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2600 Two Houston Center
909 Fannin
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Telecopier:  (713) 767-1799

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT:

Union Carbide CORPORATION D/B/A Union Carbide
CHEMICALS AND PLASTICS, INC. COMPANY

IR CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE .

I centify that a true and corect COpY of Defendant Union Carbide Corporation
Wb/a Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc.'s Responses to Plaintifts’ First Set of
Interrogatories, First Request for Admissions and First Request for Production of Documents was
forwarded via facsimile and via certified mail, return receipt requested to Plaintiff’s counsel on
thclri day of Oclober, 2000, and that all other counsel of record were forwarded a copy of the

-
cover letier only viu regular mail on the 3 day of October, 2000.
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GENERAL OBJECTIONS

Union Carbide objects o the emire set of Plaintiffs’ Tnterrogatories, Requests for
Production and Requests for Admissions on the following grounds, which are hereby
incorporated by reference in Union Carbide’s responses to individual Interrogatories, Requests

for Production and Requests for Admissions below:

G RAL OBJECTION NO.

Union Carbide states that trial preparation and factual investigation are ongoing. Union
Carbidc's answers to these Tnterrogatories, Requests for Production and Requests for Admissions
are hused on information known to Union Carbide at this time. Union Carbide reserves the right,
however to make reference at the frial or at any hearing in this action fo facts and documenis not
identified in these responses, the exisience or relevance of which is later discovered by it or its
counsel. By this reservation, Union Carhide does not in any way assume a continuing
responsibilily to update its respanses o these Interrogatories, Requests for Production und
Requests for Admissions, and specifically ohjects 1o each of these Imerrogatorics, Requests for
Production and Requests for Admissions to the extent that they seek to impose any such

continuing obligation upon Union Carbide.

GENERAL OB ECTION NO. 2:

Union Carhide objects to plaintfts’ Interrogatories, Rééjuests for Production and

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

ly framed in

terms of the lacts and subject matter of the present action, with the result that Union Carbide is
called upon to speculate as Lo what information relevant to the present case, if any, may be
deemed 1o fall within the scope of the Tnterrogatories, Requests for Production and Requests for

Admissions as phrased.

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 3:

Union Carbide also ohjects to oll Interrogatorics, Requests for Production and Requests
for Admissions insofar as they would require the disclosure of information protected by the

attomey-client privilege or work praduct doctrines.

GENERAL OBIECTION NO. 4:

Union Carbide objects to this enrirc set of Interrogatories, Requests for Production and
Requests for Admissions to the exient that they call for information about Union Carbide
employees or premises, o policics pertaining to Union Carbide employees or premises other than
Union Carbide’s Seadrift, TX location. Inasmuch as the plaintiffs do not allege that they or their
decedents were ever employed by Union Carbide or worked at any job site controlled by Union
Curbide other than the Seadrift, TX location, such information is irrelevant and jimmaterial to
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matters at issue in this case. Any pertinent information which thc employee or premises
information about other locations can be said to reflect can be requested directly without
requesting the irvelevant and immaterial information or documentation about employees or
premises.

PRELIMINARY STATEME

These responses are based on facts known to ar believed by Union Carbide Corporation
A/b/a Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc., af the time of answer. Because much
of the information is sought from many years ago and is therefore difficult or impossible
1o reconstruct or refricve, we reserve the right 1o amend these responses as, and if, new or
better information becomes available or if any error is discovered. These responscs are
from Union Carhide Corporation d/b/a Union Carbide Chemicals and Plastics, Inc.’s
records and knowledge and not those of any former subsidiary or affiliates, predecessors.
This statement is incorporated by reference in cach of the following responses.
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TRROGATORIES, REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION
AND REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

INTERROGATORY NO. }:

For cach person who has supplied any information used 'in answering these
interrogatories, staie the name, address, job title, length of time employed by Defendant, and a
year-by-year list of all other positions, titles, or jobs held when working for Defendant.

RESPONSE: Union Curbide refers Plaintiff to prior discovery (Interrogatory No. 1) pertaining to
the Scadrift plant.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. |:

Admit that Defendant ordered, purchased or otherwise acquired asbestos-conlaining
products, asbestos-containing friction products, and/or machincry requiring the usc of asbestos or
ashestos-containing products.

RESPONSE: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. |:
1f you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporling

your denial.

RESPONSE: Scc above response.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2:

Admit that ashestos-containing products, asbostos-containing friction products, and/or
machinery requiring the use of nshestos or asbestns-containing products were utilized on

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 o the years at issuc. Subject to the ohjection Union Carbide admits that
ashestos or ashestos-containing were urilized during the years 1964 through the datc Union
Carbide sold the Seadrift facility.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

If you admit the foregoing request, plcase list all asbestos-containing products used at
Defendant's Premises and for each product state the following:

What these products were used for

From whom these products werc purchased

Where these products were installed

Specific persons or contractors who install these products

The first year each product was no longer purchased and instalfed on Defendants
Premiscs

U= L L

ANSWER: Union Curbide objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is duplicative of Plaintift’s
prior interrogatories propounded to Limon Carbide (Interrogatory No. 9). Subject thereto, Union
Carbide stares that it began the discontinuation of the use of asbestos-cantaining products over
twenty years ago and will be unable to provide an all-inclusive list of each specific products, cach
specific location where ashestos may have heen installed, by whom the product was installed,
and the date the product was discontinued. Union Carbide states further that several contractors
worked on-site for Carbide at the Seadrift plant, including H.B. Zachry, Brown & Root, and
others, some of whom may have employed insulators. Union Carbide refers Plaintiffs to
previously produced documents.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NOQ. 2:

Produce all ordeving and sales documents pertaining (o the purchase of acquisition of
such asbestos-containing products for use at Defendant's Premises, including but not limited to
invoices, pricc quotations, purchase orders, requisitions, bills of Jading, and other purchasing
and/or shipping documents of the similar nature.

RESPONSE: Defendant has previously responded (o this request for the Seadrift plant (Request
for Production No. 19) and produced any responsive documents in its possession.

REQUEST FEOR ADMISSJON NO. 3:

Admit that during the time Plainuff was working on Defendant's Premises, it was
foresezable thar ashestos-containing products on Defendant's Premiscs would or could be

removed, stripped, replaced or repaired ot some lime after installation.

RESPONSE: Defendant can neither admit nor deny this request with specificity because
Defendant has make reasonahle inquiry and has no informarion that Plaintiff was an employee of

Defendant or what the conditions of his employment, if any, may have been. Subject to its f
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objections, Union Carbide admils that generally it was foreseeable that ashestos-containing

products might be removed, replaced or repaired.

INTERROGATORY NO. 3

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

Premiscs have been abated al any time.

4. If so. list each persen or company that performed such abatement services
(inctuding address and telephone number)

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

c. State which asbestos-containing products were abated.

ANSWER: Unijon Carbide objects to this Inicrrogatory because it is duplicative of previously
propounded discovery (Interrogatory No. 10 and Regquests for Production Nos. 6 and 8). Subject
to the foregoing, Union Carbide states it has conducted sbatement proceedings and has

previously responded 0 this request by producing all responsive documents 1n ils possession.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3

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

and maintenance plan.

RESPONSE: See response o Interrogatory No, 3 herein.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4:

Admit thar Plainti(l worked on premises owned by Defendant or by a predecessor-

in-interest of Defendant.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide has made reasonable inquiry and has insufficient information to

either admit or deny Lhis request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 4:

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

your denial.

RESPONSE: See above response.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 5:

Tf you admit the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your admission that Plainti{f was on Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: See above responscs.

REQUEST FO OPDUCTION NO. 6:

Produyce all records identifying coniractors and/or the employees of contractors who were
on your premises during lhe years at issue, including but not limited o si gn-in-logs, gate records,
visitor's Jogs, identification badge Jogs and procedures, and other documents of a similar nature.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects fo this request Lo the extent it secks information which is
not relevant and will not lead 1o relevant evidence. Union Carbide further objects to the exient
this request is over hroad and not reasonably limited to the subject matter of the lawsuit 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 objections, that is has previously
produced all responsive documents in its possession relating to asbestos usage, installation and/or
removal by contractars.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. T:

Produce all records perraining to the methods and manner of identification of individuals
entering and/or leaving your facilities, during the years at issue. including but not limited to
fingerprinting or other methods of identifying contractor employees at your premises, and
specifically including any fingerprinting or other vecords identifying the Plaintift.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request to the extent it secks information which is
not relevant and will not lead to relevant evidence. Union Carbide further objects to the extent
this request is over proad and not rcasonably limited Lo the subject matter of the lawsuit and
constitutes an impermissible fishing expedition. K-Mait Corp. v. Sanderson, 937 S.W. 2d 429,
434 (Tex. 1996).

ERROGATORY NO. 4:

Identify the contractors who worked on your premises during the years al issue, and for
each, state:

a. The type of work performed by the contractor
b. The dates such work was performed;
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c. Identify your employee responsible for monitoring, verifying, or instructing
concerning these services 10 be performed by such contractors.

ANSWER: Union Carbide objects 10 this request to the exient it seeks information which is not
relevant and will not leud to relevant evidence. Union Carbide Turther objects to the extent this
request is over hroad and not reasonably limited to the subject matler of the lawsuil and
constitutes an impermissible fishing expedition. K-Mar Corp. v. Sanderson, 937 S.W. 2d 429,
431 (Tex. 1996). Union Carhide states further, subject to its abjections, that is has previously
produced ail responsive documents in its possession relating to asbestos usage, installation and/or
removal by contractors.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. &:

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request to the extent it seeks information which is
not relevant and will not lead to relevant cvidence. Union Carbide further objects 1o the extent
this request is ‘over broad and not reasonably limited. ta. the .subject matter of the lawsuil 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 objections, that is has previously

produced all responsive documents in its possession relating to asbestos usage, installation and/or
removal by contractors

INTERROGATORY NO. 5:

Identify cach employee who was responsible for allowing contracior employees access to
Defendant's Premises during the years at issue.

ANSWER: Union Carbide objects Lo this Interrogatory because it lacks specificity or is vague
and unclear and Union Carbide has no means 10 identily the information which Plaintiff requests.

REQUEST FOR APMISSION NO. 5:

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

RESPONSE: LUnion Carhide has made reasonable inquiry but has insufficient information to
admit or deny this request.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 9:

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

your denial.

RESPONSE: See above response.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6:

Do you contend that Plaintifl was not exposed to asbestos while working at the
Defendant's Premisce(s)? If the answer is anything other than ‘no", identify each and every fact

which supports this contention.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to Lhis request because it is over broad and improperly
secks all factual assertions and a marshaling of proof supporting Carbide's contentions. TRCP
{97. Union Carbide also objects to the extent this request is premature because Union Carbide
will not have any information until discovery has been accomplished and/or completed. Union
Carbide states further subject fo its objections that is cannot make any contentions ahout where
Plaintiff worked and what he may have been exposed to because it is without sufficient
information. Union Carbide does not admit that Plaintiff was exposed to asbestos while at the
Seadrift plant, if in (act he worked at that location. Union Carbide further refers 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 coursc and scope of his work as an employce of an

independent contractor, worked around Defendant's employees who were using

ashestos-containing products.

and/ar applying

RESPONSE: Union Carbide has made reasonable inquiry and has no information to either admit

or deny this request.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 10:

Il you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all docurnents supporting

your denial.

RESPONSE: See above response.
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7:

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

or Joaded. unloaded or wransported.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide has made reasonable inguiry and has no information fo either admit

or deny this request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. &:

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 because it is vague and unclear and lacks

specificity. Union Carbide's knowledge concemning health hazards possibly associated with
excessive exposure 1o asbestos fiber inhalation developed gradually and Union Carbide can
therefore neither admit not deny this request with specificity because it docs not have sufficient
information. Union Carbide has made reasonable inquiry and the information obtainable is
insufficient to enable it to admit or deny this request with specificity. Subject to its abjections,
Union Carbide admits it was awure that certain overexposures in certain circumstances could

post health risks. - : e

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 11

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

your denial.

RESPONSE: Union Curbide ohjects 1o the exient the request sceks all documents supporling
Union Carhide contentions or allegations. Subject thereto, Plaintiff is referred to previously
produced documents including Union Carbide's repository for ashestos-related documents.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. ©:

Admit that Defendant was aware of the presence of and/or use of asbcstos-containing
products on Defendant's Premises during the time period Plaintiff-was working on Defendant's

Premiscs.

RESPONSE:  Afier making 2 reasonable effort fo ascertain this information, Union Carbide can
neither admit nor deny this request as drafted because it has insufficient information ta establish

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

Subject to the
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foregoing, Union Carbide admits that it was aware of Lhe presence of asbastos in its facility

during the usage of the materiul and during abatement procedures.

REOUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 12:

Produce any and al) photographs or videographic depiclions or films depicting the use by
you or your employees of any safety precautions (such as containment areas, warning signs, ctc.)

taken (o protect bystanders from the hazards of airhomne asbestos resulting fr

ashestos-containing products by your employees at any locations.

om the use of

RESPONSE: (inion Carhide refers Plaintiff to previously produced documents where responsive

waterial may be locaied.

INTERROGATORY NO. 7:

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

ANSWER: Union Carbide ohjects 10 this request as it is not reasonably limited in time and not
reasonably limited to the Seadrift Facility where Plaintift is claiming exposure. With regard to the
time period that Union Carbide was still using asbestos-containing products, Union Carbide has
insufficient information to answer this interrogatory specifically with regard to Plaintiffs. During
that period, Union Carbide may have provided materials related to axbestos o independent
contractors and employees. These documents, Lo the exient they are in Union Carbide's
possession have been previously produced to Plaintiff. With regard to the time period that Union
Carbide was canducting abarement procedures, the best information currently available lo Union
Carbide indicates that it did provide warmnings 10 workers on its premises and to the extent that
any documenis reflecting or relating Lo those warnings are in Union Carbide’s possession, they

have been previously produced 1o Plaintiff.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 13:

Produce al) such warnings.

RESPONSE: See response o Interrogatory No. 7 herein. Union Carhide refers Plaintiff to its
previously produced documents and to its repository for asbestos-related documents which has

been made available to Plainti [f.
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R STFO SSION 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 the
potential health hazards to thase who breathe airborne asbestos dust.

RESPONSE: After making a reasonable effort to ascertain such information, Union Carbide can
neither admit nor deny this request because it does not have suffticient information. Union
Curbide does not know if and/or when Plaintiff worked at its Seadrift facilily. Subject to its
objection, please refer to Union Carbide's responses to Tnterrogatory No. 7 and Request for
Production Nu. |3 herein.

REOQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 14:

If you deny the foregoing, produce all such warnings.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintif [ to its response o Interrogatory No. 7 and to Request
for Production No. |3 herein.

1 OGATORY NO. 8:

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

i when, if ever, Defendant's employees were first wamed about the hazards of
asbestos cxposure; and

b. what instructions, if any, were given 1o Defcndant's employees on the
identification of materials which might or did contain asbestos.

ANSWER: Union Carbide abjects O this interrogalory lo the exient it is duplicavive of
previously propounded discovery pertaining to this plant (Interrogatory No. 8). Union Carbide
further refers Plaintiff to ils responses to Interrogatory No. 7 and Request for Praduction No. 13
herein.  Union Carhide furiher refers PlaintfT to documents produced previously in this case

including it repository for asbesios-relaied materials.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1S:

Produce all such safety policies.

RESPONSE: See response {0 Tnterrogatory No. 8 herein.
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REOQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 11:

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

RESPONSE: Denied.

IN TERROGATORY NO. 9:

Do you contend that Delendant specifically warned Plainti (f about the hazards of ashestos
and asbestos-containing products? If the answer is anything other than “no", identify cach and
every fact which supports this contention.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this interrogatory 1o the extent is improperly seeks all
factual assertions and a marshaling of proof in support of its contentions. TRCP Rule 197.
Suhject thereto, Union Carbide has no information with which o answer this interrogatory with
specificity regarding this Plaintiff. Refer to Union Carbide's response o Interrogatory No. 7
herein.

INTERROGATORY NO. 10:

Describe all safety precautions taken by you or your employces (such as containment
arcas, warning signs, ventilation systems, evacuating the premises, efc.) for the protection of
bystunders (including but not limited 10 Plaintiffs) from the hazards resulting from the use of
asbestos-containing products by your employees af any locations.

ANSWER: Union Carbide objects to the extent it is over broad, not reasonably limited in time,
and not rcasonably limited 10 the Unjon Carbide Scadrift facility where Plaintiff is claiming
cxposure. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide states that during the time the Seadrift plant
has been in opevation, there have heen several different safety policies in place which were
reluted to asbestos usage. [n previous discovery propounded by Plainsiff pertaining to this plant,
Union Carhide produced documents containing all safety policies in its possession and any
related documents.

ROGATORY NO. L1

Have you ever provided safery equipment 1o pcreons working on Defendant's Premises?
I so, please list the safety equipment provided and indicate:

a. when the equipment was first provided
b. 1o whom the equipment was provided
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C. under what circumstances the cquipment was provided

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this intcrrogatory to the exlent it is aver broad in that it
seeks information about safety equipment relating to materials other than asbestos and therefore
is not relevant and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery ol admissible evidence.
Subject to the foregoing, Union Carbide states it has always provided safety equipment [o s
employees for protection against numerous hazards in the workplace. In response to previously
propounded discovery, Union Carbide has produced all safety policies in its possession relating
io the Seadrift plant as well as its repository for asbestos-related documents. Please refer 1o

Union Carbide's response to Interrogaiory No. B herein.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 12:

Admit that Defendant did not continuously provide facc masks to contract employces
working with or uround ashestos from 1945 to the present for the purpose of protecting these
employees (rom inhaling asbestos.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects 10 this request Lo the extent it seeks information relating to
the Scadift plant before the plant was built or in operation. Subject thereto, Union Carbide has
made reasonable inquiry and has insutficient information to either admit or deny this request with
specificity with regard to the entire time period inquired about. Subject thereto, Union Carhide
admits that in general, according o its best information, its contractors were responsible for
providing safety equipment to their own personncl, therefore this request is admitied as qualified

above.

INTERROGATORY NO. 12

State in detail what tests have heen conducted with regard to the quantity, quality, or
threshold limit values of ashestos dust or particles to which workers were exposed while using,
working with or around, or installing asbestos-containing products in any of your facilities.
Please state wherc and when these tests were conducted, by whom these tests were conducted,
and the results of any such test.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects 1o this interrogatory a3 duplicative of previous discovery
propounded 1o and answered by Union Carbide. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to

its previous responscs and documents produced.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 13:

Do you contend that Defendant, Defendant's representatives, insurance carriers and/or
agents performed uny measuremcnis and/or swdies prior to 1970 to determine the quantity of
ashestos fibers in the air at Defendant's facility? I the answer is anything other than "no",
identify euach and every fact which supports this contention.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects 1o this interrogatory to the extent it improperly sceks all
factual assertions and u marshaling of evidence in support of its contentions. TRCP Rule 197.
Subject thereto, the best information currently available to Union Carbide indicates that such
measurements may have been performed by Defendant, but Union Carbide does not know if such
studies were performed by insurance carriers and/or their agents. Union Carbide has previously
produced any and all dust counts or air studies in its posscssion relating 10 asbestos at the
Seadrift plant preformed at any sime and hy any personnel during the operation of the facility.

INTERROGATORY NO. 14:

Please state each ime any regulatory agency or other governing body has inspected the
Defendant's premises to determine if health and safety regulations goveming exposure (o
asbesios were being followed. Include in your response the date and vesults of each inspection,
and state whether a wrilien report was generated.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintift to pre;i'c-).ﬁ-.ﬂy propounded discovery and Union
Carbide's responses and responsive documents produced thereto.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 13:

Admit thar you did not crect containment barriers to prevent emission of asbestos dust at
the worksites where your employees were Using asbestos-containing materials, including the
worksites where Plaintiff was present.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request as Over broad to the extent it sccks
information about other Union Carbide facilities other than Scadrift and is not limited to a
specilic time frame. Union Carbide states further subject 1o its objections that it can neither
admit not deny the request with specificity as drafted because it has made reasonable inquiry and
has no information regarding if, when and where Plaintiff worked on its premises. Subject to the
forepoing, Linion Carbide admits that the best information currently available indicates that
during part of the time it used asbestos-containing materials, Union Carbide did not erect
containment barriers. Union Carbidc denies the request as 10 other portions of ime asbestos was
either being remaved of installed and as fo certain usage, applications or Jocations.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 16:

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

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

but rather all documents in support of a contention.  Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers
Plaintiffs 10 previously produced documents.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4

Admit that you did not utilize engineering controls such as isolation or enclosure at the
worksites where your cmployees were using ashesios-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. 17:

~ ~1f you deny the foregoing request, in whole or_in part,.produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request in that it does not seek specific documents
but rather all documents in support of a coniention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers

Plaintiffs to previously produced documents.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 15:

Admit that you did not utitize ventilation or cxhaust sysiems to divert dust art the
worksites where your cmployees were VSINg ashestos-containing materials, including the
worksites where Plaintiff was present.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to its response and objection 1o Request for
Admission No. 13 herein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 18:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.
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RESPONSE: Unien Carbide refers Plaintiff to its response 1o Request for Production No. 17
herein.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 16:

Admit that you did not utilize dust collection engineering controls o trap airborne
ashestos dust al the worksites where your employces Were using asbestos-containing materials,
including the worksites where Plaintiff was present.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide vefers Plaintiff to its response and objection to Request for
Admission No. 13 herein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. {9:

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

RESPONSE: Union Curbide refers Plaintiff to response and objection to Request for Production
No. 17 herein.

Admit that you did not reguire your employees to handle, mix, apply, remove, cut of
score asbestos-containing products in 4 wel statc to prevent emission of airhome asbestos fibers
at the worksiles where your employees were using asbestos-containing materials, including the
warksites where Plaintiff was present.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to response and objection to Request for Admission
No. 13 herein,

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 20:

T1 you deny the foregoing request, in wholc or in part, produce all documents supporting
your deniil.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers PlaintifT 10 response and objection (o Request for Production
No. 17 herein.
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18;

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

ashestos-containing  materials at  the worksites  where your employees
asbestos-containing materials, including the worksites where Plaintiff was present.

were  using

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

No. {3 herein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2 I

your denial.

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

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

No.17 herein.

INTERROGATORY NO. | s

. Have you- ever wamed workers on Delendant's Premises of the hazards of asbestos and
astiestos-containing products? [T so, describe in detail the methods. of such warnings, who you
warncd and when. Please include in your response 2 description of any writlen wamings relating
to the hazards of asbestos in place at Dofendant's Premises and state when the written warnings

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

RESPONSE; Pleasc refer 1 responses to (nterrogatory No. 7 and Request for Production No. 13

herein.

IN OGATORY NO. 16:

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

If so, please:

a. state when this policy was implemented;

b. describe this policy in detail;

c. state 10 whom it applied (i.e. Defendant employces and contraclor employees);
d. and describe what types and brand names of respirators were required by you.
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ES " ' arbi iniff iously propounded discovery (Interrogatory
RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to previous | . Interrogat
No 13) and states that all documents in Union Carbide's possession relating Lo this policy and
' ‘ ) i ) . - . UL

any amendments thereto have been previously produced 1o Plaintifl.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19:
Admit that you did not post waming, caution or hazard signs prior to the utilization c?f
asbestos-containing materials by your employees at the worksites where your employees were

ini als, i i z workst e Plaintiff was present.
using ashestos-containing materials, including the worksites wher p P

RESPONSE: Union Curbide refers Plainuff to its response and objectipn to Request for
Admission no 13, Interrogatory No. 7 and Request for Production No. 13 herein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 22:

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

RESPONSE: See responsc and objection to Requests for Production No. 15 and No. 12 herein.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 20:

Admit that you did not issuc any warnings to others at thc'worksncs P\‘xllmlel'gffys::
employees were using ashestos-containing materials, including the worksites where Plainith wa
pn:sen[.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintift to its response and objection to Requests for
Admission No. 13 and No.19.

REQUEST FOR PROPUCTION NO. 23:

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff 10 its response and objection to Requests for
Production Nos. 17 and 13.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 24:

Produce all documents reflecting paymenis made to contractors during the years at issue,
including Plaintiff's employer, jncluding but not limited to invoices, bills, check requests,
requisitions, canceled checks, or other documents of a similar nature reflecting payment for

services rendered by Plaintiffs employer,

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request as over broad in that it seeks information that
is not relevant and is nos reasonably calculated 1o lead to the discovery of admissibic evidence.
Union Carbide has previously produced documents relating o asbestos usage, installation and/or

removal.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 21:

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

substantial risk of injury.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request because it asks Union Carbide to admit a
proposition af law. Espara v. Diaz, 802 S.W.2d 772, 775 (Tex. App. - Houston [14th Dist.]

1990, no writ). Subject thereto, denicd.

REOUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 22: S

Admit that during the years at issue, Defendant had 1o power to control Defendant's

Premises.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to the request to the extent it is vague in that the terms
"power" and ncantrol” are undefined and unclear. Subject thereto, admitted as to Union Carbide's
operations and employees, denied as Lo operations and cmployces of independent contractors.

REQUEST FOR PRONDUCTION NQO. 25:

{f you deny the foregoing request, in wholc or in part, produce all documents supporting

your denial.

RESPONSE: LUnion Carbide objects to Lhis request becuuse it does not seck specific documents
hut is a request for all documents supporting a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers

Plaintiff to documenis previously produced in this case which include any an

d all documents

relating to Union Carbide and independent conruclors engaged in the installation, repair and/or

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

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

condition of Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects 10 this request to the extent it is vague in that the terms
"managed”, "use" and “condition” are unclear and undefined. Subject thereto, admitted as to
Union Carbide's own employees and operations, denied as to operations of independent

contractors,

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 26:

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

your denial.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects Lo this request because it does not seek specific documents
hut all documents supporting a contentian. Subject thereto, Union 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/or removal of

ashestos at the Seadrift facility.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 24:

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

condition of Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: Union Curbide ohjects to this request as vigue in that the terms "power", "direct”,
»yse" and "condition" are unclear and undefined. Subject thereto, admitted as (o Union Carbide's
own cmployees and operations, denied as fo operations and employees of indcpendent

conlractors.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 27:

If you deny the [oregoing request, in whole or in part, produce all dacuments supporting

your denial.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request because it does not seek specific documcents,
but rather all documents supporting a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff
to previously produced documents in (his case which include any and all documents relating to

Union Carbide and independent confractors engaged in installation. repair an

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

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

RESPONSE: Union Curbide objets to this request as vaguc in that the terms "power”,
"superintend"”, "use" and "conditions” are unclear and undefined. Subject thereto, admitted as to
Union Carbide's operations and employees, denied as to operations and employces of
independent contraclors.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 28:

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request becausc it does not seek specific documents,
put rather all documents supporting a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff
to previously produced documenis 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. 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 o this request as vague in that the terms "power”, "restrict”,
use” and "condition" are undefined and unclear. Subject thereto, admitied as to Union Carbide's
cmployces and operations, denied as 10 operations and employees of independent contractors.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 29:

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 seek specific documents,
but rather all documents supporting a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintift
to previously produced documents in this case which include any and all documents relating Lo
Union Carbide and independent contraclors engaged in the installation, repair and removal of
asbestos at the Seadrift facility.
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 27:

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power 1o rcgulatc the use or

condition of Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide abjects to this vequest as vague in that the terms "power",
"regulae”, "use" and "condition" are unclear and undefined. Subject thereto, admitted as to
Union Carbide's cmployces and operations, denied as to operations and employees of

independent contractors.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 30:

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

your denial.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request hecause it does not seek specific documents,
but rather all documents supporting a contention. Subject thercto, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff
to previously produced documents in this case which include any and all documents relating to
Union Carbide and independent contractors enguged in the installation, repair and removal of

asbestos at the Scadrift facility.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 28:

Admit thar, during the years at issue, Defendant had the power to govemn the use or

condition of Defendant’s Premises.

HoH

RESPONSE: Union Carbidc objects to this request as vague in that the terms "power”, "govern”,
nuse” and "condition” are 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. 31

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

your denial.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request hecause it does not seek specific documents,
put rather all documents supporting a contention. Subject therelo, Union Carbide refers Plaintifl
1o 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 rcmoval of

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

Admit thar, 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”,
"aversee”, "use" and "condition" arc undefined and unclear. Subject thereto, admitted as to Union

Carbide's operations und employees, denicd as 0 operations and employees of independent
conLractors.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 32:

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

RESPONSE: Union Carhide ohjects to this request because it does not scek specific documents,
hut rather all documents supporting a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintitf
to previously produced documents in this case which include any and all documents relating to
Union Carbide und independent contractors engaged in the installation, repair and removal of
asbestos at the Scadnft faciliry.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 30:

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

RESPONSE: Union Curbide objects to this request 1o the extent it is vague in that the terms
"power", sadminister”, "use" and “condition" are undefined and unclear. Subject thereto,

adinitted as to Union Carbide's operations and employecs, denied as to operations and employees
of independent contractors.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 33:

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

RESPONSE: Union Carhide ohjects 1o this request because it does not seek specific documents,
but rather all documents supporting & contention. Subject thereto, Union 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 Seadn |t fucility.
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 31:

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to the request to the cxtent it is vague in that the term
ncontrolled" ix undefined and unclear. Subject therelo, admitted as to Union Carbide's operations
and employees, denicd 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 all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide ohjects to this request because it does not seek specific documents,
but rather all documents suppoiting a contention. Subject thereto, Union 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
Pefendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to the request to the extent that it is vague and that the term
"managed" is undefined and unclear. Subject thereto, admitted as o Union Carbide's operations
and cmployees, denied as Lo operations and employees of independent contractors.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3s:

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request because it docs. not seck specific documents,
but rather afl documents SUpPpOFting a conlention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintilf
to previously producced documents in this case which include any and all documents relating (o
Union Carbide and independent contractors engaged in the installation, repair and removal of
asbestos ar the Scadrift facility.
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REQUEST FOR A SSION NO. 33:

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to request Lo the extent that it is vague and that the terms
"directed"”, "use" and "condition" are undefined and unclear. Subject thereto, admitted as to
Union Carbide's operations and cmployees, denied ns to operations and cmployces of
indcpendent contraclors.

REQUEST FOR P_RODUCTlON NO. 36:

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide ohjects to this request because it does not seek specific documents,
but rather all documents supporting a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff
1o previously produced documents in this case which include any and all documents relating to
Union Carbide and indcpendent contractors engaged in the installation, repair and removal of
asbestos at the Seadrift facility.

REQUEST [FOR A SSION NO. 34:

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

RESPONSE: Union Curhide objects o the vequest to the extent that it is vague and that the
ferms "superiniended”, “use" and “conditions” are undefined and unclear. Subject thereto,
admitted as to Union Carbide's operations and cmployces, denied as to operations and employees
of independent contraclors.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 37:

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 documents,
hut rather all documents suppoiting a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintitf
to previously produced documents in this case which include any and all documents relating 10
Union Carbide and independent contraclors engaged in the installation, repair and removal of
ashestos at the Scadrift facility.

UINION CARBIDE'S ANSWERS I'LAINTIFI'S ISCOVERY REQUESTS Pnge 27 of 83
PARIrmdnes\ENVACC R rzonnMaake, WeldantUnion Carbide's Answers Plaiaulfs Discovery Requesis2.doc
C INT TIMEOCT 3 [L:0BAM

ATTUTT FIVEOCT VERAY ot
RECEIVZD Timbol] saatAr ff".i]

oy v ~

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1665: Union Carbide's Responses to Weldon R. Moake's First Interrogatories, Requ

ACL Doc 16750 - Page 27 of 53 Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/16750/27


https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16750/27

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 35:

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant restricied 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” are undefined and unclear. Subject thereto, udmitted as to Union Carbide's
operations and employees, denied as 10 operations and employces of independent contractors.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 38:

1 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 documents,
but rather all documents supporting a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff
ta previously produced documents in this case which include any and all documents refating to
Union Carbide and independent contractors engaged in the installation, repair and rcmoval of
asbestos at the Scadrift lacility.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 36:

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendum regulaied the use or condition of
Defendant’s Premises.

RESPONSE: Union Carbidc objecis to this request as vague in thal 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 cmployees of independent contractors.

REOUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 39:

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 documents,
but rather all documents supporting a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintift
to previously produced documents in this case which include any and ull documents relating fo
Union Carbide and independent contractars engaged in the installation, repair and removal of
asbestos at the Scadrift facility.
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REQUEST FOR AD SSJON NO. 37

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant govemed the use

Defendant's Premises.

or condition of

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request as vague in that the terms "governed", "use"
and "condition” are undefined and unciear. Subjecl thereto, admitted as to Union Carbide's
operations and employees, denied as (o operaiions and cmployees of independent contractors.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 40:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce a1l documents supporting

your denial.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide ohjects (o this request because it docs not seek specific documents,
but rather all documents supporting a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintitf
to previously produced documents in this case which include any and all documents rejating 1o
Union Curbide and independent contractors engaged in the installation, repair and removal of

asbestos at the Seadrifl [ acility.

- OUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 38: S

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

Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: Umion Carbide objects 1o this request as Vague in that the terms

and "condition" are undefined and unclear. Subject thereto, admitted as to

oversaw", "use"
Union Carbide's

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

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 41!

If you deny the faragoing request, n whaole or in part. produce all documents SUPpOTLNg

your denial.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects 1o this request becaust it does not seek specific documents,
but rather all documents supporting a cantention.  Subject thereto, Union Carbide yefers Plaintiff
(o previously pmduccd documents in this case which include any and all documents refating o
Union Carbide and independent conuractors engaged in the installation, repuir and removal of

asbestos at the Seadrift lacility.

INION CARPIDES ANSWERS PLAINTIFFS DINCOVERY REQUESTS
PAFirmdocs\EN VY CltvbrazorinMuoske, Weldan\inion Carbide’s Answers PlaimilTs Discovery Requesis2.doe

PR

rrren ~r - .
i

~ .
- Jut

RH

rcy
=3
[ |
[}

. .
¥ . .
At o soalAd

Union Carbide trial exhibit U i
C-1665: Union Carbide'
i eva o e's Responses to Weldon R. Moake's First Interrogatories, Requ

tage 29 0 51

Published by AsbestosClaims.Law
asbestosclaims.law/library/16750/29


https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16750/29

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19:

Admit that, during the years at issue, Defendant administered the usc or condition of
Defendant’s Premiscs.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects 10 the request as vague in that the terms "administered”,
nyse" and "condition” are undefined and unclear. Subject therelo, admitted as 1o Union Carbide's
operations and employees, denicd as 1o operations and employces of independent contraclors.

REQUEST FOR PRODLCTIO 0. 42:

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request hecause it does not seek specific documents,
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
Union Carbide and independent contraciors engaged in the installation, repair and removal of
asbestos ut the Seadrift facility.

REOUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 40:

Admit that Defendant retained some control over the manner in which Plantiffs work
was performed.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide has made reasonable inquiry and does not have sufficient
information about Plaintifl's work and can therefore neither admit nor deny this request. Further,
Linion Carbide ohjects to this request to the exient it is vague in that the phrase "yetained some
control over the manner in which Plaintiff's work was performed” is unclear and undefined.
Subject thereto, denied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 43:

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects 1o this request because it does not seck specific documents,
but rather all documents SUpporting & contention. Subject thereto, Union 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

ashestos at the Seadnft fucility.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 17:

Do you contend that at no lime during the years at issue, Defendant did not have the right
to advise or, if necessary, contro] the activities of employees of contraclors, working on
Defendant's Premiscs, who were engaged in aciivities which could be potentially hazardous (o

either themselves or (o the employecs of Defendant? If the answer is anything other than "no",
identify each and every fact which supports this contention.

RESPONSE: Union Carhide objects 1o this request as drafied as ambiguous, confusing 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 intcrrogatory
improperly seeks all factual contentions and & marshaling of cvidence in support of its
contentions. TRCP 197. Subject to its objections, according to Union Carbide's understanding
of this interrogatory and assuming that the facility inquired about is the Seadrift facility, Union
Carbide states that it retained some Jatitude to direct its independent contractors in gencral terms
as per Koch Refining Co. v. Chapa 11 §.W.3d 153 (Tex. 1999).

SOUEST FOR ADMISSION NO.

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

EESPONéE:”* Union Carhide objects to the extent the request is vague in that the phrase

veetained some control over the manner in which Plainiiff's employer performed the work" is
undefined and unclear. Subject therelo, denied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCT ION NQ. 44

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects Lo this request because it does not seck specific documents,
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 1o
Union Carbide and independent contraclors engaged in the installation, repair and yemoval of
asbestos at the Seadrift fucility.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 42:

Admit that Plaintiff was not entirely free to do the work on Defendant's Premises in his
OWN way.
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RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request as vague and undefined and unclear. Subject
thereto, denied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 45:

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request because it does not seek specific documents,
hut rather all documents supporting a contention. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff
to previously produced documents in this casc which include any and all dacuments relating to
Union Carbide and independent contractors engaged in the installation, rcpair and removal of
asbestos at the Seadrift facility. -

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 43:

Admit that Plaintiffs employer wus not entirely free to do the work requested by
Defendant on Defendant's Premises in i1s own way.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to the request as Vagle, undefined and unclear. Subject
thefeto, denied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 46:

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects o this request because it does not seek specific documents,
but rather all documents supporting 4 contention. Subject thereto, Union Curbide refers Plaintiff
fo 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
ashestos at the Seadrift facility.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 44:

Admit that asbestos-conlaining gaskets were installed ar Defendant’s Premises.

RESPON SE: Admitted.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 47:

1f you deny the [ orcgoing request, in whale or in part, produce all documents suppaning
your denial.

RESPONSE: See above response.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSIO Q.45

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

RESEOLISE: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR pPRODUCTION NO. 48:

If you deny the foregoing request, in whole or in part, produce 41l documents Supporting
your denial.

BESPOI_\JSE: Sce above response.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 46:

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

BESQONSE; Admitied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 49:

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

RESPONSE: See above responsc.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 47:

Admit that asbestos-coptaining fireprooling was installed at Defendant's Premises.

RES PONSL: Admitted.
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ZQUEST FO ODUCTION NO. 50:

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

RESPONSE: Set above respanse.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 48:

Admit that asbestos-contuining joint compound was installed at Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: Admirtted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 51

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

RESPONSE: Sce above response.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 49:

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

RESPONSE: Admitted.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 52

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

RESPONSE: See above response.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 50:

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

RESPONSE: Admitled as lo Union Carbide's aperations and employees denied as 1o operations
and employees of independent CONLracLors.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO, 53:

I you deny the lorcgaing request, in whole or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial, including but not limited to all documents identifying the entitics or individuals who
direcied, supervised, and/or controlled such installation activitics.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request because it is over broad, docs not scek
specific documents; rather it seeks all documents relating to a contention. Subject thereto, Union
Carbide refers Plaintift to previously produced documents in this case which include any and all
documents relating to Linion Curbide and independent contractors engaged in the installation,
repair and/or removal of asbestos at the Seadrift facility.

INTERROGATORY NO. 8.

Pleasc stale the first year you learned that persons could suffer physical injury through the
inhalation of asbestos fibers and how Defendant became aware of the existencc of asbestos
hazards. :

ANSWER: Union Carbide refers Plaimiff to previously answered discovery regarding the

Scadrilt plant (Interrogatory No. 22) and previously produced documents including the repository
for ngcstqsfrcla;ed materials.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 54

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Pluintiff to its responsc to Tnterrogatory No. 18 herein.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 51:

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide admits that it advised its contractors with regard to health and
safety procedures, otherwise denicd. :

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 52:

Admit that you supervised the health and safety practices implemented by Plaintift's
employer.
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RESPONSE: SEE RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 51.

REQLIEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 53:

Admit that you did not protect the Plaintiff from cxposure to ashestos on Defendant's
Premises.

RESPONSE: Denied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 55:

Produce all documents supporting the legal theorics and Mactual bases of your defenses set
forth in your response 10 Plaintiffs Request for Disclosure under Texas Rules of Civil Procedure
194.2, subparugraph (¢).

RESPONSE: [Union Carbide states that per agreement with the Plaintiffs, no Rule 194 formal
disclosure requests were exchanged between Union Carbide and Plaintiffs with the exception of
witness lists.] Union Carbide objects to this request because it is over broad and seeks all
docuymenis relating t its contentions and not specific documents. (n re American Optical Corp.,
988 S.W.2d 711 (Tex. 1998).

INTERROGATQ Q.19

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this interrogatory as argumentative and assuming facts
not in cvidence in that it assumes that Plaintiff was exposed to asbestos as its Premises and that
he has suffered an asbestos-related injury. Suhject 1o the foregoing, Union Carbide denies that
such exposure, il any, was 2 sybstantial contributing factor in causing Plaintiff's asbestos-related
jnjury, il any. Union Carbide further objects to this intemogatory 10 the exient it requests Union
Carhide to staie all ts factual assertions or 1o marshal it evidence. Subject thereto, Union
Carbide refers Plaintiff (o its Answer und any amendments thereto, and 0 its previous document

production.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 54:

Admit that Plaintiffs exposure {0 ashestos at Defendant's Promises was a substantial
contributing factor in causing his asbestos-related injury.
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RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request (O (he cxtent it is argumentative in that it
assumes that Plainti(T was exposed 1o ashestos at its Premiscs und that he has suffcred an
asbestos-related injury. Subject thereto, denied.

REQUEST FOR PRODLICTION NO. 56:

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintilf 1o its response and objection 10 Interrogatory 19
herein.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 55

Admit that Defendant did not excreise reasonable care to reduce or eliminate the risk of
usbestos-related injury.

RESPONSE: Denied.

REQLTEST FO__R-_ADMISS!’ON NO. 56:

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

RESPONSE: Penied.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 57:

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

RESPONSE: Union Curbide objects to this request hecause it does not seek specific documents
and rather secks any and all documents supporking 1ts contentions and is thus over broad. Inre
American Optical Comp., 988 S.W.2d 711 (Tex. 1998). Subject 10 and without waiving its
objections, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to documents produced previously to Plainti(f.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 51:

Admit that Defendant's failure o reducc or eliminate the risk of harm to Plaintiff was a
cubstantial factor in bringing about Plaintifts asbestos-related injury.
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RESPONSE: Union Carbide objecis to this request 10 the extent it is argumentative and assumcs
that there was a tisk of harm posed to Plaintiff. that Union Carbide failed 10 reduce or climinate
such risk, and that Plaintiff suffered an asbestos-related injury. Subject thereto, denied. ‘

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 58:

[f you deny the foregoing request, in whale or in part, produce all documents supporting
your denial.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request because it does not seek specific documents
and rather seeks any and all documents supporting its contentions and is thus over broad. In re
American Optical Comp., 988 SW.2d 711 (Tex. 1998). Subject to and without waiving its
objections, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to documents produced previously to Plaintlf.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 59:

If you cantend that while at the premiscs on which you or your employees were working
with asbestos-containing materials, Plaintiff was not exposed to sufficient quantities of asbestos
dust to produce the disease(s) complained of, producc all documents supporting your contention.
RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request for production to the extent it contains an
interrogatory and is not a true document request. Union Carbide objects further to this request
because it does not seek specific documents or specific categories of documents. Tn re American

Optical Corp., 988 $.W.2d 711 (Tex 1998).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 60:

If you contend that Plaintifl is suffering from an asbestos diseasc as a result of exposures
other than asbestos dust at the premises on which you or your employees were working with
asbestos-containing materials, produce all documents supporting your contention.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects 1o this request for production to the extent it contains an
intertogatory and is not a wue document request. Union Carhide objects further to this request
because it docs not seek specific documents but all documents supporting a conicntion. Union
Carbide objects further to the extent the request assumes Plaintiff has suffered an asbestos-
reloted injury and that he worked at Union Curbide's Premises.  Subject thereto, Union Carbide
states that it has no knowledge or information ot this time with which to make such a contention
and refers Plaintiff to Union Curbide's prior document production.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 61:

Ir you contend that Plaintiff does nat suffer from the asbestos-related diseasc(s)
complained of, produce all documents supporting your contention.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide ohjects to this request 1o the extent it contains an interrogatory and
is not a true request for documents. Union Carbide objects further because the request docs not
seek specific documents and rather scck all documents supporling a contention. Union Carbide
denies Plaintiff suffers from an asbestos-relaled diseasc and will produce any responsive
documents in its possession.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCT ION NO. 62:

If you contend that Plaintiff was not exposed to ashestos dust at the premises on which
you or your emplayees were working with ashesios-containing materials, produce all documents
SUppOTHNg your contention.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request becausc it improperly asks whether Union
Carbide makes a specific factual contention. which is not a proper request for production. Union
Carbide further objects to this request [0 the extent il is aver broad and seeks all documents
supporting ils_cententions. Subject thereto, Union Carbide states that it denies Plainntf was

exposed to asbestos dust a1 its Premises and refers Plaintiff o its previous document production.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 63:

Produce all documents used, referred to or relied upon in answering any Interrogatories.
RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request because it is over broad and docs not seck

specific items or catepories of documents. Tn re American Optical Corp., 988 S.w.2d 711 (Tex.
[998).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 64:

Produce any and all documents and other tangible things which refer to the document
retention (and/or destruction) policy of Defendunt, including the following:

a. Any document retention and/or destruction policies for Defendant that pertain 1o
documents and records, including but not limited to supplements, addenda,
memoranda, operating bulletins, revisions, or any other superseding instructions
ihat referred to the Stopping, suspending or resuming of such retention or
destruction policies.
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b. Any rccord refention and/or destruction, dumping, or purging policies for
Defendant that penain to documens and records created, maintained or stored by
electronic and/or magnetic means, including hut not limited to records that have
been microfilmed, microfiched, imaged, scanned, or stored on tapes, disks,
diskettes, CD-rom, databases, €ic. or on or within any computer hardware, backup
system, downloud 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 referved to the stopping, suspending or resuming of
such retention or destruction policies.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objecis to this request to the cxtent it is vague, over broad and is

not reasonably limited 1o a specilic time period. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to
documents produced previously to Plaintiffs.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 65:

Produce any and all documentation, including but not limited fo lisis, inventories, indices,
darabuses or prini-outs thereof, archives, storage inventories, logs, or other search aids that refer
or relate to the existence, extent, type, organization, filing system, melhod of access or retrieval,
and/or locatian of Defendant’s documents (maintained or stored on-site or oft-site) described in
the preceding paragraphs. : e

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects Lo this request becuuse it is over broad in that it sceks

information relating to facilitics other than Seadrift and information that is not relevant and not
reasonibly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

INTERROGATORY NO. 20:

Does Defendant have in its possession any books, pamphlets, memoranda, or written
materials of any kind or characler that would indicate that asbestos fibers, when inhaled. can be
hazardous to the health of human beings? 1 so, identify the individuals who received,
maintained, reviewed, or disseminated the information contained in such written matcrials.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide hus previously produced in this case all such responsive documents
in ils possession. I Union Carbide has access to information refating to who received,
maininined, reviewed or disseminated such materials, it is reflected on those documents.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 66:

Produce the wrilten materials referred Lo in the interropatory above.
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RESPONSE: Refer to respansc to Interrogatory No. 20 herein.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 58:

Admit that Plainuff 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 (or Plaintiffs asbestos reluted illness.

RESPONSE: Denied.

E ST FO MISSION NO. 60:

Admit that asbestos is still in usc and/or in place on Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: Admitted to the extent ashestos may bc—ih“bl'n'c‘d at the Premises, otherwise denied.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 61:

Admit that Defendant no longer uses ashestos on its Premises.

RESEONSE: Admirted to the cxtent asbestos in no Jonger installed on its Premises.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSJON NO. 62:

Admil that asbestos-containing materiuls were in-place on Defendant's Premises after January
1, 1972.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request as it is over hroad. This request is not
limited to the Secadrift facility where Plaintiff has alleged cxposure. Union Carbide further
objects Lo the lerm “in-place” as being vague, unclear and undefined. Subject Lo these abjections,

admitied.
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REQUEST FOR_ ADMISSION NO. 3:

Admit thar asbestos containing materials were in-place on Defendant's Premises after Junuary
1, 1973.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects fo this request as it is over broad. This request is not
limited Lo the Seadrift facility where Plaintifl has alleged exposure. Union Carbide fuither
objects to the term “in-place™ as heing vague, unclear and undefined. Subject to these objections,
admitted.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 64:

Admit that ashestos-containing materials were in-place on Defendant's Premises after lanuary
1,1974.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request as it is over broad. This request is not
limited to the Seadrift facility where Plaintff has alleged exposure. Union Carbide further
objects o the term “in-place™ as peing vague, unclear and undefined. Subject to these abjections,

admitted.

REQLIEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 65:

Admit that asbestos-containing materials wers in-place on Defendant's Premiscs after January
1,1975.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request as it is over broad. This request is not
Jimited Lo the Seadrift facility where Plaintiff has alleged exposure. Union Carbide further
ohjects to the term “in-pluce™ as being vague. unclear and undefined. Subject to these objections,

admiuied.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 66:

Admit that ashestos-containing materials were in-place on Defendant's Premises after January
1, 1976.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide ohjects to this request as it is over broad. This request is not
limited 1o the Scadrifi facility where Plaintifl’ has alleged exposure. Union Carbide further
ohjects to the term “in-place” as being vague, unclear and undefined. Subject to these objections,

admitted.
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 61

Admit that asbestos-containing malerials were in-place on Defendant’s Premiscs after January
{1977,

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects o this request as it is over broad. This request is not
limited 10 the Seadrift fucility where Plaintiff has alleged exposurc. Union Carbide further
abjects to the term “in-place” as being vague, unclear and undefined. Subject to these objcctions,

admitted.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 68:

Admil that ashextos-containing materials were in-place on Defcndant's Premises after January
1, 1978.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request as it is over broad. This request is not
limited to the Seadrift facihry where Plaintilf has alleged exposure. Union Carbide further
objects (o the teyvm “in-place” us being vaguc, unclear and undefincd. Subject to these objections,

admtied.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 69:

Admit that ashestos-containing materials were in-place on Defendant's Premises after January
i, 1979.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects 10 this request as it is over broad. This request is not
limited fo the Seadrift facility whore Plaintiff has alleged exposure. Union Carbide further
objects Lo the rerm “in-place” as being Vague, unclear and undefined. Subject to these objections,

admitted.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 70:

Admit that ashestos-containing malerials were in-place on Dcfendant's Premises after January
1, 1980.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request as it is over broad.  This request is not
limited to the Seudrift facility where Plaintifl has alleged cxposure. Union Curbide further
objects to the term “in-place’ as being vague, unclear and undefined. Subject to these objections,

admitted.
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 71

Admit that ashestos-containing materials were in-place on Defendant's Premises after January
1, 1981.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide abjects to this request as it is over broad. This request is not
limited to Lhe Scadrift facility where Plaintifl has alleged cxposurec. Union Carbide further
objects to the term “in-place” as being vaguc, unclear and undefined. Subject to these objections,

admitted.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 72

Admit that asbestos-containing matcrials were in-place on Defendant's Premiscs after January
i, 1982

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request as it is over broad. This request is not
[imited to the Secadrift facility where Plaintiff has alleged exposure. Union Carbide fuither
objects to the term “in-place” as being vague, unclear and undefined. Subject to these objections,

admitted.

LJEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 73:

Admit that asbestos-containing materials were in-place an Defendant's Premises after Junuary
{, 1983,

RESPONSL: Union Carbide objects to this request as it is over broad. This request is not
limited to the Seadrift facility where Plaintifi has alleged cxposure. Union Carbide further
objecls to the lerm “in-place” as being vague, uinclear and undefined. Subject to these objections,

admitied.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO, 74:

Admit that asbestos-containing malerials were in-place on Defendunt's Premises after January
|, 1984.
RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects 1o this request as it is over broad. This request is not

limited 10 the Seadnft facility wheve Plaintif( has alleged exposure.  Union Carbide further
abjects to the term “in-place™ as heing vague, unclear and undcfined. Subject 10 these objections,

admitted.
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 75:

Admit that asbestos-containing materials were in-place on Defendant's Premises ulter January
1, 1985,

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request as il is over broad. This request i1s not
limited to the Seadrift (acility where Plaintiff has alleged exposure. Union Carbide further
objects to the term “in-place” as being vuague. unclear and undefined. Subject to these objections,
admitted.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 76:

Admit that asbestos-contaiming materials were in-place on Defendant’s Premises after 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 exposure. Union Carbide further
objects ta the lerm “in-place” as being vagtie, unclear and undefincd. Subject to these objections,
admiued.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 77 L

Admit that asbestos-containing materials were in-place on Defendant's Premises after January
1, 1987.

RESPONSE: Union Carhide objects 10 this request 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 vague, unclear and undefined. Subject to these objections,

admitied.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 78:

Admit that ashestos-conlaining materials were in-place on Defendant's Premises after January
1. 1988.

RESPONSE: Lnion Carbide objects 1o this request as it is over broad. This request is not
limited to the Seadrift facility where Plaintiff has alleged exposure. Union Carbide further
objects Lo the term “in-place” us being vuguc, unclear and undefined. Subject to these objections,

admitied.
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REQUEST FOR PRODIUICTION NO. 67:

Produce all documents that reflect, indicate or in any way relate 10 communications between
you and any manufacturer of ashestos-conlaining products concerning or related 10 the asbestos
contained in such products.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this rcquest because it is duplicative of discovery
previously propounded to Union Carbide to which Carbide has responded. Union Carbide refers
Plainniff (o previously praduced documents wherc any such responsive items may be located.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 68:

Produce all documenis disseminated or published by any trade association that contain
information refating 1o the hazards of asbestos and ull documents which refer 1o such documents.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects 10 the cxient this request is duplicative of previous
discovery requests. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plainti ff to documents produced in this
casc including Union Curbide's repository for asbestos-relatcd materials, which has been made

available to Plaintiff.

REOUEST FOR PRODUCTIONNO. 69: . _ ...

Produce all documents, that rclate ta any inspections by any regulatory agency for the
purpuse of ascertaining whether health or safety regulations were being followed or adhered to at
any of your plants. This request specifically secks any and all such documentation referring o
dust hazaeds, including but not limited ta asbestas in your plants.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects o this request because it is over broad and constilutes an
jmpermissible fishing expedition. K-Mart v. Sanderson, 937 S.W. 2d 429, 430 (Tex. 1996).
Suhject ta its objections, Union Carbide refers Plaintilf to documents previously produced in this
case.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 70

Produce all safety meeting minutes or other documents, that refer to the dangers of ashestos
safely measures (o be used in the vicinity of asbestos at Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request to the extent it is duplicative of previously
propounded discovery. Subject thereto, Plaint(f is referred 10 Union Carbide's prior document
production and Lo Union Carbide's repositary fov asbestos-related documenis where responsive

materials are located.
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Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1665: Uni i
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 7i:
Produce all contracts, or other documents that relate to abatement of asbestos at Defendant'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 that relate to the installation of asbestos products af
Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to documents produced previously in this case
including its repository for asbestos-related documents.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCT [ON NO. 73:

Produce all documents that in anyway reflect a removal plan or organized written criteria or
schedulc for the removal of asbestos al Defendant's Premises.
RESPONSE: Union Carbide rcfers Plaintiff 1o documents procfuécd previously in this case
including its repository for asbestos-related documents.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 74:

Produce all documents related 10 the medica) condition of Plaintiff at any time during 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 refating 1o Plaintiffs health.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide will produce any such documents in ils possession.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 15:

Produce Plaintiffs entire personnel file from Defendant’s Premises.

LESPONSF: Union Carbide has located no such documents, but if such documents are located
they will be produced.
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REOQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 76:

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff 1o its previously filed discovery (Request for

Production No. [2).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 77:

Produce all documents containing any warnings conceming the possibility of injury resulting

from the use of asbestos-containing products or exposure to asbestos.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plainuiff to responses 1o Interrogatory No. 7 and Request for

Production No. 12.

REQUEST FOR PRODLICTION NO. 78:

Produce all photographs of asbestos products in place or asbestos-containing products being

fabricated or utilized at Pefendant’s Premises.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to documents brodhéed previously in this case

including its repository for ashestos-related documents.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 79:

Produce all photographs of waming Signs of warming statements which are or have been in

pluce at Defendant’s Premises in the vicinity of asbestos-containing products.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff 1o its responses 10 Interrogatory No. 7 and Request

for Production No. 13.

REOUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 80:

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

RESPONSE:  Investigation s continuing in this case and Union Carbide is atlempting to locate

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

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

huzards or potential hazsrds of asbestos.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request to the extent it is duplicative of previously
propounded discovery. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to documents produced in
this case, including its repositary for asbestos-related malerials where yesponsive documents are

located.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 82:

Produce all documents, including invoices, shipping receipts, hills of lading and purchase
orders, related to the purchase of ashestos-containing praducts for use ar Defendant's Premises.

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

produced to Plaintiff.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. R3:

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

measuring of "dust counts".

RESPONSE: Union Curbide refers Plaintiff to responses 1o Interrogatories Nos. 12 and 13.

REOIJEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 84:

In the event that Defendant performed or had performed any dust level counts or
measuremenis of any of ils plants or industrial facilities with respect to asbestos dust, produce
any documents, memoranda, or other writings that in any way reflect the results of such studies

or counts and actions taken as a result of such counts or studies.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to the request as over broad fo the extent it seeks
information about other Union Carbide (ucilitics other than Scadrift and is not limited 10 a

specific time frame.
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REOUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 85:

Produce all reports, writings (whether published or unpublished) and/or other documentation
wrilten, created and/or edited by any of your expeits that in any way pertain 1o asbestos and the

hazards and/or diseascs that may result therefrom.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide will produce these documents at 2 mutually agreeable time at the

offices of Union Carbide's counsel of record.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 86:

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

recently filed Answer.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects to this request hecause it is inappropriate.

Texas Tech

Univ. Health Sciences Car. V. Schooled, 828 S.W.2d 502, 504 (Tex. App. - El Paso 1992, orig.
proceeding).  Union Carbide further objects to this request for any documents Supporting it s
allegations and contentions as over broad. Inre American Optical Corp., 988 S.W.2d 711 (Tex.

1998). . ..

REOQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 87:

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

regarding the huzards of ashestos and asbestos-containing products.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff o previously produced documents
repository for usbestos-related matcrials.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 88:

including the

Produce a copy of all regulatians, orders, rules and/or policies which have becn used relating

10 the safety of the Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: Union Curbide refers Plaintff to response Lo Request for Production No. 4

herein.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 89:

Produce all documents which contain complaints by employees of the Defendant's Premises

regarding safety conditions and work place condirions at the Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: Union Curhide abjects (o this request as duplicative of previous discovery. Union
Carbide objects lurther fo the extent the request is over broad and not reasonably limited fo the
subject matter of the Jawsuit and therefore not relevant and not reasonably calculated to lead to
the discovery of admissible cvidence. Subject thereto, Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to its

previous production of documents where responsive documents are located.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 90:

Produce all documents which contain complaints by Union ropresentatives of Defendant’s
Premises regarding safety conditions and work place conditions st the Defendant's Premises.

RESPONSE: None.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 91

“Produce ali documents, organizational charts or rasters which_identify the members of the

moanagement ar the Defendant's Premises and their areas of responsibility during the time periad

of Plaintif(s work at Defendant's Premiscs.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide states it does not know when the Plaintitf may have worked at its
facility, but will oy to Jocate responsive documents for that period when such information

becomes available.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NQ. 92:

Produce all decuments which evidence Delendant's, net worth, including but not limited to

all "10-K" forms filed for the last live (5) yeurs.

RESPONSE:  Union Carbide refers Plainiill to previously liled discovery (Request for

Production No. 31).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 93:

Produce all documents which svidence Defendant's purchasc, acquisition, sale, or transfer of

awnership of Defendant's Premises.
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RESPONSE:  Union Carbide refers Plaintifl to previously filed discovery (Request for
Production No. 32).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 94:

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

RESPONSE: Union Carbidc refers Plaintiff to previously filed discovery (Request for
Production No. 33).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCT JON NO. 95:

Produce all conlracts pertaining o work done hy contractors at Defendant's facility.

RESPONSE: See response to Request for Production No. 7 herein.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 96:

~ pleasc produce any printed material produced or published by Defendant containing any
warnings concerning the possibility of injury resulting from thé use of asbestos-containing
products or exposure {0 asbestos?

RESPONSE: Union Carbide refers Plaintiff to documents previously produced in this case
including the repository for ashestos-related maierials.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCT JON NO. 97:

Producc all documents and other tangible things relating 10 the Plaintiff.

RESPONSE: Union Carbide objects 1o this request 10 the extent such materials are equally
available to Plaintiff. Subject thercto and 1o the extent Union Carbide locates any such

documents, they will be produccd.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 98:

If you contend that you did not own or control the facility(ies) during any time period that
Plainufl worked (of belicves he worked) ut the facility(ics). please produce all documentation
that supporis your contention, including but not limited to documentation pertaining {0 the
purchase, sale, acquisilion, mcrger. or divesiment of corporations, subsidiaries, divisions, or
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ather corporate catities or assets that included the purchase, sale, acquisition, merger, Of
divestment of the facility(ies); such documentation to include, by way of examplc and not
limitation, purchasc or sale agreements, minutes. resolutions, annual reports, 1 OK reports or
other state or federal agency filings, or deposition, trial lestimony of affidavits of your corporate
represcntatives who are the most knowledgeable individuals with respect to such matters.

RESPONSE: Union Carbidc states it does not know when the Plaintiff may have worked at its
facility, but will iy to locate responsive documents for that period when such information

bacomes available.

UNION CARBIDE'S ANSWERS PLAINTIFFS DISCOVERY REQLLNTS Page S0l 53

FaFrmidaes\EN WCCR\FrasarinMuaithe, Weldan\Linion Carhide's Answers Phauniifl's Divcovery Requesis2.doc

£ PRINT TIMEOCT. 3. 10:04AM

n priem moevmasn 7 AL
?.ECEIJE- TMESLE ‘fﬁ-

<3

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-1665: Uni i
: Union Carbide's Responses to Weldon R 's Fi i
T . Moake's First Interrogatories, Requ... Published by AsbestosClaims.Law

asbestosclaims.law/library/16750/53


https://asbestosclaims.law/library/16750/53

