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1 GENERAL OBJECTIONS

19

Union Carbide Corporation (“Union Carbide”) objects to the entire set of Plaintiff’s
3| 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

Vo N T e YL T

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

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

11l Union Carbide does not in any way assume a continuing responsibility to update its responses to
12| these Requests for Admissions, and specifically objects to each of these Requests to the extent
13| that they seek to impose any such continuing obligation upon Union Carbide. To the extent the
14| information contained herein differs in any respect from any prior responses to discovery, this
15| response shall be deemed to update and supersede such prior responses.

16| GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 2:

17 Union Carbide objects to plaintiff’s Requests for Admissions in their entirety on the
18 || grounds that they are not reasonably framed in terms of the facts and subject matter of the

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

20| information relevant to the present case, if any, may be deemed to fall within the scope of the
21§ Requests for Admissions as phrased.

22| GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 3:

23 Union Carbide also objects to all Requests for Admissions insofar as they would require
24| the disclosure of information protected by the attorney-client privilege or work product

25| doctrines.

26| GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 4:

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

28 | which it has manufactured, sold or distributed, on the grounds that the asbestos fiber in those
-2-
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1| products was encapsulated by or embedded in other material and on the grounds that the

2| plaintiff has made no allegation of exposure to those products. All responses to these Requests
3| for Admissions refer to Calidria asbestos only, unless otherwise stated.

4| GENERAL OBJECTION NO.5:

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

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

7| Union Carbide employees or premises. Inasiiuch as the plaintiffs do not allege that they or their
8! decedents were ever employed by Union Carbide or worked at any job site controlled by Union
9| Carbide, such information is irrelevant and immaterial to matters at issue in this case. Any

10| pertinent information which the employee or premises information can be said to reflect can be
11| requested directly without requesting the irrelevant and immaterial information or
12| documentation about employees or premises.

13| GENERAL OBJECTION NO. 6:

14 Union Carbide objects to the entire set of Requests for Admissions to the extent that they
151 call for information beyond this plaintiff’s claims about é.sbestos-containing products to which
16 | Union Carbide allegedly supplied raw asbestos fiber contained in the Case Report filed pursuant
17 to the Los Angeles Asbestos First Amended General Order No. 29. Union Carbide therefore

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

19 found in plaintiff's Case Report which was served on December 20, 2001. Specifically, these
20| Responses are limited to plaintiff’s contention'that Union Carbide Corporation was a supplier of
211 raw asbestos fiber to United States Gypsum Company and National Gypsum Company for use
22 | in their asbestos-containing joint compound products to which plaintiff claims he was exposed
23| in 1968. As such, these Responses are limited to the relevant timeframe of the plaintiff’s

24 || claims, in particular prior to and including 1968.

25 RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

26| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1:

27 Admit that on You mined raw asbestos.

e
UNION CARBIDE’'S AMENDED RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS (SET 1)

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-5184: Union Carbide Corporation's Amended Responses to Plaintiff's Request for Ad... Published by AsbestosClaims.Law
ACL Doc 19669 - Page 3 of 29 asbestosclaims.law/library/19669/3


https://asbestosclaims.law/library/19669/3

1| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1:

28]

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

[V}

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

5 Admitted that for a period of time Union Carbide mined a unique, short fiber chrysotile asbestos
6| ore called Calidria from the California New Idria deposit.

71 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2:

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

9| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2:
10 See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this

11| Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the
12| discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows:
13| Denied that Union Carbide’s mine was in King City, CA. The mine was approximately 50
¥ 14| miles from King City.
151 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3:

16 Admit that You sold raw asbestos between 1964 and 1985.
171 RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3:

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

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

20| discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows:
21| Admitted that Union Carbide sold during that time frame raw asbestos, in pelletized and fibrous
22| form. The asbestos was not sold to the general public or to “end users.” It was sold to

23| manufacturers for use in their products and production processes.

24| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4:

25 Admit that You sold raw asbestos mined from King City, California between 1964 and
26| 1985.
27
28
_4-
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i | RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4:

i~

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

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

4] discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows:
5! Admitted in part. Union Carbide sold asbestos milled in its King City, CA mill between 1964

61 and 1985. The asbestos was mined approximately 50 miles away.

71 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5:

8 Admit that You sold raw asbestos to Georgia-Pacific Corporation.

9] RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NQ. 5:

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

11| 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:
13| Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff’s claims of

14| exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968.

15| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6:

16 Admit that you sold raw asbestos fiber to Georgia-Pacific Corporation in 1968.

17| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6:

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

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

20| discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows:
21| Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff’s claims of

22| exposure, namely, prior to and iﬂcluding September 1968.

23| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7:

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

D
S

251 Georgia-Pacific Corporation joint compounds.

76| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7:

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

28| Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the
-5-
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i | discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows:

12

Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff’s claims of
3| exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968.

41 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8:

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

6| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8:

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

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

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

10| Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff’s claims of
11| exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968.

121 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 9:

13 Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to United States Gypsum Company in 1968.
141 RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 9:

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

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

17| discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows:
18| Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff’s claims of

19| exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968.

20 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 10:

21 . Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to United States Gypsum Company for use in
22 | United States Gypsum Company joint compounds.

23| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 10:

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

25| Request on the érounds that it is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, and not reasonably calculated
26 | to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide

27| responds as follows: Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this

28 | plaintiff’s claims of exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968.
-6 -
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1| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 11:

[0 ]

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

3| USG joint compound.

4| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 11:

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

6| Request on the grounds that it is overly broad, vague, ambiguous and not reasonably calculated
71 to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide

8| responds as follows: Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this
91 plaintiff’s claims of exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968.

10l REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 12:

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

12| Durabond joint compound.

131 RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 12:

. 14 See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this
15 Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to .lead to the
161 discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows:
17|l Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff’s claims of

18| exposure, namely; prior to and including September 1968.

191 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 13:

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

211 RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 13:

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

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

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

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

26| products plaintiff never claimed exposure. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
27| follows: Denied as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff’s clai;ns of exposure, namely, prior

28 { to and including 1968.
-7-
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|| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 14:

129/

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

3| joint compounds.

4| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 14:

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

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

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

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

9| products plaintiff never claimed exposure. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
10| follows: Denied as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff’s claims of exposure, namely, prior
11| toand including 1968.
12| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 15:

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

14| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 15:

hatel

P

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

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

17| discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows:
18| Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff’s claims of

19| exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968.

20| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 16:

21 Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to National Gypsum Company in 1968.
22| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 16:

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

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

251 discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows:
26 | Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff’s claims of

27| exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968.

-8-
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1| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 17:

19

Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to National Gypsum Company for use in
3| 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 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

O 00 N A w»n R

exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968.

10! REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18:

11 Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to National Gypsum Company for use in Gold
12§ bond joint compound.

131 RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18:

) o 14 See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this
15| Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the
16| discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows:
17| Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff’s claims of
18| exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968.

19! REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19:

20 Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to Kelly-Moore Paint Company, Inc.
21| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19:

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

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

241 discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows:
25| Denied for use ;n joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff’s claims of

26| exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968.

271 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 20:

28 Admit that You sold raw asbestos fiber to Kelly-Moore Paint Company, Inc. in 1968.
-9
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i RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 20:

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 calculated to lead to the

[#5]

4| discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows:
5| 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. 21:

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

O 00 N1 Oy

Kelly-Moore Paint Company, Inc. joint compounds.

10l RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 21:

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

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

13| discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows:
141 Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff’s claims of

15| exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968.

161 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 22:

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

18 PACO joint compound.
191 RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 22:

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

21| Request on the grounds that it is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, and not reasonably calculated
921 to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide

23| responds as follows: Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this

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

251 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 23:

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

27| PACO quick set joint compound.

-10 -
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1! RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 23:

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

3| Request on the grounds that it is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, and not reasonably calculated
4l tolead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide

5| responds as follows: Denied for use in joint compounds as to the relevant timeframe of this

6| plaintiff’s claims of exposure, namely, prior to and including September 1968.

71 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 24:

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

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

10l RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 24:

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

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

13 discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows:
Ty 14| Denied.

151 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 25:

16 Admit that the trade name of the raw asbestos fiber that you sold between 1964 and 1985

171 was known as Calidria.
181 RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 25:

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

20| Request on the grounds that it is overly broad, vague, ambiguous, and not reasonably calculated
21| to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide

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

231 Carbide Asbestos” and then under the name “Calidria”. Union Carbide’s asbestos was given
24| other trade names by some distributors.

25 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 26:

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

27| You as a short fiber Chrysotile.

-11-
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1| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 26:

[

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

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

=N

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide
responds as follows: Admitted. Calidria consisted of raw chrysotile asbestos in a unique short-
fiber formulation which Union Carbide mined near King City, California.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 27:

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

O 00 ~1 N

fiber was safer than other fc;nns of asbestos fiber.

10l RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 27:

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

12| Request on the grounds that it is overly broad, vague, ambiguous and not reasonably calculated
131 to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide

14| responds as follows: Denied.

15 Union Carbide advised its customers to take precautions applicable to the use of any

16| asbestos fibers. See Calidria's brochure (1968) a true and correct copy of which is attached

17| hereto as Exhibit “A”.

18 Calidria was mined from a deposit which consisted of a unique form of chrysotile. Asa
19| result of its unique properties, Calidria could not pose the dangers which might be created by
201 asbestos from other deposits. Those properties include the following: Calidria's short fiber

21| length (shorter than any other known chrysotile); the Calidria deposit's lack of tremolite

22 | contamination; Calidria's quick dissolution due to the nweak" fibril structure; and its width and
23| shape. Many of Union Carbide's expert witnesses can testify as to the unique properties of the
24| Calidria fiber and resulting innocuous biological impact of Calidna.

25 In spite of the unique, innocuous nature of the Calidria fiber, Union Carbide has long
26| recognized the desirability of avoiding excessive exposure to dust from any source. Union

27| Carbide took steps to enable customers to minimize or avoid the creation of and exposure to

28| dust from Calidria.
-12 -
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1 During the early days of Union Carbide's Calidria business, medical and industrial health
2| officials at Union Carbide issued asbestos toxicology reports which were distributed to sales and

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

4| toxicological information first appeared in sales literature in that year. Material Safety Data

51 Sheets were mailed to Calidria customers beginning in 1972. AIA/NA information pamphlets
61 were made available to customers starting in 1972 and were mailed to customers beginning in

71 1977 at the latest.

8 The health and safety literature made available and disseminated by Union Carbide to its

9l Calidria customers warned of possible serious adverse health effects associated with the
101 excessive inhalation of asbestos fiber, advised customers on ways to control or avoid such
11| hazards, including the use of respirators as a way to avoid the hazards. In addition to the
12 | dissemination of health and safety information, Union Carbide took active steps to help insure
13| that Calidria was handled and used in a clean and safe manner and environment: Union Carbide
14| employed shrink-wrap, tight-fitting packaging to prevent leakage, spillage, or dust emission
15| during the shipment of Calidria. Union Carbide also developed pelletized forms of Calidria
161 which would reduce dust emission. In 1972, Union Carbide offered to take dust counts of the
17| premises of Calidria customers in order to help them maintain a safe working environment, a
18 service which many Calidria customers utilized (Calidria was not sold to the general public or
191 other "end-users", but rather was marketed only to manufacturers or producers who used
20| Calidria in their products or production processes). Dr. Harrison Rhodes, an industrial
21| hygienist, supervised Union Carbide's dust monitoring prograr.

22| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 28:

23 Admit that You represented to Georgia-Pacific Corporation that your raw asbestos fiber

24| was safer then other types of raw asbestos fiber.

251 RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 28:

26 See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this
27| Request on the grounds that it is overly broad, vague, ambiguous and not reasonably calculated

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

2| asserted therein.

3| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 29:

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

5| safer than other types of raw asbestos fiber.

6| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 29:
7 See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this

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

9| discovery of admissible evidence. See Union Carbide’s Response to Request for Admission No.
10| 27, including all objections asserted therein.

11{ REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 30:

12 Admit that You represented to United States Gypsum Company that your asbestos fiber
13| was safer than other types of raw asbestos fiber.

14| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 30:

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

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

171 discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows:
18| See Union Carbide’s Response to Request for Admission No. 27, including all objections

19| asserted therein.

20 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 31:

21 Admit that You advised United States Gypsum Company that your asbestos fiber was
22| safer than other types of raw asbestos fiber.

23| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 31:

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

251 Requeston the ;grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the

26| discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows:
271 See Union Carbide’s Response to Request for Admission No. 27, including all objections

28 | asserted therein. I
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: 1| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 32:

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

)

than other types of raw asbestos fiber.

N

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

o 00~ O ha

products plaintiff never claimed exposure. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as
10| follows: Denied as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff’s claims of exposure, namely,

11| prior to and including 1968. See also Union Carbide’s Response to Request for Admission No.
12§ 27, including all objections asserted therein.

13| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 33:

14 Admit that You advised Proko Industries that your raw asbestos fiber was safer than
15| other types of raw asbestos fiber.

16| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 33:

17 See General Objections Nos. 1, 2, and 4. Union Carbide further objects to this Request
18 | on the grounds that it is overly broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
19| admissible evidence. Union Carbide additionally objects to this Request on the grounds of

20| relevance in that it seeks information about a product manufacturer to whose products plaintiff
21| never claimed exposure. Subject to its objections, Unicn Carbide responds as follows: Denied
22|l as to the relevant timeframe of this plaintiff’s claims of exposure, namely, prior to and including
23 1968. See also Union Carbide’s Response to Request for Admission No. 27, including all

24| objections asserted therein.

25 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 34:

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

27| was safer than other types of raw asbestos fiber.

28
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1| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 34:

19

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

31 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

O o0 NN O M

safer than other types of raw asbestos fiber.

10| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 35:

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

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

13| discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows:
14| See Union Carbide’s Response to Request for Admission No. 27, including all objections

15| asserted therein.

16| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 36:

17 Admit that You represented to Kelly-Moore Paint Company, Inc. that your raw asbestos
18| fiber was safer than other types of raw asbestos fiber.

19| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 36:

20 Union Carbide objects to this Request on the grounds that the plaintiff has exceeded the
21| statutory limit of thirty-five (35) Requests for Admissions without providing a Declaration for
22 | Additional Discovery pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 2033 which details why such
23 | additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General Objections
24 | Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly
25| broad and not re;lsonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to

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

27| for Admission No. 27, including all objections asserted therein.

28
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1| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 37:

2 Admit that You advised Kelly-Moore Paint Company, Inc. that your raw asbestos fiber
3| was safer than other forms of raw asbestos fiber.

4| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 37:

5 Union Carbide objects to this Request on the grounds that the plaintiff has exceeded the
6 statutory limit of thirty-five (35) Requests for Admissions without providing a Declaration for

71 Additional Discovery pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 2033 which details why such
gl additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General Objections
9! Nos.1,2,4,and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly

101 broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to
111 its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Denied for use in joint compound as to the

121 relevant timeframe of this plaintiff’s claims of exposure, namely, prior to and including

13| September 1968. See Union Carbide’s Response to Request for Admission No. 27, including all
14| objections asserted therein.

15| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 38:

16 Admit that You received a copy of the 1966 study by the Chemical Hygiene Fellowship
171 of Mellon Institute which addressed the potential of your raw asbestos fiber to cause fibrosis.

13! RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 38:

19 Union Carbide objects to this Request on the grounds that the plaintiff has exceeded the
20| statutory limit of thirty-five (35) Requests for Admissions without providing a Declaration for
21| Additional Discovery pursuant tc Code of Civil Procedure section 2033 which details why such
22| additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General Objections
23| Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grouﬁds that it is overly
241 broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Union

25| Carbide additio‘nally objects on the grounds that the Request is vague in that no timeframe is

26| provided for when the 1966 study was received by Union Carbide. Subject to its objections,

27| Union Carbide responds as follows: Denied as stated; admitted that Union Carbide received a

-17 -
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1| copy ofa 1966 memo styled: “The Fibrogenic Potential of Asbestos Products via Intraperitoneal

OS]

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

3| 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

0 00 N Oy W B

Additional Discovery pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 2033 which details why such
10| additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General Objections
11| 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
13 || its objections, Union Carbide reséonds as follows: Denied as stated; admitted that Union

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

15| Products via Intraperitoneal Injection in Guinea Pigs, Rats and Rabbits and by the Intratracheal
16| Route in the Rat.”

17| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 40:

18 Admit that You received a copy of the 1966 study by the Chemical Hygiene F ellowship
19| of Mellon Institute regarding the potential of your raw asbestos fiber to cause fibrosis before

20| you ceased selling raw asbestos fiber.

21| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 40:

22 Union Carbide objects to this Request on the grounds that the plaintiff has exceeded the
23| statutory limit of thirty-five (35) Requests for Admissions without providing a Declaration for
24| Additional Discovery pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 2033 which details why such
25| additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General Objections
26| Nos. 1,2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly
27| broad and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Union

28| 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,

[R)

Union Carbide responds as follows: See Union Carbide’s Responses to Requests for Admission
3| Nos. 3 and 39, including all objections asserted therein.

4| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 41:

5 Admit that You commissioned the study by the Chemical Hygiene Fellowship of Mellon
6| Institute.

7| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 41:

8 Union Carbide objects to this Request on the grounds that the plaintiff has exceeded the
9| statutory limit of thirty-five (35) Requests for Admissions without providing a Declaration for
10| Additional Discovery pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 2033 which details why such
11| additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General Objections
12| Nos. 1,2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly
13| broad, vague, ambiguous, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
"3 14| evidence. Subject to its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Admitted if the study
| 15| referred to in this Request is the same as the one referred to in Request No. 40.

16| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 42:

17 Admit that, between 1964 and 1985, you performed animal testing studies on the raw
18 || asbestos fiber that you sold.

19| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 42:

20 Union Carbide objects to this Request on the grounds that the plaintiff has exceeded the
21| statutory limit of thirty-five (35) Requests for Admissions without providing a Declaration for
22| Additional Discovery pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 2033 which details why such
23| additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General Objections
24| Nos. 1,2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly
251 broad and not re;asonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to
26| its objections, Union Carbide responds as follows: Admitted in part and denied in part. See

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

28| asserted therein.
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1| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 43:

[ RS ]

Admit that You, between 1964 and 1985, you learned through animal testing studies that
3| the raw asbestos fiber had an equal or greater potential to cause fibrosis than other forms of raw
4| asbestos fiber than commercially available.

51 RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 43:

=)

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

~3

statutory limii 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
9| additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General

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

11{| thatitis overly broad, vague, ambiguous, assumes facts not in evidence and is not reasonably

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

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

14| 38-42, including all objections asserted therein.

15 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 44:

16 Admit that, between 1964 and 1985, you leamed that the raw asbestos fiber you sold was
17| an equal or more potent carcinogen than other forms of raw asbestos fiber than commercially-

181 available.

19| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 44:

20 Union Carbide objects to this Request on the grounds that the plaintiff has exceeded the
21| statutory limit of thirty-five (35) Requests for Admissions without providing a Declaration for
22 | Additional Discovery pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 2033 which details why such
23| additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General Objections
24§ Nos. 1,2, 4, and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly
25| broad, vague, ar;xbiguous, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible

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

27| Responses to Request for Admissions Nos. 38-42, including all objections asserted therein.

28 ot
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1| REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 45:

2 Admit that despite receiving the results of animal testing on your raw asbestos fiber, you
3| continued to supply raw asbestos fiber until 1985.

4| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 45:

5 Union Carbide objects to this Request on the grounds that the plaintiff has exceeded the
6| statutory limit of thirty-five (35) Requests for Admissions without providing a Declaration for

7| Additional Discovery pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 2033 which details why such
8| additional discovery is necessary, not harassing or overly burdensome. See General Objections
9| Nos.1,2,4,and 6. Union Carbide further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly

10| broad, vague, ambiguous, assumes facts not in evidence and is not reasonably calculated to lead
11| 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

13| all objections asserted therein.

14

154 Dated: March 25, 2002 Respectfully submitted,

16 McKENNA & CUNEO, L.L.P.
17

’ O ) ———

William J. Sayers
19 Farah S. Nicol
Susan Weisenberg Gilefsky

20
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21 UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION
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TOXICOLOGICAL FROPERTIES (Cominu&:!)

of asbestosis 81¢ beljeved to have occurred
when exposures, have been maintained ac
ot below this level, despite large-scale
ueilization (o™ approaching one million
tons per yesf in the U.S.A.). This concen=
cration of dust is generally not visible in
the average work area unless a8 beam of
light causing 8 Tyadall effect is prasent.
Usually the dust concentration must be
from 8-10 million pasticles per cubic foot
before its presence is visible in average
lighting conditions.

Several years 88%: i was reported
chat there was an increase in the incidence

of cancerous fUmOrs, especially of the lung,

associated with asbestosis. Recently thece
have been reports of some cancers eccurring
in individuals exposed (@ asbestos dust,
put who have not developed clinical 8s-
bestosis. It is believed by most authorities
that thesé cases have been associated
wich exposuses significantly exceeding the
Threshold Limit Value. A major manufac
eurer of asbestos products who also mines
asbestos has not been able to show a0 in*
crease 0 capcerous growths in men work-
ing where dust concentrations Were main-
cained at the Threshold Limit Value.
Control of asbestos dust exposure is
therefore necessary. The control methods
ace the standard ones applicabletos variety
of dusty operations. They include closed

flow systems, wet processes where possi-
ble, snd adequate exhaust vencilation where
openings in the system are necessary.
Pelletizing is sometimes used ro improve
the handling characteristies of otherwise
dusty macerials. Where sactisfactory con®
tainment £o stay within the Threshold Limit
Value is impmc:ical ar impossible, effi-

. cient and relisble respiratars are available

for the protection of the employee. A pro-
geam of environmental monitoring in manu-
facturing operations {s highly desirable to
determine that Threshold Limit Values are
pot being exceeded, Employees should
weaf [eSpirators where dusting occurs in
finishing products such as sanding taped
joints.

Pre-employment and periodic physical

examinations of workers are desicable.

These should include chest Xerays (@ in-
sure that the worker has no chest con-
dicion priot O work with asbestos and t0
determine that 00 {ung changes are cesult-

ing from work with asbestos.
In conclusion, while asbestos dust

in excess of the Threshold Limit Value is
potentially harmful, as B8re many other
dusts encountered in industry, it is 1S
readily controlled as other such dusts and
it can be used safely with appropriate

precautions:
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; VERIFICATION

STATE OF NEW 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 io 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 upen

\} information obtained by counsel from current and former employees of Union .

- Carbide. :
@a Po e,

Edward W. DeBor
Agsistant Manager, Vermont Records

Sworn to before me this 'Z)éﬂ day of

Mawmn . . 2002
T, A acdey

Notary Public U

SIOBHAN A HANCLEY
m m Stmo Of NE'W "‘Ic’l
Na. e2+iasosssar
Quabhad in Naw York Coupe,
Cotmmizsion Expims .fan, 13, 27V'Z S

NYOU/JANGM/7008S9,1 ° 1

_________

Union Carbide trial exhibit UC-5184: Union Carbide Corporation's Amended Responses to Plaintiff's Request for A... Published by AsbestosClaims.Law
ACL Doc 19669 - Page 29 of 29 asbestosclaims.law/library/19669/29


https://asbestosclaims.law/library/19669/29

