any government

 agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness slat
ements exemption, (h) the party 

communications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, oF (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the re
quest secks 

information not feasibly calcula
ted to lead to the discovery of a

dmissible evidence. Objection 
to 

the extent the request is overl
y broad, vague, ambiguous, un

duly burdensome, unnecessaril
y 

_ expensive, harassing, and annoy
ing. Subject to the foregoing objecti

ons and without waiving 

’ game, Defendant will supplement
 if Defendant has any documents

 in its posscssion pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR. ADMISSION N
O. 29 

Admit that, during the year
s at issue, Defendant had t

he power to oversee the us
e or 

condition of Defendant's Premises.
 

RESPONSE: See General Obje
ction #5. Subject to its objectio

ns, Union Carbide responds as 

fallaws: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 32
: 

If you deny the foregoing r
equest, in whole or in part, 

produce all documents supp
orting 

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 coun
sel for defendant and counsel 

for other defendants in this or 
other 

cases regarding defense of t
his case, (d) any applicable 

privilege relating to communic
ation’s 

between defendant's employe
es or counsel and defendant'

s insurers regarding the defe
nse of this 

claim or claims of this type. 
(e) any privilege relating to c

onfidential trade secrets, prop
rietary 

information or confidential c
ommunications with any gove

rnment agency, (f) the expert
 witness 

exemption, (g) the witness s
lalernents exemption, (h) the 

party communications exempt
ion, (i) 

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

information not feasibly calcu
lated to lead to the discovery 

of admissible evidence. Objec
tion fo 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, am
biguous, unduly burdenso

me, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and 
annoying. Subject to the foregoing ob

jections and without waivi
ng 

same, Defendant will supple
ment if Defendant has any d

ocuments in its possession pe
rtaining to 

plaintiff's request. 
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Admit that, during the year
s at issue, Defendant had th

e power to administer the u
se or 

condition of Defendant's Prem
ises. 

RESPONSE: See General O
bjection #5. Subject to its a

bjections, Union Carbide re
sponds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUC
TION NO. 33: 

If you deny the foregoing 
request, in whole or in part

, produce all documents su
pporting 

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 attorney work product d
octrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications belween c
ounsel for defendant and co

unsel for other defendants 
in this or other 

cases regarding defense o
f this case, (d) any applic

able privilege relating to 
communication's 

between defendant's emp
loyees or counsel and d

efendant's insurers regar
ding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this t
ype, (e) any privilege rel

ating to confidential trad
e secrets, proprietary 

information or confidentia
l communications with an

y povernment agency, (f) t
he expert witness 

exemption, (g) the wilne
ss statements exemption,

 (h) the party communica
tions exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, o
r (j) any other privilege.

 Objection to the extent
 the request seeks 

information not feasibl
y calculated to lead to t

he discovery of admissib
le evidence. Objection

 to 

the extent the request 
is overly broad, vague,

 ambiguous, unduly bu
rdensame, unnecessaril

y 

expensive, harassing, and
 annoying. Subject to the foregoing o

bjections and without wai
ving 

same, Defendant will sup
plement if Defendant has

 any documents in its poss
ession pertaining fo 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMIS
SION NO. 3): 

Admit that during the y
ears at issue, Defendant

 controlled Defendant's
 Premises. 

RESPONSE: See Genera
l Objection #5. Subject t

o its objections, Union Ca
rbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. 

S OR PRODUCTION NO. 34:
 

If you deny the foregoi
ng request, in whole or 

in part, produce all docu
ments supporting 

your denial. 

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

Objection to the extent the reque
st secks information protected by

 the (a) attorney-client 

privilege, (b) the attomcy work prod
uct doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 10 
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communications between counsel for defe
ndant and counsel for other defendants in t

his or other 

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

o communication's 

between defendant's employees or counse
) and defendant's insurers regarding the 

defense of this 

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

 proprietary 

information or confidential communicati
ons with any government agency, (f) th

e expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements e
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 l
ead to the discovery of admissible evide

nce. Objection to 

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

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

d without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defe
ndant has any documents in its possession

 pertaining to 

plaintif('s request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO
. 32: 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant managed the u
se or condition of 

Defendant's Premises. 

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

rbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 35: 

Tf you deny the foregoing request, 
in whole or in part, produce all doc

uments 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) attomey-clicnt 

privilege, (b) the attomey work product doc
trine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 10 

communications between counsel fo
r defendant and counsel for other def

endants in this or other 

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

relating to communication’s 

between defendant's employees or c
ounsel and defendant's insurers rega

rding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (¢) a
ny privilege relating fo confidential

 trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential commu
nications with any government 

agency, (fF) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness stat
ements exemption, (h) the party 

communications exemption, (i) 

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

information not feasibly calculat
ed to lead to the discovery of adm

issible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguo
us, unduly burdensome, unnece

ssarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoy
ing. Subject to the foregoing objecti

ons and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement
 if Defendant has any document

s in its possession pertaining to
 

plaintiff's request. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 
33: 

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

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objecti
on #5. Subject to its objections, Un

ion Carbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO
. 36: 

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

cuments supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Object
ions, 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 doct
rine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 10 

communications between counsel 
for defendant and counsel for other

 defendants in this or other 

causes regarding defense of this c
ase, (d) any applicable privilege 

relating to communication’s 

between defendant's employees o
r counsel and defendant's insurers

 reparding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) a
ny privilege relating to confidentia

l trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential comm
unications with any governmen

t agency, (F) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness state
ments exemption, (h) the party co

mmunications exemption, (i) 

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

information not feasibly calculat
ed to lead to the discovery of adm

issible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is over
ly broad, vague, ambiguous, 

unduly burdensome, unnecessa
rily 

expensive, harassing, and annoyin
g. Subject to the foregoing objection

s 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 thal, during the years at
 issue, Defendant superintended

 the use or conditions of 

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Obj
ection #5. Subject to its objec

tions, Union Carbide responds
 as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO
N NO. 37: 

If you deny the foregoing re
quest, it! whole or in part, produce 

all documents supporting 

your denial. 
Oo 
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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-clicnt 

privilege, (b) the attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 10 

communications between counse
l for defendant and counsel for o

ther defendants in this or other 

cascs regarding defense of th
is case, (d) any applicable pr

ivilege relating to communicat
ion's 

between defendant's employees
 or counsel and defendant's insu

rers reparding the defense of th
is 

- eJaim or claims of this type. (e)
 any privilege relating to confide

ntial trade secrets, proprictary 

information or confidential 
communications with any g

overnment agency, (f) the ex
pert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness stat
ements 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 cal
culated to lead to the discov

ery of admissible evidence. 
Objection to 

the extent the request is ove
rly broad, vague, ambiguous,

 unduly burdensome, unnece
ssarily 

expensive, harassing, and anno
ying. Subject to the foregoing object

ions and without waiving 

same, Defendant will suppleme
nt if Defendant has any dacum

ents in its possession pertainin
g to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 35:
 

Admit that, during the year
s at issue, Defendant restricted 

the use or condition of 

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Sce General Obj
ection #5. Subject to its objec

tions, Union Carbide respond
s as 

follows: Admitted. 

/ 

REQUEST FOR PRODUC
TION NO. 38: 

If you deny the foregoing re
quest, in whole or in part, pr

oduce all documents support
ing 

your denial. 

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

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

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

communications between co
unsel for defendant and coun

sel for other defendants in t
his or other 

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

 privilege relating to commun
ication's 

between defendant's employ
ees or counsel and defendan

t's insurers regarding the d
efense of this 

claim or claims of this type.
 (e) any-privilege relating to c

onfidential trade secrets, prop
rietary 

information or confidential com
munications with any governme

nt agency, (f) the expert witnes
s 

_ exemption, (g) the witnes
s statements exemption, (h

) the patty communications
 exemption, (i) 
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the right of privacy, or () any othe
r privilege. Objection to the extent the request 

secks 

information not feasibly calculated to le
ad to the discovery of admissible evidenc

e. Objection to 

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

me, unnecessarily 

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

d without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Def
endant has any documents in its possess

ion pertaining to 

plaintiff’s request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO.
 36: 

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

Defendant's Premises. 

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

rbide responds us 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION
 NO. 39: 

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

ents supporting 

your denial. 

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

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

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

communications between counsel for
 defendant and counsel for other defe

ndants in this or other 

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

e relating to communication's 

between defendant's employees 
or counse| and defendant's insure

rs regarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) an
y privilege relating to confidential 

trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential commun
ications with any government age

ncy, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statement
s exemption, (h) the party communica

tions exemption, (i) 

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

information not feasibly calculate
d to lead to the discovery of admi

ssible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly b
road, vague, ambiguous, unduly b

urdensome, unnecessarily 

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

and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement i
f Defendant has any documents in 

its possession pertaining fo 

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: See General Objecti
on #5. Subject to its objections, U

nion 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 doc

uments 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 attomney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel f
or defendant and counsel for other d

efendants in this or other 

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

ege relating to communication's
 

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

egarding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (¢) 
any privilege relating to confident

ial trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential com
munications with any governm

ent agency, (f) the expert witn
ess 

exemption, (g) the witness statem
ents exemption, (h) the party com

munications exemption, (i) 

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

information not feasibly calculat
ed to lead to the discovery of a

dmissible evidence. Objection 
to 

the extent the request 1s overly broad, vague, ambig
uous, unduly burdensome, u

nnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and ann
oying. Subject to the foregoing objec

tions and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplem
ent if Defendant has any docu

ments im its possession pertain
ing to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION_N
O. 38: 

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

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See Gencral Obje
ction #5. Subject to its objectio

ns, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO
N NO. 41: 

If you deny the forcgoing requ
est, in whole or in part, produ

ce all documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See Gencral
 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 produc
t doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between c
ounsel for defendant and co

unsel for other defendants i
n this or other 

cases regarding defensc of t
his case, (d) any applicable p

rivilege relating to communica
tion’s 

petween defendant's employces
 or counse) and defendant's insur

ers regarding the defense of this
 

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

onfidential trade secrets, prop
rietary 
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information or confidential communicati
ons with any government agency, (f) the

 expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemp
tion, (h) the party communications exemptio

n, (i) 

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

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

jection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, und
uly burdensome, unnecessarily 

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

same, Defendant will supplement it Defend
ant has any documents in its possession per

taining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3
9: 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defe
ndant administered the use or condition o

f 

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See Gencral Objection #5
. Subject to its objections, Union Carbi

de responds as 

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 42
: 

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

 supporting 

your denial. 

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

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

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

communications between counsel fo
r defendant and counsel for other def

endants 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 reg

arding the defense of this 

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

de secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communic
ations with any government agency,

 (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness stateme
nts exemption, (h) the party commun

ications 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 admissi

ble evidence. Objection to 

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

ily 

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

nd without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if 
Defendant has any documents in its p

ossession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 
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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 th

e Plaintiff worked on its 

premises and thus lacks sufficient 
information to admit or deny. Uni

on Carbide’s investigation 

remain on-going, however, and U
nion Carbide reserves its right to

 supplement its response as 

information becomes available. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION 
NO. 43: 

If you deny the foregoing reques
t, in whole or in part, produce 

all documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See General Ob
jections, which are incorporated hercin as if fully rewritten. 

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

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

communications between couns
el for defendant and counsel fo

r other defendants in this or oth
er 

cases regarding defense of thi
s case, (d) any applicable priv

ilege relating to communicatio
n's 

between defendant's employee
s or counsel and defendant's i

nsurers regarding the defense o
f this 

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

fidential trade secrets, proprie
tary 

information or confidential 
communications with any g

overnment agency, (f) the e
xpert witness 

exemption, (g) the wimess sta
tements exemption, (h) the par

ty communications exemption,
 (i) 

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

information not feasibly cal
culated to lead to the discov

ery of admissible evidence. 
Objection to 

the extent the request is o
verly broad, vague, ambigu

ous, unduly burdensome, 
unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and ann
oying. Subject to the foregoing obje

ctions and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplem
ent if Defendant has any doc

uments in its possession perta
ining to 

plaintiff's request. 

INTERROGAT ORY NO. 17: 

Do you contend that ut no t
ime during the years at issue

, Defendant did not have th
e right 

to advise or, if necessary, control the activities of employees of 
contractors, working on 

Defendant's Premises, who 
were engaged in activities w

hich could be potentially ha
zardous to 

either themselves or to the em
ployees of Defendant? If the

 answer is anything other tha
n "no", 

identify each and every fact w
hich supports this contention

. 

ANSWER: See General Obje
ctions and Preliminary Statem

ent, which are incorporated h
erein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogat
ory is overly broad, unduly

 burdensome, harassing 

and annoying given the para
meters and subject matter of

 this case. 
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E ST FOR A SION NO, 41: 

Admit that Defendant retained some control ove
r the manner in which Plaintiffs employer 

performed the work requested by the Defendant
. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide lacks direct inform
ation as to whether the Plaintiff worked on its 

~ premises and thus lacks sufficient information to
 admit or deny. Union Carbide’s investigation 

remain on-poing, however, und Union Carbi
de reserves its right to supplement its respon

se as 

information becomes available. 

EQUEST FO ODUCTION NO. 44: 

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

ting 

your denial. 

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

Objection to the extcnt 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 defe
ndant and counsel for other defendants in t

his or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) a
ny applicable privilege relating to communi

cation's 

between defendant's employces or counsel
 and defendant's insurers regarding the def

ense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any priv
ilege relating to confidential trade sccrets

, proprietary 

information or confidential communica
tions with any government agency, (

f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exe
mption, (h) the party communications exem

ption, (i) 

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

 seeks 

information nat feasibly calculated to le
ad to the discovery of admissible evidenc

e. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly bro
ad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burd

ensome, unnecessarily 

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

same, Defendant will supplement if De
fendant has any documents in its posses

sion pertaining (o 

plaintiffs request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 42: 

Admit that Plaintiff was not entirely fre
e 10 do the work on Defendant's Premise

s in his own way. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide lacks dir
ect information as to whether the Plain

tiff worked on its 

premises and thus lacks sufficient info
rmation to admit or deny. Union Carbid

e’s investigation 

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

 its response as 

information becomes avuilable. 

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

your denial. 

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

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

privilege, (b) the 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 appli
cable privilege relating to communication's 

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

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

information or confidential communications wi
th any government agency, (f) the expert witne

ss 

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 th
e discovery of admissible evidence. Objection t

o 

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

ily 

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

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

 to 

plaintiff's request. 

ZQUEST FO SION NO. 43: 

Admit that Plaintiff's employer was not entirely free to do the work requested by 

Defendant on Defendant's Premises in it
s own way. 

RESPONSE: See Gencral Objection #5. Subj
ect to its objections, Union Carbide responds 

as 

follows: Admitted. See Union Carbide’s 
response to Request No. 1. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUC TION_NO. 46: 

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

g 

your denial. 

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

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

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

communications between counsel for defen
dant and counsel for other defendants in thi

s or other 

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

communication's 

between defendant's employees or counse
| and defendant's insurers regarding the 

defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any pri vi
lege relating to confidential trade secrets, p

roprietary 

information or confidential communica
tions with any government agency, 

(f) the expert witness 

exemplion, (g) the witness stalements exe
mption, (h) the party communications exe

mption, (i) 

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

information not feasibly calculated to
 lead to the discovery of admissible ev

idence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly bro
ad, vague, ambignous, unduly burd

ensome, unnecessarily 
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expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and wit
hout waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defen
dant has any documents in its possession p

ertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4
4: 

Admit that asbestos-containing gaskets w
ere installed at Defendant's Premises. 

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

esponds as 

follows: Admitted. See Union Carbide'
s response to Request No. 1. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N
O. 47: 

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

cuments 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) attomey-client 

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

communications between counsel for de
fendant and counsel for other defendant

s in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, 
(d) any applicable privilege relating, 1o

 communication’s 

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

garding the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (¢) any 
privilege relating to confidential trade

 secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communica
tions with any government agency, 

(f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness stateme
nts exemption, (h) the party commu

nications exemption, (i) 

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

information not feasibly calculated to 
lead to the discovery of admissible evid

ence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broa
d, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdens

ome, unnecessarily 

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

and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if 
Defendant has any documents in its p

ossession pertaining 10 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO.
 45: 

Admit that asbestos-containing pip
e covering was installed at Defendan

t's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Object
ion #5. Subject to its objections,

 Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Admitted. See Union Carbide’s r
esponse to Request No. 1. 

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

ur 

denial. 

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

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

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

communications between counsel for defend
ant and counsel for other defendants in this

 or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) an
y applicable privilege relating to communicat

ion's 

hetween defendant's employees or counsel 
and defendant's insurers regarding the defen

se of this 

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

proprietary 

information or confidential communicatio
ns with any government agency, (f) 

the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness slatements 
exemption, (h) the party communication

s exemption, (i) 

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

information not feasibly calculated to lea
d to the discovery of admissible evidence.

 Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broa
d, vague, ambiguous, unduly burden

some, unnecessarily 

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

sume, Defendant will supplement if Defe
ndant has any documents in its possessio

n pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 46: 

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

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

 responds as 

follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficie
nt information to admit or deny this Req

uests. Union 

Carbide's Brownsville, TX plant was c
losed in 1983. Union Carbide’s investi

gation remain on- 

going and Union Carbide reserves its r
ight to supplement this response as info

rmation becomes 

available. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 
49: 

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

ts supporting 

your denial. 

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

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

privilege, (b) the atlamey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating (o 

communications between counsel for
 defendant and counsel for other defe

ndants in this or other 

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

 to communication’s 

between defendant's employees o
r counsel and defendant's insurers

 regarding the defense of this 

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

, proprietary 

informution or confidential commu
nications with any government a

gency, (f) the expert witness 

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

ns 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 lewd to the di
scovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burde
nsome, unnecessarily 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 47 

Admit that asbestos-containing fireproofing w
as installed at Defendant's Premises. 

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

follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient infor
mation to admit or deny this Requests. Union 

Carbide’s Brownsville, TX plant was closed in 1
983. Union Carbide’s investigation remain on- 

going and Union Carbide reserves its righ
t to supplement this response as informati

on becomes 

available. Union Carbide admits that pipe 
covering containing asbestos may have per

formed a 

fire proofing role. 

ST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 50: 

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

ting 

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) atlomey-client 

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

communications between counsel for defend
ant and counsel for other defendants in this 

or other 

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

o communication's 

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

ense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any pr
ivilege rclating to confidential trade secr

ets, proprietary 

information or confidential communicati
ons with any government agency, (f) t

he expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exe
mption, (h) the party communications exe

mption, (i) 

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

information not feasibly calculated to lea
d lo the discovery of admissible evidence.

 Objection to 

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

unnecessarily 

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

and without waiving 

sume, Defendant will supplement if Def
endant has any documents in ifs possessi

on pertaining to 

plaintiff’s request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 48
: 

Admit thut asbestos-containing joint c
ompound was installed at Defendant's 

Premises. 
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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 to 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 

casea regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communi
cation’s 

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

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

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 bur
densome, unnecessarily 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 49: 

Admit that asbestos-contuining insulation was installed at Defendant
's Premises. 

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

follows: Admilied. The pipe covering constitute thermal insulation. See U
nion Carhide'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 s
upporting 

your denial. 

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

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

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

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defe
ndants in this or other 

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

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers r
egarding 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 experi witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party co
mmunications exemption, (i) 

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

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

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, undu
ly 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. 50: 

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

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

follows: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 53: 

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

your denial, including but not limited to all documents i
dentifying the entities or individuals who 

directed, supervised, and/or controlled such *installati
on activities. 

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

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

privilege, (b) the attormey work product docirine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 
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communications between counsel for d
efendant and counsel for other defenda

nts in this or other 

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

communication’s 

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

ing the defense of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any p
rivilege relating to confidential trade 

secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential communica
tions with any government agency, (

f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements e
xemption, (h) the party communication

s exemption, (i) 

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

information not feasibly calculated t
o lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly b
road, vague, ambiguous, unduly b

urdensome, unnecessarily 

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

nd without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement 
if Defendant has any documents In

 its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 18: 

Pleane state the first year you learn
ed that persons could suffer physica

l injury through the 

inhalation of asbestos fiber
s and how Defendant beca

me aware of the existence 
of asbestos 

hazards. 

ANSWER: See General Objections 
and Preliminary Statement, which ar

e incorporated herein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broa
d, unduly burdensome, harassin

g 

and annoying given the paramete
rs and subject matter of this cas

e. 

UEST FOR PRODUCTION 
NO. 54: 

Produce all documents that in
dicate that asbestos fibers, whe

n inhaled, can be hazardous 

to the health of human beings. 

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

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

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

communications between counsel f
or defendant and counsel} for other d

efendants in this or other 

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

e relating to communications 

between defendant's employees 
or counsel and defendant's insure

rs regarding the defense of this
 

claim or claims of this type. 
(e) any privilege relating to co

nfidential trade secrets, propri
etary 

information or confidential comm
unications with any governmen

t agency, (f) the expert witness
 

exemption, (g) the witness atut
ernents exemption, (h) the part

y communications exemption, 
(i) 

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

information not feasibly calcula
ted to lead to the discovery of

 admissible evidence. Objectio
n to 

the extent the request is ov
erly broad, vague, ambiguous

, unduly burdensome, unn
ecessanly 

expensive, harassing, and annoyi
ng. Subject to the foregoing objectio

ns and without waiving 
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same, Defendant will supplement if Def
endant has any documents in its possess

ion pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

UEST FOR A SION NO. 5.1: 

Admit that you supervised the health and 
safety pracedures implemented by contrac

tors 

working on Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objectio
n #5. Subject to its objections, Unio

n Carbide responds as 

follows: Union Carbide lacks informa
tion as to whether or to what extent i

t directly supervised 

the health and safety procedures imple
mented by contractors working on Defe

ndant's Premises. 

The Brownsville, TX plant closed in 1
983, Union Carhide’s investigation re

main on-going. 

Union Carbide did, however, inform a
nd require contractors to implement he

alth and safety 

practices required by all employees o
n its facilities. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 
52: 

Admit that you supervised the hea
lth and safety practices implement

ed by Plaintiffs 

employer. 

RESPONSE: See General Objecti
on #5. Subject to its objections, Un

ion Carbide responds as 

follows: Union Carbide lacks informatio
n as to whether or to what extent it directl

y supervised 

the health and safety procedures impl
emented by contractors working on De

fendant's Premises. 

The Brownsville, TX plant closed in
 1983. Union Carbide’s investigation

 remain on-going. 

Union Carbide did, however, inform 
and require contractors to implement 

health and safety 

practices required by all employees
 on its facilities. 

ST FO SION NO, 83: 

Admit that you did not protect the 
Plaintiff from exposure to usbestos 

on Defendant's 

Premises. 

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

 Carbide responds as 

follows: Denied. See Union Carbide's
 response to Request No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTI
ON NO. 55: 
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Produce all documents supporting the Icgal th
eories and factual bases of your defenses sct 

forth in your response to Plaintiffs Request for D
isclosure under Texas Rules of Civil Procedure

 

194.2, subparagraph (c). 

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

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

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

communications between counsel for defe
ndant and counsel for other defendants in 

this or other 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any
 applicable privilege relating 10 communicatio

n's 

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

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

rietary 

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

ert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness stalements exempt
ion, (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. O

bjection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, va
gue, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unne

cessarily 

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

aume, Defendant will supplement if Defend
ant has any documents in its possession pert

aining to 

plaintiff's request. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 19: 

Do you contend that Plaintiffs expasure 
to asbestos at Defendant's Premises was 

not a 

aubstantial contributing factor in causing 
his asbestos-related injury? If the answer 

is anything 

other than “no”, identify each and every fact
 which supports this contention. 

ANSWER: See General Objections and Pr
eliminary Statement, which are incorporate

d herein as 

if fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overl
y broad, unduly burdensome, harassin

g 

and annoying given the parameters and subject matte
r of this case. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5
4: 

Admit that Plaintiffs exposure to asbestos
 al Defendant's Premises was a substantial 

contributing factor in causing his asbestos
-related injury. 

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

e responds as 

follows: Denied. See Union Carbid
e’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 p
art, 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 attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel for defendant a
nd counsel for other defendants in this or other 

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

 

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

 of this 

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

ary 

information or confidential communication
s with any government agency, (f) the exp

ert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemptio
n, (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 lea
d ta the discovery of admissible evidence.

 Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, va
gue, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unne

cessarily 

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

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendan
t has any documents in its possession pertain

ing to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 55
: 

Admit that Defendant did not exercis
e reasonable care to reduce or elimina

te the risk of 

asbestos-related injury. 

RESPONSE: See General Objection #5. Subj
ect to its objections, Union Carbide responds 

as 

follows: Denied, See Union Carbide’s resp
onse to Request No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 56: 

Admit that Defendant did not reduce or e
liminate the unreasonable risk of harm po

sed by 

the use of asbestos-containing product
s at Defendant's Premises. 

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

esponds as 

follows: Denied. Sce Union Carbide’s 
response to Request No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION
 NO. 51: 

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

pporting 

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

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

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

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

cases reparding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communi
cation's 

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

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

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

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications ex
cmption, (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 admiss
ible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessaril
y 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 57: 

Admit that Defendant's failure to reduce or eliminate th
e risk of hamn, to Plaintiff was a 

substantial factor in bringing about Plaintiffs asbestos-related injury. 

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

follows: Denicd. See Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 58: 

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 rewritten. 

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

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

communications between counsel] for defendant and counsel for o
ther defendants in this or other 

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

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

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

information or confidential communications with any go
vernment 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 d
iscovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguo
us, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 59: 

If 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 to 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 seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 

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

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

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

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) th
e 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 evidenc
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 if Defendunt has any documents in its possession per
taining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 60: 

If you contend that Plaintiff is suffering from an asbestos disease as a result o
f exposures 

other than asbestos dust at the premises on which you or your employees were working wit
h 

asbestos-containing materials, produce al] documents supporting your contention. 

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

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

privilege, (b) the 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 relatin
g 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 se
crets, proprietary 

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

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

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request 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 
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same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents 
in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PROPUCTION NO. 61: 

If you contend that Plaintiff does not suffer from the ashestos-related disease(s) 

complained of, produce all documents supporting your con
tention. 

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

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

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

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

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

herween defendant's employees or counsel and defendan
t'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 afatements exemption, (h) the par
ty communications exemption, (i) 

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

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

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

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

UEST FO OPUCTION NO. 62: 

If you contend that Plaintiff was not exposed to asb
estos dust at the premises on which 

you or your employees were working with ashe
stos-containing materials, produce all document

s 

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) attorney-client 

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

communications between counsel for defendant an
d counsel for other defendants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this casc, (d) any app
licable privilege relating to communications 

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

 this 

claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privilege rel
ating 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 Jead to 
the discovery of admissible evidence. Objectio

n to 

the extent the request is overly broad. v
ague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, un

necessarily 

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 posses
sion 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 rewritten. 

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

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

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

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

between defendant's employces or counsel and defendant's insurers regar
ding the defense of this 

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

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

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communi
cations exemption, () 

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

information not feasibly calculated to leud 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 ils pa
ssession pertaining fo 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 64: 

Produce any and all documents and other tangible things whi
ch refer to the document 

retention (and/or destruction) policy of Defendant, incl
uding 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, 

memoranda, operating bulletins, revisions, or any other supers
eding ‘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 l
imited to records that have 

becn microfilmed, microtiched, imaged, scanned, or stored on tapes, disks, 

diskettes, CD-ROM, databases, etc. or on or within any computcr hardware, 

backup system, download system, file dumping or othe
r 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 resu
ming of such retention 

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

Objection to the extem the request secks information protected by the (a) atlomey-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 applicab
le 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, (e) any privilege relating to con
fidential 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 disco
very 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 wa
iving 

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

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 invent
ories, logs, or other search aids that refer 

or relate to the existence, extent, type, organization, filing sy
stem, method of access; or retrieval, 

and/or location of Defendant's documents (maintained
 or stored on-site or off-site) described in 

the preceding paragraphs. 

RESPONSE: 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 10 

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

cases reparding defense of this case, (d) any appl
icable 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, (e) any privilege rel
ating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary 

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

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

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

information not feasibly calculated to lea
d 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 wi
thout waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement if Defenda
nt has any documents in its porsesaion pert

aining to 

plaintiff's request. 

INTERROGATORY 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 inhaled, can be 

hazardous to the health of human beings? If so, identify the individuals who received, 

maintained, reviewed, or disseminated the information contained in such written materials. 

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

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in th
is or other 

cases regarding defense of this 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 trade secrets, propr
ietary 

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

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the patty communications exemptio
n, (i) 

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

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

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

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

EQUEST FO SION NO. 58: 

Admit that Plaintiff filed suit against Defendant within tw
o (2) years of the date of 

discovering his usbestos-related condition or the existence of
 any asbestos -related causes of 

acuion. 

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 ongoing. Th
erefore, 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 objections, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Denied. See Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 60: 

Admit that asbestos is still in use and/or in place on Defendant's Premises. 

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

follows: Denied. Union Carbide’s Brownsville, TX plant was closed in 1983. See Union 

Carbide’s response to Request No. 8. 

LEST FOR ADMISSIO O. 61: 

Admit that Defendant no longer uses asbestos on its Premises. 

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

follows: Denied. Union Carbide’s Brownsville, TX plant was closed in 1
983. See Union 

Carbide’s response to Request No. 8. 

UEST FO ODUCTION NO. 67: 

Produce al] documents that reflect, indicate or in anyway relate to communications 

heiween you and any manufacturer of asbestos-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 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, (e) any privilege relating to confidential tra
de secrets, proprietary 

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

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party cam
munications exemption, (i) 

the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks 
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information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible e
vidence. Objection to 

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

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

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in ita poss
ession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 68: 

Produce all documents disseminated or published by any trade as
sociation that contain 

information relating to the hazards of asbestas and all documents wh
ich refer to such documents. 

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

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

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

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

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable p
rivilege 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 confiden
tial trade secrets, proprietary 

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

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party com
munications 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 will supplement if Defendant has any docum
ents 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 refernng to 

dust hazards, including but not limited to asbestos in your
 plants. 

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

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

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

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

cases regarding defense of this casc, (d) any applicable p
rivilege relating to communications 

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) 
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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, unnecessari
ly 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 70: 

Produce all safety meeting minutes or other documents, that refer to the dangers of 

asbestos safcty measures Lo be used in the vicinity of asbestos at Defendant's P
remises. 

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

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

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

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defen
dants 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 regardi
ng the defense of this 

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

information or confidential communications with any government a
gency, (f) the cxpert witness 

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

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

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

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessa
rily 

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

ame, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its poss
ession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 71: 

Produce all contracts, or other documents that relate to abatement of asbestos at 

Defendant's Premises. 

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

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

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

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

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable pri
vilege relaling to communications 

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

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to conf
idential trade sccrcts, proprietary 

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

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

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

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admiss
ible evidence. Objection to 
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the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, und
uly 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 po
ssession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 72: 

Produce all contracts, or other documents that relate to the installation of asbestos 

products at Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully 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 d
efendants 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 insu
rers regarding the defense of this 

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

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

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party commu
nications exemption, (i) 

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

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

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

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FO ODUCTION NO. 73: 

Produce all documents that in any way reflect a removal p
lan organized written criteria or 

schedule for the removal of asbestos at Defendant's P
remises. 

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

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

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

communications between counse] for defendant und cou
nsel for other defendants in this or other 

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

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

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

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

exemption, (g) the wilness statements exemption, (h
) the pasty communications excmption, (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 discov
ery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambig
uous, 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 document
s in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 74: 

Produce all documents related to the medical condition of Plain
tiff at anytime during his 

work ut Defendant's Premises. This request specifically includes
 any and all x-rays, x-ray reports, 

medical notes and/or medical records of any kind, annual p
hysical forms, and employment 

records relating to Plaintiffs health. 

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

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

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

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

cases regarding defense of this cuse, (d) any applicable privi
lege relating to communication's 

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

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

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

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the p
arty 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, ambigu
ous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

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

same, Defendant wil] supplement if Defendant has any documen
ts in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 75: 

Produce Plaintiffs entire personnel file from Defendan
t'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 attorncy work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

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

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

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

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

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

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

the right of privacy, or G) any other privile
ge. 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 burd
ensome, unnecessarily 

PLAINTIFF'S ANSWERS TO MATER DISCOVERY AND
 

SUPPLEMENTAL DISCLOSURES PURSUANT TO RUL
E 194 - Page 64 

F\Fimdacstaniccrcameronigarcia, robarl\Plaintit's 1% Sat of intarmgs & R
leques! for Production 

RECEIVED TIMBAUS, ¢ 6:01PM PRINT TIMEAUG. 4, 7:08PM 
vol

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 wil] 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 layout of Defendant's Premises, including the 

location and dimensions of al] buildings and the location and placement 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 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, (f) the expert 
witness 

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

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

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

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessari
ly 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

FOR PRODUCTION NO. 77: 

Produce all documents containing any warnings concerning the possibility of inju
ry 

resulting from the use of asbestos-containing products or exposure to asbestos. 

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

Objection to the extent the request sccks 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 t
his or other 

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

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

exemption, (f) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communi
cations exemption, (i) 

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

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible eviden
ce. 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 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR 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 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 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, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 79: 

Produce all photographs of warning signs or warning statements which are or have been 

in place at Defendant's Premises in the vicinity of 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 ot
her 

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

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers tegarding 
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 goverment 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. Obj
ection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vaguc, 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 pertain
ing to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 80: 

Produce all documents relating to any individuals claimed injury as a re
sult of exposure 

to asbestos at Defendant's Premises, including, but not limited to, workers compensat
ion claims. 

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

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

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

communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendant
s 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 insure
rs regarding the defense of this 

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

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

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party c
ommunications 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, unnece
ssarily 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

UEST FO OQDUCTION 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 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 go
vernment 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 sccks 

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admis
sible 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 

plaintiff'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. 

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 (0 communication's 

between defendant's employces or counsel and defendant's insurers tegarding the defense of this 

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

information or confidentia) 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 PRODUCTION NO. 83: 

Produce all documents relating to inspections by labor inspectors, insurance com
pany 

inspectors or anyone from your compari 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, (d) any upplicable privilege relating to communicat
ion'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, pr
oprietary 

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

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

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

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 
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the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, 
unnecessarily 

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

same, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining
 1o 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 84 

In the event that Defendant performed or had performed any dust level counts or 

mensurements of any of its plants or industrial facilities with respect to asbestos 
dust, producc 

any documents, memoranda, or other wntings that in any way reflect the r
esults of such studies 

or counts and actions taken as a result o/ 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 () attorney-client 

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

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

cuses regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relatin
g to communication's 

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

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

information or confidential communicalions with any governm
ent agency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communi
cations exemption, (i) 

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

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

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

pxpensive, harasuing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving 

ame, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its po
ssession 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 e
xperts that in anyway pertain fo 

asbestos and the hazards and/or diseases that may result therefrom
. 

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

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

privilege, (b) the attomey work praduct coctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

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

bases regarding defense of this case, (i) any applicable pr
ivilege relating (o communication’s 

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

Maim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to co
nfidential trade secrets, proprietary 

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

exemption, (g) the witness slalements exemption, (h) the party 
communications exemption, (1) 

Ihe right of privacy, or (j) any ofher privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks 
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information not feasibly calculated to Wad 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 lo 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. sf: 

Produce all documents which will be used at the time of trial, including all potential 

exhibits and those documents which maybe used to cross-examine other witnesses or in rebuttal, 

and which you contend are relevant to any of Defendant's enumerated 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 attorney work procuct 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 communi
cation's 

between defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers tegarding the defe
nse 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 ¢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. Obj
ection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, u
nnecessarily 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 87: 

Produce documents between Defendant and any of its worker's compensatio
n carriers 

regarding the hazards of asbestos and agbestos-containing products. 

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

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

privilege, (b) the attorney work prodpct 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, (<1) any applicable privilege relating 10 communication's 

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

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

information or confidential communicaijons with any government a
gency, (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 to Juad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to
 

the extent the request is overly broacl, 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 

plaintifs 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 proiuct doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

communications between counsel} for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or o
ther 

cases regarding defense of this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating {0 communication's 

hetween defendant's employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defe
nse of this 

claim or claims of this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential 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. 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 pertain
ing to 

plaintiff's request. 

OR PRODUCTION NO. 89: 

Produce all documents which contain complaints by employees of the Defendant's 

Premises regarding safety conditions an¢| work place conditions at the De
fendant'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 1o 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

information not feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Obj
ection to 
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the extent the request is overly broad, vaguc, 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 possessio
n pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 90: 

Produce all documents which contain complaints by Union representatives of Defenda
nt's 

Premises regarding safety conditions and work place conditions at the De
fendant's Premiscs. 

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 prociuct doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

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

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

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

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

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

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communication
s exemption, (1) 

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

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

the extent the request is overly broad. vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessari
ly 

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

same, Defendant will supplement if Dejendant has any documents in its poss
ession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. OL: 

Produce all documents, organizational charts or rosters which id
entify 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 to ihe extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 

privilege, (b) the aftorncy work procict doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

informution not feasibly calculated to lead to the disc
overy 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 possess
ion pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 92: 

Produce all documents which evidence Defendant's, net wort
h, 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 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 counse! for defendant and counsel for other defe
ndants in this or other 

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

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

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

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

exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party co
mmunications exemption, (i) 

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

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

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unne
cessarily 

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

same, Defendant wil) supplement if Defendant has any document
s in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 93: 

Produce all documents which evidence Defendant's purchase
, acquisition, sale, or transfer of 

ownership of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: 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, (¢) 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 communications 

between defendant's employces or counsel and de
fendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 

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

information ar confidential communications with an
y 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 o
f admissible 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, Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its 
possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's requeat. 

UEST FO ODUCTION NO. 94: 

Produce all indemnity agreements, assignments of liability, subr
ogation agreements and 

other similar documents relating to Defendant's Premises and liabilities arising from said 

ownership. 

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 priv
ilege relating to communication's 

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

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

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

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

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

information not feasibly calculated to Icad 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 

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 95. 

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

RESPONSE: Sec General Objections, which are incorporated hercin 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 applicab
le privilege relating to communication’s 

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

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

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

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

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

information not feasibly calculated to Icad to th
e discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burde
nsome, unnecessarily 

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

PLAINTIFF'S ANSWERS TO MATER DISCOVERY AND 

SUPPLEMENTAL DISCLOSURES PURSUANT TO RULE 194 - Pa
ge 74 

FiFinndocs\anvicer\eameranigarcla, rcherf\Flalniltt’s 1° Set of Interroga & Request for Praducl
ion 

RECEIVED TIMEAUG, 4 ec C1FM PRINT TIMEAUG. 4. 7: 
twa 

0 
fol 

l PM

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1652: Union Carbide's Responses to Robert C. Garcia's First Interrogatories, Reque…
ACL Doc 16739 · Page 74 of 76

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/16739/74

https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16739/74


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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 96. 

Please produce any printed material produced or published b
y Defendant containing any 

wamings conceming the possibility of injury resulting from th
e use of usbestos-containing 

products or exposure to asbestos? 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

information or confidential communications with an
y 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 ead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is overly broad, vague. amb
iguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily 

expensive, harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing abjections and without w
aiving 

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

plaintiff's request. 

EQUEST FO ODUCTION NO. 97: 

Produce all documents and other tangible things r
elating to the Plaintiff. 

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-clicnt 

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

communications between counsel for defendant an
d counsel for other defendants in this or other 

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

between defendant's employees or counsel and
 defendant's insurers regarding the defense of t

his 

claim or claims of this type, (¢) any privil
ege relating to confidential trade secrets, pr

oprietary 

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

pert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness statements exe
mption, (h) the party communications exe

mption, (i) 

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

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

ction to 

the extent the request is overly broad, va
gue, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unne

cessarily 
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expensive, harassing, and annoying. 
Subject to the foregoing objections a

nd without waiving 

samc, Defendant will supplement if D
efendant has any documents in its pos

session pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 98:
 

If you contend that you did not own or
 control the facility(ies) during anytime

 period that 

Plaintiff worked (or believes he wo
rked) at the facility(ies), please pro

duce a documentation that 

supports your contention, ‘including but
 not limited to documentation pertainin

g to the purchase, 

sale, acquisition, merger, oF divestment of corporutions, subsidiaries, divisions, or other 

corporate entities or assets that includ
ed the purchase, sale, acquisition, mer

ger, Or divestment of 

the facility(ies); such documentati
on to “include, by way of exampl

e and not limitation, purchase 

or sale agreements, minutes, resolu
tions, annual reports, 1 OK reports or other state or feder

al 

agency filings, or deposition, tri
al testimony or affidavits of you

r corporate representatives who
 

are the most knowledgeable individ
uals with respect to such matters. 

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

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

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

communications between counsel fo
r defendant and counsel for other def

endants in this or other 

cases regarding defense of this ca
se, (d) any applicuble privilege re

lating 10 communication's 

between defendant's employces 
or counscl and defendant's insur

ers regarding the defense of this
 

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

ial trade secrets, proprietary 

information or confidential commu
nications with any government 

apency, (f) the expert witness 

exemption, (g) the witness sta
tements exemption, (h) the part

y communications exemption, 
(i) 

the right of privacy, or Q) any 
other privilege. Objection to the extent the requ

est seeks 

information not feasibly calculat
ed to lead to the discovery of adm

issible evidence. Objection to 

the extent the request is over
ly broad. vague. ambiguous, u

nduly burdensome, unnecessari
ly 

expensive, harassing, and annoyin
g. Subject to the foregoing objection

s and without waiving 

same, Defendant will supplement
 if Defendant has any documents

 in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff’s request. 
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