
PLAINTIFF’S 
EXHIBIT 
UC-1665 

NO. 90G2055 

WELDON R. MOAKE, and JANICE I. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT 

MOAKE; KEVIN R. MOAKE; DANA 

R. ASHLEY; and MACK K. MOAKE; 

Plointiffs, 

vs. 
BRAZORIA COUNTY, TEXAS 

OWENS-CORNING VIBERGLA
S 

CORPORATION, (a/k/a OWENS C
ORNING 

CORPORATION), et al., 

339" JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
Pofendants. 

REQUEST FO 
: 

PROPOUNDED ON PRE SMISES
 DEFENDANT UNION CARBID

E co NY 

COMES NOW DEFENDANT, UNION
.CARBIDE CORPORATION D/B/A 

UNION CARBIDE CHEMICALS AN
D PLASTICS, INC. and files this its r

esponses to 

Plaintiff's Requests for Interrogatories, Requests for Production, and Requests for 

Admissions. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

POWERS & FROST, L-L.P. 

es H. Powers 

N: 16217400 

arla 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 

- mo CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE -. 

I certify thal a true and correct c
opy of Defendant Union Carbide

 Corporation 

Wola Union Carbide Chemicals a
nd Plastics, Inc.'s Responses to Pluintitts’ First Set of 

Interrogatories, First Request for Admi
ssions and First Request for Producti

on of Documents was 

forwarded via facsimile and via certi
fied mail, retum receipt requested to

 Plaintiff's counsel on 

ct 
. 

thed day of October, 2000, and that all oth
er counsel of record were forwarded 

a copy of the 

- 

cover letter only via regular mail on 
the 3 day of October, 2000. 

undid Liud 

LINION CARBIDES ANSWERS PLAI
NTUd’S DISCOVERY REQUESTS 
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GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

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

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

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

for Production and Requests for Admissions below: 

G RAL OBJECTION NO. 

Union Carbide states that trial preparation and factual investigat
ion are ongoing. Union 

Carbide's answers to these Interrogatories, Requests for Produc
tion and Requests for Admissions 

are bused on information known to Union Carbide at this 
time. Union Carbide reserves the right, 

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

identified in these responses, the existence or relevance of whi
ch is later discovered by it or its 

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

responsibility to update its responses fo these Interrogatories, Requests for Production und 

Requests for Admissions, and specifically ohjecis to 
each of these Interrogatorics, Requests for 

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

continuing obligation upon Union Carbide. 

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 2: 

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

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

terms of the facts and subject matter of the present a
ction, with the result that Union Carbide is 

called upon to speculate as to whal information rel
evant to the present case, if any, may be 

deemed to fall within the scope of the Interrogutories, Re
quests for Production and Requests for 

Admissions as phrased. 

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 3: 

Union Carbide also objects to all Interrogator
ics, Requests for Production und Requests 

for Admissions insofar as they would requir
e the disclosure of information protected by 

the 

atlomey-client privilege or wark product
 doctrines. 

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 
4: 

; 

Union Carbide objects to this entire set of
 Interragatories, Requests for Production

 and 

Requests for Admissions fo the extent that they call for information about Union Carbide 

employees or premises, or policies pertaining to
 Union Carbide employees or premises other th

an 

Union Carbide’s Seadrift, TX location. In
asmuch as the plaintiffs do not allege that t

hey or their 

decedents were ever employed by Union Carb
ide or worked at any job site controlled by Un

ion 

Carbide other than the Seadrifi, TX loc
ation, such information is irrelevant and immaterial to 

UNION CARBIDES ANSWERS PLAINTIFFS D
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matters at issue in this case. Any pertinent information which the employee or premises 

information about other locations can be 
suid to reflect can be requested directly without 

requesting the irrelevant und immaterial information or documentation about emplo
yees or 

premises. 

PRELIMINARY STATEME 

These responses are based on fucts kn
own to ar believed by Union Carbide 

Corporation 

W/b/a Union Carbide Chemicals and Plas
tics, Inc., at the time of answer. Becaus

e much 

of the information is sought from 
many years ago and is therefore di

fficult or impossible 

lo reconstruct or retrieve, we reserve
 the right to amend these responses a

s, and if, new or 

better information becomes available or
 if any error is discovered. These responscs are 

from Union Carbide Corporation d/b/
a Union Carbide Chemicals and Plast

ics, Inc.’s 

records and knowledge and not those
 of any former subsidiary or affiliates

, predecessors. 

This statement is incorporated by ref
erence in each of the following respon

ses. 

LINTON CARIDE'S ANSWERS
 PLAINTIFFS DISCOVERY RE

QUESTS 
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AND REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION 

INTERROGATORY NO. }: 

For cach 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 fo
r Defendunt. 

RESPONSE: Linion Carbide refers Plaintiff to prior discovery (I
nterrogatory No. 1) pertaining to 

the Seadrift plant. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. !: 

Admit that Defendant ordered, purchased or otherwise ac
quired asbestos-conlaining 

products, asbestos-containing friction products, and/or mach
inery requiring the usc of asbestos or 

asbestos-containing products. 

RESPONSE: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. |: 

1f you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in
 part, produce all documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Sce above response. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2: 

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

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

Defendant's Premises during the years at issuc. 

RESPONSE: Defendant can neither admit nor deny this request
 with specificity because the 

request is vague as lo the years at issuc. Subject to the objection Union Carbide admit
s that 

asbestos or ashestos-containing were utilized duri
ng the years 1964 through the date Union 

Carbide sold the Seadrift facility. 

MINION CARRIDE'S ANSWERS PLAINTIFFS DISC
OVERY REQUESTS 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 2: 

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

Defendant's Premises and for each product st
ate the following: 

What these products were used for 

From whom these products were purchased 

Where these products were installed 

Specific persons or contractors who install 
these products 

The first year each product was 10 longer purc
hased and installed on Defendants 

Premiscs 

c
a
c
g
a
s
 

ANSWER: Union Carbide objects to this Interrogatory to 
the extent it is duplicative of Plaintiff's 

prior interrogatories propounded to Union C
arbide (Interrogatory No. 9). Subject thereto, Union 

Carbide states that it began the discontinuation of the use of as
bestos-containing products over 

twenty years aga and will be unable to prov
ide an all-inclusive list of each specific products, each 

specific location where asbestos may ha
ve heen installed, by whom the product 

was installed, 

and the date the product was discontinued. 
Union Carbide states further that several co

ntractors 

worked on-site for Carbide at the Sead
rift plant, including H.B. Zachry, Bro

wn & Root, and 

others, some of wham may have emplo
yed insulators. Union Carbide refers Plaintiffs to 

previously produced documents. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION
 NO. 2: 

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

such asbestos-containing products for use
 at Defendant's Premises, including but n

ot limited to 

invaices, price quotations, purchase ord
ers, requisitions, bills of Jacling, and o

ther purchasing 

and/or shipping documents of the s
imilar nature. 

RESPONSE: Defendunt has previously res
ponded to this request for the Seadrift plant 

(Request 

for Production No. 19) and produced 
any responsive documents in its posse

ssion. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION
 NO. 3: 

Admit that during the time Pluinuiff was working on Defendan
t's Premises, it was 

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

removed, stripped, replaced or repair
ed at some lime after installation. 

RESPONSE: Defendant can neither admit nor deny this request with specificity because 

Defendant has make reasonable inqui
ry and has no information that Plainti

ff was an employee of 

Defendant or whut the conditions o
f his employment, if any, may have been. Subject to its 

LINION CARBIDES ANSWERS PLAINT
IFFS DISCOVERY REQUESTS 
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objections, Unian Carbide admits that generally it was foreseeable that ashestos-containing 

products might be removed, replaced or repaired
. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 3: 

Please state whether any yshestos-contain
ing products in place or in use at Defenda

nt's 

Premises have been abated al 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 abate
ment procedure; 

c. State which asbestos-containing products 
were abated. 

ANSWER: Union Carbide objects to this Interrogator
y because it is duplicative of previously 

propounded discovery (Interrogatory No. 
10 and Requests for Production Nos. 6 and

 8). Subject 

to the foregoing, Union Carbide states it has conducted ubatement proceedings and 
has 

previously responded to this request b
y producing all responsive documents 

in ils possession. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.
 3: 

~~ Produce all documents that in any way pertain. to. abatement of asbestos-containi
ng 

materials on Defendant's Premises, 
including but not limited to a remov

al plan or organized 

written criteria or schedule for the rem
oval of asbestos at Defendant's Premise

s, and in operation 

and maintenance plan. 

RESPONSE: See response to Interr
ogatory No, 3 herein. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION N
O. 4: 

Admit that Plainti(— worked on premises owned
 by Defendant or by a predecessor-

 

in-imterest of Defendant. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide has made reasonabl
e inquiry and has insulficient info

rmation to 

either admit or deny Lhis request. 

REQUEST FOR PROPUCTIO
N NO. 4: 

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

nts supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See above respon
se. 

UNION CAKIIDE'S ANSWERS PLAI
NTIFFS DISCOVERY REQUESTS 
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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 above responscs. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6: 

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

ere 

on your premises during ithe years at iss
ue, including but not limited to si gn-in-l

ogs, gate recards, 

visitar’s logs, identification badge logs and
 procedures, and other documents of a simil

ar nature. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects fo this request to t
he extent it secks information which 1s 

not relevant and will not lead to relevant
 evidence. Union Carbide further objects

 to the extent 

this request is over broad and not reason
ably limited to the subject matter of the

 lawsuit and 

constitutes an impermissible fishing expedi
tion. K-Mart Corp. v. Sanderson, 937 S.W. 2d 

429, 

431 (Lex. 1996). Union Carbide states further, subject to 
its objections, that is has previously 

produced al] responsive documents in its po
ssession relating to asbestos usage, installa

tion and/or 

removal by contractors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 7: 

Produce al! records pertaining to the met
hods and manner of identification of ind

ividuals 

entering und/or leaving your facilities, 
during the years at issue, including but

 nat limited to 

fingerprinting or other methods of id
entifying contractor employees at your premises, and 

specifically including any fingerprinting 
or other records identifying the Plaintifé. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request 
to the extent if secks information which is 

not relevant and will nat lead fo releva
nt evidence. Union Carbide further objects to the ex

tent 

this request is over braad and not rea
sonably limited to the subject matter o

f the lawsuit and 

constitutes an impermissible fishin
g expedition. K-Mart Corp. v. Sanderson, 937 S.

W. 2d 429, 

A434 (Tex. 1996). 

ERROGATORY NO. 4: 

Identity the contractors who worked
 on your premises during the years 

at issue, and for 

each, slate: 

a. The type af work performed by the cont
ractor 

b. The dates such work was performed, 
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¢. Identify your employee responsible for monitoring, verifying, or instructing 

conceming these services to be performed b
y such contractors. 

ANSWER: Union Carbide objects to this re
quest to the extent it seeks information whic

h is not 

relevant and will not feud to relevant evidence
. Union Carbide further objects to the extent th

is 

request is over broad and not reasonably limited to the subject matter of the Jawsuit and 

constitutes an impermissible fishing expedition.
 K-Mart Corp. v. Sanderson, 937 S.W. 2d 429, 

431 (Tex. 1996). Union Carbide states further, subject to its abjections, that is has previously 

produced all responsive documents in its po
ssession relating to asbestos usage, installat

ion and/or 

removal by contractors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION
 NO. 8: 

Produce the contract dacuments pertain
ing to the contractors who performed se

rvices on 

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

 invitations to bid, 

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

acceptances, contracts, amendments, a
ddenda, change orders, and other contr

act documents of a 

similar nature. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request
 to the extent it seeks information wh

ich is 

not relevant and will not lead to rel
evant evidence. Union Carbide further objects to the

 extent 

this request is over broad and not 
reasonably limited.ta. the subject matter of the lawsuit a

nd 

constitutes an impermissible fishing expe
dition. K-Mart Corp. v- Sanderson, 937 S.W. 2d

 429, 

434 (Tex. 1996). Union Carbide states further, subject to
 its objections, that is has previously 

produced all responsive documents in i
ts possession relating to asbestos usage,

 installation and/or 

removal by cantractors 

INTERROGATORY NO. 5: 

Identify each employee who was resp
onsible for allowing contractor employ

ees access to 

Defendant's Premises during the 
years at issue. 

ANSWER: Union Carbide abjects Lo this Interro
gatory because it lacks specificity or 

is vague 

and unclear and Union Carbide has n
o means to identify the information w

hich Plaintiff requests. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO
. 5: 

Admit that Plaintiff worked on Def
endant's Premises where Defendant

 used or applied 

asbestos-containing products. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide has made reasonable
 inquiry but has insufficient informa

tion to 

admit or deny this requcst. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 9: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See above response. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 6: 

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

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

which supports this contention. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request because it is over broad and improperly 

seeks all factual assertions and a marshaling o
f proof supporting Carbide's contentions. TRC

P 

197. Union Carbide also objects to the extent this re
quest is premature because Union Carbide 

will not have any information until discove
ry has been accomplished and/or completed.

 Union 

Carbide states further subject to its objection
s that is cannot make any contentions about 

where 

Plaintiff worked and what he may h
ave been exposed to because it is without sufficient 

information. Union Carbide does nat admit th
at Plaintiff was exposed to asbestos while at 

the 

Seadrift plant, if in fact he worked at tha
t location. Union Carbide further reters Plaintiff to 

its 

gencral statements which indicate that these 
responses-pertain to Union Carbides Scadrift

 facility 

only. 

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 Defenda
nt's emplayees who were using and/or applyi

ng 

ashestos-containing products. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide has made rea
sonable inquiry and has no information to e

ither admit 

or deny this request. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N
O. LO: 

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

orting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See above response. 

LINION CARIIDE'S ANSWEKS MLAINTIFF'
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO, 7: 

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

asbestos-containing products were installed, u
sed, prepared for use, replaced or repaired, st

ored 

or loaded. unloaded or transported. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide has made reasonab
le inquiry and has no information fo either admi

t 

or deny this request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8: 

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

that 

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

dust. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request be
cause it is vague and unclear and lacks 

specificity. Union Carbide's knowledge conc
erning health hazards possibly associated with 

excessive exposure to asbestos fiber inhalati
on developed gradually and Union Carbide ca

n 

therefore neither admit not deny this requ
est with specificity because it docs not ha

ve sufficient 

information. Union Carbide has made r
easonable inquiry and the information o

btainable is 

insufficient to enable it to admit or d
eny this request with specificity. Subject to its objections, 

Union Carbide admits it was aware that certain overexposu
res in certain circumstances could 

pose health risks. cote ne 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N
O. LL: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole o
r in part, produce al] docurnents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to the extent the 
request seeks all documents supporting 

Union Carbide contentions or allega
tions. Subject thereto, Plaintiff is referred 

to previously 

produced documents including Union 
Carbide's repository for asbestos-related

 documents. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 
9: 

Admit that Defendant was aware of t
he presence of and/or use of asbestos

-containing 

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

Premiscs. 

RESPONSE: After making a reasonable effort to ascer
tain this information, Union Carbide can

 

neither admit nor deny this request as 
drafted because it has insufficient info

rmation to establish 

if and/or when Plaintiff was working at the Union Carbide Seadrift plant. Subject to the 

UNION CARUIDE'S ANSWERS PLAINTI
FFS DISCOVERY REQUESTS 
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foregoing, Union Carbide admits that it was aware of Lhe presence of asbestos in its facility 

during the usage of the material und during a
batement procedures. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 12: 

Produce any and all photographs or videog
raphic depictions or films depicting the us

e by 

you or your employees of any safety precau
tions (such as containment areas, waming 

signs, cfc.) 

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

 

asbestos-containing products by your 
employees al any locations. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaint
iff to previously produced documents whe

re responsive 

material may be located. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 7: 

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

regarding the hazards of asbestos and the 
dangers inherent in the inhalation of asbes

tos fibers. 

ANSWER: Union Carbide abjects fo this request as i
t is not reasonably limited in time and no

t 

reasonably limited to the Seadrift facility w
here Plaintiff is claiming exposure. With r

egard to the 

time period that Union Carbide was still u
sing asbestos-containing. products, Union 

Carbide has 

insufficient information to answer this i
nterrogatory specifically with regard to P

laintiffs. During 

that period, Union Carbide may have pr
ovided materials related to asbestos to independent 

contractors and employees. These documents, lo the extent they are in Union Carbide's 

possession have been previously produced
 to Plaintiff. With regard to the time peri

od that Union 

Carbide was canducting abatement proced
ures, the best information currently avail

able to Onion 

Carbide indicates that it did provide warnings to workers on its
 premises and to the extent that 

any documents reflecting or relating 
to those warnings are in Union Carbid

e's possession, they 

have been previously praduced to Plaintiff. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO
N NO, 13: 

Produce al] such warnings. 

RESPONSE: See response to Interragatory No. 7 he
rein. Onion Carbide refers Plaintiff to its 

previously produced dacuments a
nd to its repository for asbestos-related 

documents which has 

been made available to Plaintiff. 
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SCOVERY REQUESTS 

Page 12 af 33 

PAF rmdocs\ENVICCRB ra corinMaake, Weldon\iinian Carbide's Ans
wers Plainti {I's Diseavery Requests2.dac

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1665: Union Carbide's Responses to Weldon R. Moake's First Interrogatories, Requ…
ACL Doc 16750 · Page 12 of 53

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/16750/12

https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16750/12


REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 10: 

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

employees during the period of time Plaintiff
 worked on Defendant's Premises regarding t

he 

potential health hazards to those who breathe a
irborne asbestos dust. 

RESPONSE: After making a reasonable effort to ascertain su
ch information, Union Carbide can 

neither admit nor deny this request because it does not have sufficient information. Union 

Curbide does not know if and/or when Plai
ntiff worked at its Seadrift facilily. Subject to its 

objection, please refer to Union Carbide's r
esponses to Interrogatory No. 7 and Request

 for 

Production No. (3 herein. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1
4: 

If you deny the foregoing, produce all s
uch warnings. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintif f
 to its response to Interrogatory No. 7 and to 

Request 

for Production No. (3 herein. 

I OGATORY NO. 8: 

Describe Defendant's safety policy us it re
lates to the use of asbestos-containing mat

erials 

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

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

usbestos 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: Union Carbide objects to this interragalory to the extent it 1s duplicative of 

previously propounded discovery pertai
ning to this plant (Interrogatory No. 8). 

Union Carbide 

further refers Plaintiff to its responses 
to Interrogatory No. 7 and Request for

 Praduction No. 13 

herein. Union Carhide further refers Plaintif? 
to documents produced previously in this case 

including it repository for asbestos-related m
aterials. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO
. LS: 

Produce all such safety policies. 

RESPONSE: See response to Interr
ogatory No. 8 herein. 
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REQUEST KOR ADMISSION NO. LI: 

Admit that Defendant consciously decided nat t
o wam its employees ot the dangers of 

asbestos. 

RESPONSE: Denied. 

IN TERROGATORY NO. 9: 

Do you contend that Defendant specifical
ly warned Plain (f about the hazards of a

shestos 

and asbestos-containing products? If the answer is anything other than "no", i
dentify cach and 

every fact which supports this contentio
n. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this interrogatory 10
 the extent is improperly seeks all 

factual assertions and a marshaling of proof in 
support of its contentions. TRCP Rule 197. 

Subject thereto, Union Carbide has no inf
ormation with which to answer this interr

ogatory with 

specificity regarding this Plaintiff. Refer to Union Carbide'’s response to Int
errogatory No. 7 

herein. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 10: 

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

inment 

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

bystanders (including but not limite
d 10 Plaintiffs) from the hazards res

ulting from the use of 

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

ANSWER: Union Carbide objects to the
 extent it ts aver broad, nat reasonably li

mited in time, 

and not reasonably limited to the 
Union Carbide Seadrift facility wh

ere Plaintiff is claiming 

exposure. Subject to its objections, Union Car
bide states that during the time the 

Seadrift plant 

has becn in operation, there have heen sever
al different safely policics in place which were 

reluted to asbestos usage. [In previous discovery propounded by 
Plainti Ff pertaining to this plant, 

Union Carhide produced documents 
containing all safety policies in its possession and any 

related documents. 

ROGATORY NO. LI}: 

Have you ever provided satery equi
pment to persons working on Defend

ant's Premises? 

If so, please list the safety equipme
nt provided and indicate: 

a. when the equipment was first provide
d 

b. 1a whom the equipment was provide
d 
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c. under what circumstances the equipment 
was provided 

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

policies. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to 
this infcrrogatory to the extent it is over 

broad in that it 

seeks information about safety equipment 
relating to materials other than asbestos a

nd therefore 

is not relevant and not reasonably calc
ulated to lead to the discovery of admis

sible evidence. 

Subject to the foregoing, Union Carbid
e states i has always provided safety 

equipment to its 

employees for protection against numerou
s hazards in the workplace. In response to previously 

propounded discovery, Union Carbide h
as produced all safety policies in its possession relating 

to the Seadrift plant as well as its repository for asbestos-related docume
nts. Please refer to 

Union Carbide's response to Interroga
tory No. & herein. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO.
 12: 

Admit that Defendant did not continu
ously provide face masks to contract 

employccs 

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

f protecting these 

employees from inhaling asbestos. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects
 to this request to the extent it seeks 

information relating to 

the Scadrift plant before the plant wa
s built or in operation. Subject thereto, Union Carbide has 

made reasonable inquiry and has insu
fficient information to either admit o

r deny this request with 

specificity with regard to the entire t
ime period inquired about. Subject thereto, Union Carbide 

admits that in general, according to its best information, its contractors were responsible for 

providing safety equipment to their 
own personnel, therefore this reques

t is admitted as qualified 

ahove. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 12:
 

State in detail what tests have heen cond
ucted with regard to the quantit

y, quality, or 

threshold limit values of asbestos d
ust or particles to which workers w

ere exposed while using, 

working with or around, oF inst
alling asbestos-containing produc

ts in any of your facilities. 

Please state where and when t
hese tests were conducted, by 

whom these fests were conduct
ed, 

and the results of any such test. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects 10 this int
errogutory aS duplicative of previ

ous discovery 

propounded to and answered by Un
ion Carbide. Subject thereto, Union

 Carbide refers Plaintiff to 

its previous responscs and docume
nts produced. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 13: 

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

agents performed uny measurements and/or st
udies prior to 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. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects 1a this interrogatory
 to the extent it improperly sceks all 

factual assertions and » marshaling of ev
idence in support of its contentions. TRC

P Rule 197. 

Subject thereto, the best information curr
ently available to Union Carbide indicate

s that such 

measurements may have been performed b
y Defendant, but Union Carbide does not 

know if such 

studies were performed by insurance 
carriers and/or their agents. Union Ca

rbide has previously 

produced any and ull dust counts or air studies in its possession relating 10 asbestos at the 

Seadrift plant preformed at any time a
nd hy any personnel during the operati

on of the facility. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 14: 

Please state each ime any regulator
y agency OF other governing body h

as inspected the 

Defendant's premises to determine if health and safety regulations goveming exposure [0 

asbeslos were being followed. Include in your response the date and res
ults of each inspection, 

and state whether a wrilfcn report was g
enerated. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide tefers Plaintiff to previo
usly propounded discovery and Union 

Carbide's responses and responsive do
cuments produced thereto. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION
 NO. 13: 

Admit thar you did not crect containmen
t barriers fo prevent emission of asbesto

s dust at 

the worksites where your employees
 were using asbeslos-comtaining ma

terials, including the 

worksites where Plaintiff was present. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request as over broad to the extent it sccks 

information about other Union Carb
ide facilities other than Scadrift an

d js not limited to a 

specific time frame. Union Carbide states further subject 
to its objections that it can neither 

admit not deny the request with speci
ficity as drafted because it has made 

reasonable inquiry and 

has no information regarding if, when an
d where Plaintiff worked on its premises.

 Subject to the 

foregoing, Union Carbide admits
 that the best information currentl

y available indicates that 

during part of the lime it used asbeslos-containing material
s, Union Carbide did not erect 

containment barriers. Union Carbide denies the request as
 fo other ponions of time asbestos w

as 

either being removed or installed an
d as to cettain usage, applications or

 Jocations. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1
6: 

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

orting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request in t
hat it does not seek specific documents 

but rather all documents in support of a contention. Subject thereto, Unian Carbide refers
 

Plaintiffs 10 previously produced docume
nts. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO.
 l4: 

Admit that you did not utilize enginee
ring controls such as isolation or encl

osure at the 

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

worksites where Plaintiff was present. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to its response and objection to Request for 

Admission Na. 13 herein. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION 
NO. |7: 

~ =f you deny the foregoing reques
t, in whole or_in part,.produce all d

ocuments supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Curbide objects to this reques
t in that it does not seek specific do

cuments 

but rather al) documents in support of a cont
ention. Subject thercto, Union Carbide refe

rs 

Plaintiffs to previously produced 
documents. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION
 NO. 15: 

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

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

worksites where Plaintiff was pres
ent. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to its response and abjection to Request for 

Admission No. [3 herein. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 18: 

If you deny the foregoing reque
st, in whole or in part, produce

 all documents supporting 

your denial. 
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RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to its response to Request for Production No
. 17 

herein. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 16: 

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

asbestos dust al the worksites where you
r employees were using asbestos-contain

ing matcrials, 

including the worksites where Plaintiff 
was present. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to its response and objection to Request for 

Admission No. 13 herein. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N
O. (9: 

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

 supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers 
Plaintiff to response and objection to

 Request for Production 

No. }7 herein. 

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

e, Cul oF 

score asbestos-containing products in 
a wel state to prevent emission of airb

home asbestos fibers 

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

rials, including the 

worksites where Plaintiff was present. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Pla
intiff to response and objection to Requ

est for Admission 

No. 13 herein. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO
N NO. 20: 

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

ents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers 
Plaintiff to response and objection to

 Request for Production 

No. 17 herein. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18: 

Admit that you did not evacuate the premises prior tw the utilization of 

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

asbestos-containing materials, including the worksi
tes where Plaintiff was present. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff 10 respon
se and objection to Request for Admission 

No. {3 herein. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2 1: 

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

your denial. ; 

RESPONSE: Union Carhide refers Plaintiff to response and
 objection to Request for Production 

No. 1.7 herein. 

INTERROGATORY NO. | 3: 

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

ystesfas-containing products? If so, describe in detail the methods. of such warnings, who you 

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

ngs relating 

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

 

were installed, how many were installed, an
cl whether they have been removed. 

RESPONSE; Please refer 10 responscs to Inter
rogatory No. 7 and Request for Production No. 

13 

herein. 

IN OGATORY NO. 16: 

Have you ever had a policy requiring wo
rkers on Defendant's premises fo use Tes

pirators? 

If so, please: 

a. state when this policy was implemented, 

b. describe this policy in detail, 

c. state to whom it applied (i.e. Defendan
t employees and contractor employees

); 

d. and describe what types and brand names o
f respirators were required by you. 
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RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to previously pr
opounded discovery (Interrogatory 

No 13) and states that all documents in Union Carbid
e's possession relating to this policy and 

any amendments thereto have been previousl
y produced to Plaintiff. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19: 

Admit that you did not past warming, caut
ion or hazard signs prior to the utilization

 of 

asbestos-containing materials by your e
mployees at the worksites where your 

employees were 

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to its response and objection to Request for 

Admission no 13, Interrogatory No. 7 an
d Request for Production No. 13 herein. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.
 22: 

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

 supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See response and objection 
to Requests for Production No. 15 and No.

 12 herein. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 
20: 

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

employees were using asbestos-cont
aining Materials, including the works

ites where Plaintiff was 

present. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to its response and objection to Requests for 

Admission No. {3 and No.19. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO
N NO. 23: 

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

 supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff 10 Ws response and objec
tion to Requests for 

Production Nos. 17 and 13. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 24: 

Produce all documents reflecting payments made to cont
ractors during the years at issue, 

including Plaintiff's employer, including but not limited to invoices, bills, check requests, 

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

services rendered by Plaintiffs employer. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request as over
 broad in that it seeks information that 

is not relevant and is not reasonably calculated 
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

 

Union Carbide has previously produced documents relating 1
0 asbestos usage, installation and/or 

removal. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 21: 

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

substantial risk of injury. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request because it asks Union Carbide to admit a 

proposition of law. Espara v. Diaz, 802 $.W.2d 772, 775 (Tex. App. - Houston [14th Dist.] 

1990, no writ). Subject thereto, denicd. 

RROURST FOR ADMISSION NO. 22: OO , 

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

Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to the request to the ex
tent it is vague in that the terms 

"power" and “control” are undefined and un
clear. Subject thereto, admitted as to Union

 Carbide's 

operations and employces, denied as to operations a
nd employces of independent contractors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N
O. 25: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this 
request because it does not seck specific doc

uments 

but is a request for all documents supportin
g a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carb

ide refers 

Plaintiff to documents previously produc
ed in this case which include any and all doctiments 

relating to Union Carbide and independent c
ontruclors engaged in the installation, repair

 and/or 

removal of asbestos at the Seadrift facili
ty. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 23: 

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

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects lo this request to the extent
 it is vague in that the terms 

"managed", "use" and “condition” are unclear an
d undefined. Subject thereto, admitted as to 

Union Carbide's own employees and operations, denied as to operations of independent 

contractors, 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N
O. 26: 

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole o
r in part, produce all dacuments supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request because
 it does not seek specific documents 

but all documents supporting a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff 
to 

previously produced documents in this ca
se which include any and all documents relating to 

Union Carbide and independent contractors engaged
 in the installation, repair and/or removal of 

asbestos at the Seadrift facility. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 24: 

Admit that, during the years al issuc, Defendant had the power to direct the u
se or 

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this req
uest as vague in that the terms "power", "direct"

, 

“use and “condition” are unclear and undefin
ed. Subject thereto, admitted as to Union Car

bide's 

own employees and operations, denied as fo operations and employees of independent 

contractors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 
27: 

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

orting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to 
this request because it does not seek spec

ific documents, 

bur rather all documents supporting a conten
tion. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers P

laintiff 

to previously produced documents in this
 case which include any and all document

s relating to 

Union Carbide and independent contracto
rs engaged in installation, repair and/or removal of 

ashestos at the Seadrift facility. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 25: 

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

conditions of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objets to this request as vague in that the terms "power", 

"superintend", "use" and "canditions” are unclear and undefined. Su
bject thereto, admitted as to 

Union Curbide's operations and employees, denied as to operations and employccs of 

independent contractors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 28: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request because i
t does not scek specific documents, 

but rather all documents supporting a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff 

to previously produced documents in this case which inclu
de any and all documents relating to 

Union Carbide and independent contractors engaged in th
e installation, repair and removal of 

asbestos at the Seadrift facility. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 26: 

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

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request
 as vague in that the terms "power", "restrict", 

"use" and “condition” are undefined and unclear. Sub
ject thereto, admitted as to Union Carbide's 

emplayces and operations, denied as to operations and e
mployees of independent contractors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 
29: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request be
cause it does not seek specific documents, 

but rather all documents supporting a contention. Sub
ject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff 

to previously produced documents in this case 
Which include any and all documents relating Lo

 

Union Carbide and independent contractors e
ngaged in the installation, repair and removal 

of 

asbestos at the Scadrift facility. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 27: 

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

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request as vague in that the terms "power", 

"regulate", "use" and “condition” are unclear and undefined. Subject thereto, admitted a
s to 

Union Carbide's employees and operations, denied as to operations and employees of 

independent contractors. 

EQUEST FO ODUCTION NO. 30: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request be
cause it does nat seek specific documents, 

but rather all documents supporting a contention. S
ubject thercto, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff 

to previously produced documents in this case w
hich include any and all documents relating to 

Union Carbide and independent contractors enguged i
n the installation, repair and removal of 

asbestos at the Scadrift facility. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 28: 

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

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

HoH 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request
 as vague in that the terms "power", "govern", 

"use" and "condition" are undefined and unclear. Su
bject thereto, admitted as to Union Carbide's 

operations and employees, denied as to operations an
d employees of independent contractors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 31
: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this re
quest because it does not seek specific documen

ts, 

but rather al] documents supporting a cont
ention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide ref

ers Plaintiff 

\o previously produced documents in this ca
se which include any and all documents rela

ting to 

Union Carbide and independent contractors en
gaged in the installation, repair and removal of

 

asbestos at the Seadrift facility. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 29: 

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

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request as vague in that the terms "power", 

"oversee", "use" and “condition” are undefined and unclear. Subject thereto, admitted as 
to Union 

’ 

Carbide's operations und employees, denicd as to operations and employees of independent 

contractors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 32: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carhide objects to this request because it does not
 seek specific documents, 

but rather all documents supporting a contention. Subject thereto, U
nion Carbide refers Plaintitf 

to previously produced documents in this case which include any 
and all documents relatmg to 

Union Carbide and independent contractors engaged in the 
installation, repair and removal of 

asbestos at the Scadnift facility. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 30: 

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant hud the power 
to administer the use or 

condition of Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Curbide objects to this request to ihe extent it is vague in that the terms 

"power", “administer”, "use" and “candition" are undefined and unclear. Subject thereto, 
7 

adinitted as to Union Carbide's operations and employccs, d
enied as to operations and employees 

of independent contractors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 33: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request becaus
e it does not seek specific documents, 

but rather all documents supporting a contention
. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaint

iff 

to previously produced documents in this case which inclu
de any and all documents relating to 

Union Carbide and independent contractors eng
aged in the installation, repair and removal of 

asbestos at the Seadnlt facility. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 31: 

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to the request to the extent it is vague in that the term 

"controlled" ix undefined and unclear. Subject thereto, admitted as to Union Carbid
e's operations 

and employees, denied as to operations und employees of independent contractors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 34: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request because it docs n
ot seek specific documents, 

but rather all documents supporting a contention. Subject thereto, Un
ion Carbide refers Plaintiff 

to previously produced documents in this case which include any 
and all documents relating to 

Union Carbide and independent contractors engaged in the installation
, repair and removal of 

asbestos at the Seadrift facility. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 32: 

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

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to the request to the extent t
hat if is vague and that the term 

"managed" is undefined and unclear. Subject thereto, adm
itted as lo Union Carbide's operations 

and employees, denied as to operations and employees of i
ndependent contractors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. a5: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request be
cause it docs. not seck specific documents, 

but rather all documents supporting a contention. 
Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintilf 

to previously produced documents in this case which inc
lude any and all documents relating to 

Union Carbide and independent contractors engaged i
n the installation, repair and removal of 

asbestos at the Scadrift facility. 
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REQUEST FORA SSJON NO. 33: 

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

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to request to the extent that it is vague and
 that the terms 

"directed", “usc” and "condition" are undefined and unclear. Subject thereto
, admitted as to 

Union Carbide's operations and employees, denied us to operations and employces of 

independent contractors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 36: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request because it does not seek sp
ecific documents, 

but rather all dacuments supporting a contention. Subject thereto
, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff 

la previously produced documents in this case which include a
ny and all documents relating to 

Union Carbide and independent contractors enpaged in the
 installation, repair and removal of 

asbestos at the Seadrift facility. 

REQUEST FOR A SSION NO. 34: 

Admit that, during the ycars at issue, Defendant superintended the use 
or conditions of 

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to the request to the extent that it is vague and that the 

jerms "superintended", "use" and “conditions” are undefined and unclear. Subject thereto, 

admitted as to Union Carbide's operations and employces, den
ied as to operations and employees 

of independent contractors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 37: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request be
cause it does not seek specific documents, 

but rather all documents suppotting a contention. Subject thereto
, Union Carbide refers Plaintitf 

to previously produced documents in this case whic
h include any and all documents relating 10 

Union Carbide and independent contractors eng
aged in the installation, repair and removal of 

asbestos at the Scadrift facility. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 35: 

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

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to the request as vague in that the terms "restricted", “use” 

and “condition” ure undefined and unclear. Subject thereto, admitted as to Union Carbide's 

operations and employees, denied as to operations and employees of independent contractors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 38: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request because it does not seek specific doc
uments, 

but rather all documents supporting a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff 

to previously produced documents in this case which include any and all
 documents relating to 

Unian Carbide and independent contractors engaged in the installation, re
pair and removal of 

asbestos at the Seadrift facility. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 36: 

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

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request as vague in t
hal the terms "regulated", "use" 

and “condition” are undefined and unclear. Subject thereto, admitted as to Union Carbide's 

operations and employees, denied as to operations and employces of ind
ependent contractors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 39: 

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

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request because
 1 does not seek specific documents, 

but rather all documents supporting a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintift 

to previously produced documents in this cuse which include
 any and ull documents relating to 

Union Carbide and independent contractors engaged in th
e installation, repair and removal of 

asbestos at the Scadrift facility. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMI
SSION NO. 37: 

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

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbid
e objects to this request as v

ague in that the terms "gover
ned", "use" 

and “condition” are undefi
ned and unclear. Subject thereto, admitted a

s to Union Carbide's 

operations and employees, d
enied as lo operations and em

ployees of independent cont
ractors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODU
CTION NO. 40: 

If you deny ihe foregoing re
quest, In whole or in part, p

roduce al} documents suppor
ting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbi
de objects to this request be

cause it does not seck speci
fic documents, 

but rather all documents suppor
ting a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide 

refers Plaintitf 

to previously produced docume
nts in this case which include

 any and all documents relatin
g to 

Union Carbide and independen
t contractors engaged in the i

nstallation, repair and removal 
of 

asbestos at the Seadrifi facility. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO.
 38: 

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

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbid
e objects to this request as 

vague in that the terms "ove
rsaw", "use" 

and "condition" are undefined and unclear. 
Subject thereto, admitted a

s to Union Carbide's 

operations and employees, d
enied as to operations and e

mployees ot independent co
ntractors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUC
TION NO. 41: 

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

art. produce all document
s supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide
 objects to this request becaus

e it does not seek specific doc
uments, 

but rather al) decuments 
supporting A contention. 

Subject thereto,. Union Carbide yefers Plai
nuff 

to previously produced 
documents in this case w

hich include any and al
l documents relating [0 

Union Carbide and indepe
ndent contractors engaged 

in the installation, repair a
nd removal of 

asbestos at the Seadrift fa
cility. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO
, 39: 

Admit that, during the years a
t issue, Defendant administere

d the usc OF condition of 

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects 10 the re
quest as vague in that the terms 

“administered”, 

"use" and "condition" are unde
fined and unclear. Subject the

reto, admitted as to Union Car
hide's 

operations and employees, denicd
 as to operations and employces o

f independent contractors. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO O. 42: 

Tf you deny the foregoing requ
est, in whole or in pari, produ

ce all documents Supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide 
objects to this request hecause

 it does not seek specific docu
ments, 

put rather all documents suppo
rting 4 contention. Subject th

ereto, Union Carbide refers Pl
aintiff 

to previously produced docum
ents in this case which inclu

de any and afl documents rela
ting to 

Union Carbide and independe
nt contractors engaged in the 

installation, repair and remova
l of 

asbestos ul the Seadrift facili
ty. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 
40: 

Admit that Defendant reta
ined some control over the

 manner in which Plaintiff
s work 

was performed. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide has made reasonab
le inquiry and does not have sufficient 

information about Plainsif's
 work and can therefore neith

er admit nor deny this request
. Further, 

Union Carbide objects to this
 request to the extent it is va

gue in that the phrase "retain
ed some 

control over the mannet in w
hich Plaintiffs work was per

formed" is unclear and undefined. 

Subject thereto, denied. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCT
ION NO. 43: 

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

duce all documents supportin
g 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbi
de objects to this request b

ecause it dues not seck spe
cific documents, 

but rather ali documents sup
porting a contention. Subject

 thereto, Union Carbide refer
s Plaintiff 

to previously produced doc
uments in this case which 

include any and al] documen
ts relating to 

Union Carbide and indepe
ndent contractors engaged

 in the installation, repair
 and removal of 

asbestos at the Seadnft fa
cility. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. \7: 

Do you contend thar at no time du
ring the years at Issue, Defendant

 did nat have the right 

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

Defendant's Premises, who were e
ngaged in activities which could b

e potentially hazardous to 

either themselves ar to the employ
ecs of Defendant? If the answer is anything other tha

n "no", 

Q 

identify each and every fact which
 supports this contention. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this requ
est as drafted as ambiguous, conf

using and 

unclear in its usage of negatives, and is vague in that it is unclear which Union Carbide 

Corporation facility is meant. Union Carbide objects further to 
the extent this interrogatory 

improperly seeks all factual contentions and a marshaling of evidence in support of its 

contentions. TRCP 197. Subject to its objections, according
 to Union Carbide's understanding 

of this interragatory and assuming
 that the facility inquired about is

 the Seadrift facility, Union 

Carbide states that it retained same l
atitude to direct its independent contr

actors in gencral terms 

as per Koch Refining Co. v. Chapa 
U1 S.W.3d 153 (Tex. 1999). 

3QUEST FOR ADMISSION 
NO. 

Admit that Defendant retained s
ome control over the manner in w

hich Plaintiffs employer 

performed the work requested b
y the Defendant. 

RESPONSE: ” Union Carbide o
bjects to the extent the request is vague in that the phrase 

"retained some contro} over the man
ner in which Plaintiff's employer p

erformed the work" is 

undetined and unclear. Subject
 thereto, denied. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCT
 ION NO. 44: 

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

all documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide obje
cts to this request because it does

 not seck specific documents, 

tout rather all documents supporting
 a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refe

rs Plaintiff 

to previously produced documen
ts in thix case which include an

y and all documents relating fo 

Union Carbide and independent
 contractors engaged in the in

stallation, repair und removal 
of 

asbestos at the Seadrift fucility. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION QO. 42: 

Admit that Plaintiff was not ent
irely free to do the work on Def

endant's Premises in his 

own way. 
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RESPONSE: Union Carbide objec
ts to this request as vague and unde

fined and unclear. Subject 

thereto, denied. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO
N NO. 45: 

If you deny the foregoing request, 
in whale or in part, produce all doc

uments supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide object
s to this request because it does not

 seek specific documents, 

hut rather all documents supporting a 
contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers P

laintiff 

to previously produced documents 
in this case which include any and 

all documents relating to 

Union Carbide and independent 
contractors engaged in the install

ation, repair and removal of 

asbestos at the Seadrift facili
ty. - 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION
 NO. 43: 

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

Defendant on Defendant's 
Premises in iis own way. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide
 objects to the request as vag

ue, undctined and unclear. Subject 

thereto, denied. 
; , 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTI
ON NO. 46: 

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

 documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide ob
jects to this request because it d

oes not seek specific documents,
 

but rather all dacuments support
ing a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide r

efers Plaintiff 

to previously produced documen
ts in this case which include a

ny and all documents relating t
o 

Union Carbide and independen
t contractors engaged in the in

stallation, repair and removal 
of 

asbestos at the Seadrift facility
. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISS
ION NO. 44: 

Admit that asbestos-contain
ing gaskets were installed a

t Defendant's Premises. 

RESPON SE: Admitted.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUC
TION NO. 47: 

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

ce all documents suppaning 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See above respons
e. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSIO O. 48: 

Admit that asbestos-containi
ng pipe covering was installe

d at Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Admitted.
 

REQUEST FOR PRODU
CTION NO. 48: 

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

oduce yl] documents support
ing 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Sce above
 response. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISS
ION NO. 46: 

Admit that asbestos-cont
aining boilers were instal

led at Defendant's Premise
s. 

RESPONSE: Admiticd.
 

RFQUEST FOR PRODUCTION
 NO. 49: 

If you deny the foregoing re
quest, in wholc or in part, p

roduce all documents suppo
rting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See above r
esponse. 

REQUEST FOR ADMIS
SION NO. AT: 

Admit that usbestos-contai
ning fireproofing was insta

lled at Defendant's Premise
s. 

RES PONSE: Admitt
ed. 

LINION CARBIDES ANSWER
S PLAINTIFVS DISCOVERY

 REQUESTS 
Page 33 of 53 

PAarindoewENVICCORAGRi cor
i oake, Weiden\Liniun Carbide's 

Answers Piimitts Discovery Re
quests2.doe 

Sere iyae PUM AAS * a anal 

Besivee GgtAN PUINT TIMBOCT, 3, 10:06AM v 
piandewe,

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1665: Union Carbide's Responses to Weldon R. Moake's First Interrogatories, Requ…
ACL Doc 16750 · Page 33 of 53

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/16750/33

https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16750/33


ZQUEST FO ODUCTION NO. 50: 

If you deny the foregoing request, 
in whale or im part, produce all doc

uments supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See above response.
 

REQUESYS FOR ADMISSION
_NO. 48: 

Admit that asbestos-contuining
 joint compound was installed a

t Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCT
ION NO. 5: 

If you deny the foregoing reque
st, in whole or in part, produce

 all documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Sce above respo
nse. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 49: 

Admit that asbestas-containin
g insulation was installed at De

fendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Admitted. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.
 52: 

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

ce all dacuments supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: See above respon
se. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSI
ON NO. 50: 

Admit that such installation w
as done under your direction,

 supervision, and/or control. 

RESPONSE: Admitted as L
o Union Carbide's operations

 and employees denied as to
 operations 

and employees of independe
nt contractors. 

LINION CARBIDES ANSWE
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO
N NO, 53: 

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

ents supporting 

your denial, including but not limit
ed to all documents identifying the 

entities or individuals who 

directed, supervised, and/or contro
lled such installation activitics. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this re
quest because it 15 over broad, docs not scek 

specific documents, rather ir seeks
 al] documents relating to a conten

tion. Subject thereto, Union 

Carbide refers Plaintiff to previously
 produced documents in this case wh

ich include any and all 

documents relating to Union Cur
bide and independent contractors

 engaged in the installation, 

repair and/or removal of asbestos 
at [he Seadnift facility. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 18: 

Please stale the first year you lea
rned that persons could suffer phy

sical injury through the 

inhalation of asbestos fibers and how Defendant be
came aware of the existence

 of asbestos 

hazards. 

ANSWER: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to previously answered discov
ery regarding the 

Seadnift plant (Interrogatory No. 2
2) and previously produced docum

ents including the repository 

for asbestos-relaled materials. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTI
ON NO. 54: 

Produce all documents that 
indicate that asbeslos fibers,

 when inhaled, can be hazar
dous 

ta the health of human beings
. 

RESPONSE: Union Carhide re
fers Plaintiff to its response to In

tcrrogatory No. 18 herein. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION
 NO. 51: 

Admit that you supervised the 
health and safety procedures im

plemented by contractors 

working on Defendant's Premise
s. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide admits that it advised its contractors with regard to 
health and 

safety procedures, otherwise denic
d. ; 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSI
ON_NO. §2: 

Admit that you supervised the 
health and safety practices impl

emented by Plaintiff's 

employer. 
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RESPONSE: SEE RESPONSES TO REQUES
T FOR ADMISSION NO. 51. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION N
O. 53: 

Admit that you did not protect the 
Plaintiff from exposure to ushestos 

on Defendant's 

Premises. 

RESPONSE: Denied. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION 
NO. 55: 

Produce || documents suppor
ting the lepal theorics and fac

tual bases of your defenses set
 

forth in your response to Plaintiffs 
Request for Disclosure under Texas

 Rules of Civil Procedure 

}94.2, subparagraph (c). 

RESPONSE: [Union Carbide states what per ag
reement with the Plaintiffs, no Ru

le 194 formal 

disclosure requests were exchang
ed between Union Carbide and Pl

aintiffs with the exception of 

witness Jists.) Union Carbide objects ta this request hecause it is over broad and seeks all 

documents relating t its contenti
ons and not specific documents. 

{n re American Optical Corp.. 

O88 S.W.2d 711 (Tex. 1998). 

INTERROGATO Q. 19: 

Do yau contend that Plaintiffs ex
posure to asbestos at Defendant's

 Premises was not a 

substantial contributing factor i
n causing his ashestos-related in

jury? If the answer is anything 

other than "no", identify each an
d every fact which supports this c

ontention. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this i
nterrogalory as argumentative a

nd assuming facts 

not in evidence in thit if assume
s that Plaintiff was exposed to a

sbestos as its Premises and that 

he has suffered an asbestos-rela
ted injury. Subject to the foregoing, Union

 Carbide denies that 

such exposure, W any, was a substa
ntial contributing factor in causing

 Plaintiff's asbestos-related 

injury, if any. Union Carbide further objects t
o this interragatory to the extent

 it requests Union 

Carhide to state all its factual assertions or to marshal it evidence. Subject thereto, Union 

Carbide refers Plaintiff to its Answ
er and any amendments thereto, a

nd to its previous document 

production. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSIO
N NO. 54: 

Admit that Plaintiffs exposure
 to asbestos at Defendant's Premises was 

a substantial 

contributing factor in causin
g his asbestos-related injury.
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RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects fo this re
quest to the extent it is argumen

tative in that it 

assumes that Plaintiff was exposed 10 as
hestos at its Premises und that he has suf

fered an 

asbestos-related injury. Subject
 thereto, denied. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTI
ON NO. 56: 

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

documents supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff 
to its response and objection to I

nterrogatory 19 

herein. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. $5:
 

Admit that Defendant did 
not excrcise reasonable cur

e (0 reduce or eliminate th
e risk of 

ysbestos-related injury. 

RESPONSE: Denied. 

REQUEST FOR-ADMISSI
ON NO. 56: 

Admit that Defendant did nat redu
ce or eliminate the unreasonable r

isk of harm posed by 

the use of asbestos-containing 
products al Defendant's Premis

es. 

RESPONSE: Denied. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUC
TION NO. 57: 

If you deny the foregoing requ
est, in whole or in part, prod

uce all documents supporting
 

your denial. 

, 

RESPONSE: Union Curbide objects to this 
request because it does nat se

ek specific documents 

and rather secks any and al) 
documents Supporting Its con

tentions and is thus over bro
ad. In re 

American Optical Corp., 988 S
.W.2d TLE (Tex. 1998). Subject to and without waiving Its 

objections, Union Carbide re
fers Plaintiff to documents pr

oduced previously to Plaintiff
. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISS
ION NO. ST: 

Admit that Defendant's fail
ure to reduce ar eliminate t

he risk of harm to Plaintiff 
was a 

substantial factor in bringing
 about Plaintiffs asbestos-rel

ated injury. 
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RESPONSE: Union Carbide obje
cts to this request to the extent it i

s argumentative and assumes 

that there was a tisk of harm posed to P
laintiff, that Union Carbide failed to re

duce or climinate 

such risk, and that Plaintiff suffered 
an asbestos-related injury. Subject t

hereto, denied. , 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION
 NO. 58: 

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

 supporting 

your denial. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objec
ts to this request because it does no

t seek specific documents 

and rather seeks any and all docume
nts supporting its contentions and 

is thus over broad. In re 

American Optical Corp., 988 S.W
.2d TIL (Tex. 1998). Subject to and without waiving ifs 

objections, Union Carbide refers Plai
ntiff to documents produced previous

ly to Plaintiff. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO
N_NO. 59: 

If you contend that while at the pre
miscs on which you or your employ

ees were working 

with asbestos-containing materials, 
Plaintiff was not exposed to sufficie

nt quantities of asbestos 

dust to produce the disease(s) comp
lained of, produce all documents s

upporting your contention. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this req
uest for. production to the extent 

if contains an 

jnterrogatory and is not a tue
 document request. Union Carbide objects further

 to this request 

because it dacs nol seck specific doc
uments or specific categories of doc

uments. Tn re American 

Optical Corp., 988 §.W.2d 7] 
1 (Tex 1998). 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCT
ION NO. 60: 

If you contend that Plaintiff is suf
fering from an asbestos disease as

 a result of exposures 

ather than asbestos dust at the p
remises on which you or your e

mployees were working with 

usbestax-containing materials, pr
oduce all documents supporting 

your contention. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this req
uest far production to the extent 

it contains an 

interrogatory and is not a True d
acument request. Union Carbide objects further to

 this request 

because it does not seck specific documen
ts but all documents supporting 

a contention. Union 

Carbide objects further to the 
extent the request ussumes Plai

ntiff has suffered an asbestas- 

reloted injury and that he wor
ked at Union Curbide's Premi

ses. Subject thereto, Union Carbid
e 

states that it has no knowledge 
or information at this time with 

which to make such a contention
 

and refers Plaintiff to Union C
urbide's prior document produ

ction. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 61: 

Tf you contend that Plaintiff does nat suffer from the asbestas-related diseasc(s) 

complained of, produce all documents s
upporting your contention. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide ohjccts to th
is request fo the extent it contains an interr

ogatory and 

is not a true request for documents. Union C
arbide objects further because the request do

cs not 

seek specific documents and rather seck a
ll documents supporting a contention. Union Carbide 

denies Plaintiff suffers from an asbestos-related disease and will produce any responsive 

documents in its possession. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCT JON NO. 
62: 

If you contend that Plaintiff was not expose
d fo asbestos dust at the premises an which 

you or your emplayees were working 
with asbestos-containing materials, pro

duce all documents 

supporting your contention. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request b
ecause it improperly asks whether Unio

n 

Carbide makes a specific factual contenti
on. which is not a proper request for prod

uction. Union 

Carbide further objects to this request
 (0 the extent il is aver broad and seeks al! documents 

supporting ils contentions. Subject 
thereto, Union Carbide states that it denies Plainutf was 

expased to asbestos dust al its Premise
s and refers Plaintiff tots previous do

cument production. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO
N NO. 63: 

Produce al! documents used, refer
red to or relied upon in answering a

ny Interrogatorics. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to
 this request because it is over broad and docs not seck 

specific items or categories of docum
ents. In re American Optical Corp., 988 §

.W.2d 711 (Tex. 

1998). 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION 
NO. 64: 

Produce any and all documents and other tangible
 things which refer ta the docum

ent 

retention (and/or destruction) pol
icy of Defendant, including the f

ollowing: 

a. Any document retention and/or des
truction policies for Defendant that

 pertain to 

documents and records, including but not limited to supplements, addenda, 

memoranda, operating bulletins, 
revisions, or any other supersedin

g instructions 

that referred to the stopping, suspending or resuming of such retention or 

destruction policies. 
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b. Any record retention and/or destruction, dumping, or purging policies for 

Defendant that pertain to documents and records crea
ted, 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, etc. or on or within a
ny 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 instructions that referred to the s
topping, suspending or resuming of 

such retention or destruction policies. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request to the
 extent it is vague, over broad and is 

not reasonably limited to a specific ume period. Subject thereto, Union Carbide
 refers Plaintiff to 

documents produced previously to Plaint
iffs. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.
 65: 

Produce any and all documentation, in
cluding but not limited fo lists, inventories, indices, 

databases or print-outs thereof, archive
s, storage inventories, logs. or other se

arch aids that refer 

or relate ta the existence, extent, ype,
 organization, filing system, method o

f access or retrieval, 

and/or location of Defendant's documen
ts (maintained or stored on-site or off-s

ite) described in 

the préceding paragraphs. ; coe one 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide abjects to this request 
because it is over broad in that it sceks 

information relating to facilitics other 
than Seadrift and information that is n

ot relevant and not 

reasonubly calculated to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 20: 

Does Defendant have in ifs possession any books, pamphlets, memoranda, or written 

materials of any kind or character tha
t would indicate that asbestos fibers, 

when inhaled, can be 

hazardous to the health af human beings? If so, identify the individuals who received, 

maintained, reviewed, or disseminate
d the information contained in such 

written materials. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide has pre
viously produced in this case all such

 responsive documents 

in ils Possession. Tf Union Carbide has access to information relating to who received, 

maintained, reviewed or dissemin
ated such materials, it is reflect

ed: on those documents. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N
O. 66: 

Produce the wrilten materials referr
ed to in the interrogatory above. 
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RESPONSE: Refer to respansc to Interrogatory N
o. 20 herein. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 58:
 

Admit that Plainiff filed suit against Defendant within two (2) years of the date of 

discovering his asbestos-related condition or the
 existence of any asbestos-related causes of 

action. 

RESPONSE: Penied. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION_NO. 59: 

Admit that Defendant is liable for Plainti
ffs asbestos related illness. 

RESPONSE: Denied. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6
0: 

Admit thal asbestos is still in use and/or 
in place on Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Admitted to the extent asbest
os may be in place at the Premises, otherwis

e denied. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 61: 

Admit that Defendant na longer use
s ashestas on its Premises. 

RESPONSE: Admitted ta the extent as
bestos in no longer installed on its Premi

ses. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO.
 62: 

Admit that asbestos-containing material
s were in-place on Defendant's Premise

s after January 

1, 1972. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this reque
st as it is over broad. This request is not 

limited to the Seadrift facility wher
e Plaintiff has alleged exposure. 

Union Carbide further 

objects to the term “in-place” as bei
ng vague. unclear and undefined. Su

bject to these abjections, 

admitied. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION_NO. 63: 

Admit thar asbestos containing materials were in-plac
e on Defendant's Premises after January 

1, 1973. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request as it is over broad. This request is not 

limited to the Seadrift facility wherc Plaintiff has alleged exposure. 
Union Carbide further 

objects to the term “in-place” as being vagu
e, unclear and undefined. Subject to these

 objections, 

admitted. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION_NO. 64: 

Admit that asbestas-containing materials wer
e in-place on Defendant's Premises after Janu

ary 

1, 1974. 

ESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request a
s jf is over broad. This request is not 

limited to the Seadrift facility where Plaintiff has alleged ex
posure. Union Carbide further 

objects to the term “in-place” as being vague
, unclear and undefined. Subject to these ob

jections, 

adinitted. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 65: 

Admit that asbestos-containing materials were in-
place on Defendant's Premises after January 

1, 1975. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request 
as it is over broad. This request 1s not 

limited to the Seadrift facility where Plaintif
f has alleged exposure. Union Carbide further 

objects to the ferm “in-pluce” as being
 vague. unclear and undefined. Subject to these objections, 

admitied. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO
. 66: 

Admit that ashestos-conlaining material
s were in-place on Defendant's Premise

s after January 

1, 1976. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects ta this reques
t as it is over broad. This request is not 

limited to the Scadrift facility where Plaintift has alleged 
exposure. Union Carbide further 

ohjects to the term “in-place” as bei
ng vague, unclear and undefined. Su

bject to these objections, 

admitted. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 
67: 

Admit that asbestos-containing materials w
ere in-place on Defendant's Premises after

 January 

\, 1977. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this requ
est as it is over broad. This request is not 

limited to the Seadrift facility where
 Plaintiff has alleged exposure. Union Carbide further 

abjects to the term “in-place” as being v
ague, unclear and undefined. Subject to these objections, 

admitted. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION
 NO. 68: 

Admit that asbextos-containing mate
rials were in-place on Defendant's P

remises after January 

1, 1978. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects ta this request as it is over broad. This request is not 

limited to the Seadrift facilty wh
ere Plaintiff has alleged exposure

. Union Carbide further 

objects to the term “in-place” us be
ing vague, unclear and undefined. 

Subject to these objections, 

admitted. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION 
NO. 69: 

Admit that ashestos-containing mat
erials were in-place on Defendant's

 Premises after January 

j, 1979. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects 10 this 
request as it is over broad. This request is not 

limited to the Seadrift facility where Plaintiff hus alleg
ed exposure. Union Carbide further 

objects to the ferm “in-place” as be
ing vague, unclear and undefined. 

Subject to these abjections, 

admitted. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION
 NO. 70: 

Admit that asbestos-containing m
aterials were in-place on Defenda

nt's Premises after January 

1, 1980. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this 
request as it ig over broad. This request is not 

limited to the Seadrift facility where Pl
aintiff has alleged exposure. Union Carbide further 

objects to the term “in-place” a
s being vague. unclear and unde

fined. Subject to these objectio
ns, 

admitted. 

UNION CARBIDES ANSWERS PLA
INTIFFS DISCOVERY REQUESTS 

Page 43 of 53 

LF vFiradnesveN VACCRAR izoria\Moa
ke, Weldon Inion Carhide’s Answers

 Vlaintiffs Discovery Roquests2.doc 

CRCRIVES TIME ICT GRR a siym 4 ~ . 

RECEIVED TIMEOCT. 0 Sav AH PRINT TIMEOCT. 3, 10:05AM 

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1665: Union Carbide's Responses to Weldon R. Moake's First Interrogatories, Requ…
ACL Doc 16750 · Page 43 of 53

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/16750/43

https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16750/43


REQUEST FOR ADMISSION 
NO. 71: 

Admit that asbestos-containing materi
als were in-place on Defendant's Prem

ises after January 

1, 1981. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request 
as it is over broad. This request is not 

limited to the Seadrift facility where Plaintiff has alleged e
xposure. Union Carbide further 

objects to the term “in-place” as bei
ng vaguc, unclear and undefined. Su

bject to these objections, 

admitted. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION
 NO. 72° 

Admit that asbestos-containing mat
erials were in-place on Defendant'

s Premises after January 

|, 1982. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide abjects to this request as it is over broad. This request is not 

jimited to the Seadrift facility where Plaintiff has alle
ged exposure. Union Carbide further 

objects to the term “in-place” as be
ing vague, unclear and undefined. 

Subject to these objections, 

admitted. 

LEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 73: co 

Admit that asbestos-containing m
aterials were in-place an Defenda

nt's Premises after January 

1, 1983. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this re
quest as it is over broad. This request is not 

limited to the Seadnit facility where Plaintiff has alle
ged exposure. Union Carbide further 

objects ta the term “in-place” as
 being vague, unclear and undefi

ned. Subject to these objections, 

admitted. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION
 NO, 74: 

Admit that asbestas-containing 
materials were in-place on Defen

dant's Premises after January 

|, 1984. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this 
request as it ig over broad. This request 18 not 

limited to the Seadnft facility where Plaintiff has al
leged exposure. Union Curbide further 

abjects to the term “in-place”
 as heing vague, unclear and

 undefined. Subject to these
 objections, 

admitted. 

HINION CARIIDE'S ANSWERS
 PLAINTIFFS DISCOVERY RE

QLUFSTS 
Page 44 of 83 

(A irmiloeMPNVICCR rizarM
iaake, Weldom\Linian Carbille 

> Answers Plainti(fs Discewery R
equesta2 doe 

t
2
1
 

t
a
d
 

t
a
d
 

PECEIVED Tindeli, 2.0 gia0nd PRINT TIMEQCT, 3. LO: Q5AM

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1665: Union Carbide's Responses to Weldon R. Moake's First Interrogatories, Requ…
ACL Doc 16750 · Page 44 of 53

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/16750/44

https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16750/44


REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 75: 

Admit that asbestos-contuining materials wer
e in-place on Defendant's Premises after Janu

ary 

}, 1985. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request as it is over broad. This request 1s not 

limited to the Seadrift facility where Plaintiff has alleged exposure.
 Union Carbide further 

objects to the term “in-place” as being vague
, unclear and undefined, Subject to these ob

jections, 

admitted. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 76: 

Admit that asbestos-containing materials 
were in-place on Defendant's Premises aft

er January 

1, 1986. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request 
as it is over broad. This request is not 

limited to the Seadrift facility where Plaintiff has alleged ex
posure. Union Carbide further 

objects to the term “in-place” as being v
ague, unclear and undefined. Subject to

 these objections, 

admiucd. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 77: , 

Admit that asbestos-containing material
s were in-place an Defendant's Premise

s after January 

{, 1987. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this reques
t as it 1s over broad. This request is not 

\imited to the Seadrift facility wher
e Plaintiff has alleged exposure. 

Union Carbide further 

abjects to the term “in-place” as bein
g vague, unclear and undefined. Subject to these objections, 

admited. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION
 NO. 78: 

Admit that asbesios-containing mater
ials were in-place on Defendant's Pr

emises after January 

1, 1988. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this requ
est as it js over broad. This request is not 

limited to the Seadrift facility where Plaintiff has alleged 
exposure. Union Carbide further 

abjects to the term “in-place” us be
ing vague, unclear and undefined. 

Subject to these objections, 

admitted. 
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REOUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.
 AT: 

Produce all documents that reflect, indicate o
r in any way relate to communications betwe

en 

you and any manufacturer of uxhestos-conlain
ing products conceming or related to the as

bestos 

contained in such products. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request because it is duplicative of discovery 

previously propounded to Union Carbide to 
which Carbide has responded. Union Carbid

e refers 

Plaintiff to previously produced docu
ments where any such responsive ite

ms may be located. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N
O. 68: 

Produce all documents disseminated or pub
lished by any trade association that contain 

information relating to the hazards 
of asbestos and ull documents whic

h refer to such documents. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to the extent this request is duplicative of previous 

discovery requests, Subject thercto, U
nion Carbide refers Plainti ff to docume

nts produced in this 

case including Union Carbide's reposit
ory for asbestos-related materials, whic

h has been made 

available to Plaintiff. 

RROUEST FOR PRODUCTIONNO.69: 0... 

Produce all documents, that relate ta any inspections by any regula
tory agency for the 

purpose of ascertaining whether h
ealth or safety regulations were b

eing followed or adhered to at 

any of your plants. This request specifically secks any an
d all such documentation referring to

 

dust hazards, including but not limi
ted to asbestas in your plants. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request 
because it is over broad and constilutes an 

impermissible fishing expedition. K-Mart v. Sanderson, 937 S.W. 2d 4
29, 430 (Tex. 1996). 

Subject ta its objections, Union Carb
ide refers Plaintiff to documents pre

viously produced in this 

case. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION 
NO. 70: 

Produce all safely meeting minut
es ar other documents, that refer

 to the dangers of ashestas 

safety measures to be used in the 
vicinity of asbestos at Defendant's

 Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this requ
est to the extent it is duplicative o

f previously 

propounded discovery. Subject thereto, Plaintilf is referred 
10 Union Carbide's prior document 

production and ta Union Carbide'
s repository for asbestos-relaled d

ocuments where responsive 

matenals are located. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. TI: 

Produce all contracts, or other documents 
that relate to abatement of asbestos at Defe

ndant's 

Premises. 

ESPONSE: See responses to Interrogatory No.
 3. and Request for Production No. 3 herein. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 
72: 

Produce all contracts, or other documents tha
t relate to the installation of asbestos product

s at 

Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide yefers Plaintiff to docu
ments produced previously in this case 

including its repository for asbestos-reJat
ed documents. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCT [ON NO.
 73: 

Produce all documents that in anyway
 reflect a removal plan or organized wr

itten criteria or 

schedule far the removal of asbestos at
 Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide rcfers Plaintiff to doc
uments produced previously in this casc 

including its repository for asbestos-re
lated dacuments. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N
O. 74: 

Produce al} documents related to the medical
 condition of Plaintiff at any time d

uring his 

work at Defendant's Premises. This request specifically includes any and all x-rays, x-ray 

reporis, medical notes and/or medical records of any kind, annual physical forms, and 

employment records relating 10 Plain
tiffs health. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide will prod
uce any such documents in its possessio

n. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N
O. 75: 

Produce Plaintiffs entire personne
l file from Defendant's Premises.

 

ZESPONSE: Union Carbide has loc
ated no such documents, but if such 

documents are located 

they will be produced. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.
 76: 

Produce all documents that reflect the layout af
 Defendant's Premises, including the location 

and dimensions of all buildings and the location 
and placement of usbestos-containing products. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide reters Plaintiff to its previously filed discovery (Request for 

Production No. |2). 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 77:
 

Produce al! documents comiaining any warnin
gs conceming the possibility of injury resultin

g 

from the use of asbestos-containing produc
ts or exposure to asbestos. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to responses t
o Interrogatory No. 7 and Request for 

Production No. 12. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 
78: 

Produce all photographs of asbestos produc
ts in place or asbestos-containing products 

being 

fabricated or utilized at Defendant's P
remises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to docu
ments produced previously in this case 

including its repasitory for asheslos-rela
ted documents. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 
79: 

Produce all photographs of warming si
gns or warning statements which are o

r have been in 

place at Defendant's Premises in the vic
inity of asbestos-containing products. 

RESPONSE: Union Carhide refers Plai
ntiff to its responses fo Interrogatory No

. 7 and Request 

for Production No. 13. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N
O. 80: 

Produce all documents relating t
o any individuals claimed injury 

as a result of exposure to 

asbestos at Defendant's Premises, inc
luding, but not limited to, workers co

mpensation claims. 

RESPONSE: Investigation is continuing in this case
 and Union Carbide is attempting to l

ocate 

any responsive dacuments. 
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E ST FO ODUCTION NO. 81: 

Produce ull documents, including but not limited to,
 corporale minutes, which mention the 

hazards or potential hazards of asbestos. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to Lhis request to the extent it is
 duplicative of previously 

propounded discovery. Subject thereto, Union Carbid
e refers Plaintiff to documents produced in 

this case, including its repository for asbestos-related m
aterials where responsive documents are 

located. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 82: 

Produce all documents, including invoices, shipping rece
ipts, bills of lading and purchase 

orders, related to the purchase of ashestos-containing pr
oducts for use at Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide has located no such
 documents, but if they are located, they will be 

produced to Plaintiff. 

RROUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 8
3: 

Produce all documents seluting to inspections by labor inspectors, insurance company 

inspectors or anyone from your company or
 hired by your company, that included the t

aking or 

measuring of “dust counts". 

RESPONSE: Union Curbide refers Plainti ff t
o responses 10 Intcrrogatories Nos. 12 and 13. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N
O. 84: 

Tn the event that Defendant performed or had performed any dust level counts or 

measurements of any of ils plants or indust
rial facilities with respect to asbestos dust, pro

duce 

any documents, memoranda, or other w
ritings that in any way reflect the resul

ts of such studies 

or counts und actions taken as a result o
f such counts or studies. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to the request as over broad to the extent it seeks 

information about other Union Carbide 
facilities other than Scadrift and is not limited to a 

specific time frame. 
; 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 85: 

Produce all reports, writings (whether published or unpu
blished) and/or other documentulion 

wrilten, created and/or edited by any of your experts
 that in any way pertain to asbestos and the 

hazards and/or discascs that may result therefrom
. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide will produce these
 documents at a mutually agreeable time at the 

offices of Union Carbide's counsel of record, 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N
O. 86: 

Produce all documents which will he used at t
he time of trial, including all potential exhibits 

and those documents which may be used 
to cross-examine other witnesses or in rebu

ttal, and 

which you contend are relevant to any of De
fendant's enumerated defenses in Defendant

's most 

recently filed Answer. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request because it is inappropriate. Texas Tech 

Univ. Health Sciences Car. V. Schooled, 8
28 §.W.2d 502, 504 (Tex. App. - El Paso 

1992, orig. 

proceeding). Union Carbide further objects to this requ
est for any documents supporting it's 

allegations and contentions as over broad. 
In re American Optical Corp., 988 S.W.2d 

711 (Tex. 

1998)... 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 
87: 

Produce documents between Defendant and any of its worker's compensation carriers 

regarding the hazards of ashestos and
 asbestos-containing products. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to previ
ously produced documents including th

e 

repository for asbestos-related mat
crials. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO
N NO. 88: 

Produce a copy of all regulations, orders, ru
les and/or policies which have becn used re

lating 

to the safety of the Defendant's 
Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to response lo Request for Production No. 
14 

herein. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 89: 

Produce al) documents which contain complain
ts by employees of the Defendant's Premises 

reparding safety conditions and work place condi
tions at the Defendant's Premises. 

RESPONSE: Union Curhide objects to this request as duplicativ
e of previous discovery. Union 

Carbide objects further to the extent the request
 is over broad and not reasonably limited fo the 

subject matter of the lawsuit and therefore no
t relevant and not reasonably calculated to le

ad to 

lhe discovery of admissible evidence. 
Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff 

to its 

previous production af documents where respo
nsive documents are located. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 
90: 

Produce all documents which contain complaints by
 Union representatives of Defendant's 

Premises regarding safety conditions and w
ork place conditions at the Defendant's Pre

mises. 

RESPONSE: None. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION
 NO. 91 

“Produce all documents, organizational ch
arts or rosters which. identify the member

s of the 

management at the Defendant's Premises
 and their areas of responsibility during 

the ime period 

of Plaintiffs work at Defendant's Pr
emises. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide states i
t does not know when the Plaintitf m

ay have worked at its 

facility, but will try to locate responsive documents for that period when such information 

becomes available. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO
N _NO. 92: 

Produce ull documents which evide
nce Defendant's, net worth, includin

g but not limited to 

all "L0-K" forms filed for the last fi
ve (5) years. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plainiilf to previously filed discovery (Request for 

Production No. 31). 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTIO
N NO. 93: 

Produce all documents which evide
nce Defendant's purchase, acquisitio

n, sale, or transfer of 

awnership of Defendant's Premises. 
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RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to previously filed discovery (Request for 

Production No. 32). 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION
 NO. 94: 

Produce all indemnity agreements, 
assignments of liability. subrogation

 agreements and other 

similar documents relating to Defenda
nt's Premises and liabilities arising f

rom said ownership. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to previously filed discovery (Request for 

Production No. 33). 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCT
 JON_NO. 95: 

Produce all contracts pertaining to 
work done by contractors at Defenda

nt's facility. 

RESPONSE: See response to Reques
t for Production No. 7 herein. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTI
ON NO. 96: 

~ Please produce any printed mater
ial prociiced or published by Defe

ndant containing any 

warnings conceming the possibi
lity of injury resulting from thé use of asbes

tos-containing 

products or exposure to asbe
stos? 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff 
to documents previously produ

ced in this case 

including the repository for asbest
os-related materials. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCT J
ON NO. 97: 

Produce all dacuments and oth
er tangible things relating to th

e Plaintiff. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this 
request [0 the extent such mate

rials are equally 

available to Plaintiff. Subject thereto und to the extent Union Carbide Jocates any such 

documents, they will be 
produced. 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCT
ION NO. 98: 

If you contend that you did 
not own or cantrol the facili

ty(ies) during any time perio
d that 

Plaintiff worked (or believ
es he worked) at the facility(ics), please produce

 all documentation 

that supports your contentio
n, including but not limited to documentation pertaining

 to the 

purchase, sale, acquisition, merger, OF div
estment of corporations, su

bsidiaries, divisions, or 
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ather corporate entities or assets that included the purchase, sale, acquisition, merger, oF 

divestment of the facility(ies); such documentation to include, by way of exumple and not 

limitation, purchase or sale agrcements,
 minutes, resolutions, annual reports, | OK reports or 

other state or federal agency filings, or 
deposition, trial Lestimony or affidavits 

of your corparatc 

represcntatives who are the most knowl
edgeable individuals with respect to su

ch matters. 

RESPONSE: Union Carbide states it does not know w
hen the Plaintiff may have worked al il

s 

facility, but will try to locate responsive documents for that period when such informatio
n 

becomes available. 
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