
Preven n wy art 

EXHIBIT 

UC-1663 

CAUSE NO. 97-7-13266 

LOUIS MEDELLIN; § IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF 

Plaintiff, : 

VS. : CALHOUN COUNTY, TEXAS 

OWENS CORNING, ET AL : 

Defendants. : 135™ JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

DEFENDANT. ON CARBIDE COR ORATION d/b/a UNION CA E 
(8) 

Defendant, Union Carbide Corporation d/b/a Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc., 

files this response to Plainti(f's First Set of Interrogatories, Request for Production, and Request 

for Admissions. 

~ Respecifully submitied, 

POWERS & FROST, L.L.P. 

pe A thn Er 

Sharla J. Frost 
TBN: 07491100 
2600 Two Houston Center 

909 Fannin 

Houston, Texas 77010 

Telephone: (713) 767-1555 

Telecopier: (713) 767-1799 

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT, UNION CARBIDE 

CORPORATION d/b/a UNION CARBIDE CHEMICALS 

AND PLASTICS, INC. COMPANY 

DEFENDANT’S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S 
PIRS'T SET OP INTERROGATORIES, FIRST REQUEST 
FOR PRODUCTION, AND FIRST REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS- Page | 
IAP imine REC ELVED. T IME*"Oc T. “6, it” 3. 3 5 PM Sed af Interrays Reick for Urvhuction.wtac.doc 

w

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1663: Union Carbide's Responses to Plaintiff's First Interrogatories, Requests for Pro…
ACL Doc 16748 · Page 1 of 85

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/16748/1

https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16748/1


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

T certify that a true and correct copy of Defendant Union Carbide Corp
oration d/b/a Union 

Carbide Chemiculs and Plastics, Inc.'s Responses to Plaintiffs’ First Sct
 of Interrogatories, First 

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

facaimile and via certiticd mail, return receipt requested to Plaintiffs counsel 
on the G!— day 

of October, 2000, and that all other counsel of record were forwarded
 a capy of the cover letter 

only via regular mail on the mAsa day of October, 2000. 

aN a 
OT 
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GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

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

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

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

for Production and Requests for Admissions below: 

GENERAI. OBJECTION NO. 1: 

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

Carbide's answers (0 thesc Interrogatorics, Request for Production and Reque
st for Admissions 

are based on information known to Union Carbide at this time. Union C
arbide reserves the right, 

however to make reference at the trial or at any hearing in this action 
to facls and documents not 

identified in these responses, the existence or relevance of which is later d
iscovered by it or its 

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

responsibility to update its responses fo these Interrogatories, Request for Production and 

Request for Admissions, and specifically objects to each of these 
Interrogatories, Request for 

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

continuing obligation upon Union Carbide. 

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 2: 

Union Carbide objects to plaintiffs’ Interrogatories, Request for Production a
nd Request 

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

the facts and subject matter of the present action, with the result that Uni
on Carbide is called 

upon Lo speculate as Lo what information relevant to the present case, if an
y, may be deemed to 

fall within the scope of the Interrogatories, Request for Production and R
equest for Admissions 

as phrased. 

GE OBJECTION _NO. 3: 

Union Carbide alao objects to all Interrogatories, Request for Production a
nd Request for 

Admissions insofar as they would require the disclosure of informa
tion protected by the attommey- 

client privilege or work product doctrines. 

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 4: 

Union Carbide objects to providing information about any asbestos-cont
aining products 

which it has manufactured, sald or distributed, on the grounds that the asbes
tos fiber in those 
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products was encapsulated by or embedded in other material and on the grounds th
at the plaintiff 

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

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

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

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

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

machine; a heat exchanger; and, possibly, certain polyethylene and polystyren
e or other products 

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

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

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

provided fiber samples to potential customers. From 1963 until June 30, 198
5, Union Carbide 

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

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

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

to Calidria asbestos only. 

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 5: 

Union Carbide objects to this entire set of Interrogatories, Request for
 Production and 

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

employees ar premises, or policies pertaining to Union Carbide employees or premises
 other than 

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

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

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

immaterial to matters al issue in this case. Any pertinent informatio
n which the employee or 

premises information about other locations can be said to re
flect can be requested directly 

without requesting the irrelevant and immaterial information or documentatio
n about employees 

or premises. 
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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

These responses ure based on facts known to or believed by Union Carbide Corporation 

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

information is sought from many yeurs ago and is thercfore difficult or impossible to reconstruct 

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

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

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

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

reference in each of the following responses. 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF'S INTERROGATORIES, 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION, AND REQUEST FOR ADMISSION 

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: 

For each person who has supplied any information used in answering these 

interrogatories, state the name, address, job title, length of time employed by Defendant, and a 

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

RESPONSE: 

Objection. It is impossible for Union Carbide Corporation d/b/a Union Carbide 

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

Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc., has been invalved in asbestos litigation for many 

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

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

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

information in an accurate and meaningful way. 

EQUEST FOR A SION NO. 1: 

Admit that Defendant ordered, purchased or otherwise acquired asbestos-containing 

products, asbestos-containing friction products, and/or machinery requiring the use of asbestos or 

asbestos-containing products. 
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RESPONSE: 

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

follows: Admitted. At times during the operation of Union Carbide tacilitics, Union Carbide 

acquired products which contained asbestos in accordance with state-of-the-art safety and 

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

of the types of products set forth in this Request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: 

Not applicable. 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 déféndant and counsel for other de
fendants 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 regardin
g 

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

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

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

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

extent the request seeks information not feasibly calculated to Jead 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 

abjections and without waiving same, Defendant will supplement. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2: 

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

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

Defendant's Premises during the years at issue. 
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RESPONSE: 

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

follows: Admitied. At times during the operation of Union Carbide facilities, UCC acquired 

products which contained asbestos in accordance with state-of-the-art safety and operation 

practices for industrial facilities. Union Carbide denies that it necessarily acquired all of the 

types of products set forth in this Request. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 2: 

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

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

a. What these products were used for 

b. From whom these products were purchased 
c. Where these products were installed 

d, Specific persons or contractors who install these products 

e. The first year each praduct was no longer purchased and installed on Defendants 
Premises 

ANSWER: 

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

fully rewritten, Objection. This interragatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing and 

annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2: 

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

such asbestos-containing praducts for use at Defendant's Premises, including but not limited to 

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

and/or shipping documents of the similar nature. 

RESPONSE: 

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

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

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

relating to communications between counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendan
ts in 

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

communication's between defendant's cmployees or counsel] and defendant's insurers regarding 

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

secrets, proprietary information or confidential communications with any government agency, (1) 
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the expert witness exemption, (g) the witness statements exemption, (h) the party 

communications cxemption, (i) the right of privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the 

extent the request seeks information not feasibly 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. 

VEST FOR A SSION NO. 3: 

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

foreseeuble that asbestos-containing products on Defendant's Premises would or could be 

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

RESPONSE: 

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

follows: Admiticd. At limes during the operation of Union Carbide facilities, UC
C acquired 

products which contained asbestos in accordance with state-of-the-art safety and op
eration 

practices for industrial facilities. Union Carbide denies that it necessarily acquired all o
f the 

types of products set forth in this Request. 

INTERROGATORY NGO. 3: 

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

Premises have been abated at any time. 

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

(including address and telephone number) 

b. State the dates and locations of each abatement procedure; 

c. State which asbestos-containing products were abated. 

ANSWER: 

See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as i
f 

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

annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case, 
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EQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3: 

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

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

wrillen crileria or schedule for the removal of asbestos at Defendant's Premises, and in operation 

und 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 

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 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, (ce) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

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. te 

EQUEST FOR A SSION NO. 

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

predecessor-in-interest of Defendant. 

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. Therefore, denied. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 4: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: 

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

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (u) atlorney-client privilege, (b) the 
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attormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 
counse] for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the nght of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

Defendant will supplement. 

REQUEST FO ODUCTION NO. 5: 

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

your admission that Plaintiff was on Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: 

See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritlen. Objection to 

the extent the request seeks information protected_by the (a) attorney-clicnt privilege, (b) the 

ultomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating ta communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

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

this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (1) the right of 

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

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

Defendant wil) supplement. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6: 

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

on your premises during the years at issue, ‘including but not limited to sign-in-logs, gate records, 

visitor’s logs, identification badge logs and procedures, and other documents of a similar nature. 
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ONSE:; 

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 regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 
the witness slatements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

Defendant will supplement. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 7: 

Produce all records pertaining to the methods and manner of identification of individuals 

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

fingerprinting or other methads of identifying contractor employees at your premises, and 

specifically including any fingerprinting or other records identifying the Plaintiff 

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

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

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

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s between defendant's 

employees or counse] and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or claims of 

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 
the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

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. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 4: 

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

cach, state: 

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 performed by such contractors. 

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 FO ODUCTION NO, 8: 

Produce the contract documents pertaining to the contractors who performed services on 

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

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

acceptances, conlracts, amendments, addenda, change orders, and other contract documents of a 

similar nature, BO 

RESPONSE: 

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

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

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

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's 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) 

(he 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, vaguc, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

Defendant will supplement. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 5: 

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

Defendant's Premiscs during the years at issue. 

ANSWER: 

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

fully rewritten, Objection. This interragatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing and 

annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NG. 5: 

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

axbestos-containing products. 

RESPONSE: 

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

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

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 9: 

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

your denial. 

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 

allorney 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 counse] 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 exemplion, (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 annaying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving same, 

Defendant will supplement. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 6: 

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

Defendant's Premise(s)? If the answer is anything other than "no", identify each and every fact 

which supports this contention. 

A CR: 

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. Specifically, this Defendant 

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

supports this contention.” 

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 Defendant's employees who were using and/or applying 

asbestos-containing products. 

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. Therefore, denied. 

VEST FO ODUCTION NO. JO: 

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

your 

cSPO ve 

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 

allomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

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

this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency. (1) 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 
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feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request ix 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. 7: 

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

asbestos-containing products were installed, used, prepared for use, replaced or repaired, stored 

or loaded, unloaded or transported, 

RESPONSE: 

This defendant is unable 1o either admit or deny this request for admission because the 

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

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8: 

Admit that during the time period Plaintiff worked at premises, Defendant was aware that 

airbome asbestos dust created a potential health hazard to those who breathed such dust. 

RESPONSE: 

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

sufficiently high levels could cause health hazards. Indeed, Union Carbide employed state-of- 

the-art practices and was recognized as an industry leader in efforts, including but limited to
, 

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

including, but not limited to, safety practices, ventilation measures and information provi
sion. 

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

gradually. Union Carbide’s involvement with asbestos was primarily as that of an industrial 

consumer. Union Carbide never manufactured or sold asbestos-containing insulation. 

Accordingly, Union Carbide lacked any special knowledge or information of the insulation 

industry. 

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

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

health concerns of which Union Carbide is presently aware included general and scientific 

literature on the topic and reports or memoranda by Union Carbide employees. Upon the 

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

be made available at a suitable time and place for review and duplication by the plaintiff. 
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Union Carbide recognizes that the excessive inhalation of asbestos fiber may be associated with 

the development of serious and potentially fatal disease, Union Carbide alsa understands that the 

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

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

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

EQUEST FO!) ODUCTION NO. 1: 

If yon 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) attorncy-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 counsc) and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or claims of 

this type; (e) any privilege relating to confidential. trade. secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (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 evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

Defendant wil] supplement, 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 9: 

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

products on Defendant's Premises during the time period Plaintiff was working on Defendant's 

Premises. 

RESPONSE: 

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

investigation far defendant's responses to discovery is still ongoing. Therefore, denied. 
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REQUEST FO ODUCTION NO. 12: 

Produce any and all photographs or videographic depictions or films depicting the use by 

you or your employees of any safety precautions (such as containment areas, waming signs, etc.) 

taken 1o protect bystanders from the hazards of airborne asbestos resulting from the use of 

asbestos-containing products by your employees at any locations. 

RESPONSE: 

See Generat Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. Objection to 

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-chent privilege, (b) the 

nttomey work product dactrine, (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 of 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (£) 

ihe 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. 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 

plaintitf’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 asbestos fibers. 

See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which ave incorporated herein as if 

fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is averly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing and 

annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 13: 

Produce all such warnings. 
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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 

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

counscl for defendant and counscl for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regurding the defense of this claim or claims of 

this type, (c) 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 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 

plaintiffs request. 

SQUEST FOR A SSJON NO. 10: 

Admit that Defendant did not distribute any literature ar wamings of any kind to its 

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

potential health hazards to those who breathe airborne asbestos dust. 

kSPONSE: 

See General Objection #5. Subject to its objection, Union Carbide Corporation d/b/a 

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

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

No. 8. 

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 secks information protected by the (a) attomey-client 
privilege, (b) the 

attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communication
s 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 
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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 sccks information nol 

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. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 8: 

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

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

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

asbestos 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: - ne 

Sec 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, 

UEST FO ODUCTION NO. 15: 

Produce all such safety policies. - 

ONSE 

Sce General Objections, which ave incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. Objection to 

the extent 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 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, proprictary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (1) 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 
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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. 

EQUEST FO SSION NO. 

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

asbestos. 

RESPONSE: 

See General Objection #5. Subject to its objection, Union Carbide Corporation d/b/a 

Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc. responds as follows: Denied. Sce Union Carbide 

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

No. 8. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 9: 

_~Do you contend that Defendant specifically warned Plaintiff about the hazards of asbestos 

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

every fact which supports this contention. 

ANSWER: 

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

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

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

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

supports this contention.” 

INTERROGATORY NO. 10: 

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

areas, waming signs, ventilation systems, evacuating the premises, etc.) for the protection of 

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

asbestos-containing products by your employees at any locations. 
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ANSWER: 

See General Objections und 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. 

INTERROGATORY NO. II: 

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

so, please list the safety equipment provided and indicate: 

a. when the equipment was first provided 
b. to whom the equipment was provided 
c. under what circumstances the equipment was provided 

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

policies. 

ANSWER: 

See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which arc incorporated herein as if 

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

annoying giver the parameters and subject matter of this case. _ 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 12: 

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

working with or around asbestos fram 1945 to the present for the purpose of protecting these 

employees fram inhaling asbestos. 

RESPONSE: 

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

that it is overly braad and not phrased 10 allow a meaningful admission or denial, Subject to its 

objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient information to 

admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whether, for instance, “employees working 

with or around asbestos” include all employees entering premises which contained state-of-the- 

art asbestos insulation. Sec Union Carbide’s response to Request for Admissions No. 8. 
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QGATO O. }2: 

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

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

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

Please state where and when these tests were conducted, by whom these tests were conduc
ted, 

and the results of any such fest. 

A eR: 

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. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 13 

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

performed any measurements and/or studies prior 10 1970 to determine the quantity o
f asbestos 

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

and every fact which supports this contention. 

Sec General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as if 

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

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

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

supports this contention.” 

INTERROGATORY NO. 14: 

Please state each time any regulatory agency or other governing bady has inspect
ed the 

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

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

and state whether a written report was generated. 

UNS 

See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are in
corporated hercin as if 

fully rewrilten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burd
ensome, harassing and 

annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 13: 

Admit that you did not crect containment barriers ta prevent emission of asbestos dust ut 

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

worksites where Plaintiff was present. 

RESPONSE: 

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

that it is overly broad and not phrased to allow a meaningful admission or denial, Subject f
o its 

objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient information to 

admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whether, for instance, “employees working 

with or around asbestos” include all employees entering premiscs which contained state-of
-the- 

art asbestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response to Request for Admissions No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 16: 

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

your denial. 

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

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (bh) the 

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 casc, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication'’s between defendant's 

employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the clefense 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 parly communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to 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 Defendam has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 
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REQUEST FOR A SSION NO. 14: 

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

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

worksites where Plaintiff was present. 

RESPONSE: 

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

that it is overly broad and not phrased to allow a meaningful admission or denia]. Subject to its 

objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient information to 

admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whether, for instance, “employees working 

with or around asbestos” include all employees entering premises which contained state-of-the- 

art ashestos insulation. See Union Carbide's response to Request for Admissions No. 8. 

O ODUCTION NO. 17: 

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

your denial. 

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 

attarney 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 

confidentia] communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (j) 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. 
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REQUE OR ADMISSION NO. 15: 

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

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

worksites where Plaintiff was present. 

RESPONSE: 

Sce General Objection #5. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on th
e grounds 

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

objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient information t
o 

admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whether, for instance, “emplo
yees working 

with or around asbestos” include all employees entering premises which contai
ned state-of-the- 

art asbestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response to Request for Admissi
ons No. 8. 

ST FO ODUCTION NO. 18: 

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

your denial. 

ONSE: _.. 

See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritte
n. Objection to 

the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) attor
ney-client privilege, (b) the 

attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating lo c
ommunications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for ather defendants in this or other case
s 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 c
laim or claims of 

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the exper
t witnesa 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 udmissible 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 Defendam has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 16: 

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

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

including the worksites where Plaintiff was present. 

RESPONSE: 

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

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

objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient information to 

admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whether, for instance, “employees working 

with or around asbestos” include all employees entering premises which contained state-of-the- 

art asbestos insulation. See Union Carbide's response to Request for Admissions No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 19: 

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 secks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) 
the 

atlomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's 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 wimess exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the night ot 

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 ils possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 17: 

Admit that you did not require your employees to handle, mix, apply, rcmove, cut or 

score asbestos-containing products in a wel stale to prevent emission of airborne asbestos fibers 
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at the worksites where your employees were using asbestos-containing materials, including the 

worksites where Plaintiff was present. 

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

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

objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient information to 

admit or deny insofar as the request has not defined whether, for instance, “employees working 

with or around asbestos” include all employees entering premises which contained state-of-the- 

art asbestos insulation. Sec Union Carbide’s response to Request for Admissions No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 20: 

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

your denial. 

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, proprictary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18: 

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

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

materials, including the worksites where Plaintiff was present. 
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CSPONSE; 

See Gencral Objection #5. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grounds 
that il is overly broad and not phrased to allow a meaningful admission or denial. Subject to its 
objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient information to 
admit ar deny insofar as the request has not defined whether, for instance, “employees working 
with or around asbestos” include all employces entering premises which contained state-of-the- 
art asbestos insulation. Sce Union Carbide’s response to Request for Admissions No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 21: 

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

eESPONSE: 

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 ather defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d). any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 
employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or claims of 
this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 
confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request sceks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 15: 

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

ashestos-containing products? Tf so, describe in detail the methods of such warnings, who you 

warned and when. Please include in your response a description of any written wamings relating 

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

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

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

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

harassing and annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case, 

INTERROGATORY NO. 16: 

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

Tf sa, please: 

a. state when this policy was implemented, 
b. describe this policy in detail; 

c. state to wham it applied (i.e. Defendant employees and contractor employees), 

d. and describe what types and brand names of respirators were Tequired by you. 

ANSWER: 

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

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

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

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19: 

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

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

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

RESPONSE: 

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

Denied. See Union Curbide's respanse to Requests for Admissions Nos. 8 and 13. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 22: 

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

your denial. 
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RESPONSE: 

See 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 

atiomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 

counsel} for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication'’s between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, 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 withoul waiving sume, 

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

plaintift’s request. 

UEST FOR A SSION NO. 20: 

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

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

present. 

“SPO Cs 

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

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

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 23: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: 

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

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) 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 
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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, praprietary 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. 24: 

Praduce all documents reflecting payments made to contractors during the years at issue, 

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

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

services rendered by Plaintiffs employer. 

_ > See General Objections, which arc incorporated.herein as if fully rewritten. Objection to 

the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

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 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 10 confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

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

plaintiff's request, 

EQUEST FOR A SSION NO. 2 L: 

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

substantial risk of Injury. 
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Sec General Objection #5. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grounds 

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

objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Union Carbide lacks sufficient information to 

admit or deny insofar aa the request has not defined whether, tor instance, “employees working 

with or around asbestos” include all employees entering premises which contained state-of-the- 

art asbestos insulation. See Union Carbide’s response to Request for Admissions No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 22: 

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

Premises. 

RESPONSE: 

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

Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIONNO.25, 9 

Tf you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce al] 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) attomey-client privilege, (b) the 

attommey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's 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 cxemption, (g) 

the witmess statements exemption, (h) the party communications 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 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. 
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UEST FOR A SSJON NO. 23: 

Admit that, during the ycars at issue, Defendant had the power to manage the use or 

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

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. Therefore, denied. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 26: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: 

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

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

altomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d). any applicable privilege relating to communication'’s between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

Tequest ix overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 24: 

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

condition of Defendant's Premiscs. 

‘This defendant is unable to either admit or deny this request for admission because the 

investigation for defendant's responses to discovery is stil] ongoing. Therefore, denicd. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 27: 

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

your denial. 

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

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

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

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

employees or counse} and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or claims of 

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, 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 10 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 FO SSION NO, 25: 

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

conditions of Defendant's Premises. 

cSPO On 

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

Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 28: 

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

your denial. 
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RESPONSE: 

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

the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) allorey-client privilege, (b) the 

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

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication'’s between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprictary information or 

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 

plainwiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 26: 

_- Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power to restrict the use or 

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: 

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

Admitted. 

REQUEST FO ODUCTION NO, 29: 

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

your denial. 

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

the 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 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 
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thix type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, ([) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to Jead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unneccssarily 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. 27: 

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

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: 

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

Admitted. 

R ST FO ODUCTION NO. 30: 

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

your denial. 

“SPONSE; 

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

the extent the request reeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating lo communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s between defendant's 

employces or counsel und defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or claims of 

this type, (e) any privilege relating 10 confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 28: 

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

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: 

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

Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 31: 

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

your denial. 

ONSE: 

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

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

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

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

employces or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or claims of 

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade sccrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is averly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 29 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power fo oversee the use or 

condition of Defendant's Premises. 
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RESPONSE: 

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

Admitted. 

REQUEST FO ODUCTION_NO. 32: 

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 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 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, (c) any privilege relating lo confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witneas statements exemption, (h) the party 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, 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 

plainu(fs request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 30: 

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

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: 

See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carhide tesponds as follows: 

Admitted. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 33: 

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

your denial. 

RESPO es 

. 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 regurding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection fo 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... 

R [) SSION NO. 31: 

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

RESPONSE: 

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

Adinitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 34: 

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 (x) altomey-client privilege, (b) th
e 

allomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 
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counsel for defendant and counscl for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness 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 to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly brond, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

harassing, and annoying, Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving same, 

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 32: 

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

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: 

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

Admitted. 

REQUEST FO ODUCTION NO. 33: 

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 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 applicuble privilege relating to communication’s between defendant's 

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

this type, (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 

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 33: 

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

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: 

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

Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 36: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: _ 

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

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client 
privilege, (b) the 

attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating fo communication
s between 

counsel] for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead 10 the discovery of admissible evidence, Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 44: 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant superintended the use or conditi
ons of 

Defendunt's Premises. 
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See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbid
e responds as follows: 

Admitted. 

REOUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 37: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produc
e al] documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: 

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

the extent the request seeks information protected by the 
(a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relati
ng to communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in thi
s or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

employees or counse! and defendant's insurers regarding the def
ense 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, (1) th
e expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements 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 n
ot 

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, 

hurassing, 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. 

2ST FOR ADMISSION NO. 35: 

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

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: 

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

Admitted. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 38: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: 

See Genera] Objections, which are incorporated herein as i
f fully rewritten. Objection to 

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (#
) atlomcy-client privilege, (b) the 

attorney work product docirine, (c) any applicable privilege relatin
g to communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this o
r other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defen
se 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 c
ommunications exemption, (i) the nght of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information n
ot 

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 s
ame, 

Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession 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: 

Sve General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Unio
n Carbide responds as follows: 

Admitted, 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 39: 

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

your denial. 

CSPONSE: 

See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as i
f fully rewritten. Objection to 

the extent the request seeks information protected by th
e (a) allomey-client privilege, (b) the 
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attamey 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) uny 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. 

U OR ADMISSION NO. 37 

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

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: 

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

Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 40: 

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

your denial, 

RESPONSE: 

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

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-clicnt privilege, (b) the 

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

caunsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or ather cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

employees or counsel and defendam's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or claims of 

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, propnetary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection fo the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the cxtent the 

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

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 38: 

Admit that, during the years at issuc, Defendant oversaw the use or condition of 
Defendant's Premises, 

ESPONSE: 

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

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 41: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting 
yourdenial. - | . monet ne 

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 far other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 
this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s belween defendant's 
employces or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or claims of 
this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 
privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 
feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to 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 possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 
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UEST FO MISSION NO. 39: 

Admit that, during the years at issuc, Defendant administered the use or condition of 
Defendant's Premiscs. 

RESPONSE: 

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

UEST FO ODUCTION NO. 42: 

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

See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. Objection to 
ihe extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 
attamey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 
counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in 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 other privilege, Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 
feasibly calculated to Jead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 
Tequest is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 
harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving sume, 
Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 
plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 40: 

Admit that Defendant retained some contro] over the manner in which Plaintiffs work 

was performed. 
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RESPONSE: 

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

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 43: 

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

RESPONSE: 

See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. Objection to 
the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 
counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 
this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 
employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or claims of 
this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 
confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 
the witmess statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 
feasibly calculated to lead ta the discovery of admissible evidence, Objection to the extent the 
Tequest is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 
harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving same, 
Defendant will supplement it Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 
plaintiff's request. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 17: 

Do you contend that at no time during the years at issue, Defendant did not have the right 
to advise or, if necessary, contro] the activities of employecs of contractors, working on 

Defendant's Premises, who were engaged in activities which could be potentially hazardous to 
either themselves or to the employees of Defendant? If the answer is anything other than "no", 
identify each and every fact which supports this contention. 
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ANSWER: 

Sce General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as if 
fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, harassing and 
annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 41: 

Admit that Defendant retained some control over the manner in which Plaintiffs employer 
performed the work requested by the Defendant. 

RESPONSE: 

Union Carbide lacks direct information as to whether the Plaintiff worked on its premises 

und thus lacks sufficient information to admit or deny. Union Carbide’s investigation remain on- 
going, however, and Union Carbide reserves its right to supplement its response as information 
hecomes available. 

R ST FO OQDUCTION NO. 44: 

~~ Tf you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce al] 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) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

altomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 
counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 
this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s between defendant's 
employces or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or claims of 
this type, (e) any privilege relating to conlidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 
confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 
the witness statements cxemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead 10 the discovery of admissible evidence, Objection to the extent the 

request is averly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

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

plainuif('s request. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 42: 

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

Union Carbide lacks direct information as to whether the Plaintiff worked on its premises 

and thus lacks sufficient information to admit or deny. Union Carbide’s investigation remain on- 

going, hawever, and Union Carbide reserves its right to supplement its response as information 

becomes available. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 45: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: 

Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. Objection to 

the extent the request sccks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

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

counsel for defendant 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, (ec) 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 withoul waiving same, 

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 43: 

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

Defendant on Defendant's Premises in ils own way. 
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RESPONSE: 

See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: 
Admitted. See Union Carbide’s response to Request No, 1. 

REQUEST FO ODUCTION NO. 46: 

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

RESPONSE: 

Sce General] Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. Objection to 

the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) attomey-client privilege, (b) the 

atlorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 
counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (J) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s between defendant's 
employees ar 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 ageney, (f) the expert wimess exemption, (£) 
the witness statements exemption, (h) the party_communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 44: 

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

SPONSE: 

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

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

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 47: 

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

Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. Objection to 

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 
counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the wimess statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

vequest is overly broad, vague, 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. 

E OR ADMISSION NO. 45: 

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

RESPONSE: 

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

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

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 48: 

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 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 this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 
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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, 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 possession pertaining to 
plaintiff's request. 

EQU FOR ADMISSION NO. 46: 

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

RESPONSE: 

See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: 
Union Carbide lacks sufficient information to admit or deny this Request, Union Carbide’s 
investigation remain on-going and Union Carbide reserves its right to supplement this response 
as information becomes available. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 49: 

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

RESPONSE: 

See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. Objection to 
the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 
attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 
counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cascs regarding defense of 
this case, (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 
thia type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 
confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (2) 
the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection lo the extent the request seeks information not 
feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 
request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PI-AINTIFF'S 
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REQU OR ADMISSION NO. 47 

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

RESPONSE: 

See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: 
Union Carbide lacks sufficient information to admit or deny this Request. Union Carbide’s 
investigation remain on-going and Union Carbide reserves its right to supplement this response 
as information becomes available. Union Carbide admits that pipe covering containing asbestos 
may have performed a fire proofing role. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. SO: 

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

RESPONSE: 

~ See General Objcctions, 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 

altarney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 
counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 
this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 
employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or claims of 

this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 
confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 
the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 
privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 
feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objcction to the extent the 
request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily capensive, 
harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving same, 
Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 
plaintiff's request. 

UEST FOR A ISSION NO. 48: 

Admit that ashestos-containing joint compound was installed at Defendant's Premises. 
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RESPONSE: 

See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: 
Union Carbide lacks sufficient information to admit or deny this Request. Union Carbide’s 
investigation remain on-going and Union Carbide reserves its right to supplement this response 
as information becomes available. 

UEST FO ODUCTION NO. 51: 

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

RESPONSE: 

See Genera] Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. Objection to 
the extent the request seeks information pratected hy the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 
attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 
counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 
employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or claims of 
this type, (c)-any privilege relating to confidential. jrade 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 sccks information not 
feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 
request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily cxpensive, 
harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving same, 
Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 
plaintiff's request. 

UEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 49: 

Admit that ashestos-containing insulation was installed at Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: 

See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: 
Admitted. Pipe covering constitutes thermal insulation. Sce Union Carbide’s response to 
Request No. 40. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 52: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: 

See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rew
ritten. Objection to 

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-client pr
ivilege, (b) the 

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

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases teg
arding 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 cla
im or claims of 

this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade sccrcts, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the experi witne
ss exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exempti
on, (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 pertaming to 

plaintiff's request. 

E ST FORA SSION NO. 50: 

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

See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds a
s follows: 

Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 53: 

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

your denial, including but not limited to all documents identifying the 
entities or individuals who 

directed, supervised, and/or controlled such installation activities.
 

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 
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atlomey work product docirine, (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 c
laims of 

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness e
xemption, (g) 

the wimess statements exemption, (h) the party communications ex
emption, (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. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 18: 

Please state the first year you learned that persons could suffer physical injury
 through the 

inhalation of asbestos fibers and how Defendant became aware of the existence of asb
estos 

hazards. 

ry a 

See General Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herei
n as if 

fully rewritten. Objection. This interrogatory is overly broad, unduly burden
some, harassing and 

annoying given the parameters and subject mattcr of this case. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 54: 

Produce all documents that indicate that asbestos fibers, when inha
led, can be hazardous 

to the health of human beings. 

ONSE: 

See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewr
itten. Objection to 

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) atl
omey-client privilege, (b) the 

attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relati
ng lo communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other 
cascs regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defen
se of this claim or claims of 

this type, (e) any privilege relating (o confidential wade secrets, proprictary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the exper
t witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 
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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, 
hurassing, 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. 

EQUEST FOR A SSION NO. 5 |: 

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

RESPONSE: 

See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: 
Union Carbide lacks information as ta whether ar to what extent it directly supervised the health 
and safety procedurcs implemented by contractors working on Defendant's Premises. Union 

Carbide’s investigation remain on-going. Union Carbide did, however, inform and require 
contractors to implement health and safety practices required by all employees on its facilities. 

REOUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 52: 

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

See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: 
Union Carbide lacks information as to whether or to what extent it directly supervised the health 
and safety procedures implemented by contractors working on Defendant’s Premises. 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. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 53: 

Admit that you did not protect the Plaintiff from exposure to asbestos on Defendant's 
Premises. 
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See General Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: 

Denied. Sec Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 55: 

Produce all documents supporting the legal theories and factual bases of your defenses se
t 

forth in your response to Plaintiffs Request for Disclosure under Texas Rules of Civil Procedur
e 

194.2, subparagraph (c). 

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) t
he 

attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

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

this rype, (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 night of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to leud to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection fo 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. 

JINTERROGATORY NO. 19: 

Do you contend that Plaintiffs exposure to asbestos at Defendant's Premises was not a 

substantial 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 Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as if 

fully rewritten. Objection. This interragatory is overly broad, unduly burdensome, haras
sing and 

annoying given the parameters and subject matter of this case. 
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T FOR ADMISSION NO. 54: 

Admit that Plaintiffs exposure to asbestos at Defendant's Premiscs was a substantial 
contributing factor in causing his asbestos-related injury. 

RESPONSE: 

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

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 56: 

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

RESPONSE: 

Sec General Objections, which are incorporated herein 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 rclating 1o communications between 
counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cuses regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication'’s between defendant's 
employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or claims of 
this type, (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 parly communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 
feasibly calculated to |cad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

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

| UEST FOR A SSION NO. 5S: 

Admit that Defendant did not exercise reasonable care to reduce or eliminate the risk of 

ashestos-related injury. 
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ESPONSE: 

See Gencra] Objection #5. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: 

Denicd. See Union Carbide’s response to Request No, 8. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 56: 

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

RESPONSE: 

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

Denied. See Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 8. 

WEST FO ODUCTION NO. 57: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting 
yourdenial, - |. ; coe ete we 

RESPONSE: 

See Genera] Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. Objection to 
the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 
counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 
the witnoss statements exemption, (h) the party communications cxcmption, (i) the right of 
privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 
feasibly calculated 10 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 foregomg objections and without waiving samc, 

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

plaintiff's request. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 57: 

Admit that Defendant's failure to reduce or eliminate the risk of harm, to Plaintiff was a 

substantial factor in bringing about Plaintiffs asbestos-related injury. 

RESPONSE: 

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

Denied. See Union Carbide’s response to Request No. &. 

T_FO OQDUCTION NO. 38: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents s)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 doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

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

this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness stalements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

UEST 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 al] documents suppotting your contention. 
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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 

atlomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to cammunications between 

counsc] for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cuses-regarding defense of 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to Jead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

harassing, and annoying. Subject to the 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. 60: 

_ If you contend that Plaintiff is suffering from an asbestos disease as a result of exposures 

other than asbestos dust at the premises on which you or your employees were working with 

usbestos-containing materials, produce al] documents supporting your contention. 

RESPONSE: 

See Geners] 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 

attormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cuses regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness stalements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any ofher privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, umbiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

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

plaintiffs request. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 61: 

If you contend that Plaintiff does not suffer from the asbestos-related discase(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) attomey-client privilege, (b) the 

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

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information 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 foregaing objections and without waiving same, 

Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in ils possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. - 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 62: 

If you contend that Plaintiff was not exposed to asbestos dust at the premises on which 

you or your employees were working with asbestos-containing materials, produce al! documents 

supporting your contention. 

RESPONSE: 

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

the extent the request secks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

attorney wark product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating 10 communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this 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 wilness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 63: 

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

RESPONSE: 

Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritten. Objection to 
the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications between 
counse} for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 
this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 
employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or claims of 
this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 
confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 
privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 
request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 
harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving same, 
Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 
plaintiff's request. 

UEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 64: 

Produce any and all documents and other tangible things which refer to the document 
Tetention (and/or destruction) policy of Defendant, including the following: 

a. Any document retention and/or destruction policies for Defendant that pertain to 

documents and records, including but not limited to supplements, addenda, 
memoranda, operating bulletins, revisions, or any other superseding ‘instructions 
that referred to the stopping, suspending or resuming of such retention or 

destruction policies. 

b. Any record rélention anc/or destruction, dumping, or purging policies for 
Defendant that pertain to documents and records created, maintained or stored by 
electronic and/or magnetic means, including but not limited to records that have 

been microfilmed, microfiched, imaged, scanned, or stored on tapes, disks, 
diskettes, CD-ROM, databases, ctc. or on or within any computer hardware, 
backup system, download system, file dumping or other system of information 
management, whether on-site or off-site, including but not limited to supplements, 
addenda, memoranda, operating bulletins, revisions, or any other superseding 
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instructions that referred to the stopping, suspending or resuming of such retention 
or destruction 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 

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 
employces or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or claims of 

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the parly communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

harassing, and annoying. Swhject 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. 65: 

Produce any and all documentation, including but not limited to lists, inventories, indices, 

databases or print-outs thereof archives, storage inventories, logs, or other search aids that refer 

or relate to the existence, extent, type, organization, filing system, method of access; or retrieval, 

and/or location of Defendant's documents (maintained or stored on-site or off-site) described in 

the preceding paragraphs. 

RESPONSE: 

Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritlen. 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 cuses regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request 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'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S 
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Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 20: 

Does Defendant have in its possession any books, pamphlets, memoranda, or written 

materials of any kind or character that would indicate that asbestos fibers, 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 Genera] Objections and Preliminary Statement, which are incorporated herein as if 

fully rewrilten. Objection. This interragatory 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 interragatory above. 

See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritlen. Objection to 

the extent the request sccks 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 applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 
employces or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or claims of 
this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 
the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks information not 

feasibly calculated to Icad 10 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 documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. , 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 58: 

Admit that Plaintiff filed suit against Defendant within two (2) years of the date of 

discovering his asbestos-related condition or the existence of any asbestos -rela
ted causes of 

action. 

RESPONSE: 

This defendant is unable to either admit or deny this request for admission becau
se the 

investigation for defendant’s responses to discovery is still ongoing. Therefore, deni
ed. 

REQUEST FOR APMISSION NO. 59: 

Admit that Defendant is liable for Plaintiffs asbestos related illne
ss. 

RESPONSE: 

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

Denied. See Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 60: 

Admit that asbestos is still in use and/or in place on Defendant's Premises. 

cSPO Ms 

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

Denied. See Union Carbide’s response to Request No. 8. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 61: 

Admit that Defendant no longer uses asbestos on its 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. 
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REQUEST FO ODUCTION NO. 67: 

Produce all documents that reflect, indicate or in anyway relate to communications 

between you and any manufacturer of asbestos-containing products concerning or related to the 

asbestos contained in such products. 

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 detense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

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. — BT 

SQUEST FO ODUCTION NO. 68: 

Produce all documents disseminated or published by any trade association that contain 

information relating to the hazards of asbestos and all documents which refer to such documents. 

RESPONSE: 

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

the extent the request sceks information protected by the (a) attomey-client privilege, (b) the 

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

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any upplicable privilege relating 1o commumication'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, proprictary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request sceks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 69: 

Produce all dacuments, 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 referri
ng to 

dust hazards, including but not limited to asbestos in your plants. 

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 other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege rclating to communication's between defendant's 

employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or claims o
f 

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (8) 

the witmess 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. 

EQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 70: 

Produce all safety meeting minutes or other documents, that refer to the dangers of 

asbestos safety measures to be used in the vicinity of asbestos at Defendant's Premis
es. 

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 

attamey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications bet
ween 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense o
f 

this case, (d) any applicahle privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

employees or counse] and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or cl
aims 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 
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privacy, ar (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 
feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 
request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 
harassing, and annoying. Subject to the foregoing objections and without waiving same, 
Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 
plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 71: 

Produce all contracts, or other documents that relate to abatement of asbestos at 

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: 

See Genera] 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 

allorney 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 
employecs or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or claims of 
this type, (e). any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 
confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 
the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request sceks information not 
feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 
request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 
harassing, and annoying. Subject to the forcgoing objections and without waiving samc, 
Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 
plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 72: 

Produce all contracts, or other documents that relate to the installation of asbestos 

products at Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: 

See Genera] 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 communication's between defendant's 
employees or counscl and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this claim or cluims of 

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S 
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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 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 Iead 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 ifs possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 73: 

Produce all documents that in any way reflect a removal plan organized written criteria or 

schedule for the removal of asbestos at Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: 

See General Objections, which are incorporated hercin as if fully rewritten. Objection to 

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-clicnt privilege, (b
) the 

attormey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communications bet
ween 

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 

contidential 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. 74: 

Produce all documents related to the medical condition of Plaintiff at anytime during his
 

work at Defendant's Premises. This request specifically includes any and all x-rays, x-ray r
eports, 

medical notes and/or medical records of any kind, annual physical forms, and employment 

records relating to Plaintiffs health. 
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RESPONSE: 

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

the extent the request sccks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

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

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any ather privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

harassing, and annoying. Suhject to the foregoing abjections and without waiving same, 

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

plaintiff's request. 

ROU Q ODUCTION NO. 75: 

_ Produce Plaintiffs entire personnel file from Defendant's Premises. 

?SPO es 

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 betwe
en 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication'’s between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, umbiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining lo 

plaintiff's request. 
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UEST FO ODUCTION 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 arc 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 betwee
n 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, 
(g) 

the witness statements cxcmption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the night 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 unnoying. 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. pe 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 77: 

Produce all documents containing any wamings concerning the possibility of injury 

resu]ting from the usc of asbestos-containing products or exposure to asbestos, 

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) th
e 

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

counsel for defendant and counsel far other defendants in this or other cases regarding de
fense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s between defendant's 

employces or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this cla
im or claims of 

this type, (¢) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exempt
ion, (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, 
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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. 

ONSE: 

See 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 ather defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s between defendant's 

employces or counscl 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 stalements 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 10 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. 

Q ODUCTION 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, 

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

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

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

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

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

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 80: 

Produce all documents relating to any individuals claim
ed injury as a result of exposure 

to asbestos at Defendant's Premises, including, but nat
 limited to, workers compensation claims. 

See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fu
lly rewritten. Objection to 

the extent the request seeks information protected by th
e (a) attomey-client privilege, (b) the 

attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privileg
e relating 10 communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or
 other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

employees or counsel and defendunt's insurers regarding the
 defense of this claim or claims of 

this type, (e)-any privilege relating lo confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the 
expert witness exemption, (g) 

ihe 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 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 ils possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 81: 

Produce all dacuments, including but not limited to, co
rporate minutes, which mention 

the hazards or potential hazards of asbestos. 

RESPONSE: 

See General Objections, which are incorporated h
erein as if fully rewritten. Objection to 

the extent the request seeks information protect
ed by the (#) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable pr
ivilege relating 10 communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defcnda
nts in this or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating 10 communication's between defendant's 

employces or counsel und defendant's insurers regar
ding the defense of this claim or claims of 
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this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert wit
ness exemption, (2) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communicatio
ns exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead 10 the discovery of admissible evidence.
 Objection to the cxtent the 

request is averly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 82: 

Produce all documents, including invoices, shipping receipts, bills of la
ding and purchase 

orders, related to the purchase of asbestos-containing products for use at Def
endant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: 

See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rew
ritten. Objection to 

lhe extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) alt
omey-client privilege, (b) the 

attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relatin
g ta communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other
 cases regarding defense of 

this’ casc, (d) any’ applicable privilege relating ‘to communication's between defendant's 

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

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential wade secrets, propriet
ary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the exper
t witness excmption, (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 sccks information not 

feayibly 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 Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining fo 

plaintiff's request, 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 83: 

Produce all documents relating to inspections by labor inspectors, insur
ance company 

inspectors or anyone from your company or hired by your com
pany, 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 seeks information protected by the (a) attomey-cl
ient privilege, (b) the 
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attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to commu
nications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cas
es Tegarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

employees or counscl and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this cl
aim 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 exe
mption, (z) 

the witness slalements exemption, (h) the party communications exem
ption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated Lo lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

Defendant will supplement if Defendant has any documents in ils possession pertaining to 

plaintiffs request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 84 

In the event that Defendant performed or had performed any dust level counts or 

measurements of any of its plants or industrial facilities with respect to asbestos dust, produce 

any documents, memoranda, or other writings that in any way reflect th
e results of such studies 

or counts and actions taken as a result of such counts or studics. 

RESPONSE: ._ 

See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rewritte
n. Objection fo 

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) at
tomey-client privilege, (b) the 

attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to com
munications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases 
tegarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

employees or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding the defense of this cla
im 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 wit
ness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemp
tion, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 
Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vaguc, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

harassing, and annoying. Subject to the forcgoing objections and without waiving samc, 

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 85: 

Produce all reports, writings (whether published or unpublished) and/or other 

documentation written, created and/edited by any of your experts 
that in anyway pertain to 

asbestos and the hazards and/or diseases that may result therefrom. 
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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 privileg
e, (b) the 

attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communicat
ions between 

counse] for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases regarding
 defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication'’s between defendant's 

employees or counsel and defendant's insurers Tegarding the defense of this claim or claim
s of 

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary informatio
n or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request secks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

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 fo 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 86: 

Produce: all documents which will be used at the time of trial, including al) potential 

exhibits and those documents which maybe used 10 Cross-exainine other witnesses or in rebuttal, 

and which you contend ave relevant to any of Defendant's enumerated defenses in Defenda
nt'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) attorney-client pr
ivilege, (b) the 

attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to communicatio
ns between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases reg
arding 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 contidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f) the expert witness ex
emption, (g) 

(he witness statements exemption, (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 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. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 87: 

Produce documents beiween Defendant and any of its
 worker's compensation carriers 

regarding the hazards of asbestos and asbestos-conta
ining products. 

RESPONSE: 

See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as i
f fully rewritten. Objection to 

the extent the request seeks information protect
ed by the (a) attomcy-client privilege, (b) the 

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

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in 
this or other cases regarding defense of 

‘this cuse, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

employces or counse] and defendant's insurers regarding th
e 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 agenc
y, (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 informatio
n 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, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 88: 

Produce a copy of all regulations, orders, rules and/or
 policies which have been used 

relating to the safety of the Defendant's Premises. 

Sce General Objections, which are incorporated herein
 as if fully rewritten. Objection to 

the extent the request seeks information protecied
 by the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable p
rivilege relating to communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendant
s 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 contidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any governmen
t agency, (1) the expert witness exemption, (p) 

ihe 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 in
formation not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of a
dmissible evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 89: 

Produce all documents which contain complaints by employees of the 
Defendant's 

Premises regarding safety conditions and work place condi
tions at the Defendant's Premises. 

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

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a) a
ttormey-client privilege, (b) the 

attomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege re
lating to communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this 
or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s between defendant's 

employees or counse] and defendant's insurers regarding the d
efense 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 commu
nications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information n
ot 

feasibly calculated to led to the discovery of admissible e
vidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, uridiily burdénsome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

Defendant will supplemem if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 90: 

Produce all documents which contain complaints by Union re
presentatives of Defendant's 

Premises regarding safety conditions and wark place c
onditions at the Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: 

See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fu
lly rewritten. Objection to 

the extent the request seeks information protected 
by the (a) attomey-client privilege, (b) the 

allommey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privileg
e relating to communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in
 this or other cases regurding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication’s between defendant's 

employces or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding t
he 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 cxemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communi
cations exemption, (i) the right of 

ptivacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information 
not 
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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. 91: 

Produce all documents, organizational charts or rosters which identif
y the members of the 

management al the Defendant's Premises and their areas of responsibil
ity during the time period 

of Plaintiffs work at Defendant's Premises. ; 

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 wark product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relating to
 communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other ca
ses 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 cla
im or claims of 

this type, (e). any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government digency, (f) the exper
t witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exem
ption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection fo the extcnt the request seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to Icad to the discovery of admissible evide
nce. Objection to the extent the 

vequest 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. 92: 

Produce all documents which evidence Defendant's, net worth
, including but not limited 

to all “10-K" forms filed for the last five (5) years. 

See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fully rew
ritten. Objection to 

the extent the request seeks information protected by the 
(a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

altomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege relatin
g to communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this or other cases r
egarding 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 o
f 
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this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (
f) the expert witness exemption, (p) 

the witness slatements exemption, (h) the party communicati
ons exemption, (i) the: right of 

privacy, or (j) any ofher privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information no
t 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery 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 if Defendant has any documents in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCT ION NO. 93: 

Produce all documents which evidence Defendant's purcha
se, acquisition, sale, or transfer of 

ownership of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: 

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

the extent the request seeks information protected by
 the (a) attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

attomey work praduct doctrine, (c) any applicable 
privilege relating to communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendant
s 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 rega
rding 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 wilness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks inform
ation not 

feasibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admi
ssible 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,
 

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

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 94: 

Produce all indemnity agreements, assignments
 of liability, subrogation agreements and 

other similar documents relating to Defendant's Premises and liabilities arising from said 

ownership. 
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RESPONSE: 

See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if f
ully rewritten. Objection to 

the extent the request seeks information protected by th
e (a) attomey-client privilege, (b) the 

attorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable p
rivilege 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 re
garding 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 agen
cy, (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 sceks information 
not 

feasibly calculated to Iead to the discovery of admiss
ible 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. 95. 

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

a
t
 

UF} 

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 

altorney work product doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege 
relating to communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants 
in this or other cuses regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

employces or counsel and defendant's insurers regarding 
the defense of this claim or claims of 

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, 
(f) the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party 
communications exemption, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information 
not 

feasibly calculated to lend to the discovery of admissible 
evidence. Objection to the extent the 

request is averly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 
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UEST FO ODUCTION NO. 96. 

Please produce any printed material produced or publis
hed by Defendant containing any 

warnings concerning the possibility of injury resulting from the use of asbestos-cont
aining 

products or exposure to asbestos? 

ESPONSE: =
 

Sce General Objections, which are incorporated hervin as if fully
 rewritten. Objection to 

the extent the request seeks information protected by t
he (a) attomey-client privilege, (b) the 

attamey work praduct doctrine, (c) any applicable privilege 
relating to communications between 

counsel for defendant and counsel for other defendants in th
is or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to commumication's between defendant's 

employees or counse] and defendant's insurers regarding the 
defense of this claim or claims of 

this type, (e) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government agency, (f)
 the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements 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 ev
idence. 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 sam
e, 

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

plaintitf’s request. ee 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 97: 

Produce al] dacuments and other tangible things relating to the
 Plaintiff. 

RESPONSE: 

See General Objections, which are incorporated herein as if fu
lly rewritten. Objection to 

the extent the request seeks information protected by the (a)
 attorney-client privilege, (b) the 

atiomey work product doctrine, (c) any applicable priv
ilege relating to communications between 

counse} for defendant and counsel for other defendants in this
 or other cases regarding defense of 

this case, (d) any applicable privilege relating to communication's between defendant's 

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

this type, (c) any privilege relating to confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications with any government ugency, (f)
 the expert witness exemption, (g) 

the witness statements exemption, (h) the party communications exemplion, (i) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privilege. Objection to the extent the request seeks information 
not 

feasibly calculated to lead Lo the discovery of admissible ev
idence. 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, 
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Defendant will supplement if
 Defendant has any documents

 in its possession pertaining to 

plaintiff's request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTI
ON NO. 98: 

TF you contend that you did n
ot own or control the facility

(ies) during anytime period t
hat 

Plaintiff worked (or believes 
he worked) at the facility(ies)

, please produce a documenta
tion that 

supports your contention, ‘inc
luding but not limited to docum

entation pertaining to the purc
hase, 

sale, acquisition, merger, oF divestment of corporations, subsidiaries, divisions, OF other 

corporate entities or assets that
 included the purchase, sale, acq

uisition, merger, OF divestment
 of 

the facility(ies); such document
ation to “include, by way of ex

ample and not limitation, purc
hase 

or sale agreements, minutes, r
esolutions, annual reports, 10K

 reports or other state or feder
al 

agency filings, or depositio
n, trial testimony or affidav

its of your corporatc repres
entatives who 

are the most knowledgeable ind
i viduals with respect to such ma

tters. 

RESPONSE: 

See General Objections, which
 are incorporated herein as if fu

lly rewritten. Objection to 

the extent the request seeks i
nformation protected by the (n

) allomey-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 o

r other cases regarding defense 
of 

this: case, (d) any applicable privilege relating 10 — commiunication'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 t
o confidential trade secrets, proprietary information or 

confidential communications w
ith any government agency, (f)

 the expert witness exemption, 
(g) 

the witness statements exem
ption, (h) the party commun

ications exemption, (1) the right of 

privacy, or (j) any other privi
lege. Objection to the extent the re

quest seeks information not 

feasibly calculated to lead to 
the discovery of admissible ev

idence. Objection to the extent the 

request is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, unduly burdensome, unnecessarily expensive, 

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

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

plaintiff's request. 
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