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WILLIAM J. SAYERS (SBN 078038) 

FARAH S. NICOL (SBN 162293) 
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McKENNA & CUNEO, L.L.P. 
444 South Flower Street, 8th Floor 

Los Angeles, California 90071-2901 

Telephone: (213) 688-1000 
Facsimile: (213) 243-6330 

UC-5184 

Attorneys for Defendant 
UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION 

(formerly known as Union Carbide 

Chemicals and Plastics Company, Inc.) 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

KLAUS BRAUCH and SUSAN BRAUCH, CASE NO. BC 258492 

Plaintiffs, UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION'S 

AMENDED RESPONSES TO 

VS. PLAINTIFF’S REQUEST FOR 

ADMISSIONS (SET ONE) 

BONDEX INTERNATIONAL, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

PROPOUNDING PARTY: PLAINTIFF KLAUS BRAUCH 

RESPONDING PARTY: UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION (formerly known as
 Union 

Carbide Chemicals and Plastics Company, Inc.) 

SET NO.: ONE 

Defendant Union Carbide Corporation provides the following A
mended responses to 

plaintiffs’ Request for Admissions, set one, after locati
ng further documentation. 

« 
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GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

Union Carbide Corporation (“Union Carbide’) objects to the entire set of Plaintiff's 

Requests for Admissions on the following grounds, which are hereby incorporated by reference 

in Union Carbide’s Responses to individual Requests for Admissions below: 

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 1: 

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

Carbide's responses to these Requests for Admissions are based on information known to Union 

Carbide at this time. Union Carbide reserves the right, however to make reference at the trial or 

at any hearing in this action to facts and documents not identified in these responses, the 

existence or relevance of which is later discovered by it or its counsel. By this reservation, 

Union Carbide does not in any way assume a continuing responsibility to update its responses to 

these Requests for Admissions, and specifically objects to each of these Requests to the extent 

that they seek to impose any such continuing obligation upon Union Carbide. To the extent the 

information contained herein differs in any respect from any prior responses to discovery, this 

response shall be deemed to update and supersede such prior responses. 

GENERAL OBJECTION NO, 2: 

Union Carbide objects to plaintiff's Requests for Admissions in their entirety on the 

grounds that they are not reasonably framed in terms of the facts and subject matter of the 

present action, with the result that Union Carbide is called upon to speculate as to what 

information relevant to the present case, if any, may be deemed to fall within the scope of the 

Requests for Admissions as phrased. 

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 3: 

Union Carbide also objects to all Requests for Admissions insofar as they would require 

the disclosure of information protected by the attorney-client privilege or work product 

doctrines. 

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 4: 

Union Carbide objects to providing information about any asbestos-containing products 

which it has manufactured, sold or distributed, on the grounds that the asbesto
s fiber in those 
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products was encapsulated by or embedded in other material and on the grounds that the 

plaintiff has made no allegation of exposure to those products. All responses to these Requests 

for Admissions refer to Calidria asbestos only, unless otherwise stated. 

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 5: 

Union Carbide objects to this entire set of Requests for Admissions to the extent that 

they call for information about Union Carbide employees or premises, or policies pertaining to 

Union Carbide employees or premises. Inasmuch as the plaintiffs do not allege that they or their 

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

Carbide, such information is irrelevant and immaterial to matters at issue in this case. Any 

pertinent information which the employee or premises information can be said to reflect can be 

requested directly without requesting the irrelevant and immaterial information or 

documentation about employees or premises. 

GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 6: 

Union Carbide objects to the entire set of Requests for Admissions to the extent that they 

call for information beyond this plaintiff's claims about isbestos-containing products to which 

Union Carbide allegedly supplied raw asbestos fiber contained in the Case Report filed pursuant 

to the Los Angeles Asbestos First Amended General Order No. 29. Union Carbide therefore 

limits its Responses to the Requests for Admissions to the claims regarding Union Carbide 

found in plaintiff's Case Report which was served on December 20, 2001. Specifically, these 

Responses are limited to plaintiff's contention that Union Carbide Corporation was a supplier of 

raw asbestos fiber to United States Gypsum Company and National Gypsum Company for use 

in their asbestos-containing joint compound products to which plaintiff claims he was exposed 

in 1968. As such, these Responses are limited to the relevant timeframe of the plaintiff's 

claims, in particular prior to and including 1968. 

RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1: 

Admit that on You mined raw asbestos. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds 
as follows: 

Admitted that for a period of time Union Carbide mined a unique, short fiber chrysotile as
bestos 

ore called Calidria from the California New Idria deposit. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2: 

Admit that You mined raw asbestos from a mine at King City, California. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2: 

See General Objections Nos. I, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds 
as follows: 

Denied that Union Carbide’s mine was in King City, CA. The mine was 
approximately 50 

miles from King City. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3: 

Admit that You sold raw asbestos between 1964 and 1985. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3:
 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further
 objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably ca
lculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Un
ion Carbide responds as follows: 

Admitted that Union Carbide sold during that time frame raw asbestos, 
in pelletized and fibrous 

form. The asbestos was not sold to the general public or to “e
nd users.” It was sold to 

manufacturers for use in their products and production process
es. 

REOUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4: 

Admit that You sold raw asbestos mined from King City, Califor
nia between 1964 and 

1985. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO.
 4: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects 
to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably 
calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: 

Admitted in part. Union Carbide sold asbestos milled in its King City, CA 
mill between 1964 

and 1985. The asbestos was mined approximately 50 mile
s away. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5: 

Admit that You sold raw asbestos to Georgia-Pacific Corporat
ion. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5:
 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further obje
cts to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonab
ly calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Ca
rbide responds as follows: 

Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timefra
me of this plaintiffs claims of 

exposure, namely, prior to and including September 19
68. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6: 

Admit that you sold raw asbestos fiber to Georgia-Pacific Cor
poration in 1968. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO.
 6: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbi
de further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reason
ably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union
 Carbide responds as follows: 

Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe o
f this plaintiff's claims of 

exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968.
 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7: 

Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to Georgia-Pacific Corporat
ion for use in 

Georgia-Pacific Corporation joint compounds. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union
 Carbide further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not re
asonably calculated to lead to the 
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discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: 

Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff's claims of 

exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8: 

Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to United States Gypsum Company. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: 

Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff's claims of 

exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 9: 

Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to United States Gypsum Company in 1968. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 9: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: 

Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff's claims of 

exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 10: 

- Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to United States Gypsum Company for use in 

United States Gypsum Company joint compounds. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 10: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, and not reasonably calculated 

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide 

responds as follows: Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of t
his 

plaintiffs claims of exposure, namely, prior to and including September 
1968. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 11: 

Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to United States Gypsum Company for us
e in 

USG joint compound. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. il: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad, vague, ambiguous and not reasonably calculated 

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide 

responds as follows: Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of t
his 

plaintiff's claims of exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 12: 

Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to United States Gypsum Company for use 
in 

Durabond joint compound. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 12
: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further
 objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably ca
lculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Car
bide responds as follows: 

Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of th
is plaintiff's claims of 

exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 13: 

Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to Proko Industries, Inc. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 13: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide
 further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonabl
y calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Union Carbide additionally o
bjects to this Request on the 

grounds of relevance in that it seeks information about a product man
ufacturer to whose 

products plaintiff never claimed exposure. Subject to its objections, U
nion Carbide responds as 

follows: Denied as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiffs claims 
of exposure, namely, prior 

to and including 1968. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO, 14: 

Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to Proko Industries for use in Proko Industries 

joint compounds. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 14: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Union Carbide additionally objects to this Request on the 

grounds of relevance in that it seeks information about a product manufacturer to whose 

products plaintiff never claimed exposure. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Denied as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff's claims of exposure, namely, prior 

to and including 1968. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 15: 

Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to National Gypsum Company. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 15: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: 

Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff's claims of 

exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968. 

RECGUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 16: 

Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to National Gypsum Company in 1968. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 16: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: 

Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff's claims of 

exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 17: 

Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to National Gypsum Company for use in 

National Gypsum Company joint compounds. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 17: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects t
o this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead 
to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follow
s: 

Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff's clai
ms of 

exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18: 

Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to National Gypsum Company for use in Gold 

bond joint compound. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to le
ad to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide re
sponds as follows: 

Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff'
s claims of 

exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19: 

Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to Kelly-Moore Paint Company, Inc. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further obje
cts to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated 
to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide r
esponds as follows: 

Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff's cla
ims of 

exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 20: 

Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to Kelly-Moore Paint Company, Inc. i
n 1968. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 20: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculat
ed to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide res
ponds as follows: 

Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plainti
ff's claims of 

exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 21: 

Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to Kelly-Moore Paint Company, Inc. for use in 

Kelly-Moore Paint Company, Inc. joint compounds. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 21: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to t
his 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to le
ad to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carb
ide responds as follows: 

Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plai
ntiff's claims of 

exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 22: 

Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to Kelly-Moore Paint Compan
y, Inc. for use in 

PACO joint compound. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO.
 22: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further obje
cts to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad, vague, ambiguous
, and not reasonably calculated 

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its obje
ctions, Union Carbide 

responds as follows: Denied for use in joint compounds as to the r
elevant timeframe of this 

plaintiff's claims of exposure, namely, prior to and including 
September 1968. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 23: 

Admit You sold, raw asbestos fiber to Kelly-Moore Paint Com
pany, Inc. for use in 

PACO quick set joint compound. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION N
O. 23: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further object
s to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, and not reaso
nably calculated 

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objection
s, Union Carbide 

responds as follows: Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant t
imeframe of this 

plaintiff's claims of exposure, namely, prior to and including S
eptember 1968. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 24: 

Admit that, from September 1970 to May 1977, all joint compounds 
manufactured by 

Georgia-Pacific Corporation contained raw asbestos fiber supplied
 by You. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2
4: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide fur
ther objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably
 calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Ca
rbide responds as follows: 

Denied. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 25: 

Admit that the trade name of the raw asbestos fiber that you s
old between 1964 and 1985 

was known as Calidria. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION
 NO. 25: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide
 further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad, vague, ambiguou
s, and not reasonably calculated 

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject
 to its objections, Union Carbide 

responds as follows: Admitted in part. Union Carbide
 sold its asbestos initially as “Union 

Carbide Asbestos” and then under the name “Calidria”. Un
ion Carbide’s asbestos was given 

other trade names by some distributors. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 26: 

Admit that the raw asbestos fiber you sold between
 1964 and 1985 was referred to by 

You as a short fiber Chrysotile. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 26: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further
 objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad, vague, ambiguous and not reason
ably calculated 

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objecti
ons, Union Carbide 

responds as follows: Admitted. Calidria consisted of raw chrysotile asbe
stos in a unique short- 

fiber formulation which Union Carbide mined near King City, C
alifornia. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 27: 

Admit that You represented to your raw asbestos fiber customers that your ra
w asbestos 

fiber was safer than other forms of asbestos fiber. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 27: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to t
his 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad, vague, ambiguous and not re
asonably calculated 

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objection
s, Union Carbide 

responds as follows: Denied. 

Union Carbide advised its customers to take precautions applicable to the use o
f any 

asbestos fibers. See Calidria's brochure (1968) a true and correct co
py of which is attached 

hereto as Exhibit “A”. 

Calidria was mined from a deposit which consisted of a unique form of c
hrysotile. Asa 

result of its unique properties, Calidria could not pose the dangers which mi
ght be created by 

asbestos from other deposits. Those properties include the following: Cali
dria's short fiber 

length (shorter than any other known chrysotile); the Calidria de
posit's lack of tremolite 

contamination; Calidria's quick dissolution due to the "weak" f
ibril structure; and its width and 

shape. Many of Union Carbide's expert witnesses can testify a
s to the unique properties of the 

Calidria fiber and resulting innocuous biological impact of Calidria. 

In spite of the unique, innocuous nature of the Calidria fiber, Un
ion Carbide has long 

recognized the desirability of avoiding excessive exposure to du
st from any source. Union 

Carbide took steps to enable customers to minimize or avoid the cr
eation of and exposure to 

dust from Calidria. 
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During the early days of Union Carbide's Calidria business, medical and industrial health 

officials at Union Carbide issued asbestos toxicology reports which were distributed to s
ales and 

other appropriate personnel. Warning labels were added to Calidria packages in 1968 and
 

toxicological information first appeared in sales literature in that year. Material Safet
y Data 

Sheets were mailed to Calidria customers beginning in 1972, ALA/NA information 
pamphlets 

were made available to customers starting in 1972 and were mailed to customers 
beginning in 

1977 at the latest. 

The health and safety literature made available and disseminated by Union Carbide t
o its 

Calidria customers warmed of possible serious adverse health effects associated w
ith the 

excessive inhalation of asbestos fiber, advised customers on ways to control
 or avoid such 

hazards, including the use of respirators as a way to avoid the hazards. In addition to the 

dissemination of health and safety information, Union Carbide took active 
steps to help insure 

that Calidria was handled and used in a clean and safe manner and environ
ment: Union Carbide 

employed shrink-wrap, tight-fitting packaging to prevent leakage, spillage
, or dust emission 

during the shipment of Calidria. Union Carbide also developed pelletiz
ed forms of Calidna 

which would reduce dust emission. In 1972, Union Carbide offered to take dust counts of the 

premises of Calidria customers in order to help them maintain a safe working
 environment, a 

service which many Calidria customers utilized (Calidria was not s
old to the general public or 

other "end-users", but rather was marketed only to manufacturers or
 producers who used 

Calidria in their products or production processes). Dr. Harrison R
hodes, an industrial 

hygienist, supervised Union Carbide's dust monitoring program. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 28: 

Admit that You represented to Georgia-Pacific Corporation that your r
aw asbestos fiber 

was safer then other types of raw asbestos fiber. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 28: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide furthe
r objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad, vague, ambiguous 
and not reasonably calculated 

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its obj ec
tions, Union Carbide 
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responds as follows: See Response to Request for Admission No. 27, including all objections 

asserted therein. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 29: 

Admit that You advised Georgia-Pacific Corporation that your raw asbestos fiber was 

safer than other types of raw asbestos fiber. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 29: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. See Union Carbide’s Response to Request for Admission No. 

27, including all objections asserted therein. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 390: 

Admit that You represented to United States Gypsum Company that your asbestos fiber 

was safer than other types of raw asbestos fiber. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 30: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead 
to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds a
s follows: 

See Union Carbide’s Response to Request for Admission No. 27, including all o
bjections 

asserted therein. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 31: 

Admit that You advised United States Gypsum Company that your asbestos fi
ber was 

safer than other types of raw asbestos fiber. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 31: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to t
his 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to l
ead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as fo
llows: 

See Union Carbide’s Response to Request for Admission No. 27, including a
ll objections 

asserted therein. ke 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 32: 

Admit that You represented to Proko Industnes that your raw asbestos fiber was safer 

than other types of raw asbestos fiber. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 32: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Union Carbide additionally objects to this Request on the 

grounds of relevance in that it seeks information about a product manufacturer to whose 

products plaintiff never claimed exposure. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: Denied as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff's claims of exposure, namely, 

prior to and including 1968. See also Union Carbide’s Response to Request for Admission No. 

27, including all objections asserted therein. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 33: 

Admit that You advised Proko Industries that your raw asbestos fiber was safer than 

other types of raw asbestos fiber. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 33: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, and 4. Union Carbide further objects to this Request 

on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 

admissible evidence. Union Carbide additionally objects to this Request on the grounds of 

relevance in that it seeks information about a product ranufacturer to whose products plaintiff 

never claimed exposure. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Denied 

as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiffs claims of exposure, namely, prior to and including 

1968. See also Union Carbide’s Response to Request for Admission No. 27, including all 

objections asserted therein. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO, 34: 

Admit that You represented to National Gypsum Company that your raw asbestos fiber 

was safer than other types of raw asbestos fiber. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 34: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: 

See Union Carbide’s Response to Request for Admission No. 27, including all objections 

asserted therein. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 35: 

Admit that You advised National Gypsum Company that your raw asbestos fiber was 

safer than other types of raw asbestos fiber. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 35: 

See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this 

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the 

discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: 

See Union Carbide’s Response to Request for Admission No. 27, including all objections 

asserted therein. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 36: 

Admit that You represented to Kelly-Moore Paint Company, Inc. that your raw asbestos 

fiber was safer than other types of raw asbestos fiber. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 36: 

Union Carbide objects to this Request on the grounds that the plaintiff has exceeded the 

statutory limit of thirty-five (35) Requests for Admissions without providing a Declaration for 

Additional Discovery pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 2033 which details why such 

additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General Objections 

Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly 

broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to 

its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: See Union Carbide’s Response to Request 

for Admission No. 27, including all objections asserted therein. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 37: 

Admit that You advised Kelly-Moore Paint Company, Inc. that your raw asbestos fiber 

was safer than other forms of raw asbestos fiber. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 37: 

Union Carbide objects to this Request on the grounds that the plaintiff has exceeded the 

statutory limit of thirty-five (35) Requests for Admissions without providing a Declarati
on for 

Additional Discovery pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 2033 which details why
 such 

additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General Objections 

Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is o
verly 

broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subj
ect to 

its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Denied for use in joint compound as to th
e 

relevant timeframe of this plaintiff's claims of exposure, namely, prior to an
d including 

September 1968. See Union Carbide’s Response to Request for Admission No. 2
7, including all 

objections asserted therein. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 38: 

Admit that You received a copy of the 1966 study by the Chemical Hygie
ne Fellowship 

of Mellon Institute which addressed the potential of your raw asbestos
 fiber to cause fibrosis. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 38
: 

Union Carbide objects to this Request on the grounds that the plaintiff has
 exceeded the 

statutory limit of thirty-five (35) Requests for Admissions without pr
oviding a Declaration for 

Additional Discovery pursuant tc Code of Civil Procedure section 203
3 which details why such 

additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. Se
e General Objections 

Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this Request
 on the grounds that it is overly 

broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery o
f admissible evidence. Union 

Carbide additionally objects on the grounds that the Request is vagu
e in that no timeframe is 

provided for when the 1966 study was received by Union Ca
rbide. Subject to its objections, 

Union Carbide responds as follows: Denied as stated; admitted t
hat Union Carbide received a 
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copy of a 1966 memo styled: “The Fibrogenic Potential of Asbestos Products via Intraperitoneal 

Injection in Guinea Pigs, Rats and Rabbits and by the Intratracheal Route in the Rat.” 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 39: 

Admit that You received the 1966 study by the Chemical Hygiene Fellowship of Mellon 

Institute which addressed the potential of your raw asbestos fiber to cause fibrosis in 1966. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 39: 

Union Carbide objects to this Request on the grounds that the plaintiff has exceeded the 

statutory limit of thirty-five (35) Requests for Admissions without providing a Declaration for 

Additional Discovery pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 2033 which details why such 

additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General Objections 

Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly 

broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to 

its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Denied as stated; admitted that Union 

Carbide received in 1966 a copy of a memo styled: “The Fibrogenic Potential of Asbestos 

Products via Intraperitoneal Injection in Guinea Pigs, Rats and Rabbits and by the Intratracheal 

Route in the Rat.” 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 40: 

Admit that You received a copy of the 1966 study by the Chemical Hygiene F ellowship 

of Mellon Institute regarding the potential of your raw asbestos fiber to cause fibrosis before 

you ceased selling raw asbestos fiber. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 40: 

Union Carbide objects to this Request on the grounds that the plaintiff has exceeded
 the 

statutory limit of thirty-five (35) Requests for Admissions without providing a Declaration for
 

Additional Discovery pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 2033 which details why such
 

additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General Objections
 

Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grounds that it 
is overly 

broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Union 

Carbide additionally objects on the grounds that the Request is vague in that no timeframe 
is 
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provided for when the 1966 study was received by Union Carbide. Subject to its objections, 

Union Carbide responds as follows: See Union Carbide’s Responses to Requests for Admission 

Nos. 3 and 39, including all objections asserted therein. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 41: 

Admit that You commissioned the study by the Chemical Hygiene Fellowship of Mellon 

Institute. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 41: 

Union Carbide objects to this Request on the grounds that the plaintiff has exceeded the 

statutory limit of thirty-five (35) Requests for Admissions without providing a Declaration for 

Additional Discovery pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 2033 which details why such 

additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General Objections 

Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly 

broad, vague, ambiguous, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Admitted if the study 

referred to in this Request is the same as the one referred to in Request No. 40. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 42: 

Admit that, between 1964 and 1985, you performed animal testing studies on the raw 

asbestos fiber that you sold. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 42: 

Union Carbide objects to this Request on the grounds that the plaintiff has exceeded the 

statutory limit of thirty-five (35) Requests for Admissions without providing a Declaration for 

_ Additional Discovery pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 2033 which details why such 

additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General Objections 

Nos. 1, 2,4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly 

broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to 

its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Admitted in part and denied in part. See 

Union Carbide’s Responses to Request for Admissions Nos. 38-41, including all objections 

asserted therein. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 43: 

Admit that You, between 1964 and 1985, you learned through animal testing studies that 

the raw asbestos fiber had an equal or greater potential to cause fibrosis than other forms of raw 

asbestos fiber than commercially available. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 43: 

Union Carbide objects to this Request on the grounds that the plaintiff has exceeded the 

statutory limit of thirty-five (35) Requests for Admissions without providing a Declaration for 

Additional Discovery pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 2033 which details why such 

additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General 

Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grounds 

that itis overly broad, vague, ambiguous, assumes facts not in evidence and is not reasonably 

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union 

Carbide responds as follows: See Union Carbide’s Responses to Request for Admissions Nos. 

38-42, including all objections asserted therein. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 44: 

Admit that, between 1964 and 1985, you learned that the raw asbestos fiber you sold was 

an equal or more potent carcinogen than other forms of raw asbestos fiber than commercially- 

available. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 44: 

Union Carbide objects to this Request on the grounds that the plaintiff has exceeded the 

statutory limit of thirty-five (35) Requests for Admissions without providing a Declaration for 

Additional Discovery pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 2033 which details why such 

additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General Objections 

Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly 

broad, vague, ambiguous, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: See Union Carbide’s 

Responses to Request for Admissions Nos. 38-42, including all objections asserted therein. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 45: 

Admit that despite receiving the results of animal testing on your raw asbestos fiber, you 

continued to supply raw asbestos fiber until 1985. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 45: 

Union Carbide objects to this Request on the grounds that the plaintiff has exceeded the 

statutory limit of thirty-five (35) Requests for Admissions without providing a Declaration for 

Additional Discovery pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 2033 which details why such 

additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General Objections 

Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly 

broad, vague, ambiguous, assumes facts not in evidence and is not reasonably calculated to lead 

to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as 

follows: See Union Carbide’s Responses to Request for Admissions Nos. 3 & 38-42, including 

all objections asserted therein. 

Dated: March 25, 2002 Respectfully submitted, 

McKENNA & CUNEO, L.L.P. 

» fA 2. — 
William J. Sayers 
Farah S. Nicol 
Susan Weisenberg Gilefsky 

Attorneys for Defendant 
UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION 
(formerly known as Union Carbide 
Chemicals and Plastics Company, Inc.) 
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VERIFICATION 

STATEOFNEW YORK +) 
) Ss: 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK  ) 

EDWARD W. DeBOR, being duly swom, deposes and says: that he 

is Union Carbide Corporation’s Assistant Manager, Vermont Records; that over 

the past years, he participated in collecting Union Carbide’s asbestos-related 

documents for inclusion in the asbestos-related Document Repository maintained 

in the offices of Kelley, Drye & Warren, LLP, Union Carbide’s national 

coordinating counsel for asbestos-related matters; that no single employee or 

former employee of Union Carbide (including deponent) has knowledge or 

information regarding all of the information set forth in the attached discovery 

responses: that the attached amended responses to Plaintiff's Request for 

Admissions (Set One) were assembled and prepared by counsel for Union Carbide 

based upon the documents contained in the Document Repository and upon 

‘5 information obtained by counsel from current and former employees of Union . 

a Carbide. 

Se, — 
Edward W. DeBor 
Assistant Manager, Vermont Records 

Sworn to before me this 2A day of 

Myawn ____. 2002 

Saw A taudene 
Nofary Public U 

SKOBHAN A HANDLEY 

Na. O2rlASoeesst 
Guaiiiad in New York Gowns 

Commission Expima Ian, 13. 23 ye 
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